










































































6.2

6.3

6.4

Any member of Council or any person wishing to have an item placed
on the agenda, shall make the submission in written form no later
than noon, five (5) days prior to meeting date. The submission shall
contain sufficient information to the satisfaction of the Chief
Administrative Officer to ensure Council has the ability to discuss the
item.

No item of business shall be considered by the Council if the item has
not been placed on the agenda unless members of Council present
by a two-thirds majority vote, agree to the item being placed on the
agenda.

The agenda shall list the items and order of business to be conducted
at regular Council meetings as outlined:

Call to Order

Approval of Agenda

Delegation/Guests

Approval of Previous Minutes

Business Arising from Previous Minutes

Financial Reports

New Business

Council Committee Report

. Chief Administrative Report

10. Other Information/Reports

11. In Camera

12. Next Meeting Date

13. Adjournment
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7. Public Presentation to Council

7.1

7.2

7.3

Requests to speak/present an item to Council shall be no longer in
duration than 15 minutes and submission of information to comply
with section 6.2 of this Bylaw. Submissions that do not meet timeline
requirements for the Council meeting will be placed on the agenda of
the next scheduled regular Council meeting;

Matters of confidential nature, shall not be discussed during a public
presentation to Council;

Debate concerning matters raised during public presentations shall
take place at the discretion of Council;

8. Special Meeting Agendas

8.1

9.1

9.2

9.3

Agendas for Special Meetings will be sufficient to outline issues and
pertaining to the intent of the Special Meeting;

. Organizational Meetings

An organizational meeting for the Summer Village shall be held prior
to August 31 annually, according to the Municipal Government Act;
The Chief Administrative Officer shall set time, date and place of the
Organizational Meeting; and Chair the meeting prior to appointment
of Chief Elected Official;

The business of the Organizational Meeting shall be limited to:



1. The administration of Oath of Office should the meeting follow
the general election or by-election;

2. The appointment of Chief Elected Official and Deputy Chief
Elected Official;

3. The appointment of members to committees which Council is
entitled to make;

4. Other business required by the Municipal Government Act or
which Council or the Chief Administrative Officer may direct;

10. Council Committees

10.1

10.2

Council may appoint members to other Committees or Boards of
other organizations and/or may establish their own special
Committees as required;

When establishing a Special Committee, Council shall establish the
scope and duration of the Committees’ function;

11. General Conduct of Council Meetings

11.1

11.2

11.3

11.4

11.5

11.6

11.7
11.8

11.9

Council shall hold its meetings openly, and no person shall be

excluded except for improper conduct;

No member shall:

a) Speak disrespectfully of any person;

b) Use offensive words in or against the Council or any member or
employees of the Village

c) Disobey any decision made by resolution

Council may by resolution, convene the meeting from the public

session to “in camera” or closed session under section 197 of the

Municipal Government Act;

Resolution of Council shall not be made while “in camera” or closed

session;

Each member or delegate, as the case may be, shall address the

chairperson but shall not speak until recognized by the chairperson;

A resolution of council does not need a seconder to be voted upon;

Any member can make a resolution to be voted upon;

The Chief Elected Official or Chairperson may enter into debate and

make resolutions in the same manner as any other member without

relinquishing the chair;

The presiding officer may authorize a person in the public gallery to

address members only on the topic being discussed at that time and

within the time limits specified by the presiding officer;

11.10 If the presiding officer is of opinion that a resolution is contrary to

rules and privileges of Council, he shall inform the member thereof;

11.11 The Chief Elected Official or presiding officer shall preserve order and

decorum and shall decide questions of order without debate and
shall determine speaking order of members;

11.12 Any member of Council may request a recorded vote, where votes

for and against being recorded in the Council Minutes;



11.13 Voting on all matters shall be raising of hand in a clear manner so

they me be easily counted by the presiding officer;

12. General Duties of Council

12.1

12.2

12.3

12.4

12.5

Members of Council must consider the welfare and interests of the
municipality as a whole and to bring to Council’s attention anything
that would promote the welfare and interest of the municipality;
To participate in developing and evaluating policies and programs of
the municipality;

To participate in Council meetings;

To keep in confidence matters discussed in private at a Council or
Council Committee meeting until discussed at a meeting held in
public;

To perform any other duty or function imposed on Councillors’ by
this or any other enactment or by the Council;

13. Recording of Council Meeting Minutes

13.1

13.2

The Chief Administrative Officer may delegate the recording of
minutes to a designated person;

Recorded minutes shall be presented at next regular council meeting
for approval by resolution;

14. Bylaws

14.1

14.2

14.3

14.4

14.5

Where a bylaw is presented to Council for enactment, the Chief
Administrative Officer shall record the number and short title of the
bylaw to appear on the Council meeting agenda;

Every bylaw shall have three readings unless defeated prior to third
reading;

Every bylaw must pass three (3) readings prior to be enacted by
signature of Chief Elected Official and Chief Administrative Officer;
Unless members present at a meeting, unanimously agree that a
bylaw may be presented to Council for a third reading at the same
meeting at which it was received for two readings, the bylaw shall
not be received for more than two readings at one meeting;

Every bylaw which has been passed by Council shall be signed by the
Chief Elected Official and Chief Administrative Officer, and which
shall be sealed with the corporate seal of the Summer Village of
Rochon Sands and be securely stored by the Chief Administrative
Officer;

This Bylaw comes into force and effective upon third and final reading.

Read a first time this day of

Read a second time this day of




Read a third and final time this day of

Chief Elected Official

Chief Administrative Officer
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Request for Decision

Meeting: Municipal Planning Commission

Meeting Date: August 12, 2025

Originated by: Beth McLachlan, Contracted Planning Services
Title: Consideration of Development Permit DP 2025-04

1 Bay View Street (Lot 8, Block 1, Plan 5556RS)

REPORT SUMMARY

The Applicant has applied for a Development Permit for the construction of a new accessory building
and guest house, with variances. The property is zoned Residential District (R1) which provides for low
density residential development in the form of detached dwellings and compatible uses.

THE COMMISSION’S DECISION
This report requests the Commission decision for:
e Variance to the Land Use Bylaw Section 8.8.3(k) Minimum Front Yard: Back Lot

Bylaw Requirement - 6.0 m (20 ft)
Proposed Setback - 4.9 m (16 ft)
Variance - 1.1 m (3’'6”) - a 18.3% variance

e Variance to the Land Use Bylaw Section 8.9.6 & 8.9.7 Location of a Guest House
On a Back Lot: Shall not be located in the front yard and no closer to the front than the principal
dwelling. Proposed in the front yard, 4.9 m (16 ft) front yard setback and in front of the principal
dwelling.

e Variance to the Land Use Bylaw Section 8.9.8 Maximum Floor Area of Guest House

Bylaw Requirement - 40% of principal dwelling = 38.39 m2
Proposed - 66.8 m2
Variance - 28.41 m2 - a 74% variance

DISCUSSION & ANALYSIS

The Applicant is proposing to construct a new accessory building with a guest house. The design
includes the garage area above the guest house, so the garage is level with Bay View Street. The design
is unique taking into consideration the slope of the property and location of the principal dwelling.

The Land Use Bylaw (LUB) definition of a Guest House “means a permanent building which has sleeping
accommodation and may have a bathroom, but does not have kitchen or other cooking facilities, which
provides overflow accommodation for a detached dwelling located on the same lot.”

For context of this application, the parcel is considered a Back Lot which “means any lot in the
municipality that does not have a boundary that is adjacent to the lake or a buffer strip of municipal
reserve or environmental reserve that is located along the lakeshore.”
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Front Yard

The LUB requires a front yard setback of 6.0 m (20 ft) for accessory buildings, which is a typical distance
to include parking in front of the overhead garage doors. Due to the existing principal dwelling location,
the accessory building has been sited in a manner which does not conflict with the existing dwelling. A
separation between the principal dwelling and accessory building of a minimum of 1.5 m (5 ft) is
required and proposed is 2.5 m (8'2”). Many dwellings along Bay View Street have been designed to
face the lake, which makes the property boundary along Bay View Street not a typical “front yard”, but
rather what is functionally used as a rear yard. Based on the detailed considerations, from a planning
perspective, the variance to the front yard is acceptable.

Placement

Due to the placement of the principal dwelling located closer to the middle of the lot, there is not a lot
of choice in placement of the accessory building behind the principal dwelling. The LUB could be
considered as having conflicting regulations where an accessory building is allowed in a front yard if it’s
a garage, but a guest house is not permitted in a front yard. In most cases, guest houses are developed
within accessory buildings. Further, the unique design of the accessory building has the appearance of
a garage from the front yard. From a planning perspective, the applicant has designed the structure to
be compatible with the streetscape in locating the garage at ground level and the variances to the
placement are acceptable.

Floor Area

The limitation on floor area is generally to ensure that the guest house is subordinate to the principal
dwelling and to ensure a second dwelling is not constructed on properties. Due to the design of the
accessory building with the garage ground level, it’s not possible to reduce the size of the guest house.
Further, the principal dwelling is on the smaller side at 1033 ft2, which would only permit a 413 ft2
guest house, which is relatively small for additional sleeping accommodations for guests. While the
variance seems excessive, there is merit for the request from a planning perspective in considering the
rationale discussed.

The allowance for variance powers in a Land Use Bylaw is to provide discretion to a Development
Authority when a Development may not be able to comply with the regulations. Variances recognize
that not all properties are the same and in some cases, a Development may not be able to happen
without a variance being granted. From a planning perspective, the accessory building and guest house
have been designed in a manner which is compatible with the site, Bay View Street and other
developments in Rochon Sands.

RECOMMENDATIONS FOR CONSIDERATION
1. That the Municipal Planning Commission approve the Development Permit for the Permitted
Use of an 66.82 m2 Accessory Building and the Discretionary Use of a 66.8 m2 Guest House,
located within the front yard, in front of the principal dwelling, and with a 4.9 m (16 ft) front
yard setback, with the conditions outlined on the attached Development Permit.
OR
2. That the Municipal Planning Commission defer the Development Permit application for the
Permitted Use of an 66.82 m2 Accessory Building and the Discretionary Use of a 66.8 m2 Guest
House, to allow the applicant time to revise the plans to bring the front yard setback and
maximum floor area closer into compliance with the Land Use Bylaw.
OR
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3. That the Municipal Planning Commission refuse the Development Permit application for the
Permitted Use of an 66.82 m2 Accessory Building and the Discretionary Use of a 66.8 m2 Guest
House with variances for the following reasons:

a. The development is considered an overdevelopment of the site due to the number of
variances required for the development to occur. Revisions to the plans could occur in
order for the development to be closer in compliance with the Land Use Bylaw.
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ALTHOUGH EVERY EFFORT HAS BEEN MADE IN PREPARING THESE PLANS AND CHECKING THEM FOR ACCURACY, THE CONTRACTOR MUST CHECK ALL DETAILS AND DIMENSIONS AND BE RESPONSIBLE FOR THE SAME FOR ALL GOVERNING CODES AND BUILDING PRACTICES. THESE DRAWINGS CONFORM TO GENERALLY ACCEPTED BUILIDING
PRACTICES. HOWEVER, NATIONAL AND LOCAL CODES VARY WIDELY. THE DESIGNER, RAILSIDE DESIGN, SHALL NOT BE HELD LIABLE FOR ANY ERROR. ALL CONSTRUCTION SHALL COMPLY WITH ALL APPLICABLE NATIONAL AND LOCAL CODES. DO NOT SCALE DRAWINGS, USE ONLY THE PRINTED DIMENSIONS. VERIFY WITH THE WINDOW
MANUFACTURER ALL WINDOW SIZES AND APPLICABLE EGRESS REQUIREMENTS. CONTRACTOR SHALL VERIFY ALL MECHANICAL AND ELECTRICAL REQUIREMENTS AND CLEARANCES. CONTRACTOR SHALL VERIFY ALL FLOOR AND ROOF BEARING LOCATIONS. CONTRACTOR SHALL VERIFY ALL BEAM AND HEADER SIZES FOR CODE COMPLIANCE.

DIMENSION NOTES

STRUCTURAL CONSULTANT:

FIVE STAR ENGINEERING Ext. Wood Walls - O.S. of Framing
52207 Range Road 233 Int. Wood Walls - Center of Framing
Sherwood Park, AB Foundation Walls - O.S. of ICF

T8B 1C5

Phone: 780-499-9007 Dimension Notes

Email: 4999007 @gmail.com @ N.T.S
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SUMMER VILLAGE OF Summer Village of Rochon Sands

l #1 Hall Street
0 W Rochon Sands, AB
TOC 3B0

DEVELOPMENT PERMIT

Development Permit Number: DP2025-04
Proposed Development: Accessory Building with Guest House
Civic Address of Development: 1 Bay View Street

Legal Address of Development: Lot 8, Block 1, Plan 5556RS

Land Use Designation: R-1
Date of Decision: August 12, 2025
Date of Issuance: September 3, 2025

The Municipal Planning Commission conditionally approves the permitted use of an accessory building, to be located in
the front yard and closer to the front property boundary than the principal dwelling, with a 4.9 m front yard setback, and
a guest house floor area of 66.8 m2.

This Development Permit is hereby issued in respect of works consisting of, and on land located as described above, and
as described on the approved submitted plans, subject to the following conditions:

1. This permit indicates that only the development to which it relates is authorized with the provisions of the Land
Use Bylaw and in no way relieves or excuses compliance with the Land Use Bylaw or any other bylaws, orders
and/or regulations, including but not limited to the Safety Codes Act, Building Permit Bylaw and Business License
Bylaw, affecting such development.

2. All development must conform to the conditions of this Development Permit and the approved plans and any
revisions thereto as required pursuant to this approval. Any revisions to the approved plans must be approved by
the Development Authority.

3. The developer must ensure there will be positive drainage away from the foundation in all directions and that
water from the surrounding land does not get trapped by the grading of the foundation/build area. The subject
development shall not alter the existing drainage where water drains onto neighbouring properties. It will be the
developer’s responsibility to provide corrective drainage structures, including retaining walls, to divert water from
neighbouring properties.

4. The Applicant shall enter into an Indemnity Agreement at the applicant’s expense to save harmless the
municipality for approval to build on the slope.

5. The exterior materials and colour scheme of a guest house shall match the principal dwelling to the satisfaction
of the Development Authority.

6. A guest house shall not be rented or leased except to a person who is concurrently renting or leasing the principal
dwelling.
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SUMMER VILLAGE OF Summer Village of Rochon Sands

l #1 Hall Street
0 W Rochon Sands, AB
TOC 3B0

NOTES:

a. This Permit is effective for a period of six (6) months. If at the expiry of this period, the development has not been
commenced or carried out with reasonable diligence, as determined by the Development Officer, this Permit
ceases to be effective, unless an extension to this period, being no longer than an additional 12 months, has
previously been granted by the Development Officer.

b. Safety codes and building permits must be obtained prior to construction. Building Permits can be obtained
through 1JD Inspections Ltd with a copy of the Municipal Development Permit.

c. Thedeveloper is responsible for making suitable arrangements with the utility companies for provision of services
and/or necessary easements.

d. Any excavation must not affect adjoining properties and cause minimal environmental disruption; and

e. All construction products and debris must be maintained with the development area and all construction waste
is to be hauled directly to the Stettler Regional Landfill.

f. The issuance of a development permit in accordance with the Notice of Decision is subject to the condition that
does not become effective until 21 days after the Development Permit is issued or 21 days after the approved
development permit has been posted.

g. The Land Use Bylaw provides that any person claiming to be affected by a decision of the Development Officer
may appeal to the Subdivision and Development Board by serving written notice of appeal to the Secretary of
the Subdivision and Development Appeal Board within 21 days after the date the development permit is issued.

h. Any development proceeded with by the Applicant prior to the expiry of the 21-day period is done solely at the
risk of the Applicant.

Signature of the Development Officer Date of Issuance
Summer Village of Rochon Sands
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M SUMMER VILLAGE OF

“Rochon Souds

CAO Report for the August 12, 2025, Regular Meeting of Council

CAO Report Summary

2025 Municipal Election - The election was held August 2 at the Provincial Park Office with a strong voter
turnout with 131 ballots cast.

Organizational Meeting - Preparation included statutory requirements and orientation materials to assist
newly elected Council members.

Councillor Orientation Training - Mandatory training under the MGA is being developed and tailored to local
context. The CAO will deliver this at the first Council meeting. Additional Orientation materials sent to new
Councillors.

Schneider Memorial Boulder — A new plaque honoring Tim Schneider was installed on a large boulder in
Village Square, facilitated by community partnership and volunteer efforts.

Development Variance Request Assistance - The CAO provided extensive to a resident preparing a variance
request, ensuring completeness and compliance prior to submission.

Drinking Water Safety — Weekly Testing - A low-level positive for total coliforms in Community Hall water
prompted immediate remedial action, including signage, bottled water provision, well shock treatment, and
flushing. No further issues have been reported.

Camrose — Lake Access Letter - In response to a last-minute request from the Pelican Point Resident
Association, a timely letter expressing the Summer Village’s position on lake access was prepared and
submitted ahead of a Camrose County Special Meeting.

Recreation Lease Renewal - The renewal process is complex, requiring a wildlife study and updated site
mapping, with external consultants engaged to meet provincial requirements.

Parks Day - July 20, 2025 - Annual beach events were cancelled due to adverse weather, with prompt
notifications issued to campers and residents.

Sea-Doo Lifts & Marina Walkway - A floating dock system was secured well under budget to support search
and rescue Sea-Doos. Sea-Doo lift location affected due to low water level.

Taxes Update - Four outstanding tax rolls incurred a 3% penalty. Email reminders will be sent before the end
of August to help avoid further penalties.

Golf Cart Registration - Twenty-seven golf carts are currently registered, with reporting completed as
required by Alberta Transportation. No accidents have been reported.

Washroom Facility Contract Awarded - Vortex Production Services Ltd was awarded the contract to construct
a durable, accessible washroom in Village Square, funded by an MSI grant. Construction is underway for
completion by year-end.

Breasties in the Buff Dragon Boat Program - This breast cancer survivor dragon boat team has used Buffalo
Lake as their home base, with Administration supporting storage and equipment needs. Their season
culminates with a Beach Party planned for September 6.

Communications and Public Engagement - The May 26 newsletter covered election information, budget
updates, golf cart registration, park news, and upcoming events.

Financial Impact of Provincial Park Campgrounds - Operating the campgrounds continues to generate
positive net revenue averaging nearly $49,000 annually, offsetting municipal costs and helping maintain lower
property taxes. Additional benefits include investment income, improved cash flow, shared equipment use,
and storage facilities. The campgrounds remain a critical part of the Village’s financial sustainability.
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2025 Municipal Election

The Summer Village of Rochon Sands held its municipal election on August 2, 2025, at the Rochon Sands
Provincial Park Office from 10:00 a.m. to 7:00 p.m. Administration had attempted to reserve the

Community Hall for election day approximately 13 months in advance; however, it had been booked for
a wedding over a year prior. Consequently, the Provincial Park Office was secured as the voting location.

To ensure broad awareness, the voting location was widely publicized. Information was posted on the
Summer Village website for the past three months, shared via Facebook, included in two editions of the
SVRS newsletter, displayed on the “Welcome Sign” at the entrance to Rochon Sands, and supported by
directional voter signage along Sands Street, Hall Street, and at the Hall to guide electors to the
Provincial Park Office.

The Summer Village experienced strong voter turnout, with 131 ballots cast. The Official Election Results
are as follows:
Government of Alberta m Elections Database

Official Election Results

Mame ol Municipaiity ROCHOMN SANDS Sechion 37 of the Local Authomlies Election Act
Eleclion Type Summer Village Section 57T of the Municipal Government Act
Flection Make H25-08-02
Ward Position First Mame Las! Hame Hurmber of Voles If dechared H Incumisenl
Receled (A = Acclaimed) aleched chethiX}
chack(x)
Councillor Drarren BeEnson 109 [ %] | 1
Councillos James Blaney T4 [X] [ 1]
Councillor Hlaine Brinsan 67 [1 [X]
Councillor Cramiel Hiller a5 [X] [X]
Mumber of Actual Volers 131 | ceridy rat this = a tnue stalement of e resuls of the clechon held on 2025-08-02

Mumbss of Digible Yoters 300 Daie of Elacion

Organizational Meeting

Preparing the agenda for the Organizational Meeting of the newly elected Council presented unique
challenges. It was necessary to balance legislated requirements with the need to orient new members to
municipal procedures. Considerable effort went into ensuring that all statutory items—such as the
appointment of officials and the establishment and definition of committees—were addressed clearly. A
background document outlining these items was prepared for new Council members. Additionally,
arrangements were made for a Commissioner for Oaths to swear in the Councillors.

Councillor Orientation Training as per MGA

Recent amendments to the Municipal Government Act require all newly elected municipal councils in
Alberta to complete mandatory orientation training. In preparation for the first meeting of the new
Council, Administration has assembled the required training package. This includes comprehensive
information on municipal governance, roles and responsibilities, legislative requirements, financial
management, and key bylaws and policies specific to Rochon Sands.

Materials were tailored to reflect our local context and aligned with the Province’s prescribed content.
The CAO will deliver this orientation session at the first Council meeting following the election, providing
both the statutory information and practical guidance to support Council members in effectively fulfilling
their duties.
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Schneider Memorial Boulder

The Schneider Family made a generous donation toward the development of Village Square. In May 2024,
Council directed Administration to explore replacing the original donation plaque. After consultation with
Carole Schneider, the decision was made to mount a new plaque on a large boulder previously identified
for this purpose.

Moving the boulder required specialized equipment. Thanks to coordination with WSP Canada Ltd. and
the generosity of In-Line Contracting Ltd., the boulder was relocated to Village Square on September 19,
2024, at no cost to the Summer Village. Guided by the Schneider Family, a heartfelt plaque was installed
this summer, reading:

"You are never too old to play
In Memory of Tim Schneider"

It’s wonderful to see this monument completed as a lasting tribute to the Schneider Family’s generosity
and their special connection to our community. Bob Cardell graciously volunteered his time to inset the
plaque into the boulder.

Development Variance Request Assistance

A resident sought administrative support in preparing a variance request to accompany their development
permit application. The CAO provided several hours of assistance, working with the applicant to develop
a complete and well-documented submission that met legislative and procedural requirements. The
finalized request has been forwarded to the Development Authority for consideration.

Drinking Water Safety — Weekly Testing

The CAO collects weekly water samples from the Community Hall and Provincial Park Office, submitting
them to Alberta Health Services for testing of E. coli and total coliforms, which serve as indicators of
potential contamination and health risks. This regular testing ensures the continued safety of public
drinking water.

On July 11, 2025, Administration was informed by Alberta Health Services of a low-level positive test for
total coliforms in the Community Hall water. In response, Administration promptly posted signage at all
water taps advising that the water from the taps should not be used for drinking. The CAO procured
bottled drinking water and cups to provide a safe alternative during a family reunion rental that same
weekend, and personally communicated the situation to the event organizers, who expressed
understanding and appreciation for the measures taken. Potable water was also made available for
cooking.

Following the rental, the CAO undertook well shock treatment and system flushing, repeating the
procedure the following weekend as a precaution. No further issues have been detected since.

Camrose — Lake Access letter

On July 9, 2025, Mayor Hiller received correspondence from the Pelican Point Resident Association
regarding Camrose County Agenda Item AGD-6205 — Boat Launch Discussion. The Association inquired
whether the Summer Village of Rochon Sands had a formal position on lake access, identified as a critical
issue for lakeshore communities. The matter of lake access had been discussed in general terms during
the July 8, 2025 SVRS Regular Meeting of Council.
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Due to the short notice ahead of an unexpected Camrose County Special Meeting of Council scheduled
for the following morning on July 10, 2025, the CAO, in coordination with Mayor Hiller, prepared a written
response for the Mayor’s submission to the Pelican Point Resident Association, with copies provided to
the Camrose County Reeve and CAO.

Recreation Lease Renewal — Alberta Environment and Protected Areas

The renewal of the Summer Village of Rochon Sands Recreational Lease has encountered several
significant challenges. Most notably, the process is subject to stringent provincial requirements that often
evolve during the renewal period, leading to unexpected demands such as the recent last-minute request
from Alberta Environment for a comprehensive wildlife study. This has required immediate coordination
with CPP Engineering to complete the study by July 1, 2025, causing additional resource commitments.

Furthermore, the renewal process involves complex administrative tasks, including ensuring full
compliance with environmental regulations, compiling extensive documentation, and managing tight
submission deadlines. Current, accurate site maps or land surveys are mandatory and Administration is
presently in the process of working with an external company to produce mapping and survey updates.

Parks Day - July 20, 2025

Parks Day, held annually across Alberta on the third Saturday in July, is a celebrated event promoting
outdoor activities and community engagement. Rochon Sands Provincial Park participates each year, with
Public Works Supervisor Lorne Schmidek organizing the popular Sandcastle Competition on the beach,
along with several other related activities throughout the park.

Unfortunately, due to adverse weather conditions on July 20, 2025, the event was cancelled. Lorne and
Administration promptly notified campers and local residents of the cancellation.

Sea-Doo Lifts & Marina Walkway

At the May 13, 2025 Regular Meeting of Council, approval was granted for the purchase of a floating dock
system to support the County of Stettler’s two search and rescue Sea-Doos, with a budget of up to $14,000
funded from General Reserves. With assistance from the Rochon Sands Bay Marina Society President, the
Summer Village secured used floating dock components at a significantly reduced cost of $3,000, well
below the approved budget. The CAO has been coordinating with the Marina Society and the County of
Stettler on installation plans for the dock system at the end of the marina walkway, including insurance
and liability considerations. Installation will proceed once the Marina Society removes most of the existing
marina infrastructure due to current low water levels.

A recent survey conducted by Mayor Hiller and the CAO revealed that lake levels have dropped, rendering
the end of the dock unsuitable for jet ski lifts. Through collaboration between Mayor Hiller and County
Councillor Justin Stevens, Administration has worked with the County to identify an alternative location
for the lifts.

Taxes Update

As of August 08, 2025, 4 tax rolls were not paid in full and, in accordance with Bylaw 266-24, a 3% penalty
was applied to the outstanding balances.
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Email reminders will be sent out before the end of August to notify property owners of their outstanding
amounts and to help prevent further penalties from being applied on September 1, as outlined in the
bylaw.

Golf Cart Registration

Golf carts continue to be registered within the Summer Village. Currently, there are 27 registered golf
carts authorized to drive on designated highways within the Summer Village. As part of the reporting
requirements to the Registrar of Alberta Transportation and Economic Corridors (TEC) as outlined in the
Golf Cart Bylaw Guidelines, the Summer Village provided the following data as it was required report to
TEC at the end of July.

Registered Golf Cart Statistical Data as at the end of Q3

Manufacturer # Taillights #
Club Car 15 yes 13
Evolution 1 no 14
E-Z-GO 2
SC Carts 1 Brake Lights
Shandong Minga Industry LLC 1 yes 9
Yamaha 7 no 18
Number of Seats Signal Lights
2-seater 7 yes 6
4-seater 16 no 21
6-seater 4
Speedometer
Fuel Power yes 6
Gas 17 no 21
Electric 10
Seat Belts
Head Lights yes 4
yes 19 no| 23
no 8

There have been no accidents reported involving a golf cart.

Washroom Facility Contract Awarded to Vortex Production Services Ltd

Following Council’s direction to develop a permanent public washroom facility in Village Square, the
Summer Village successfully secured a Municipal Sustainability Initiative (MSI) Capital Grant of up to
$80,000 to support the project.

The planned facility will be durable, accessible, low-maintenance, and suitable for year-round use, located
southeast of the garbage bin area in Village Square. This addition will improve park usability and better
serve residents and visitors throughout all seasons.
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At the July 8, 2025 Regular Meeting of Council, Vortex Production Services Ltd was awarded the contract
to construct the washroom. Administration is actively collaborating with Vortex to ensure completion of
the project by year-end.

Breasties in the Buff Dragon Boat Program

On August 29, 2024, Bonnie and Don Lynn met with Administration to introduce an exciting new initiative
at Buffalo Lake. Bonnie acquired a dragon boat from “Breast Friends Edmonton,” a breast cancer survivor
team, establishing Buffalo Lake as the boat’s home base. During the weekends of July 5-6 and July 19-20,
the shores of Rochon Sands welcomed the “Breasties in the Buff,” a group of breast cancer survivors from
the Stettler area, as they took to the water in the dragon boat.

Administration has worked closely with Bonnie to provide secure summer storage for the dragon boat as
well as a designated area for their equipment storage building. The season will culminate with a “Breasties
in the Buff” Beach Party scheduled for September 6, located west of the Rochon Sands Boat Launch.

Communications and Public Engagement
The Summer Village Newsletter was released on May 26, 2025, covering:
e 2025 Municipal Election Info 2025 Budget and Tax Update

e Golf Cart Registration Information
e Federal Election — voting at the Hall
e Rochon Sands Provincial Park

e Dragon Boat Update

e Summer Village Highlights

e Upcoming Events

e Waste Bins

e Development/Building Permit Information

Financial Impact of Provincial Park Campgrounds for the Summer Village of Rochon Sands

Operating the Rochon Sands Provincial Park and Narrows Recreation Area campgrounds is a significant
undertaking for Summer Village staff. This work continues because it delivers direct and meaningful
benefits to the ratepayers of the Summer Village of Rochon Sands. The campgrounds consistently
generate a profit, offsetting municipal operating costs and helping to maintain a lower tax rate for
residents.

Historical Financial Performance
Over the past five years, the campgrounds have generated an average net revenue of $48,947.41 annually.

An analysis of the past three years’ average operating income shows that, without operating the parks,
the Village would have faced an average annual operating deficit of approximately $45,000. Addressing
this shortfall would have required significant budget reductions, or, to put it in perspective, this would be
equivalent to a 16% yearly increase in property taxes.

Additional Tangible & Intangible Benefits

1. Investment Income
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o The Provincial Park Reserve, currently $102,503.66, can be invested in higher-interest
options such as GICs, generating additional revenue for the Summer Village.
o Since 2021, investment income from the reserve has totaled approximately $8,500.
2. Cash Flow Advantages
o Campground reservation income is received early in the year, prior to property tax
collection.
o This improves cash flow, allowing funds to remain invested longer and earn higher
returns.
3. Storage and Facilities
o The Summer Village’s main Public Works Shop and equipment storage are located within
the Provincial Park.
o Discontinuing park operations would require securing and funding alternative storage—
likely at substantial cost.
4. Shared Equipment Costs
o Equipment such as the tractor, dump trailer, ride-on lawn mowers, and fire trailer are
used for both municipal and park operations.
o Shared maintenance costs reduce overall equipment expenses. Without the parks, the
Village would bear the full cost of upkeep.
Conclusion

Continuing to operate the park campgrounds strengthens the Summer Village’s overall financial position.
In addition to generating positive net revenue, the campgrounds provide valuable indirect benefits,
including improved cash flow, additional investment income, and reduced infrastructure costs.

These advantages help keep property taxes lower for residents while sustaining a high level of municipal
service and infrastructure. As long as operations remain profitable and continue delivering both tangible
and intangible benefits, the campgrounds should remain a vital part of the Summer Village’s financial
strategy and long-term sustainability.
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A.LB.ER’\I:K County of Stettler

MUNICIPAL AFFAIRS

Office of the Minister
MLA, Peace River

AR119356
July 15, 2025

Mr. Lawrence Clarke
Reeve

County of Stettler
PO Box 1270

6602 - 44 Avenue
Stettler AB TOC 2L0

Dear Reeve Clarke:

Thank you for your submission of the Shirfey McClellan Regional Water Services Commission to the
Partnership (Under 10,000) category of the Minister's Awards for Municipal and Public Library
Excellence. | am pleased to inform you the County of Stettler was selected as the winner for 2025.

Congratulations on this achievement and recognition by your peers. | commend you and your
partners, County of Paintearth, Village of Veteran, Town of Coronation and others, on your efforts to
expand regional water access, ensuring long-term sustainability and regional cooperation.

Alberta's municipalities and public library boards create, implement, and manage many excellent
initiatives and practices that make our communities strong, prosperous, and resilient. | appreciate
your willingness to share this accomplishment, and | wish you continued success with the initiative.
To build on this program’s objective to share municipal and public library success and knowledge
across the province, your winning initiative will be highlighted on the Government of Alberta’s
website and social media platforms. Department staff will be in contact with your office with further
information about the award.

Thank you again for your interest in the Minister's Awards for Municipal and Public Library
Excellence and for sharipfy your organization's excellent work.

Sincerely,

Dan Williams,
Minister of Municipal Aftairs

cc: Honourable Nate Horner, MLA, Drumheller-Stettler
Jennifer Johnson, MLA, Lacombe-Ponoka
Mayor Ronald Checkel, Town of Coronation
Reeve Stanley Schulmeister, County of Paintearth No. 18
Mayor Jerry Wipf, Village of Veteran
Yvette Cassidy, Chief Administrative Officer, County of Stettler No. 6

Classification: Public
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Recommendations on Recall of a Municipal Elected Official

Executive Summary

In May 2025, Alberta Municipal Affairs began engagements on potential improvements to the rules for recall of a
municipal elected official as prescribed in the Municipal Government Act (MGA). This report represents Alberta
Municipalities’ recommendations to Municipal Affairs based on the input we have collected from our member
municipalities since the inception of recall in 2023. Our recommendations are based on the premise that recall
represents the undoing of a democratic election. Therefore, the framework and processes for a municipal recall
petition should be structured to provide the same standard of trust and transparency for the public.

Recommendations to Improve Municipal Recall

 Transparency and Trust in the System

1. Appoint the Minister of Municipal Affairs, a municipal ethics commissioner, or other
independent body to manage all activities related to municipal recall petitions. The
municipal government and municipal staff should have zero involvement in the
management of a recall petition due to the perception and power structure between
municipal elected officials and municipal government staff.

Alignment with
the Recall Act

(Electlons
Alberta)

2. Require the petition application and petition form to include a written statement by the
organizer explaining why the municipal elected official should be recalled.

v

3. Require the petition form to include a written statement by the targeted elected official, if
provided by the official within the prescribed time period.

v

4. Require the independent body to vet the rationale for a recall petition to ensure it meets a
test of reasonability before approving the petition application. This provides an opportunity
to clarify information and a possible resolution prior to a full recall petition process.

5. Require the petition organizer to submit the petition at the end of the petition period
regardless of how many signatures are collected.

6. Require petition canvassers to register and follow a code of conduct guideline.

Prescribe penalties if recall rules are not followed.

8. Change the threshold for a successful recall petition to be based on signatures from 40 per
cent of eligible voters (except for summer villages).

9. Change the eligible period to launch a recall petition to open one year after election and
close the eligible period one year prior to the general municipal election.

Threshold of Signatures Required
Process for Municipal Recall Petitions

v
v
v

10. Maintain the current requirement that signatures must be collected within 60 days for all
municipal recall petitions. Or set the default to 60 days and increase to 90 days only when
a recall petition requires more than 15,000 signatures.

Partial

11. Require the petition organizer to remove a signature if requested by the signatory.

12. Create rules to prevent the offering of gifts and financial incentives to petition signatories.

Finances Related to Municipal Recall Petitions

13. Create rules for advertising, fundraising, and an expense limit for municipal recall petitions.
The rules should apply to petition organizers and the targeted elected official.

\/

14. Create a regulatory framework that prevents local political parties, slates, candidates, and
third-party advertisers from launching a recall petition or fundraising from a recall petition.

15. Create rules for petition organizers to disclose finances related to a recall petition.

16. Create rules that prescribe what a petition organizer must do with any surplus funds after a
recall petition has been submitted.

v
v
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Recommendations on Recall of a Municipal Elected Official

Background

This report represents Alberta Municipalities (ABmunis) response to Municipal Affairs’ May 2025 discussion guide
guestions on potential improvements to the Municipal Government Act relating to the recall of a municipal elected
official. ABmunis prepared for this engagement by:

e Meeting with administrators from most municipalities that have managed a recall petition.

e Conducted a comprehensive workshop with ABmunis’ Municipal Governance Committee in February 2025.

e Collected input from municipalities during ABmunis’ Summer 2025 Municipal Leaders’ Caucus.

Comparison of Recall of MLAs versus Municipal Officials

In May 2025, the Government of Alberta amended the Recall Act to update the rules for recall of an MLA. The
following table summarizes some of the differences in rules for recall of an MLA versus the recall of a municipal

elected official.
Recall of an MLA Recall of a Municipal Elected Official

Recall Period - Start 12 months after being elected. 18 months after an election.

Recall Period - End 12 months prior to a general election. January 1 of a general election year.

Signature Collection 90 days 60 days

Timeframe

Recall Threshold 60 per cent of the total number of electors | 40 per cent of the population of a
who voted in the electoral district in the municipality or ward.

most recent election
For summer villages, it is 50 per cent of
the number of residences.

Reasons for recall Up to 100 words Not required
stated on the petition
Response from the Up to 100 words Not required

targeted official
stated on the petition | MLA has 7 days to provide a response.
Petition verification Determine if requirements have been met | 45 days after the date on which a recall
timelines within seven days. petition is filed, determine whether the
recall petition is sufficient.

Verify within 21 days whether a recall is
authorized.

Report the recall petition results within
seven days of completing the verification.
Outcome if the Residents of the division will vote on Elected official is immediately removed
petition is successful whether to recall the MLA. from office.

The vote must be held within six months The municipality must hold a by-election in
from the date on which the successful accordance with section 162 or 163 of
petition results are published. the MGA as applicable.

If the vote is successful, then a by-election | The recalled official may run in the by-

must be held. election.
Fundraising An individual in the division may No provisions.
contribute up to $4,000.
Expense limit A petitioner organizer may spend up to No provisions.

$23,000 on a recall petition.
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1. Alignhment with the Recall Act

The Recall Act provides a much more comprehensive set of rules for how recall petitions should be conducted for
MLAs compared to the provisions in the Municipal Government Act for municipal elected officials. In many cases,
there is merit for municipal recall rules to be aligned with the Recall Act; however, there are some areas where recall
rules need to differ for municipalities because of the differences in:

e The number of people in electoral divisions (small and large communities).

e Municipal governments have financial and human resource capacity challenges to run by-elections.

e The frequency that municipal officials are acclaimed to office.

Areas where MLA and municipal recall rules should be alighed

An independent body oversees the recall process.

The reasons for recall must be stated on the petition form in less than 100 words.

The targeted official’s response to those reasons must be stated on the petition in less than 100 words.
The period for when a recall petition may be launched.

Rules for advertising, fundraising, and expense limits for a petition.

Rules for petition canvassers.

Rules for collection and use of personal information collected on a petition.

Penalties for violating the rules.

Areas where municipal recall rules should differ for municipal governments
e Threshold used to determine the number of signatures required for a successful recall petition.
o Timeframe to collect the required number of signatures.

2. Threshold of Sighatures Required

Background
Section 240.5 (a) of the MGA establishes that a recall petition must be signed by eligible voters representing at least
40 per cent of the municipality or ward’s population for municipalities other than summer villages.

2.1. Should the threshold to recall a councillor be lower, higher, or the same as the current threshold? Why?

A recall petition represents the undoing of a democratic election.

Alberta’s municipal elections are run in a manner where people have sufficient time to:
* research the issues and the candidates, and
e vote in privacy without the threat of undue influence.

However, when petition organizers approach voters at their home or at events, there are
opportunities for residents to feel unsafe or pressured to sign the petition in the moment without
sufficient knowledge or consideration of the matter.

Therefore, to undo the results of an election, the Government of Alberta should ensure that the
signature threshold continues to be a high bar to meet, regardless of the metric that is used.
Particularly since a municipal recall petition results in the immediate removal from office.

We also note a successful recall petition also creates a significant expense for the municipality in the

form of a by-election. It requires indirect costs in the form of a reallocation of staff time from other
priorities, training of the returning officer (if necessary), and direct costs to run the election.
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Outcome of Past Recall Petitions

We note that some recall proponents suggest that the reason all but one of the recall petitions have
failed is because the signature threshold is too high. However, the Government of Alberta should
consider the reasons that each petition was brought forward. It's possible that those petitions failed,
not because of the high threshold, but because the public saw insufficient justification on why that
elected official should be removed from office. In addition, organizers of failed petitions have not
been transparent about the number of signatures they received, so it’s impossible to gauge the
impact that a reduced, but still reasonable threshold would have had in those petitions.

2.2. What population should the recall threshold percentage be based on?
a) Percentage of people that voted in the last general election.
b) Percentage of eligible voters in the municipality or ward.
c) Percentage of population.

ABmunis recommends that the signature threshold metric be changed to option B, percentage of
eligible voters in the municipality or ward. This recommendation is based on our concerns with
options A and C.

Concern with Option A: Percentage of people that voted in the last general election

e Just because a person didn’t vote in the last election doesn’t mean they aren’t eligible or
motivated to sign a petition.

e Voter turnout can be lower in elections when there is no contest for the mayor’s seat, thereby
artificially lowering the threshold for that term.

e If council is acclaimed, there is no voting data available and using voter turnout numbers from
prior elections may be problematic if the council or the elected official has been acclaimed for
several elections and the population of the municipality has changed since then.

Concern with Option C: Percentage of population (current system)
e Potentially unfair threshold to meet if the community has a high number of ineligible voters (e.g.
children and permanent residents without citizenship).

Our recommendation is based on the assumption that the recall threshold for summer villages will
remain unchanged using the number of residences.

2.3. Based on your answer to 2.2, what should the percentage be?

40 per cent of eligible voters.

In 2013, 37 per cent of candidates ran uncontested and were acclaimed.
In 2017, 28 per cent of candidates ran uncontested and were acclaimed.
In 2021, 26 per cent of candidates ran uncontested and were acclaimed.

2.4. Inthe event of an uncontested election where the candidate is acclaimed, what population should be
considered? Note: option 2.2a would not be applicable.

This problem is overcome if the threshold is based on a percentage of eligible voters.
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2.5. Inthe large municipalities there are significant logistical challenges with collecting the volume of
signatures required within the petition timeframe. Should there be a tiered threshold for municipalities
over a specific population size? Why, or why not?

No, a recall petition represents the undoing of an election so the threshold should be the same
regardless of the size of the municipality. However, refer to question 3.10 regarding our
recommendation for a tiered approach for the time available to collect signatures.

2.6. |If tiers of thresholds were considered based on population size, what population level should be
considered for tiers?

No comment.

3. Process to Recall a Municipal Elected Official

Stakeholders have expressed concerns with the current process to recall a municipal elected official related to:
* ability to use financial incentives to sign a petition;

* advertising rules;

e fundraising;

e protection of personal information;

e failure for petition organizers to submit a recall petition;

e timelines;

* requirements for recall petition information to be completed on each page of the petition; and

e potential requirement for a rationale for recall.

Section 240.95 of the MGA allows the Lieutenant Governor in Council to make regulations modifying provisions of
the LAEA and its regulations for the purposes of a recall petition. There are currently no regulations in place.

3.1. Did your municipality develop/implement any internal policies/procedures to support the recall petition
validation process?

Recall is a provincial initiative whereby the sufficiency of a petition is determined by the Minister of
Municipal Affairs. Therefore, the Government of Alberta should be responsible for all policies,
procedures, and end-to-end operations of all recall petition issues.

Residents who are motivated to recall a municipal elected official may perceive that the CAO and
municipal administration are not independent of council and will take all orders from the elected
official who is the target of a recall petition. This creates an environment for distrust in the system.

For example, the current municipal recall system is structured in a manner that is equivalent to
requiring a deputy minister and staff to manage the recall petition of the minister of their
department. This context is not present in the provincial recall system because Elections Alberta
ensures that there is a separation of powers, but that is not present in the municipal system.
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Recommend Independent Body to Manage all Recall Activities
To build trust in government systems, a municipality should have zero involvement in the
management of a recall petition. It should be the responsibility of Municipal Affairs, a municipal
ethics commissioner, or other appointed body to manage the operations of recall including:

¢ Prescribe all policies and procedures for recall petitions.

* Provide the template forms and guide to be used by petition organizers.

* Manage all questions and operational matters in the lead up to a recall petition being

considered and approved.

* Determine the number of signatures required.

* Oversee all activities during a recall petition.

¢ Collect the petition and verify if the petition is successful.

* Manage all communications with the petition organizer and to the community.

The municipality’s only role should be to direct residents to the independent body that manages
recall petitions.

Municipal Affairs has been directed to ensure that financial incentives or gifts to sign a councillor recall petition are
prohibited.

As a reference, Section 55(1)(c) of the Recall Act, which applies to MLAs only, establishes recall petition offences,
including when a person in any manner exerts undue influence on an individual in respect of the signing of a recall
petition. Section 63(1) of the Recall Act outlines that a person who contravenes any of the provisions of the Act is
guilty of an offence and liable to: (a) in the case of an individual, a fine not to exceed $10,000, or (b) in the case of a
corporation, unincorporated organization or association, a fine not to exceed $100,000.

3.2. What mechanisms should be in place to prohibit financial incentives or gifts?

The provisions in the Recall Act should also apply to municipal recall petitions and the Government
of Alberta’s guide should provide examples of activities that would be considered “undue influence”.

3.3. Should there be rules established around advertising recall petitions? If ‘yes’, what should be included?

Yes, but ABmunis does not have any specific recommendations and would need additional time to
understand what advertising rules apply for recall of an MLA.

3.4. Should fundraising be permitted during a recall petition?

Yes, but there should be a maximum expense limit and any surplus funds must be returned to the
contributor or transferred to a charity.

Fundraising by the Petition Organizer and Prevention of Campaigning

ABmunis is concerned about how fundraising for a recall petition could be intertwined with
fundraising for an election campaign, particularly since candidates, local political parties, and third-
party advertisers can fundraise and spend money in non-election years. Allowing fundraising for a
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recall petition creates an opportunity for a local political party, slate, or candidate to collaborate with
an individual to launch a recall petition with the alternative motive of using the recall petition to raise
funds and indirectly use those funds in ways that will support their own election or issues campaign.

To overcome this, the Government of Alberta will need to prescribe a detailed regulatory framework
to prevent the use of recall petitions as a fundraising and campaign strategy.

Fundraising by the Targeted Elected Official

In addition, the elected official who is the target of the petition may be motivated to fundraise to
conduct their own campaign to counter or respond to the information being shared by petition
organizers. Therefore, fundraising rules should be clear for both parties.

3.5. If fundraising is permitted, should there be rules established around fundraising for recall petitions? If
‘ves’, what should be included?

* Clear rules to prevent funds from a recall petition being used for any other purpose (e.g. future
election campaign, or issues campaign).

* Prescribe a maximum amount that a petition organizer may spend on a recall petition. (e.g. the
Recall Act limits expenses on a recall petition to $23,000). Since municipalities are different
sizes, the expense limit should be set on a per capita basis.

e Requirement to submit a financial report to the authority that oversees recall.

* Donations may only be accepted from individuals that are eligible to sign the petition.

* Prescribe what the petition organizer must do with any surplus funds remaining after the recall
petition has been submitted. For example, the funds must be returned to the contributor(s) or
gifted to a registered charity.

Section 226.2(1) (a) and (b) of the MGA establishes that personal information contained in a petition must not be
disclosed to anyone except the CAO or their delegate(s) and must not be used for any purpose other than validating
the petition. Section 240.2(1)(4) of the MGA states that personal information gathered in a petition must not be
disclosed, except to the Minister, the CAO or their delegate(s), as necessary for administration or enforcement of the
process, or for judicial review.

3.6. Should penalties be established for misuse and/or unauthorized sharing of personal data collected during
the recall process?

Yes. The current system provides an opportunity for petition organizers to use a recall petition to
discredit a mayor/councillor to build support for a future election campaign and as such, there may
be motivations to use a recall petition to collect personal information of voters for the purposes of
future campaigning.

The MGA should prescribe the penalties that apply towards the petition organizer or persons found
guilty of the offence. The legislation should be clear that the Minister, not the municipality, is
responsible for imposing the penalty.

3.7. What security measures should be mandated for storing personal data collected for recall petitions?

We recommend consulting with data security experts.
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4. Other Recommendations

4.1. Do you have any other suggestions related to recall thresholds or processes?

Code of Conduct for Petition Canvassers

There should be a requirement for canvassers to understand the rules by which they can operate to
collect signatures from residents. For example, the Recall Act prescribes that every petition
canvasser must register as a canvasser and read and sign a code of conduct guideline and they are
liable for a fine of up to $10,000 for violating the rules.

Removal of a Signature from a Petition

The MGA should define that the petition organizer must remove a person’s signature if requested by
the signatory. Currently, the MGA only prescribes how a signatory can request removal from a
petition after the petition has been submitted.

Responsibility for Enforcement

The MGA includes many provisions related to fines for people who are guilty of an offence under the
MGA but it is not always clear whether it is the Minister’s responsibility or the municipality’s
responsibility to enforce those fines. Any amendments to prescribe fines and offences should also
prescribe who is responsible to enforce those fines.

Consequences for Violating the Rules

A recall petition carries significant importance as it represents the undoing of a democratic election.
Therefore, there should be significant consequences when rules are not followed including fines and
potential imprisonment. However, fines may not always serve as an effective deterrent and there
should be consideration of what rules are important enough that if violated it would result in a recall
petition being declared null and void. For example, the collection of signatures by persons that are
not approved canvassers should void the petition.

Resources to Manage a Recall Petition
ABmunis shares the following information to create awareness of the time invested by a municipality
when managing a recall petition:
¢ Clerks/CAO communicate with the applicant about requirements.
e Clerks/CAO communicate with the petition organizer to answer questions about the
interpretation of recall rules and any concerns with activities related to the petition.
e Communications staff/CAO manage inquiries by the media.
* Front line staff/CAO manage inquiries by residents about the issues.
* Front line staff/CAO manage complaints from residents about activities by petition
canvassers, if necessary.
* Senior management’s time invested to adjust schedules for other project work due to the
recall petition work.
* [f staff need to be hired to verify the petition signatures, then human resources and
management need to invest time to write a job description, advertise, interview, hire, and
conduct orientation and training for the new staff.
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Birds

A total of 47 species of birds were observed during the six surveys. The beaches and shallow waters on the

shore along Buffalo Lake is abundant with waterbirds while the upland forested areas are abundant with

songbirds. The most common waterbirds counted during the survey were the Franklin’s Gull. The most

common birds counted during the bird surveys were the American Robin (observed at 67% of points), Cedar

Waxwings (observed at 50% of points), Red-winged Blackbird (observed at 83% of points), Tree Swallows

(observed at 83% of points), and Yellow Warbler (observed at all the points). Some common bird species
were observed displaying some nesting behaviors or with their young, during the surveys.

Two species at risk (federally or provincially listed as Threatened or Endangered) were observed but did not
appear to be nesting within or near the Project area at the time of the survey. Barn Swallows (Hirundo rustica)
were observed flying at points 1 & 6 from 20 — 225 m from each survey point, and the Western Grebes
(Aechmophorus occidentalis) were observed swimming in the lake approximately 350 m northwest of survey
point 2.

Refer to Appendix 3 for survey results at each survey point.

Incidental Mammals

Biologists walked/drove 6.1 km for 2 h 54 min between surveys at Rochon Sands, allowing for habitat review
and incidental observations. Richardson’s ground squirrels (Urocitellus richardsonii) were predominately
observed outside of the Project area. Ground squirrels are prey that attract carnivores and raptors. No raptors
were observed during the survey. Domestic cows (Bos taurus) were also heard prior to the survey far outside
of the Project area in the surrounding agricultural areas to the south.

Summary and Recommendations

The results of the surveys provide guidance for planning and permitting purposes. Active waterbird nests
were observed on the small island approximately 30m from the docks, and 50m from the beach. Mitigation
and setbacks for Killdeer and Red-necked Grebe nests are applied in the short-term during the active period
of the nest and the observed nests will likely become inactive prior to commencement of work. It is prudent to
note, however, this may be an area where repeat annual re-nesting could occur.

It is recommended that, wherever practicable, the majority of vegetation clearing and construction activities
happen outside breeding period for migratory birds April 17 to August 24. If construction commences or
vegetation disturbance activities occur within the migratory bird breeding period (mid-April to late-August), it is
recommended a qualified wildlife biologist with experience surveying waterbirds and songbirds conduct a pre-
activity sweep within 7 days of the start of activities. If the site is left inactive within the breeding period for
migratory birds for a period exceeding 7 days, a resweep is recommended. Should nest(s) of migratory
species be observed, the biologist can provide setback recommendations and appropriate timing for activities
based on their observations in alignment with provincial (e.g., GoA 2024, GoC 2011) and federal (e.g., GoC
2025) recommendations.

Wildlife features are dynamic and may change over time. Prior to commencement of construction or
vegetation clearing activities outside of the migratory bird breeding period (August 25 to April 16), a qualified
wildlife biologist should perform a pre-activity sweep for newly formed wildlife features following the Wildlife
Sweep Protocol (GoA, 2020) within 10 days of commencing activities.

Workers should be made aware of wildlife species in the area and encouraged to report any sightings or
features observed. Should features be found during pre-construction sweeps or during the course of the work,
work should be paused until a qualified wildlife biologist can provide consultation on the appropriate setbacks
and timing that align with regulatory guidance and best practices (e.g., GoA, 2024, GoA, 2011, GoC, 2025).
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Closure

If you require further information, please feel free to contact the undersigned.

Sincerely,

Reviewed by:
Holly Inglis, BIT, B.Sc. Tyne_ Baker, M-SC-, P.Biol.
Wildlife Specialist Wildlife Biologist
Holly@cppenv.ca tyne.baker@avianeco.com
0O: 780.570.5818 C: 780. 803.0521 C: 587.777.3817
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Appendix 1 — Point Count Survey Map
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Appendix 2 — Site Photos
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Photo 5. Point 5 at 9:27, looking south. Photo 6. Point 6 at 9:49 am, looking west.
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Photo 11: Point 4, showing two American Photo 12: Point 6, facing north. See the zoom in
Avocets. for the general location of nests on the island.
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Appendix 3 — Species Counts per Bird Survey Point
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Point 1 (52.4535961, -112.87653798)
Time & Weather: 7:30AM, 9°C with 10km/h wind S, and clear sky.

Species Point Count Total Incidental Count Total**
IAmerican Pelican (Pelicanus erythrorhynchos)
IAmerican Robin (Turdus migratorius)

Barn Swallow (Hirundo rustica)

Black-necked Stilt (Himantopus mexicanus)
Blue-winged Teal (Spatula discors)

Canada Goose (Branta canadensis)

Cedar Waxwing (Bombycilla cedrorum)
Common Tern (Sterna hirundo)

Common Yellowthroat (Geothlypis trichas)
Franklin’s Gull (Leucophaeus pipixcan)

Gray Catbird (Dumetella carolinensis)

Killdeer (Charadrius vociferus)

Least Flycatcher (Empidondax minimus)
Red-eyed Vireo (Vireo olivaceus)

Red-necked Grebe (Podiceps grisegena)
Red-winged Blackbird (Agelaius phoeniceus)
Ring-billed Gull (Larus delawarensis)

Spotted Sandpiper (Actitis macularius)

[Tree Swallow (Tachycineta bicolor)

\Warbling Vireo (Vireo gilvus)

Western Grebe (Aechmophorus occidentalis)

'Yellow Warbler (Setophaga petechia)

*Species of special conservation status (i.e., at risk, sensitive)
**Incidental counts include species identified before and after the 5-minute point count survey period
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Point 2 (52.45518001, -112.87128779)
Time & Weather: 7:55AM, 8°C with 11km/h wind S, and clear sky.

Species Point Count Total Incidental Count Total**
IAmerican Robin (Turdus migratorius) 1 1
Baltimore Oriole (/cterus galbula) 1 1
Black-necked Stilt (Himantopus mexicanus) 1 -
Canada Goose (Branta canadensis) 5 -
Cedar Waxwing (Bombycilla cedrorum) >10 -
Common Loon (Gavia immer) 1 -
Common Tern (Sterna hirundo) 1 -
Franklin’s Gull (Leucophaeus pipixcan) - 5
Gray Catbird (Dumetella carolinensis) 1 -
House Wren (Troglodytes aedon) 4 -
Killdeer (Charadrius vociferus) 2 -
Least Flycatcher (Empidondax minimus) 4 1
Mourning Dove (Zenaida macroura) 1 -
Red-necked Grebe (Podiceps grisegena) 3 -
Red-winged Blackbird (Agelaius phoeniceus) 1 -

Ring-billed Gull (Larus delawarensis) - 3

Song Sparrow (Melospiza melodia) 1 -
[Tree Swallow (Tachycineta bicolor) 1 2
Western Grebe (Aechmophorus occidentalis) 5 -
'Yellow Warbler (Setophaga petechia) 4 3

*Species of special conservation status (i.e., at risk, sensitive)
**Incidental counts include species identified before and after the 5-minute point count survey period
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Point 3 (52.462518606, -112.88291718)
Time & Weather: 8:30AM, 9°C with 11km/h wind S, and clear sky.

Species Point Count Total Incidental Count Total**
American Avocet (Recurvirostra americana)
American Pelican (Pelicanus erythrorhynchos)
Brewer’s Blackbird (Euphagus cyanocephalus)
Common Grackle (Quiscalus quiscula)

Common Raven (Corvus corax)

Eastern Kingbird (Tyrannus tyrannus)

Forster's Tern (Sterna forsteri)

Franklin’s Gull (Leucophaeus pipixcan)

Great Blue Heron (Ardea herodias)

Killdeer (Charadrius vociferus)

Mallard (Anas platyrhynchos)

Northern Flicker (Colaptes auratus)

Ring-billed Gull (Larus delawarensis)
Red-winged Blackbird (Agelaius phoeniceus)
Savannah Sparrow (Passerculus sandwichensis)
Spotted Sandpiper (Actitis macularius)

Tree Swallow (Tachycineta bicolor)

Yellow Warbler (Setophaga petechia)

*Species of special conservation status (i.e., at risk, sensitive)
**Incidental counts include species identified before and after the 5-minute point count survey period
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Point 4 (52.459269819, -112.8809547)

Time & Weather: 9:00AM, 11°C with 14km/h wind S, and clear sky.

Species Point Count Total Incidental Count Total**

American Crow (Corvus brachyrhynchos) 1 -

American Pelican (Pelicanus erythrorhynchos) 1

American Robin (Turdus migratorius) 1 -
1

Baltimore Oriole (/cterus galbula)

1
Clay-colored Sparrow (Spizella pallida) - 1
Double-crested Cormorant (Nannopterum auritum) 1

Franklin’s Gull (Leucophaeus pipixcan)
House Wren (Troglodytes aedon)

Killdeer (Charadrius vociferus)

Least Flycatcher (Empidondax minimus)
Mountain Bluebird (Sialia currucoides)
Northern Flicker (Colaptes auratus)

Purple Finch (Haemorhous purpureus)
Red-winged Blackbird (Agelaius phoeniceus)

Western Wood-Pewee (Contopus sordidulus)

Yellow Warbler (Setophaga petechia)

*Species of special conservation status (i.e., at risk, sensitive)
**Incidental counts include species identified before and after the 5-minute point count survey period
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Point 5 (52.45620207, -112.87887894)
Time & Weather: 9:28AM, 12°C with 15km/h wind S, and clear sky.

Species Point Count Total Incidental Count Total**
American Avocet (Recurvirostra americana) 4 2
American Pelican (Pelicanus erythrorhynchos) 3 1

Barn Swallow (Hirundo rustica) 1

Black-necked Stilt (Himantopus mexicanus) 1

Common Goldeneye (Bucephala clangula) 5

Common Raven (Corvus corax) >10 -
1
2

Franklin’s Gull (Leucophaeus pipixcan)
Killdeer (Charadrius vociferus)
Northern Shoveler (Spatula clypeata)

Red-necked Grebe (Podiceps grisegena) 1 -
Red-winged Blackbird (Agelaius phoeniceus) 12 -
Ring-billed Gull (Larus delawarensis) 1 -
Tree Swallow (Tachycineta bicolor) 1 -
Yellow Warbler (Setophaga petechia) 1 -

*Species of special conservation status (i.e., at risk, sensitive)
**Incidental counts include species identified before and after the 5-minute point count survey period
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Point 6 (52.4546838, -112.881645273)
Time & Weather: 9:51AM, 12°C with 16km/h wind S, and clear sky.

Species Point Count Total Incidental Count Total**
American Avocet (Recurvirostra americana)
American Robin (Turdus migratorius)

Barn Swallow (Hirundo rustica)

Brewer’s Blackbird (Euphagus cyanocephalus)
Cedar Waxwing (Bombycilla cedrorum)
Common Goldeneye (Bucephala clangula)

w
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Common Raven (Corvus corax)
Common Tern (Sterna hirundo)

Eastern Kingbird (Tyrannus tyrannus)
European Starling (Sturnus vulgaris)
Franklin’s Gull (Leucophaeus pipixcan)
Gadwall (Mareca strepera)

House Sparrow (Passer domesticus)
House Wren (Troglodytes aedon)
Killdeer (Charadrius vociferus)

Least Flycatcher (Empidondax minimus)
Mourning Dove (Zenaida macroura)
Red-necked Grebe (Podiceps grisegena)
Ring-billed Gull (Larus delawarensis) - 3
Spotted Sandpiper (Actitis macularius) 1 -
Tree Swallow (Tachycineta bicolor) >10 5

Yellow Warbler (Setophaga petechia) 5 -

*Species of special conservation status (i.e., at risk, sensitive)
**Incidental counts include species identified before and after the 5-minute point count survey period
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Appendix 4 — All Species Identified During Bird Survey with
Provincial and Federal Status Designations
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Species Alberta Alberta SARA COSEWIC
General Wildlife Act  Schedule 1 Status*
Status’ Status? Status®

American Avocet (Recurvirostra americana) Secure - - -

American Crow (Corvus brachyrhynchos) Secure - - -

American White Pelican (Pelicanus erythrorhynchos) Sensitive - - -

American Robin (Turdus migratorius) Secure - - -

Baltimore Oriole (Icterus galbula) Secure - - -

Barn Swallow (Hirundo rustica) May Be at Risk | - Threatened Special Concern
Black-necked Stilt (Himantopus mexicanus) Sensitive - - -

Blue-winged Teal (Spatula discors) Secure - - -

Brewer’s Blackbird (Euphagus cyanocephalus) Secure - - -

Canada Goose (Branta canadensis) Secure - - -

Cedar Waxwing (Bombycilla cedrorum) Secure - - -

Clay-colored Sparrow (Spizella pallida) Secure - - -

Common Goldeneye (Bucephala clangula) Secure - - -

Common Loon (Gavia immer) Secure - - -

Common Raven (Corvus corax) Secure - - -

Common Tern (Sterna hirundo) Secure - - -

Common Yellowthroat (Geothlypis trichas) Sensitive - - -
Double-crested Cormorant (Nannopterum auritum) Secure - - -

Eastern Kingbird (Tyrannus tyrannus) Sensitive - - -

European Starling (Sturnus vulgaris) Exotic/Alien - - -

Forster's Tern (Sterna forsteri) Sensitive - - Data Deficient
Franklin’s Gull (Leucophaeus pipixcan) Secure - - -

Gadwall (Mareca strepera) Secure - - -

Gray Catbird (Dumetella carolinensis) Secure - - -

Great Blue Heron (Ardea herodias) Sensitive - - -
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House Sparrow (Passer domesticus) Exotic/Alien - - -
House Wren (Troglodytes aedon) Secure - - -
Killdeer (Charadrius vociferus) Secure - - -
Least Flycatcher (Empidonax minimus) Secure - - -
Mallard (Anas platyrhynchos) Secure - - -
Mountain Bluebird (Sialia currucoides) Secure - - -
Mourning Dove (Zenaida macroura) Secure - - -
Northern Flicker (Colaptes auratus) Secure - - -
Northern Shoveler (Spatula clypeata) Secure - - -
Purple Finch (Haemorhous purpureus) Secure - - -
Red-eyed Vireo (Vireo olivaceus) Secure - - -
Red-necked Grebe (Podiceps grisegena) Secure - - -
Red-winged Blackbird (Agelaius phoeniceus) Secure - - -
Ring-billed Gull (Larus delawarensi) Secure - - -
Savannah Sparrow (Passerculus sandwichensis) Secure - - -
Song Sparrow (Melospiza melodia) Secure - - -
Spotted Sandpiper (Actitis macularius) Secure - - -
Tree Swallow (Tachycineta bicolor) Secure - - -
Warbling Vireo (Vireo gilvus) Secure - - -
Western Grebe (Aechmophorus occidentalis) At Risk Threatened Special Concern | Special Concern

Western Wood-pewee (Contopus sordidulus)

May Be at Risk

Yellow Warbler (Setophaga petechia)

Secure

1. Alberta Wild Species General Status Listing 2020 - GoA 2020b
2. Alberta Wildlife Act, Species at Risk Assessed in Alberta — GoA 2024b
3. Canada’s Species at Risk Act (SARA), Schedule 1 Listing— GoC 2024
4. Committee on the Status of Endangered Wildlife in Canada (COSEWIC) recommended Status — COSEWIC 2023
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	2025 Municipal Election
	The Summer Village of Rochon Sands held its municipal election on August 2, 2025, at the Rochon Sands Provincial Park Office from 10:00 a.m. to 7:00 p.m. Administration had attempted to reserve the Community Hall for election day approximately 13 mont...
	To ensure broad awareness, the voting location was widely publicized. Information was posted on the Summer Village website for the past three months, shared via Facebook, included in two editions of the SVRS newsletter, displayed on the “Welcome Sign”...
	The Summer Village experienced strong voter turnout, with 131 ballots cast. The Official Election Results are as follows:
	Organizational Meeting
	Preparing the agenda for the Organizational Meeting of the newly elected Council presented unique challenges. It was necessary to balance legislated requirements with the need to orient new members to municipal procedures. Considerable effort went int...
	Councillor Orientation Training as per MGA
	Materials were tailored to reflect our local context and aligned with the Province’s prescribed content. The CAO will deliver this orientation session at the first Council meeting following the election, providing both the statutory information and pr...
	Schneider Memorial Boulder
	The Schneider Family made a generous donation toward the development of Village Square. In May 2024, Council directed Administration to explore replacing the original donation plaque. After consultation with Carole Schneider, the decision was made to ...
	Moving the boulder required specialized equipment. Thanks to coordination with WSP Canada Ltd. and the generosity of In-Line Contracting Ltd., the boulder was relocated to Village Square on September 19, 2024, at no cost to the Summer Village. Guided ...
	"You are never too old to play
	In Memory of Tim Schneider"
	It’s wonderful to see this monument completed as a lasting tribute to the Schneider Family’s generosity and their special connection to our community. Bob Cardell graciously volunteered his time to inset the plaque into the boulder.
	Development Variance Request Assistance
	A resident sought administrative support in preparing a variance request to accompany their development permit application. The CAO provided several hours of assistance, working with the applicant to develop a complete and well-documented submission t...
	Drinking Water Safety – Weekly Testing
	The CAO collects weekly water samples from the Community Hall and Provincial Park Office, submitting them to Alberta Health Services for testing of E. coli and total coliforms, which serve as indicators of potential contamination and health risks. Thi...
	On July 11, 2025, Administration was informed by Alberta Health Services of a low-level positive test for total coliforms in the Community Hall water. In response, Administration promptly posted signage at all water taps advising that the water from t...
	Following the rental, the CAO undertook well shock treatment and system flushing, repeating the procedure the following weekend as a precaution. No further issues have been detected since.
	Camrose – Lake Access letter
	On July 9, 2025, Mayor Hiller received correspondence from the Pelican Point Resident Association regarding Camrose County Agenda Item AGD-6205 – Boat Launch Discussion. The Association inquired whether the Summer Village of Rochon Sands had a formal ...
	Due to the short notice ahead of an unexpected Camrose County Special Meeting of Council scheduled for the following morning on July 10, 2025, the CAO, in coordination with Mayor Hiller, prepared a written response for the Mayor’s submission to the Pe...
	Recreation Lease Renewal – Alberta Environment and Protected Areas
	The renewal of the Summer Village of Rochon Sands Recreational Lease has encountered several significant challenges. Most notably, the process is subject to stringent provincial requirements that often evolve during the renewal period, leading to unex...
	Furthermore, the renewal process involves complex administrative tasks, including ensuring full compliance with environmental regulations, compiling extensive documentation, and managing tight submission deadlines. Current, accurate site maps or land ...
	Parks Day – July 20, 2025
	Parks Day, held annually across Alberta on the third Saturday in July, is a celebrated event promoting outdoor activities and community engagement. Rochon Sands Provincial Park participates each year, with Public Works Supervisor Lorne Schmidek organi...
	Unfortunately, due to adverse weather conditions on July 20, 2025, the event was cancelled. Lorne and Administration promptly notified campers and local residents of the cancellation.
	Sea-Doo Lifts & Marina Walkway
	At the May 13, 2025 Regular Meeting of Council, approval was granted for the purchase of a floating dock system to support the County of Stettler’s two search and rescue Sea-Doos, with a budget of up to $14,000 funded from General Reserves. With assis...
	A recent survey conducted by Mayor Hiller and the CAO revealed that lake levels have dropped, rendering the end of the dock unsuitable for jet ski lifts. Through collaboration between Mayor Hiller and County Councillor Justin Stevens, Administration h...
	Taxes Update
	As of August 08, 2025, 4 tax rolls were not paid in full and, in accordance with Bylaw 266-24, a 3% penalty was applied to the outstanding balances.
	Email reminders will be sent out before the end of August to notify property owners of their outstanding amounts and to help prevent further penalties from being applied on September 1, as outlined in the bylaw.
	Golf Cart Registration
	Golf carts continue to be registered within the Summer Village. Currently, there are 27 registered golf carts authorized to drive on designated highways within the Summer Village.  As part of the reporting requirements to the Registrar of Alberta Tran...
	Registered Golf Cart Statistical Data as at the end of Q3
	There have been no accidents reported involving a golf cart.
	Washroom Facility Contract Awarded to Vortex Production Services Ltd
	Following Council’s direction to develop a permanent public washroom facility in Village Square, the Summer Village successfully secured a Municipal Sustainability Initiative (MSI) Capital Grant of up to $80,000 to support the project.
	The planned facility will be durable, accessible, low-maintenance, and suitable for year-round use, located southeast of the garbage bin area in Village Square. This addition will improve park usability and better serve residents and visitors througho...
	At the July 8, 2025 Regular Meeting of Council, Vortex Production Services Ltd was awarded the contract to construct the washroom. Administration is actively collaborating with Vortex to ensure completion of the project by year-end.
	Breasties in the Buff Dragon Boat Program
	Communications and Public Engagement





