10.

VILLAGE OF RYLEY
Regular Council Meeting (Video Conference), 2 March 2021, 6:45 p.m.
Livestream Video on Facebook Group: Village of Ryley
Telephone (778) 907-2071: Meeting ID - 974 6141 9019; Passcode - 874235
AGENDA
Call Regular Meeting to Order:
Additions/Deletions:
Approval of the Agenda:

Minutes of Previous Meetings:
February 16, 2020 Regular Council Meeting

Delegation(s): None

Business from the Minutes:

2020 Budget Status (Discussion)

Ryley Fire Department Training Records
Social Media Policy

New Business:

RFD: Kids Help Phone Donation

RFD: 988 Crisis Hotline Support

RFD: Letter to Minister Requesting Date Change to Fill Vacant Council Seat.
RFD: Appointment to Claystone Public Advisory Committee

Bylaws: None

Financial Reports: None

Correspondence:

10.1 IN: Claystone Update

10.2 IN: Municipal Accountability Plan

10.3 IN: Decision on Ryley vs Lee, Alberta Court of Queen’s Bench
10.4 IN: Westlock County Letter on Alberta Energy Regulator

10.5 IN: Budget Letter

11.

Reports:

11.1 Written
11.2 Verbal
11.3 CAO Follow-Up Action List (FUAL)
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12. In Camera:
12.1 Discussion of Regional Agreement(s) MGA Section 197, FOIP Section 23

12Z. Agenda Additions
12217 ]
122.2[ ]
122.3[ ]

13. Upcoming Meetings:

13.1  March 16, 2021 Regular Council Meeting (Video Conference)
13.2  April 6, 2021 Regular Council Meeting (Video Conference)
13.3  April 20, 2021 Regular Council Meeting (Video Conference)

14. Adjournment

Page 2 of 2



Sn1els pu3-4eaA 0Z0Z 139and

OT Y3JeN 120
3UI193A [1oUN0) A3JAY



‘u00s AJaA peaye ob ay) aAIb J,uop am

JI SIY] 8S0] ||IM 8M puB MOU YI0M 0] 186 0] saiuedw o9 Jo ssaulabes
oy] uaAIb juasaud 1e a|ge] ay] uo |eap uleblieq abny e aAey

o\\ ‘Buliepual-al e ul S1S09 Jaybiy aoey AjayI| ||Im pue JesA siyl swi)
9S0| p|NOM 0S| &M Uady] ‘|NJSSa29NSs 10U SI 11 Jl UBAS pue payoune| SI
uonnad e JI ‘Jeyun{ "paIas Sl 8nssI a8y} [IIUN SNUBAY UlG UO pJemlio)
SAOW 0] 8|ge 8q Jou pjnom am pue dn bBuiyiAians pjoy pjnom sunNoo
9y} 0} uoneoijdde uy ‘3 1ybly 0} sjuem |[i3s Ing uoi}ed e 8zijiqow o}
a|ge 1ou sI Aued psajsalsiul Aue JI youag s,usanp) ayl Jo N0 ay) 0]
uoneoldde a|qissod e Buioey si aunjuagap e buiab o] abejueapesip
9y | ‘palisap uey) aseatoul Ang| xe) Jablie| e paau 0] uolisod

B U] S9A|9SIN0 pulj Aew am uay) ‘eininy 4o | Z0z 18bpng 1o sanlosal
WOJ} MBIP Jouued am JI asnedaq AAS| Xe] 3|i1B|OA e Jsulebe uonensul
saesjuelsend siy] "N LS JO yuou sn sdesy pue saAlasay [ende) Ino
1o} 18U Alajes e yum sn sapinoid ainjuagap e 1eyl si abejueApe ay)

NOIL1dO J4NLNd193d




‘lobuep Ul SOA[8SIN0 puno) am JI sainssald Joj sjuswisnlpe swos ayew
0] 126png Bunelad Jno 0] uinjal sAemje pjnood pue [0J1U0D ||N} 8ABRY

aM 8snedaq pue ‘1gep |eudeod uno xij 0] seAow ay) bupjew Apealje ale
9M 8sneda( ‘JIpal) JO aulT M00z$ e eAey am asnedaq Aysi AlaA jou si
abejuenpesip siy] "sn jsuiebe dn paui| siejs JO || JI M0GZ$ se moj se }eb
Alqissod pjnod apA ‘AL S 1O YInos :jaAs] mo| AIBA e 0} SaAlasay |elde)
JNO UMOP MEeIp 0] paau pjnom am eyl si abejueApesip ay| "uoineziuowe
Jno 0} ppe pjnoo am Jeyl 1@bpng Buneiad Jno wodj Jeak tad juswAed
alnjuagap MB0 1L $ 9yl buiaes aq pjnom ainuagap ON O3 abejueape
|euollippe ue ‘esinoo JO "passed si }J@bpng ay} se uoos se josloid |eliden
020¢ 4N0o uo Ajejelpawiwil pJemio) SAOW PIN0D am ley] si eabejueape auy)

NOI1dO J4NLN193d ON




GL¥'89¢  %T6
PST'85 S %6S
78C'90TS %8
LT TV S %983

pZ6'TL9$
1ST'78 $
€95°2/S$
LITLSTS

(B8TVLTS %T'S8 STG'ESTS vOT'SSETS  WIOL

66E0VS  INIVIN VD
SOS'OPIS  'a'3wzIg
Gv8'8/95  ONIAI ATTAY
GSP'86TS NINQY

dviild
S % 135dn4d JIOIIVHIS

(L1D143a) SN1d¥NS :SISNIdX3 020Z 139aNng dO



=

0S

(SLY'EL S)
(0£6°9T S)

0SE'ETTS
0%

%001
%
%
%

%001

%

L08'8ESS
9TE'60ES
QSL6TCS
C0L6SSS
CELTTTS

CENVERER

115dn9

68ZvLT$|=ISNIdX3 | sN1duns Tv10L

£08°8€S$
T6L78€ES
GTL'9ETS
6VTLLSS
CEL'TTTS

SAXVL
NEVAGERER.
S40IAd3S

dNO4HSIAN

SINVUO
dv1ild

JIDILVULS

(L1D143d) SN1d¥NS :3NN3IATY 0Z0Z 139dN4 dO



b¥6°S

%L6

8¥T°30TS

¢60°TTTS

d3LIVMINYOLS

G9G'0ES  %S8  SEV69TS 000°002S AQNLS INYOLS
IEC09S %2 @ O00ISEES TET'SSYS Y3IM3S
G9/L'€TC S %6/ C6T'T6 S LS6VTTS  (PTH) ¥43LVM
90v'0TES  %ES  LPE9GES €G/°999S SAvoy
€87'8LS %6/,  SE8'66CS LTT'8LES (peoY) oAy g§
(cec'0es) - %BITT  CER7heSs - BO9IZSTS YVv10S

CE[VEL ) E

1395dn4d

IN3N1YVd3d

(L12143d) SN1dYNS :SISNIdXT 0Z0Z 139ANE dVD




6T0°EvPS  %.9  608'9T6$  8Z8'6SE'TS  TvVlOL

995°0€ S %598 SEV'69TS 000°00CS AQNLS INYOLS

G9/‘€T S %6/ C6T'T6 S [S6VTTS  (PTH) HILVM
90%7‘0TES  %ES [VE9GES €G/‘999S Savoy
€87'8L S %6/ GE8'66CS LTT'SLES (peoY) Ay S

| % | aIaN3dx3 | 139an8 | ININL¥VHIA

1¢0¢ 404 d3dIND3Y :0¢0¢ 135aNng dv2



0S‘€CTS 193png 13N
9ZE’E8S - dIDI/dMMIAY
0€8'90€S (U1s xd) 9z ISVYHdJ
v6C'CL S v62'CL S 193png 13N
OSCTETTS - ApY |9n0ys
7S ‘S8TS (49puliD) vz ISVHJ
S3Av¥9dN NOILVLS 14I1

12310dd

| 139ang |

S3AdVyDdN NOILVLS 1417 :0¢0¢ 135AdN4g dvD




ALIEVIT TVLIdVYD TVLOL = ¥69°SLYS «

M0G9$=419 // MN6TS=DLINE // Ar8TS=dVI ISIAl »
T20T 4O4 SINVYD FHNLONYLSYYANI = ECT'E9CS »

ALNIGVIT TVLIdYD 020C TVLOL = LT8'SELS -
ALITIGVIT TVLIdVD 3aV¥9dN NOILVLS 1417 = 86/°G6TS »
(¥S R 2S) ALITIGVIT TVLIdVD SAVOY T20Z = 6TO'EPYS o

M9LYS "1SVDIHOL TVLIdVD T2Z0C



Village of Ryley

REQUEST FOR DECISION

Meeting: Council

Meeting Date: 2 March 2021
Presented By: Glen Hamilton-Brown
Agenda Item No: 7.1 Kids Help Phone

RECOMMENDED ACTION
That Council for the Village of Ryley provide a donation of $250.00 to the Kids Help
Phone.

OR

That Council for the Village of Ryley provide a donation of $200.00 to the Kids Help
Phone.

BACKGROUND/PROPOSAL
Attached is a request letter from Kids Help Phone and donation policy.

Village of Ryley Council has donated $200 to the Kids Help Phone annually for the past

number of years from GL 2-11-981 Council Donations. During COVID-19 Pandemic

Village of Ryley donated twice in the year 2020 for a total of $400. Considering inflation,

Council may consider for 2021 a donation of $250 as per the maximum set in the
Donation Policy (2017-04-08).

COST / SOURCE OF FUNDIING

Donations to Community Groups GL 2-11-981 has a budget of $10K. This is a planned
component of the budget. After this donation of $250 the balance for GL 2-11-981 would

be on budget at $8750.

Author: Jocelyn Gates
Date: 25 February 2021



OFFICIAL VILLAGE OF RYLEY POLICY

4 SECTION: I COUNCIL POLICY NUMBER; : 2017-04-08
' SUBJECT: DONATIONS ISSUED:

APPROVAL: + EFFECTIVE DATE: 15 May, 2017
1 Méybr

:Lﬂ-a{ymro_, LnSon ( ; . REPLAC‘EVS: (Po?icy #)

1=Chief Administrative Officer
NUMBER OF PAGES 1
THAT FORMTHIS
POLICY:

m \ (/L‘\ (,\.&?.J (:x, rm‘ilsa(\

1. Purpose

To create a uniform donation format to ensure equity between community requests for donations for
local events and functions which promote and enhance the Village of Ryley’s quality of life.

2. Scope
The donation policy will apply to financial and In-lieu contributions by the Village.
3..Guidelines

During each budget cycle, Council will allocate a total budget amount of their choosing to be earmarked
for financial contributions to community groups.

Cofnmunity Support grants

Council may award equal disbursements of $250 per request at their discretion until the
allocated fund has been depleted.

Prizes-in=lieu

In the event of a request for supply of door prize items, Council may choose to donate a Village
apparel item, or a combination of Village promotional and apparel items to an organization to a
maximum retail value of $100.

- Rent-in-lieu

Council may choose to offer rent-in-lieu as a contribution forlocal groups requiring a facility for
an event. The value of this contribution is recognized at the Village’s current rental rates for community
groups, as per Master Rates Bylaw 2016-918




Kids Help Phone €8

January 18, 2021

Village of Ryley
PO Box 230, 5005 50 Street
Ryley AB TOB 4A0

Dear Friend,
What a year.

There are not enough words to express how grateful | am for you. Thank you, from the
bottom of my heart, for supporting young people during this unprecedented year of upheaval,
uncertainty and loss.

When the pandemic first hit last spring, your support meant we could react quickly, and
give even more young people a safe place to turn during such a critical time.

But we had no idea just how much young people in Canada would need us — and you.
Almost instantly, the number of phone calls and texts to Kids Help Phone DOUBLED.

Back in 2019, we had 1.9 million interactions with youth. At the time, we thought
that was astonishing! But during the chaos of 2020, that number increased to more than
4.5 million interactions.

Thank you for making every single one of those calls and texts possible.

Because of you, kids in Ryley, Alberta and across Canada got the help they nesded when the
uncertainty and stress became too much to handle — whether they were feeling anxious about the
virus, missing their friends, worried about family finances, or facing crisis situations like abuse and
self-harm.

| wish | could tell you this is all in the past. But you and | both know this crisis isn’t over. The
demand for youth mental health support continues to grow. And when kids reach out to us for
help, we must be there for them.

Thank you for everything Village of Ryley has done for young people during the
challenges of 2020. Can | count on you to support our youth through the coming year
with a life-saving donation of $250 or $3007?

LBLL~T



Despite dealing with unprecedented numbers and the challenges of working remotely,
we did not take our- foot off the gas pedal - not for a single moment. Instead, we kept moving
forward and |nnovat|ng new ways to connect with kids in the ways that feel best to them.

N faot your generosrcy resulted in three remarkable achievements last year.

First, | am $0 excited to mtroduce you to Kip, our new Artificial Intelligence
Chatbot. Kip's job is to help young people connect with the resources and support they need,
faster. And when klds IIVGS are on the line, every second counts.

When a kid v;snts our website, Kip will greet them with an automated one-on-one
conversation. Depending on which words and phrases the young person uses, Kip can direct
them to the services that will best suit their needs, whether that’s a resource they can find on our
website, a text conversation with a crisis responder, or a phone call with a professional counssllor.

Kip can point kids toward some of the 30,000 resources we have available online, or a
service near them, like a food bank or LGBTQ2S+ support group. And for those who are looking
for ways to quickly relieve stress, Kip can recommend online supports like digital breathing
balloons and worry rockets. Pretty incredible, right? Kip is a direct result of your
unwavering support and commitment to Kids Help Phone.

Second, we introduced Facebook Messenger as an access point for young people
to reach our crisis responders’ texting platform. | know what you're thinking — do kids even
use Facebook anymore? And the answer is — they do!

In Indigenous and Northern Canadian communities in particular, Facebook Messenger is
commonly used as a communications tool by young people, especially in areas where cellular
service isn’t strong or where young people don’t have access to data plans. Instead, they use
their home, school or library computer to chat with their friends.

And now, thanks to you, they can use that same platform to reach out to us. Your support
means more Kids in remote communities can get the help they need, even without a phone
or data plan.

Lastly, you were instrumental in the creation of our new Insights website. | hope
you get the chance to check it outl It’s a first-of-its-kind platform that shares data from the stories,
conversations and support we provide to young people every day - all while protecting privacy
and confidentiality.

Visitors to KidsHelpPhone.ca/Insights will be able to access multiple types of data, including
the topics kids are talking about, national and regional trends, demographics, and quotes from
young people.




Through Insights, you're telling young people they’re not alone by letting them know
hundreds of other people share some of their thoughts and feelings. And you're also helping
guide services and programs for young people across Canada through evidence-based insights
based on up-to-date data.

| can’t stress enough how much | appreciate your partnership as we continue to innovate,
grow and be there for as many young people as possible, in the way they need us.

As the storm around us continues to rage into 2021, we urgently need your
continued support. Time lost is lives lost, which is why we must keep pushing forward, keeping
up with the changing needs of young people and the accelerating pace of technology.

Let me tell you Dylan’s* story as an example of the kind of life-saving support you can
provide a young person in crisis.

It was 2 a.m. when Dylan reached out to one of our crisis responders, Etienne, via text.
Dylan has had depression for a long time and had been seeing a therapist on a regular basis.

Even with regular therapy, Dylan struggled with his unrelenting anxiety and feelings of
sadness. But knowing he had someone to talk to helped him keep going and get through each
day. His therapist was a lifeline — a lifeline that was cut short by COVID-19.

When his therapy sessions were postponed due to the pandemic, Dylan quickly spiraled
downward — to the point where he wanted to take his own life.

In his darkest moment, in the middle of the night, he reached out to Kids Help Phone and
told Etienne what he was planning. He was in immediate danger of suicide.

With Dylan’s permission, Etienne called emergency services. While they waited, he
continued to text with Dylan, making sure the youth knew he wasn’t alone.

After a few minutes, Dylan’s texts stopped coming. But Etienne didn’t give up. He kept
sending encouraging texts, asking questions, and telling Dylan he could get through this crisis.

Then a text came through — but it wasn’t from Dylan. It was from his mom, letting
Etienne know emergency services had arrived ... and thanking him for saving her son’s life.

The truth is, you saved Dylan’s life that day. In fact, we facilitate an average of ten
“active rescues” like this every day — which means you save lives like Dylan’s every single day.

And you don't stop there. As you might imagine, conversations like these take a mental
toll on our counsellors and crisis responders as well. Your donations provide the support crisis
responders like Etienne need to debrief from tough conversations and take care of their own
mental health — so they can continue to be there for kids in crisis.

*This is the true story of a young person. Their name, and the hame of counsellor, have been changed for privacy and confidentiality.



Your 2021 gift will also ensure we can successfully launch our brand-new
peer-to-peer program — an innovative new platform that will allow young people to speak
to other young people in a moderated, safe and secure way.

It's all part of giving youth the kind of support that works best for them. Sometimes kids
just want to talk to other kids who understand their struggles.

Peer-to-peer support empowers young people and helps them build resiliency by finding
their own solutions. And, like Kip, having these alternate supports means more professional
counsellors can be available for youth in urgent distress.

Can we count on Village of Ryley to donate $250 or $300 today to help us further

these life-changing programs and ensure we’re ready for whatever else comes our way
this year?

As we move into the uncertainty and challenges of 2021, our young people need you more

than ever. Please renew your support today, so kids will always have someone to talk to, whenever
and wherever they need it.

Sincerely,

/w%)

Katherine Hay
President & CEO

P.S. Young people rely on you like never before. Please give your very best gift today
and make sure there is always someone here for them.

2NN PW&WWW@%M ol the enclosed. Swhvey — pour ﬁwo@hﬁs

are @ﬁﬁ»@m% Lm//yormﬁ o us!

439 University Avenue, Suite 300, Toronto, ON M5G 1Y8 ° g
toll-free 1-800-268-3062, tel: 416-586-5437 Klds Help Phone



Village of Ryley

REQUEST FOR DECISION

Meeting: Council

Meeting Date: 2 March 2021

Presented By: Glen Hamilton-Brown

Agenda Item No: 7.2 988 Crisis Hotline Support

RECOMMENDED ACTION
That Council for the Village of Ryley support the 988 Crisis Line with the following resolution:

WHEREAS the Federal government has passed a motion to adopt 988, a National
three-digit suicide and crisis hotline;

AND WHEREAS the ongoing COVID-19 pandemic has increased the demand for
suicide prevention services by 200 per cent;

AND WHEREAS existing suicide prevention hotlines require the user to remember a
10-digit number and go through directories or be placed on hold;

AND WHEREAS in 2022 the United States will have in place a national 988 crisis
hotline;

AND WHEREAS Ryley Council recognizes that it is a significant and important
initiative to ensure critical barriers are removed to those in a crisis and seeking help;

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED THAT Ryley Council endorses this 988
crisis line initiative; and that Staff be directed to send a letter indicating such support
to the local MP, MLLA, Federal Minister of Health, the CRTC and local area
municipalities to indicate our support.

BACKGROUND/PROPOSAL

December 11, 2020 the House of Commons passed a motion through unanimous
consent to bring a national 3-digit suicide prevention hotline to Canada. Municipalities
must continue to put pressure on the government and radio/television and
telecommunications giving the alarming rate of suicide in Canada which constitutes a
national health crisis. Additionally, you can also support personally to the cause by
signing the electronic petition at;

https://petitions.ourcommons. ca/en/Petition/Details?Petition=e-2772

COST / SOURCE OF FUNDIING
No additional cost beyond administrative time, effort, and supplies.

Author: Jocelyn Gates
Date: 25 February 2021




Ryley CAO <cao@ryley.ca>

Fwd: 988 Crisis Hotline Support Motion

1 message

Terry Magneson <t.magheson@ryley.ca> i Tue, Feb 23, 2021 at 9:32 AM
To: Ryley CAO <cao@ryley.ca>

---------- Forwarded message =--------

From: James, Jessika (Kurek, Damien - MP) <jessika.james.702@parl.g¢.ca>
Date: Tue, Feb 23, 2021 at 9:09 AM

Subject: 988 Crisis Hotline Support Motion

To: Ryley <t.magheson@ryley.ca>

February 23, 2021

Good morning Mr. Magneson,

Last week, MP Kurek sent out an email asking for your council to pass a motion to support a 988 crisis hotline. It has
come to my attention that this email may not have sent properly, so | was asked to send it again to be sure that you had a
chance to read it. You can find the email below my signature.

My apologies if you have received this twice!

Thanks and regards,

Jessika James

Communications and New Media Assistant
Damien C. Kurek, MP

Battle River - Crowfoot

585 Confederation Building

Tel. : 613-947-4608

Fax: 613-947-4611

Subscribe to MP Kurek's E-Newsletter!

damien.kurek@parl.gc.ca




February 12, 2021

To Mayor Terry Magneson via email: t. magneson@ryley.ca

Dear Mr. Magneson,

Over the past year, | have heard about the challenges with maintaining strong mental health and the devastating
consequences of that on people, families, and communities. Mental health is a serious issue that needs to be talked
about more than just on awareness days.

Although there are some supports available, they are not widely known, and they need to be. In addition, they need to be
accessible to everyone, not only to people in major cities.

While there have been significant steps taken in the past few years, it is not enough, and more needs to be done still.

On December 11‘“, 2020, the House of Commons passed a motion introduced by Conservative MP Todd Doherty,
through unanimous consent, to bring a national 3-digit suicide prevention hotline line to Canada.

That, given that the alarming rate of suicide in Canada constitutes a national health crisis, the
House call on the government to take immediate action, in collaboration with our provinces, to
establish a national suicide prevention hotline that consolidates all suicide crisis numbers into
one easy to remember three-digit (988) hot- line that is accessible to all Canadians.

I'm asking that all municipalities across Battle River — Crowfoot consider passing a motion similar to the one below. In
order to make 988 a reality, we must continue to put pressure on the government and the Canadian Radio-television and
Telecommunications Commission (CRTC).

Personally, you can also support the cause by signing our electronic petition at: https://petitions.ourcommons.
ca/en/Petition/Details?Petition=e-2772

The past year has been a challenging year and the mental health implications have been severe. As local leaders, and
especially during this period of difficulty, our constituents are looking for leadership. This is one small step we can all
take.

Please feel free to reach out if we can assist you in any way,

Sincerely,

Damien C. Kurek, MP

Battle River - Crowfoot

4945 50 St Camrose AB T4V 1P9
Tel. ; 800-665-4358




Text: 403-575-5625
@dckurek
Subscribe to my E-Newsletter!

damien.kurek@parl.gc.ca

Draft motion:
Support for 988 Crisis Line

WHEREAS the Federal government has passed a motion to adopt 988, a National three-digit suicide

and crisis hotline;

AND WHEREAS the ongoing COVID-19 pandemic has increased the demand for suicide prevention

services by 200 per cent;

AND WHEREAS existing suicide prevention hotlines require the user to remember a 10-digit

number and go through directories or be placed on hold;
AND WHEREAS in 2022 the United States will have in place a national 988 crisis hotline;

AND WHEREAS Ryley Council recognizes that it is a significant and important initiative to ensure critical barriers are
removed to those in a crisis and seeking help;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT Ryley Council endorses this 988 crisis line initiative;

and that Staff be directed to send a letter indicating such support to the local MP, MLA, Federal Minister of Health, the
CRTC and local area municipalities to indicate our support.



Village of Ryley
REQUEST FOR DECISION

Meeting: Council

Meeting Date: 2 March 2021

Presented By: Glen Hamilton-Brown

Agenda Item No: 7.3 Filling a Vacancy on Council

RECOMMENDED ACTION

That Council for the Village of Ryley hold a by-election on Wed 16 June, 2021 to fill the
vacant council seat created by the disqualification of Mr. Nikita Lee, unless the Minister
of Municipal Affairs establishes an alternate date to fill the vacancy.

AND

That Council for the Village of Ryley directs Administration to send a request to the
Minister of Municipal Affairs to set an alternate date to fill the vacant Council seat,
requesting October 18, 2021, to coincide with the next general election.

BACKGROUND/PROPOSAL
Cr. Lee has been removed from council by the courts and Ryley is required by the MGA
s.165 to fill that vacancy within 120 days.

Attached is a draft letter for Council consideration.

COST/SOURCE OF FUNDIING

Election Expenses GL 2-12-150 has a planned budget of $3500. A by-election is not a
planned component of the budget and in theory would cost similar to a general election,
therefore, we can assume that a by-election should cost an additional $3500.

Author: Jocelyn Gates
Date: 26 February 2021




if
of Ryley

February 23, 2021

Minister of Municipal Affairs
Ric Mciver

10800 97 Ave NW
Edmonton, AB TSK 2B6

Dear Ric Mciver,

As you may be aware one of our councillors has been removed from council by the courts
and we are required by the MGA s.165 to hold a by-election to fill that vacancy within 120
days. We have found that MGA s.605(2) says that the Minister may by order specify
another number of days or another day when something in the Act is to be done. We
would like to request that you consider granting the village an extension to set the date for
filling our vacancy to the date of the next general election. Due to COVID-19 we are
concerned about the risk this could cause for our residents.

Thank you for your time in this matter, | hope to hear from you soon.

Sincerely,

Glen Hamilton-Brown
Chief Administrative Officer




Village of Ryley

REQUEST FOR DECISION

Meeting: Council

Meeting Date: 2 March 2021

Presented By: Glen Hamilton-Brown

Agenda ltem No: 7.4 Appointment to Claystone Public Advisory Committee

RECOMMENDED ACTION
That Council for the Village of Ryley appoint Cr. to the Claystone Public Advisory
Committee.

BACKGROUND/PROPOSAL
Village of Ryley Council is to appoint one member of council to the Claystone Public
Advisory Committee.

COST / SOURCE OF FUNDIING
None

Author: Jocelyn Gates
Date: 25 February 2021




Municipal Affairs Deputy Minister
. 1#th Floor, Commerce Place
10465 ~ 102 Street
Edmonton; Alberta T5J:4L4
Canada
Telephone. 780-427-4826
Fax 780-422-8561

ARYB877

January 27, 2021

Mr. Glen Hamilton-Brown

Chief Administrative Officer

Village of Ryley

PO Box 230

Ryley AB TOB 4A0

Dear Mr, Hamilton-Brown:

Thank you for the email of January 20, 2021, regarding the completion of all
non-compliant items identified in the 2019 Municipal Accountability Program (MAP)
report for the Village of Ryley.

| commend the village for moving forward and addressing these items in a timely
manner, and | am pleased to advise you the Village of Ryley 2019 MAP review has
been completed to-the satisfaction of the Minister,

On behalf of Municipal Affairs, | wish the village all the best for the future.

Sincerely,

My,g:;:"‘»’«"ﬁf‘"‘w? i
o <;WM
 Deputy Minister

N Honourable Ric Mclver, Minister of Municipal Affairs
Angel Matyachuk, Office Manager, Village of Ryley

Classification:Protected:A



Court of Queen’s Bench of Alberta

Citation: Ryley (Village) v Lee, 2021 ABQB 130

Docket: 2003 03439
Registry: Edmonton

Between:
The Village of Ryley
Applicant
-and -
Nikita Lee
Respondent

Reasons for Decision
of the
Honourable Madam Justice S, Leonard

L. Introduction

[11  This is an application by the Village of Ryley (the Village) for an order declaring that
Nikita Lee, an elected Councillor for the Village, is disqualified from serving as a Councillor and
that his position is therefore vacant,

[2]  The Village’s position is that following his election, Mr. Lee became disqualified from
remaining on the Council due to his failure to pay Village taxes and utilities. The Village claims
that the failure to pay taxes made him ineligible for nomination as a candidate under section 22
of the Local Authorities Election Act, RSA 2000, ¢ L-21 (the LAEA).
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[3] Mr. Lee argues that this Court does not have jurisdiction to hear this matter because the
Village’s application was not made within the nomination period, as contemplated in the LAEA.
In the alternative, he argues that the LAEA only required him to remain eligible on nomination
day. Mr. Lee’s position is that his Village taxes were current on nomination day and he is
therefore not subject to removal from Council.

[4] For the reasons that follow, I find Mr. Lee ceased to be qualified to remain a councillor of
the Village of Ryley. It follows that there is now a position on council that is vacant. I decline to
exercise the Court’s equitable jurisdiction to dismiss the Village’s application,

I1. Background

[5] In the fall of 2017, Mr. Lee put his name forward as a candidate for election to the
Village Council. On September 18, 2017, he completed and submitted a Nomination Paper and
Candidate’s Acceptance form. The Village election occurred on October 16, 2017, and Mr. Lee
was elected as a Councillor. Mr. Lee maintained his position from the date of the election to the
present,

[6]  Mr, Lee owns two properties in the Village that are subject to taxation and Village utility
bills. On the date Mr. Lee submitted his nomination papers, his accounts with the Village were
up-to-date. The parties do not dispute that Mr. Lee subsequently became indebted to the Village
for unpaid taxes and utilities. He did not pay any taxes or utilities between September 16, 2017
and November 18, 2019. As of January 4, 2018, Mr. Lee owed the Village taxes in the amount of
$300.18. He continued to accrue utility and tax obligations beyond this date. As of September 1,
2018, his debts to the Village exceeded $500.

[7] On October 9, 2019, the Village became aware of the issue. At a meeting of the Village
Council Committee of the Whole, held on November 5, 2019, Mr. Lee was advised of the
outstanding accounts and told that this could disqualify him from continuing to serve as a
Councillor, Mr. Lee requested more information as to the nature of his indebtedness.

[8] On November 8, 2019, the Village sent Mr. Lee the Tax Roll Transactions for his two
properties detailing the extent of Mr. Lee’s debt.

[9]  OnNovember 19,2019, Mr. Lee paid the Village $3,059.32, representing the total
amount of his indebtedness. Later that day he attended the meeting of the Village Council and
advised that he paid the full amount owing to the Village. The Village gave Mr. Lee an
opportunity to address the reasons for his disqualification. Mr. Lee denied that he was
disqualified. The Village then gave Mr. Lee an opportunity to resign his position. Mr. Lee
refused to resign.

[10]  Pursuant to section 175(2) of the Municipal Government Act, RSA 2000 ¢ M-26 (the
MGA), the Village resolved to apply to the Court of Queen’s Bench for an Order determining
whether Mr. Lee had ceased to be qualified to remain a councillor, or an order declaring Mr. Lee
to be disqualified from council.
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III. Legislation
A. Local Authorities Election Act

[11] The LAEA governs the conduct of elections in Alberta. Section 21(1) of the LAEA deals
with the qualification of candidates for election. It provides as follows:

21(1) A person may be nominated as a candidate in any election under this Act if
on nomination day the petson

a) is eligible to vote in that election,

b) has been a resident of the local jurisdiction and the ward...
for the 6 consecutive months immediately preceding
nomination day, and

c) is not otherwise ineligible or disqualified.

[12]  Section 22(1) provides a list of circumstances in which a person is not eligible to be
nominated as a candidate. Section 22(1)(c) and (d) are relevant to the issue of unpaid taxes and
are relied upon by the Village in this application to assert Mr. Lee’s ineligibility to continue as a
Councillor. These subsections provide that a person is ineligible to be nominated if they are
indebted to the municipality. These subsections are as follows:

22(1) A person is not eligible to be nominated as a candidate in any election under
this Act if on nomination day

(c) The person is indebted to the municipality of which the person
is an elector for taxes in default exceeding $50, excluding from
that amount

(i) Any indebtedness for current taxes, and

(ii) Any indebtedness for arrears of taxes for which
the person has entered into a consolidation
agreement with the municipality, unless the person
is in default in the payment of any money due under
the agreement;

(d) The person is indebted to the local jurisdiction for which the
election is to be held for any debt exceeding $500 and in default of
more than 90 days;

B. Municipal Government Act

[13] The LAEA pertains only to elections. It does not address the subsequent disqualification
of elected officials, Provisions dealing with the disqualification of elected councillors are found
in Division 7 of the MGA.

[14]  Section 174(1) of the MGA lists the circumstances in which a councillor might be
disqualified from council. The subsections relevant to this application are as follows:

174(1) A councillor is disqualified from council if
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(a) when the councillor was nominated, the councillor was not
eligible for nomination as a candidate under the Local
Authorities Election Act;

(b) The councillor ceases to be eligible for nomination asa
candidate under the Local Authorities Election Act;

[15]  Section 174(1) also lists a number of other circumstances in which a councillor might
become disqualified from council. Section 175(1) directs a disqualified councillor to resign
immediately. If this does not occur, the council can apply to the Court of Queen’s Bench,
pursuant to section 175(2), for an order determining whether the person has ceased to be
qualified to remain a councillor or an order declaring the person to be disqualified from council,

[16] On an application pursuant to section 175, section 176(1) provides that the Court can:
(a) declare the person to be disqualified and a position on council to be vacant,
(b) declare the person able to remain a councillor, or

(c) dismiss the application.

D. Analysis
A. Is the Village’s application premature?

[17] Mr. Lee argues that the Village’s application is premature. He argues that there is no
continuing requirement to remain qualified for nomination and that an application pursuant to
section 174 can only be brought by the Village during the nomination period.

[18] Mr. Lee argues that recent amendments to the LAEA define the nomination period and
have removed any ambiguity as to the interpretation of this period.

[19] Section 1 of the LAEA defines the nomination period as the relevant period referred to in
section 25(2). Section 25(2) provides:

25(2) A person may file a nomination to become a candidate

(a) for a general election, within the period beginning on January 1
in a year in which a general election is to be held and ending at 12
noon on nomination day,

[20] Mor. Lee also points to section 28(1) of the LAEA in support of his argument. This
subsection provides as follows:

Subject to subsection (1.2), nominations shall be submitted at the local
jurisdiction office at any time during the nomination period.

[21] The next Village election is scheduled to occur in 2021. Mr. Lee states that the earliest a
candidate could submit nominations for the next Village election is January 1, 2021, He says that
the legislative intent of sections 25(2) and 28(1) of the LAEA was to clarify that qualification for
nomination is not a continuing requirement outside of the relevant nomination period.

[22] [do not agree with this interpretation of the LAEA. The provisions of the LAEA dealing
with the nominations and more specifically the nomination period, do nothing more than provide
a time within which a nomination for election can be made. They do not curtail a council’s
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ability to apply to the Court of Queen’s Bench pursuant to section 175 of the MGA. My finding
is supported by section 175(3) of the MGA which imposes a time limit of three years within
which an application such as this can be made. The application in this instance falls within the
applicable time limit. As such, the Village’s application is not premature.

B. Is eligibility for nomination a continuing obligation?

[23] Mr. Lee argues that eligibility for nomination is not a continuing obligation. His position
is that councillors only need to be eligible during the nomination period or on nomination day.
The Village argues that eligibility is a continuing requirement and that Mr. Lee’s failure to pay
his property taxes and utilities renders him ineligible to continue as a councillor.

[24]  Mr. Lee points to two sections of the LAEA in support of the argument that a candidate
must only be eligible for nomination on nomination day. Section 21(1), the Qualification of
Candidates section, lists the requirements to be eligible for nomination. This section. specifies
that these requirements must be satisfied on nomination day. As “nomination day is 4 weeks
before election day,” pursuant to section 25(1) of the LAEA, Mr. Lee argues that he must only
satisfy the requirements for nomination in time for the next nomination period.

[25] Mr. Lee mounts a similar argument with respect to the Ineligibility provision contained in
section 22(1) of the LAEA. That section states that a person must not be indebted to the
municipality for taxes exceeding $50 or other debts exceeding $500 on nomination day. On that
basis, Mr. Lee argues that he is only required to be eligible in time for the future nomination
period.

[26] [disagree with this proposition. As stated at the outset, the LAEA governs elections,
including eligibility for elections. It does not deal with a situation in which an elected councillor
ceases to be eligible for his position. For this, we must turn to the provisions of the MGA,
Section 174(1)(b) says that a councillor is disqualified from council if he or she “ceases to be
eligible for nomination as a candidate under the [LAEA].”

[27] To further support his position, Mr, Lee urges the Court to compare the provisions of the
LAEA/MGA to the provisions of the Metis Settlements Act, RSA 2000, ¢ M-14 (the MSA). He
argues that whereas the LAEA does not require a councillor to remain debt-compliant, the A4S4
does. The relevant disqualification provision is contained in section 25(1) of the MSA4:

A councillor is disqualified from remaining on the settlement if

(m) the councillor becomes indebted to any settlement for more
than $250, unless a written agreement has been entered into with
the settlement to repay the debt and the councillor is not behind in
payments under the agreement;

[28] Mr. Lee’s argument is that this section does not refer to nomination day. In contrast, the
disqualification provision contained in the MGA incorporates the eligibility provisions of the
LAEA, which refers to nomination day. As such, he says that whereas the MS4 requires
continuing eligibility, the LAEA does not.

[29] 1disagree with this proposition and find that eligibility is a continuing obligation under
the LAEA. This is unaffected by the provisions of the MS4. The eligibility and disqualification
provisions of the AMS4 are contained within the same act. The MSA does not rely on the MGA for
this purpose. In contrast, the eligibility requirements for municipal council elections are
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contained in the LAEA whereas the disqualification provisions for councillors are found in the
MGA. Applying a plain reading to the relevant provisions, it appears that this may have been an
attempt on the part of the legislature to simplify the provisions of section 174 (Reasons for
Disqualification) by referring back to the eligibility requirements of the LAEA. However, it does
not follow that this means the legislature intended to restrict disqualification to the candidate’s
eligibility on nomination day.

[30] Although there have been numerous amendments to the LAEA and the MGA over the
years, the decision of this Court in Edmonton (City) v Chichak, 1990 CanLII 5489, 103 AR 205
(ABQB) (Chichak) remains relevant to the issue of whether or not eligibility is a continuing
obligation, There, the court considered the phrase “ceases to be qualified” in the former section
29(1) of the MGA. The Court stated at para 11: “...Read as whole, I am persuaded that the intent
of the Act is such that qualification for nomination is a continuing requirement; disqualification
is not cured by the passage of time.”

[31] In 1994, the wording, “ceases to be qualified” was replaced with the current wording now
found in section 174(1) of the MGA: “ceases to be eligible for nomination”. T am of the view that
this change in wording did not change the intent of the section or the legislative scheme as a
whole, and that the analysis in Chichak on this point is still good law.

[32] Further, this analysis is consistent with the plain reading of the remainder of the section
which contains a number of reasons a councillor might be disqualified. Clearly, the reasons
underlying the enumerated grounds in section 174 of the MGA for disqualification are ongoing
requirements. For example, a person cannot be convicted of an offence and yet remain on
council because the nomination period has not yet opened.

[33] The reasons for disqualification make it clear that the legislation is seeking to prevent
situations of conflict of interest. Not only does section 22 of the LAEA deal with indebtedness to
the municipality for taxes and other debts, it also contemplates ineligibility where a person is the
auditor of the jurisdiction or an employee of the jurisdiction, for example. The risks associated
with conflicts of interest were discussed in Chichak at para 37:

...The legislation establishing qualifications for nomination to a city council
addresses the potential for conflict of interest and the risk of public perception of
undue influence and unequal application of the law. The City Solicitor and other
municipal officials are placed in a completely untenable position when called
upon to collect tax arrears from a sitting alderman...

[34] The legislative scheme makes it clear that municipal councillors must remain eligible for
nomination throughout their tenure. This ensures councillors are not in a conflict of interest with
the municipality they are elected to serve. I find that Mr. Lee’s failure to pay his taxes
disqualified him from serving as a councillor pursuant to subsections 22(1)(c) and 22(1)(d) of the
LAEA.

C. Despite Mr. Lee’s ineligibility, should the Court nonetheless dismiss the Village’s
application?

[35] Inoral argument, Mr. Lee contended that even if the court found that non-payment of
taxes and utilities rendered him ineligible to serve as a councillor, the Court should nonetheless
exercise its equitable jurisdiction to dismiss the Village’s application on the basis that Mr, Lee’s
ineligibility was due to inadvertence or an error in judgment.
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[36] The language of inadvertence and error in judgement comes from section 177 of the
MGA which states:

A judge who hears an application under this Division and finds that the person is
disqualified under section 174(1)(f), (h) or (i) may still dismiss the application if
the judge is of the opinion that the disqualification arose inadvertently or by
reason of a genuine error in judgment.

[37] Previous iterations of this section of the MGA did not limit the circumstances in which

the court could exercise its discretion to relieve a councillor of his or her ineligibility. The

current version of section 177 of the MGA came into effect in 1994, It limits the circumstances in
which the court can exercise its jurisdiction to the following situations:

[38]

174(1)(f) situations in which a councillor becomes ineligible because he or she
fails to vote on a matter when required to do so;

174(1)(h) situations in which the councillor has a pecuniary interest in an
agreement that is not binding on the municipality; or

174(1)(@) situations in which the councillor uses information obtained through
being on council to gain a pecuniary benefit.

The legislation does not permit the court to dismiss an application on disqualification

where the councillor was indebted to the municipality.

[39]

However, the Village acknowledges that the Court retains equitable jurisdiction to grant

the relief sought by Mr. Lee. In Lac La Biche (County) v Bochkarev, 2009 ABQB 400, a
councillor was found ineligible to retain his position on council due to a pecuniary interest in a
matter before council. In considering whether the Court could exercise its jurisdiction to dismiss
the County’s application despite the ineligibility, the Court stated at para 49:

[40]

...In equity, inadvertence and genuine error have always been grounds for relief
by a judge from the strict interpretation of the common law. I hold that while I
cannot rely on genuine error or inadvertence in and of themselves to dismiss the
application where there is a contravention of section 172 of the Act, it is
nevertheless something that can be taken into account in deciding whether to
declare Councillor Bochkarev able to remain on Council instead of declaring his
seat vacant..,

Mr. Lee says his failure to remain eligible to hold his seat is due to his inadvertence. He

says that he did not understand that the law required him to pay his taxes in order to remain
eligible for council. He says there-is no evidence of bad faith and that disqualification would be

unduly harsh. _

[41] However, I find that Mr. Lee’s failure to pay his taxes was not inadvertent. In Chichak at
paras 15-25, the Court considered the meaning of “inadvertence” and “bona fide error in
judgment.” From this detailed review of the law, I distill the following:

a) Inadvertence is accidental or unintentional. It occurs where a person is not
properly attentive, inobservant or heedless;

b) A bona fide error in judgment is an error that occurs in good faith or
honestly. There is no fraud or collusion. It is a genuine error.
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[42] Mr. Lee says that he misunderstood the law and that he did not know that he had to
maintain his taxes in order to remain eligible for council. Ignorance of the law may come within
the meaning of inadvertence in some circumstances: Chichak at para 26.

[43] In Primeau v Jensen, 1998 ABQB 385, the Court applied the Chichak reasoning to
determine whether the respondent’s conduct was inadvertent. There, the applicant applied for an
order declaring that the respondent was disqualified from continuing as a councillor on the
Elizabeth Metis Settlement Council because the respondent failed to file a disclosure statement
on time. The respondent missed the deadline by three days because he failed to note the correct
date in his calendar. The Court agreed inadvertence must be assessed based on the circumstances
of the case and found at para 43 that the respondent acted inadvertently but “there was no
evidence of corrupt intent or motive.”

[44] Inthis case, Mr. Lee became indebted to the Village for taxes in default exceeding $50 on
January 4, 2018 (subsection 22(1)(c) of the LAEA). As of September 1, 2018, Mr. Lee was
indebted in an amount greater than $500 when his unpaid utilities and unpaid taxes were in
default over 90 days (subsection 22(1)(d) of the LAEA). Mr. Lee did not pay his taxes and
utilities for 22 months, until November 19, 2019, when he paid his outstanding balance.

[45] Mr. Lee was questioned under oath by the Village in anticipation of this application. He
was asked a number of times to explain the inadvertence that caused him not to pay his taxes on
time. On each occasion he declined to answer the question, stating that he did not pay the taxes
on time for personal reasons. In the oral hearing of this matter, Mr. Lee provided a different
account stating that he did not understand that a failure to pay his taxes would render him
ineligible to continue as a councillor. Neither of these explanations could be considered
inadvertence such as to engage the equitable jurisdiction of this Court.

[46] Mr. Lee did not provide evidence that he did not understand that as a resident of the
Village he was required to pay municipal taxes. He acknowledged that tax assessment notices are
sent out by the Village every summer. This is not a situation where the respondent mailed a
cheque to the wrong address, overdrew his personal account and failed to meet the tax
obligations, or mis-diarized the deadline to pay the taxes. Mr. Lee knew he had a balance owing
to the Village and chose not to pay it.

[47] Mr. Lee argues that this application was brought by the Village as retaliation for Mr.
Lee’s attempt to demonstrate that the Mayor of the Village has an improper pecuniary interest in
a matter that is before council. There is no evidence that the Village’s application is retaliatory.
The Village is acting in accordance with its obligations and has successfully brought an
application pursuant to the provisions of the LAEA and the MGA.

E. Conclusion

[48] Mr. Lee is an elected official in the Village of Ryley. He continued to occupy his position
as a councillor for the Village over a period of 22 months while he remained indebted to the
Village. This created a conflict of interest and at the very least, a perception that the law did not
apply equally to Mr. Lee. I decline to exercise the Court’s equitable jurisdiction to dismiss the
Village’s application. Mr. Lee is disqualified from being a councillor for the Village of Ryley.
There is a vacant position on council.
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[49] The Village is entitled to party-and-party costs pursuant to schedule C of the Alberta
Rules of Court.

Heard on the 20™ day of November, 2020,
Dated at the City of Edmonton, Alberta this 19 day of February, 2021.

A2 Y

S. Leonard
J.C.Q.B.A,

Appearances:

Edmund Picard
Alberta Counsel
for the Applicant

Nikita Lee
Self-Representative
for the Respondent



Westlock
COUNTY
growing opportunity

February 23, 2021

Alberta Energy Regulator (AER) — Directive 067 Feedback
Suite 1000, 250 — 5" Street SW

Calgary, AB

T2P OR4

Dear Regulator,

RE: Westlock County Concerns Reqgarding Proposed Changes to AER Directive 067

At the County Council Meeting of February 23, 2021 Westlock Council passed a resolution to forward a
letter of concern to the AER. Westlock County has significant concerns regarding proposed changes to
Directive 067 which fails to address non-payment of levied municipal taxes by Licence Holders of

provincially regulated oil and gas properties.

Westlock County (for the tax years 2015 — 2019) has written off $ 2,377,848 with an additional $702,000
anticipated for 2020 for a total of $3,079,848. The annual levy is approximately $ 11,000,000.

These write-offs represent an average of 7% of our annual levy over the past four years.

Included in these write-offs is $137,082 in uncollected School Tax and DIP Requisitions, which have been
recovered through the PERC and DIRC Grant program. In addition, $20,320 of uncollected Senior's

Housing requisitions are included in the write offs and to date are not recoverable.

In principle Westlock County Council supports changes to this Directive which better protects the interests
of all Alberta residents. The proposed changes to the AER that protect the required funding of the
province's Orphan Well Fund and ensure the payment of all provincial fees and royalties is encouraging.
ltis disappointing though to see that the AER has elected to ignore calls (for more than three years now)
from over eighty (80) rural municipalities seeking to ensure that the AER (and the Province of Alberta) act
to protect municipal taxation and security powers relating to insolvent Licence Holders (or those

continuing operations under bankruptcy protection).

Many operators are defaulting on municipal taxes owed (including School and Seniors Foundation levies)
which are assessed by (and ultimately owed to) the Province of Alberta. It is disappointing that the AER
has ignored these municipal calls and decided not to address these well documented and often

communicated concerns.

10336 - 106 Street Westlock, AB T7P 2G1 = Phone 780.349.3346 = Fax 780.349.2012 = Toll Free 877.349.5880 = www.westlockcounty.com



Westlock County requests that the AER include the following three (3) necessary amendments in

conjunction with the current update of Direction 067:

1. “Section 5 — Maintaining Eligibility” the AER should immediately revoke the licenses of continuing

viable Licence Holders choosing not to pay all (or any) of their municipal tax obligations.
2. "Section 4.5) -Unreasonable Risk (Obtaining General Licence Eligibility)” the AER should not

authorize or permit the purchase or transfer of any licences involving an existing oil or gas licence
holder (or operator) currently in default of any municipal tax obligation anywhere in Alberta and

3. "Section 4.5) — Unreasonable Risk (Obtaining General License Eligibility)” the AER should initiate
steps with the assistance of the Alberta Government (Municipal Affairs) to ensure that

municipalities are recognized as secured creditors (through any bankruptcy involving Licence

Holders) to secure and collect that municipality's (and the province's) taxes levied and owed.

Alberta’s rural communities are the municipalities that own and are expected to safely maintain the
important infrastructure necessary for the oil and gas industry to succeed. As a partner in this success
the fair assessment and collection of municipal taxes (including provincial taxes levied for school and

seniors) is foundational to the support and maintenance of this infrastructure by our municipality.

Sincerely,

Jaré Stitsen

Reeve

cc: Glenn van Dijken, MLA
Shane Getson, MLA
Provincial Caucus
Member Communities — RMA
Member Communities - AUMA

10336 - 106 Street Wesllock, AB T7P 2G1 = Phone 780.349.3346 = Fax 780.349.2012 = Tall Free 877.349.5880 = www.westlockcounty.com
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ALBERTA

MUNICIPAL AFFAIRS
Office ofthe Minister
Deputy Govermment [House Leader
MLA, Calgary-Tlays

Dear Chief Elected Officials:

I am writing to provide you with more information about Budget 2021, which my
colleague, the Honourable Travis Toews, has tabled in the legislature. | would
specifically like to provide you with details on the items in Municipal Affairs’ Budget 2021
that affect municipalities the most.

To begin with, | am pleased to tell you that Municipal Affairs is investing more than $1.7
billion overall to build stronger communities. Those funds will deliver important
programs and services and will support effective governance and preserve public
safety. | must also acknowledge that, as a result of several factors, including falling
revenues and the ongoing costs of the COVID-19 pandemic, we need to reduce
government spending in Alberta. Our goal is to do this while also continuing to provide
significant infrastructure funding in the near term to support our economic recovery and
help municipalities adjust to new levels of funding in future years.

Over the next three years, from 2021-24, as we all strive to live within our means,
municipalities will receive about 25 per cent less in capital funding than they did in 2020-
21. In real terms, that means Municipal Sustainability Initiative (MSI) capital funding will
average $722 million a year over that time. To support continued economic recovery
and stimulus efforts, more of that funding will be made available up front, and less in
subsequent years.

To help you adjust to a reduced average funding level, $1.196 billion in MSI capital
funding will be made available to municipalities and Metis Settlements in 2021, and
$485 million in each of the next two years. Additionally, municipalities and Metis
Settlements will continue to receive the full $30 million under the operating component
of the MSI.

As you are aware, MSI| was scheduled to conclude in 2021-22 and be replaced by
legislated funding provided under the Local Government Fiscal Framework in
subsequent years. Given the current circumstances and economic uncertainty, we are
extending MS| for two years to stabilize provincial revenues before launching the Local
Government Fiscal Framework in 2024-25. The baseline funding level for that first year
of the LGFF will remain at $722 million. We thank municipalities for understanding that
this change was necessary to respond to the serious challenges we are all facing.

The estimated 2021 MS| allocations are available on the program website.
.12

132 Legislature Building. 10800 - 97 Avenue. Edmonton. Alberta TSK 2B6 Canada Telephone 780-427-37-14 Fax 780-422-9550

Classification: Protected A



-2-

| am also pleased to advise you that Alberta expects to receive $255 million in federal
funding under the Gas Tax Fund (GTF). The estimated 2020 GTF allocations are
available on the program website. Links to the program websites with the MSland GTF
allocations are provided in the transmittal e-mail accompanying this letter.

MSI and GTF program funding is subject to the Legislative Assembly’s approval of
Budget 2021. Individual allocations and 2021 funding are subject to ministerial
authorization under the respective program guidelines. Federal GTF funding is also
subject to confirmation by the Government of Canada. You should expect to receive
letters confirming MSI and GTF funding commitments in April.

To help municipalities respond to the requirements of the Alberta Senate Election Act
and Referendum Act, our government is making $10 million available to support costs
associated with operating Senate nominee elections and referendums in conjunction
with local elections. This funding will be available under the Alberta Community
Partnership program, increasing the total program budget to $25.4 million.

| am happy to say that funding to support local public library boards will remain stable,
helping those groups provide a vital resource to residents through this especially trying
time. | am also pleased to report that, due to some great work from our staff at the
Surface Rights Board to reduce the backlog of landowner claims, we will be able to
save $600,000 in our yearly operating expenses.

This has not been, by any means, an easy time for Albertans. We understand the
challenges that communities will continue to face in the months and years ahead. We
remain committed to providing sustainable levels of capital funding to support critical
local infrastructure, promote economic development, and enable local governments to
continue to deliver the programs and services that Albertans depend on.

As Albertans, we are no strangers to adversity. We have overcome challenges in the
past and we will continue to do so. | look forward to working with all of you to ensure
that Alberta overcomes today’s challenges and shares in a bright and prosperous
future together.

Sincerely,

Ko M1

Ric Mclver
Minister
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