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List of Submitters - First Round of Written Submissions 

Submission Number Name Organization 

EBC-2016-17-001 Jeff Spilger Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-002 Phil Swanson Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-003 Bill Pearson Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-005 Lynn Hartley Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-006 Donna Macor Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-007 Ron Alexander Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-008 Tim Cameron Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-009 Glenn Hartley Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-010 Brad Hestad Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-011 Joe Walsh Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-012 Michael Day Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-013 Myron Sorokan Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-014 Bryan Donegan Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-015 Sally Caudill Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-016 Lorraine St Arnault Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-017 Earl Graham Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-018 Lawrence Lovelace Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-019 Art and Gladys Reitsma Private Citizens 

EBC-2016-17-020 Roy Milne Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-021 Tyler Ragan Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-022 William Pearson Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-023 Edward Forst Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-025 Rob Pearson Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-026 Archie Fedor Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-027 Mark Sandilands Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-028 Bradley Strilesky Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-029 Chris Wielki Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-030 Jordan Brandt Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-031 Jim Storrie Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-032 Henry Peters Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-033 Gurmit Bhachu Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-034 Rosemary Molyneaux Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-035 John Hawkins Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-037 Muhammad Muqadas Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-039 Lloyd Blower Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-042 Steve Shamchuk Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-043 Brad Jones Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-044 Peter van Hal Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-045 Mardelle Blanchette Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-046 Peter Fleming Private Citizen 
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EBC-2016-17-048 Scott Rypstra Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-050 Gerald Guenette Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-051 John Evans Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-052 Amanda Yu Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-053 Asif Ali Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-054 John Boyko Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-055 Terry Kaminski Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-056 Ann Scott Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-057 Dylan Jones Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-058 Keith Bramley Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-059 Avnish Nanda Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-060 Rajesh Kumar Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-061 Ivan Ivankovich Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-062 Liam Kachkar Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-063 Jesse Roberts Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-064 David Murray Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-065 Everett Normandeau Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-066 Clarence Dewald Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-067 Tracy Sheppard Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-068 Bob Nerenberg Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-069 Jennifer Bocock Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-070 John Kolkman Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-071 Justin Raskauskas Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-072 Ian Logan Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-073 Carrie Reimer Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-074 Ryan Premak Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-075 Felice Lund Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-076 Sean Moir Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-077 Jonathon Robb Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-078 Garfield Marks Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-079 Chad Parsons Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-080 Ann Smith Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-081 Jeff Spilger Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-083 Deirdre MacLean Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-084 Tom Egan Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-085 Kevin Austin Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-086 Robert Raynard Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-087 Erik de Regt Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-088 Gordon Jared Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-089 Mikk J. Peek Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-090 Karla Wyld Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-091 Nathan Kowalsky Private Citizen 
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EBC-2016-17-094 Scott Gibson Dodd Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-095 Douglas Taylor Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-096 Scott Gibson Dodd Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-098 Kathryn Oviatt Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-099 Dave Smolarchuk Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-100 Jasleen Sekhon Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-101 Rory J. Koopmans Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-102 Leo Denis Puerzer Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-103 Tom Boyce Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-104 Mark Walker Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-105 Conrad Norbert Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-106 Cécile Turcotte and Lucette Maisonneuve Private Citizens 

EBC-2016-17-108 Marj MacLeod Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-109 Nancy McElroy Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-110 Glenn Cunningham Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-111 Lillian Wakulchyk Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-112 Chris Jones Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-113 Andre Asselin Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-114 Bonnie Bulmer Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-115 Shane B. Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-116 Shelly Lindballe Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-117 Scott Travis Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-118 Nancy Nolan Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-119 Bo Simpson Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-120 Josh Stock Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-121 Pat Shaw Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-122 Irene Lanctot Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-123 Roger Sutter Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-124 Gerald Lanctot Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-125 Tami Netzband Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-126 Dylan Curle Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-127 Myrna Lanctot Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-128 Arlen Johnston Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-129 Cole Schultz Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-130 Brian Knight Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-131 Shelley Currier Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-133 Barb Phillips Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-134 Linda Norlie Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-136 Joël Laforest Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-138 Keith Paget Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-140 L. Marianne Grayston Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-141 Alpha Murray Private Citizen 
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EBC-2016-17-142 Rod Lindemann Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-145 Gerhard Henkemans Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-146 Chris Kormos Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-147 Harold Frasch Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-149 Leigh-Ann McCuaig Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-151 Beverley Wetter Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-153 James Slattery Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-154 Mike Mai Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-155 Ronald Brian Neenier Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-156 Doreen Nixon Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-158 Maxwell Davies Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-159 Kent Clayton Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-162 Arman Chak Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-164 Lindsay Baranowski Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-165 Matthew McElroy Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-166 Hélène Cyr Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-168 Courtney Hughes Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-169 Diane Fair Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-170 Arlene Good Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-171 Nitin Bhat Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-172 Elizabeth Anderson Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-173 Mairi Larson Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-174 Public Interest Alberta 

EBC-2016-17-175 James Marshalsay Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-176 Rita Maure Village of Donnelly Council 

EBC-2016-17-177 Jennifer Fletcher Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-178 Irene Nicolson Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-179 Gibson Brown Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-180 Gordon Nicolson Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-181 Jennifer Beatty Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-183 David Cook Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-186 Ernie Beauliua Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-187 Dean Milner Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-188 Blaine Trout Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-189 Robert Tiessen Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-190 Cory Littlechild Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-192 Julie Poffenroth Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-193 Sherrie Breese Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-194 Wayne Ford Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-196 Robert Kress Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-198 Erin Thackeray Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-199 Daniel Evoy Private Citizen 
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EBC-2016-17-200 Robert Grier Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-202 Joshua Gruman Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-203 Ziyad Chomery Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-204 Ian Dagenais Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-205 Tyler Bacon Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-207 Einar Davison Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-208 Brandon Shiplo Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-210 Ed Burghardt Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-211 Lauren Stieglitz Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-212 Rob Kubicek Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-213 A. Lori Briggs Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-214 Harold Rozario Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-215 Angie Genovese-Cook Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-216 Bernice Lynn Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-217 Shawna Yeske Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-218 Robert Knight Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-219 Garry Bredeson Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-220 Diana Pettit Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-222 Ian Chiclo Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-224 Chris Schafer Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-225 Jake Gallup Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-226 William Jacobson Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-227 Stacey Loe Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-228 Robert Hurdman Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-229 Patrick Twomey Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-230 C. Mowat Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-231 Glenn Keddir Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-232 Alfred Lehar Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-233 Gordon Saunders Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-234 Albert Wurfel Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-235 Nicole Van de Kraats Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-236 Karin Jensen Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-237 Joe Gendre Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-239 Carmen Stopanski Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-240 Maureen Williams Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-241 Jane Christianson Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-242 Marcus Millet Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-243 Karen Knight Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-244 Jocelyn Poissant Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-245 Laurette Pilon Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-246 Bill Longstaff Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-247 Roderick Wojtula Private Citizen 
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EBC-2016-17-248 Michael Knudsen Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-249 Neal Gray Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-251 Shifrah Gadamsetti Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-252 George Richardson Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-253 Dionne Elliott Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-254 Jared Phillips Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-255 Kimberly Bredeson Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-256 Kerrie Johnston Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-257 Fred C. Brittain Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-258 Aaron Morrill Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-259 Rob Martin Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-260 Joanna Karczmarek Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-262 Ian Wilson Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-263 Rahman Ismail Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-264 Thomas Bonifacio Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-265 Gregory Harlow Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-266 Andrew Kirschenman Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-267 Trevor Norris Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-268 Richard Schneider Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-269 Brian Gregg Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-270 Marlene Hurton Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-271 Shelley Biendarra Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-272 Carmin Lastiwka Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-273 Dusty Erker Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-274 Charles Doyle Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-275 Dalton Duncan Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-276 Terry Boettcher Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-277 Owen Neal Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-278 Clifford Rogers Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-279 Penny Greenough Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-280 Bruce Randall Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-281 Wade Nellis Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-282 Beverley Baltimore Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-285 Tim Rutter Private Citizen  

EBC-2016-17-286 Mary McPhail Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-287 Marcia Jacula Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-288 Kim Neill, Chief Administrative Officer Town of Hanna 

EBC-2016-17-289 Terry Kruse Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-290 Laurence Hanson Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-291 Warren Steckelberg Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-292 Alan Hall Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-294 Irene Hunter and Marie Pang Private Citizen 
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EBC-2016-17-295 Ann Gariano Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-296 Maryanne Henderson Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-297 Don Gustafson Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-298 Ryan Berry Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-299 Jim Tra Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-300 Steven Vannieuwkerk Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-301 Susanne Cote Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-302 Margot Hodgson Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-303 Lorraine Weller Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-304 Chase Mayer Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-305 Ken Zinyk Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-306 Yogi Schulz Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-307 Debra Ewing Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-308 Jonathan Teghtmeyer Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-309 Neil Evans Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-310 Peter Vliegend Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-311 William Cook Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-312 Cliff Jamieson Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-313 Anita Arab Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-314 Ron Richardson Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-315 Chandra Clarke Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-316 Richard & Laurie Mack Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-317 Karlie Nelson Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-318 Jason Ronald Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-319 Sam Gunsch Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-320 Zack Penner Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-321 Daniel Wiebe Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-322 Larry Hryniuk Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-323 Marvin Bjornstad Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-324 Kevin Smith Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-325 Jason Ruecker, Reeve, Clear Hills County Stakeholder 

EBC-2016-17-326 Rob Barss, Reeve 
Municipal District of Wainwright No. 
61 

EBC-2016-17-327 Angela Zuba Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-328 Shane Knysh Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-329 Bradley Bustard Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-330 Marianne Garrah Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-331 D.J. Boddy Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-332 Judie Bopp Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-333 Dan Wong Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-334 Carl Ogrodnick Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-335 Christine Nothof Private Citizen 
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EBC-2016-17-336 Jacqueline Maisonneuve Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-337 Derek McBurney Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-338 Heather Chan Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-339 Aaron Chute Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-340 Barb Chapin Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-341 Lana Yakimchuk Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-342 Lorne Merrick Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-343 Angela Gauthier-Laurin Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-344 Brenda Dale Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-345 Ken Kernaghan Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-346 Fern Snart Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-348 Scott Semenyna Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-349 Sharon Ward Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-350 Vic Walker Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-351 Jan O. Murie Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-352 Pat Marcellus Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-353 Bradley Congram Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-354 Erik Soderstrom Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-355 Glenn Moss Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-356 William Dolman Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-357 David Nichiporik Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-358 Adam Linnard Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-359 Ian Weetman Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-360 Syed Hasan Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-361 David Gourlay Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-362 Jolan Kent Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-363 Michael Janz Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-364 Duncan Kinney Progress Alberta 

EBC-2016-17-365 Terry Korman Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-366 Barret Weber 
Edmonton Centre NDP EDA 
President 

EBC-2016-17-367 Linda Granholm Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-368 Brian McArthur Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-369 Roxie Gordey Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-370 Bob McInnis Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-371 Stephanie Robison Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-372 Robert Henderson Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-373 Michael P. Cecile Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-374 Ina Storeshaw Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-375 Jim Davis Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-376 P Smith Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-377 Kathleen Hankins Private Citizen 
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EBC-2016-17-378 Garry Harris Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-381 Russ Tynan Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-382 Robert Campo Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-384 Andrew Melton Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-385 Nabil Al Adani Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-386 Gwen Linstead Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-387 Declan Regan Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-388 Danielle Michaels Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-389 Barbara Boisclair Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-390 Kevin Outhet Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-391 Syed Abdul Raheem Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-392 Ted Youck Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-393 Kelsey Monarque Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-394 Pamela Steele Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-395 Doug Koroluk Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-396 Umed Lodhia Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-397 David Armstrong Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-398 Ron and Judy Plett Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-400 Hazel Anderson Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-401 Clint West Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-402 Allan Pole Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-403 Jim Palmer Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-404 Jason Leslie Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-405 Alane Boudreau Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-406 Orrin Bliss Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-407 Lesley Doell Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-408 Cornie Teichroeb Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-409 Trevor Lazoruk Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-410 Richard Nelson Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-411 Darren Grandoni Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-413 Joan Nellis Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-414 Roy Klyne Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-415 Ken Ellingson Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-416 Chibunna (Theodore) Ogbonna Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-417 Sterling Matan Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-418 Kerra Chomlak Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-419 Alain Leclerc Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-420 Barbara Daum Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-421 Don Padlesky Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-422 Gary Galbraith Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-423 Jim Uffelmann Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-425 Jeremy Regehr Private Citizen 
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EBC-2016-17-426 Sheldon Warren Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-427 Scott Grattidge Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-428 Tamara Ross Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-429 Glen Mumey Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-430 Art Dyck Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-431 Travis Gallup Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-432 Hugh Esch Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-433 Ken McNeill Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-434 Velma Pedersen Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-435 Colin Ritchie Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-436 Tammy Jackson Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-437 Steve Klein Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-438 John Gallant Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-439 James Rogala Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-441 Tim Conrad Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-442 Robert Worsfold Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-443 Loren Spector Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-444 Val Solash Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-445 Gibson Brown Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-446 Pat Jones Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-447 James McKinley Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-448 BD Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-449 David Bradbury Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-450 Caroline Butler Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-451 Joshua Pawlak Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-452 Isobel Mailloux Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-453 Katherine Ward Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-454 Ottavio Savignano Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-455 Neil Korotash Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-456 Shelley Goulet Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-457 Colleen Butler Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-458 Kate Dyson Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-459 Tom Flynn Mayor, Sturgeon County 

EBC-2016-17-460 Robert Albrecht Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-461 Tany Yao MLA Fort McMurray-Wood Buffalo 

EBC-2016-17-462 Adam Drew Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-463 Ryan Ancelin Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-464 Susan Wagner Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-465 Kaye Fisher Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-466 Judith Samoil Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-467 Wayne Nixon County of Stettler No. 6 

EBC-2016-17-470 F.M. Pals Private Citizen 
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EBC-2016-17-471 Neal Neigel Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-472 Debby Kronewitt-Martin Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-473 T. Riordan Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-474 Harry Prest Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-475 Stephen Luck Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-476 Michael Nordfjeld Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-477 Richard Wirth Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-478 Larry Harris Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-479 Davis Lazoski Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-480 Jerry Chou Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-481 Sylvie Crouteau-Willard Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-482 Kate Shaw Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-483 Kenton Shouldice Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-484 Robert Harlton Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-485 Ron Forhmzway Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-486 Steve Babiak Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-489 Michael Robb Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-490 Keith Carter Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-491 Lori Mills Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-492 Conrad Nobert Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-493 Ruth Sorrentino Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-494 Barry Kropielnicki Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-495 Clifford Reed Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-496 Leslie Hilman Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-497 Cheryl Anderson Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-498 Liliana White Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-499 Sharon Richardson Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-500 Don Ronaghan Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-501 Barbara Grosso Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-502 Vic Moran Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-503 Don Gregorwich, Reeve Camrose County 

EBC-2016-17-504 Rob Wells Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-505 Ursula Ambuehl Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-507 Eric Stockden Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-508 Lucinda Minde Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-509 Joseph Oberhoffner Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-510 George Hamilton Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-511 Ken Matthews, Reeve Big Lakes County 

EBC-2016-17-512 Ron Orr MLA Lacombe-Ponoka 

EBC-2016-17-513 George Glazier, Reeve County of Paintearth No. 18 

EBC-2016-17-514 Brian Brewin, Reeve Municipal District of Taber 

EBC-2016-17-517 Tom Cottrell Private Citizen 
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EBC-2016-17-518 Grant Shantz Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-519 Susan Wilberg Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-520 Stephen Gosse Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-521 Alison Bakken Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-523 Ron Belsher Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-524 Lil Selby Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-525 Shirley Ennis Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-527 Doug Drozd, Reeve County of Barrhead No. 11 

EBC-2016-17-528 Donald Ray Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-529 Kris Samraj Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-530 Bob Clark, Mayor Village of Boyle 

EBC-2016-17-531 Jul Wojnowski Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-533 Carl Christensen, President 
Lac La Biche-St. Paul-Two Hills 
Wildrose Constituency Association 

EBC-2016-17-534 Debbie Jabbour MLA Peace River 

EBC-2016-17-536 R. Murray Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-538 Noel Somerville Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-539 Trevor Prentice Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-540 Matthew Dickau Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-541 Michelle Height Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-542 Trevor Martin Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-543 Benjamin Nay Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-544 A.D. Castle Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-545 Hannah Leibel Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-546 Stuart Shaigec Mayor of Spruce Grove 

EBC-2016-17-547 Charmaine Wood Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-548 Colin MacDonald Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-549 Chris Bunce Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-550 Gail Watt Mayor of Daysland 

EBC-2016-17-551 Kevin Allen Returning Officer, Calgary Buffalo 

EBC-2016-17-552 David Hartwick Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-553 Pauline Johnson Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-554 Joyce Assen Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-555 Daryl Dick Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-556 Cam Laforest Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-557 Yvonne Stanford Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-558 Molly Kulczycki Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-559 Pamela Cole Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-560 Petra Clemens Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-561 Les Pearson Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-562 Tricia Rumbles Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-563 Shama Noone Private Citizen 
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EBC-2016-17-564 Garnett Genuis 
Member of Parliament for Sherwood 
Park –Fort Saskatchewan 

EBC-2016-17-565 Paul Andrews Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-566 Darwin Hawryluk Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-567 Pat Tzotzos Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-568 Dr. Linda Cook Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-569 Kitty Dunn Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-570 Elizabeth Tassy Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-571 Edward Warwaruk Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-572 Ray Benton-Evans Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-573 Monica Kreiner Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-574 Georgina Veltikold Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-575 Debi Anderson Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-576 Laura Hill Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-577 Hafiz Karmali Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-579 Patricia Bolen Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-580 Mike Northcott Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-583 Helmut Nikolai Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-584 Enid Nikolai Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-585 Roy Coulthard Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-586 Jane Walker Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-587 Jeff Wedman 
St. Albert Progressive Conservative 
Association 

EBC-2016-17-588 David Barker Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-589 Fritz Bitz 
Alberta NDP Wetaskiwin Camrose 
Constituency Association 

EBC-2016-17-590 Janet Keeping Green Party of Alberta 

EBC-2016-17-591 Jarett Henderson Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-592 Clyde Corser Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-593 David W. Burghardt Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-594 Gino Salvalaggio Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-595 Liz Acheson Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-596 Mary-Ellen Jones Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-597 Sharleen Douglass Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-598 Mike Song Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-599 Donald Yee Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-600 Larry Samcoe Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-601 Brian Malkinson MLA for Calgary-Currie 

EBC-2016-17-602 Mike Harvard Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-603 Nick Lapp, Acting Chief Administrative Officer County of Grande Prairie No. 1 

EBC-2016-17-604 B. Carol Ramsay Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-605 Kirk Werklund Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-606 Gail Aucoin Private Citizen 
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EBC-2016-17-607 Leslie and Lynda Tisdale Private Citizens 

EBC-2016-17-608 Robert Wade Nelson Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-609 Faby Martin Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-610 Ryan Robinson Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-611 Naomi Pahl Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-612 Robert Worobo, Chairman Special Areas Advisory Council 

EBC-2016-17-613 Don Rubuliak Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-614 Ron Friesen Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-615 Terry Shillington and Maria Fitzpatrick Lethbridge East NDP Executive 

EBC-2016-17-616 Saylor McLennan Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-617 Nolan Crouse City of St. Albert 

EBC-2016-17-618 Gerry Hofs Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-619 Bryan Woronuk Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-620 Margaret McKague Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-621 Jim Robertson Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-622 Rod Shewchuk Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-623 Gwen Moncayo Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-624 Don MacIntyre 
MLA Innisfail-Sylvan Lake 
Constituency 

EBC-2016-17-626 C.M. Knowles Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-627 Elizabeth Reid Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-628 Charlene Preston Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-629 Tyler Dickerson Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-630 Peter Adamski Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-631 Connie Sutter Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-632 Robb Aishford Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-633 Bob Coutts, Chair Flagstaff Intermunicipal Partnership 

EBC-2016-17-634 Brandon Beasley Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-635 Alexander Shevalier, President Calgary and District Labour Council 

EBC-2016-17-636 Bill Graham Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-637 Al Kemmere, President 
Alberta Association of Municipal 
Districts & Counties (AAMDC) 

EBC-2016-17-638 Shelby MacLeod Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-639 W.D. Monro, President Edmonton Ellerslie Provincial NDP 

EBC-2016-17-640 David Forster Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-641 Royston Greenwood Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-642 Bryan Becker 
Calgary Currie NDP Electoral 
District Association 

EBC-2016-17-643 Arnold Thiessen Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-644 Rod Krips Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-645 Kristy Jackson Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-646 Donald Ray and Alan G. McNaughton 
Calgary-Varsity NDP Electoral 
District Association 
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EBC-2016-17-647 David Blades Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-648 Jeffrey Moore Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-649 Deborah Brady Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-650 Colin Connon Red Deer South PC Association 

EBC-2016-17-651 Neil Kirkpatrick Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-652 Laura Holowaychuk Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-653 David Cournoyer Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-654 Gloria Roth Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-655 Gordon White Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-656 Murray Woods Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-657 Debra Barsi Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-658 James Sanders Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-659 Janis Stewart Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-660 Zachary Penner Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-661 Robert Willing, Reeve Municipal District of Peace No. 135 

EBC-2016-17-662 Doug Neuman Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-663 Darcy Dupas Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-664 Tina Letendre Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-665 Roger Loberg Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-666 Kathy Savard Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-667 John Lomas Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-668 Douglas Lamb Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-669 Marten Dekker Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-670 Monica Kuehn Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-671 Nicholas Jordan Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-672 Victoria Sanchez Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-673 Rae Cook Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-674 Les Close Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-675 Bill McKennan Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-676 Theresia Fennema Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-677 Cindy Stewart Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-678 Jessie Leighton Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-679 Gillian Hulme Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-681 Alan J. Gibson Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-682 Leona Hanson, Mayor Town of Beaverlodge 

EBC-2016-17-683 Maxine Farr-Jones Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-684 Naheed K. Nenshi, Mayor City of Calgary 

EBC-2016-17-685 Jarrad Marthaller, President 
Spruce Grove-St. Albert NDP 
Constituency Association 

EBC-2016-17-686 Ken Zinyk Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-687 Brian Gibbon Private Citizen 
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EBC-2016-17-688 Eric Fadden, President 
Edmonton Riverview Alberta Liberal 

Party Constituency Association 

EBC-2016-17-689 Niall Condon, Research Specialist Progressive Conservative Caucus 

EBC-2016-17-690 David Olinger The City of Grande Prairie 

EBC-2016-17-691 Alexandra Fisher Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-692 Duncan Kinney Progress Alberta 

EBC-2016-17-693 Marilyn Burns 
Edmonton-South West Wild Rose 
Party CA 

EBC-2016-17-694 Elise Broughton Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-695 Cameron Galisky Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-696 Kathleen Bancroft Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-697 Leonard Sorochan Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-698 Sarah Hamilton 
Progressive Conservative Association 
of Alberta 

EBC-2016-17-699 Mathew McLeod Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-700 Ken Lewis Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-701 Sharon Rubuliak Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-702 Rick Lundy  Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-703 Robert McDonald Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-704 Michael Mooney Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-705 Michael and Elva Jones Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-706 Emily Haines Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-707 Lawrence Showalter Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-708 Kristopher Barker Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-709 Tyler Wright Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-710 Graham Sucha Member of the Legislative Assembly 

EBC-2016-17-711 Brandy Mitchell Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-712 Bev Muendel-Atherstone Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-713 Darwin Durnie Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-714 Matthew Brayford Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-715 Cherly Lonsdale Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-716 Don Bartell Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-717 Sabin Cotfas Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-718 Marshall Boyd Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-719 Robert Pollard Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-720 Dennis Miller Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-721 Geneve Champoux Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-722 Ray Fennema Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-723 Colleen Munro Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-724 Trent Auriat Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-725 Jessica and John Lawrence Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-726 Idris Fashan Private Citizen 
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EBC-2016-17-728 Omer Moghrabi, Mayor Lac La Biche County 

EBC-2016-17-729 Clyde Corser Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-730 Ken Smith Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-731 Elizabeth Hagell Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-732 Neil Kirkwood Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-733 Denis Espetveidt Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-734 Darcy Thiessen Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-735 Sharon Pollyck City of Airdrie 

EBC-2016-17-736 Lynne Howard Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-737 Patrick O’Connor Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-738 Daniel Mol Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-739 Janice Bartell Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-740 Logan Skretting Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-741 Terry Leslie, Mayor Council of the Town of Sundre 

EBC-2016-17-742 Rod Trentham Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-743 Roger Konieczny, Reeve County of Minburn No. 27 

EBC-2016-17-744 Bruce MacDuff, Mayor Town of Vermilion 

EBC-2016-17-745 Colleen Dwyer, President 
Rocky Mountain House and District 
Chamber of Commerce 

EBC-2016-17-746 Robert Snider Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-747 Ardis Bramall Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-748 George A. Ward Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-749 Wayne Battle Private Citizen 

EBC-2016-17-750 Barbara Silva, President 
Calgary-Klein Constituency 

Association 

EBC-2016-17-751 Don Iveson, Mayor City of Edmonton 

EBC-2016-17-752 Tara Veer, Mayor City of Red Deer 

EBC-2016-17-753 Udo and Denise Fitz Private Citizens 

EBC-2016-17-754 John Wodak, Chair Seniors’ Action and Liaison Team 

EBC-2016-17-755 Leonard Swanson Private Citizen 



From: Info - EBC

Subject: Fw: Website Submission from Jeff Spilger
Date: Monday, January 2, 2017 9:55:12 AM

Sent: Thursday, December 22, 2016 11:53 AM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: Website Submission from Jeff Spilger

(It doesn’t look like the auto email function is working, so I will be sending these along as they come
in until it is working)

Name

Jeff Spilger

Email

Phone

City/Town

Grande Prairie

Electoral Constituency

Grande Prairie Smoky

Submission

The City of Grande Prairie is currently split into two different rural constituencies: Grande
Prairie Smoky and Grande Prairie Wapiti. It is largely the rural vote that decides both these
constituencies. I would like to see the City of Grande Prairie organized into one urban
constituency. I cannot remember the last time there was an MLA from the City of Grande
Prairie, and this would ensure that there would be one. Also, there was a candidate who ran
for the Alberta Party in Grande Prairie Wapiti who I wanted to vote for, but I live in Grande
Prairie Smoky. The Alberta Party did not run a candidate in my constituency.

How did you hear about the review?

EBC-2016/17-001 



Facebook

Submitted on: 2016/12/22 at 10:28 am

EBC-2016/17-001 





From: Info - EBC
To:
Subject: Fw: Electoral Boundries
Date: Monday, January 2, 2017 9:58:25 AM

From: 
Sent: Wednesday, December 28, 2016 3:50 PM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: Electoral Boundries
 
Hello
 
I received the “postcard” for input into boundaries.
 
My thoughts are that counties should not have division lines through them. It makes more sense to
use the county lines as the dividers.
Last time our county got split which makes it a little more difficult when delivering funds/making
decisions if the county is split between 2 parties.
 
My 2 cents
 
Phil Swanson
Rimbey

EBC-2016/17-002



From: Info - EBC
To:
Subject: Fw: Alberta Electoral Boundaries Commission submission
Date: Monday, January 2, 2017 9:59:41 AM

________________________________________
From: Bill Karen Pearson 
Sent: Thursday, December 29, 2016 5:16 PM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: Alberta Electoral Boundaries Commission submission

Alberta Electoral Boundaries Commission

I would like to offer the following observations regarding electoral
boundaries and representation of the population for your
consideration.

Healthy representation is a must in a democratic system; however, as I
am sure you are aware, unbalanced representation can occur when only
taking population into consideration.

Large cities tend to overwhelm the rural areas when only taking
population into consideration.  Rural areas generally contribute
higher Gross Domestic Product to the Province while enjoying fewer
amenities than those in larger centers.  Examples are:  Public
Transportation, Health Care Facilities and Public Services

Now, I do not dispute the fact that all these services cannot be
provided in rural areas, however, rural citizens are entitled to
expect their fair share of services.  Rural residents incur
significant cost to access services such as health care and other
public services readily available to urban residents so it is
imperative that rural residents receive adequate representation to
ensure that their needs are not negated by being over whelmed by high
populated centers.

Rural constituency boundaries are so large that elected
representatives really are unable to fully represent all community’s
diverse needs adequately due to the size of their constituencies.

You only have to look at Fort McMurray to observe the problems of
rural areas.  One - two lane highway to service that community of
80,000 people and the industry requirements taking affect in that
area.  Look what happened to our G.D.P. with the area shut down due to
the fire for two weeks and the effects it had on the rest of Alberta
and Canada.  That highway should have been twinned 20 years ago but
lack of representation for the area resulted in failure to move this
forward and prioritize the need.

We spent billions of dollars over that time to build LRTs in Calgary
and Edmonton and yes I agree it needed to be done, however, the Fort
McMurray highway should have been as much of a priority.

EBC-2016/17-003



Thanks for considering my views and for your efforts to keeping our
citizens treated fairly within our government structure

Sincerely

Bill Pearson

Slave Lake, AB

EBC-2016/17-003



From: Info - EBC
To:
Subject: Fw: STOP GERRYMANDERING GIVE ST. ALBERT ITS OWN MP
Date: Monday, January 2, 2017 10:00:46 AM

From: Martin Katz 
Sent: Friday, December 30, 2016 5:43 PM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: STOP GERRYMANDERING GIVE ST. ALBERT ITS OWN MP
 
Dear Sir/Madam: Alberta is primarily an urban province, judging by the latest census;
therefore, we should not only have our own MLA (which we do), but our own MP instead of
gerrymandering two MPs between Calder (in Edmonton) and another jurisdiction e.g. Spruce
Grove, Stony Plain or Sturgeon County. St. Albert has an identity of its own going back
hundreds of years in the case of European settlers, and even further in the case of First
Nations.  We are culturally, environmentally, economically and socially cohesive.  Please give
St. Albert its own provincial and federal representative  sui generis.   Respectfully yours, Dr.
Martin Katz

EBC-2016/17-004



From: Info - EBC
To:
Subject: Fw: Electoral Boundaries
Date: Monday, January 2, 2017 10:01:01 AM

________________________________________
From: Lynn Hartley 
Sent: Friday, December 30, 2016 6:40 PM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: Electoral Boundaries

Electoral boundaries should reflect population. People who live in cities are not less of a Canadian then people in
rural communities. They should be treated equally and have equivalent representation reflected by number of people
per MLA.

Regards

Lynn Hartley
Sent from my iPhone

EBC-2016/17-005



From: Info - EBC
To:
Subject: Fw: Constituency boundaries, Red Deer
Date: Monday, January 2, 2017 10:08:22 AM

________________________________________
From: Donna Macor 
Sent: Saturday, December 31, 2016 8:31 PM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: Constituency boundaries, Red Deer

Hi AEBC,  would you pls consider that both sides of Cronquist Drive in Red Deer should be
in the Red Deer South Constituency.    ie., the river should be the dividing boundary .                 Thx.    Cliff
Macor.    

EBC-2016/17-006



From: Info - EBC
To:
Subject: Fw: Electoral Boundaries Submission
Date: Monday, January 2, 2017 10:08:55 AM

From: Ron Alexander 
Sent: Saturday, December 31, 2016 4:19 PM
To: Info - EBC
Cc: edmonton.millwoods@assembly.ab.ca
Subject: Electoral Boundaries Submission
 
Following is my submission to your request for comments that I received in the mail. I am
located in the Edmonton Mill Woods riding, and our current representative MLA is Christina
Gray.

1. The number of constituencies in Alberta needs to be REDUCED and not increased. 

The total program expenses in Alberta for Government services, Education, and Health Care is
extremely high, and out of proportion to other similar sized provinces such as British
Columbia. BC's total program expenses are $9,651 per capita (*source data link below)
compared to Alberta's $12,176. That is a difference of 26%, and on an annual basis the dollar
difference of $2,525 per capita totals $10.5 billion. That is more than enough to balance our
budget today. Alberta does not need higher royalties, a carbon tax, a provincial sales tax,
higher corporate tax, or higher personal tax. What Alberta needs is lower spending, at a per
capita rate equal to BC. Start with cutting the number constituencies in Alberta, and the
number of MLA's in our Legislature.

2. Carefully evaluate the impact of political party membership and support on the electoral
boundaries.   

We all know that political parties use sophisticated computer programs to determine exactly
where there support is geographically, and where it isn't. A vote in a riding that you are never
going to win is a lost vote from a political point of view. It would be easy to draw up
boundaries using this political support data that would bias the voting and election in favour
of one party and against another. My request is that you subpoena this computer data from
each of the political parties, and use it as the basis for determining if any changes in electoral
boundaries are fair to all parties. 

Thanking you in advance for your consideration of these comments,

Ron Alexander

EBC-2016/17-007



Edmonton, AB

CC - Christina Gray

*http://www.rbc.com/economics/economic-reports/pdf/provincial-forecasts/prov_fiscal.pdf
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From: Info - EBC
To:
Subject: Fw: Review of electoral boundaries
Date: Tuesday, January 3, 2017 1:38:22 PM

________________________________________
From: 
Sent: Monday, January 2, 2017 11:49 AM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: Review of electoral boundaries

Good Morning,

I am currently opposed to any modification to the electoral boundaries within the province of Alberta.  As a rural
resident, I am concerned with any potential reduction of representation as rural Albertans votes seem to be of less
importance compared to those that reside within the cities.  Additionally, with our population numbers in flux, this
would be a very poor time to make any changes.  The prudent decision would be to wait until after the next
provincial election to decide on any potential change to the electoral boundaries.

The way in which my family enjoys our rural life should not be made to be secondary or of lesser importance than
those within the cities, and yet there appears to be a slow move towards empowering voters within urban settings to
garner their votes.  The carbon tax does not have nearly the effect on an urban family as it does on mine.  Tax
dollars are funnelled towards mass transit projects and green initiatives and away from my community.  As a tax
payer shouldn't I have a say regarding funding of projects that I will never use?  Coupled with the fact that
governments are proving themselves to be unmitigated failures with respect to financial management, I don't see
how increasing the voting power of the cities through modification of electoral boundaries, will have a positive
affect on either myself or my family.

Respectfully,

Tim Cameron

EbC-2016/17-008



From: Info - EBC
To:
Subject: Fw: Electoral boundaries input
Date: Tuesday, January 3, 2017 1:39:48 PM

Good morning Mr. Hartley:

Your submission to the Alberta Electoral Boundaries Commission has been received. 

If you have any questions or concerns, please feel free to contact the Commission again.

Best

Aaron Roth

________________________________________
From: glenn Hartley 
Sent: Monday, January 2, 2017 2:17 PM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: Electoral boundaries input

Hi I just received your mail out.
My Question to you is, By What Rose Colored Metric is this justified?
Alberta economy and by extension the population, has shrunken greatly
since the Rise of the NDP in Alberta.  Before you dismiss this, as
political criticism,  compare Alberta's employment stats with those of
Saskatchewan.
Please postpone this ill concieved expense, in favor of more useful
government policy. Or advance the next date of the next election in Our
Province.

Glenn Hartley
Edmonton

EBC-2016/17-009



From: Info - EBC
To:
Subject: Fw: Opinion on proposed boundary changes
Date: Tuesday, January 3, 2017 1:40:23 PM

________________________________________
From: Brad Hestad 
Sent: Monday, January 2, 2017 3:02 PM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: Opinion on proposed boundary changes

Thanks for allowing my voice to be heard, despite challenges effecting all Albertans seem to be all in the same at
times it is not always the case. Representatives from rural areas have different challenges amongst them, every area
of the province has different challenges in the rural aspect, unfortunately I cannot comment on the challenges in the
high density areas of the province as I have never experienced those challenges, but I believe there could be
different challenges in different neighbourhoods in each city, demographic, cultural and job function all determine
needs and wants.
My vote would not to loose electoral ground in rural areas as the economic effects of lack of effective responsible
representatives would be hard to over come in today's environment, understanding that this effects my situation
only.
Brad

Sent from my iPad

EBC-2016/17-010



From: Info - EBC
To:
Subject: Fw: Effective Representation
Date: Tuesday, January 3, 2017 1:42:05 PM

From: Joe Walsh 
Sent: Tuesday, January 3, 2017 6:29 AM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: Effective Representation
 
I hope the commission takes into consideration where a voter lives vs where they pay their
taxes. For example:
I live in Strathcona county therefore my tax dollars go toward the development and running of
the county. However my MLA represents Fort Saskatchewan/Vegreville. Bottom line is me,
and my neighbours, are represented in the Alberta legislature by an elected official who's
primary mission is to support their respective rideings, not Strathcona County.

Joe Walsh
Ardrossan, AB

EBC-2016-17-011



From: Info - EBC
To:
Subject: Fw: Submission on Boundaries
Date: Tuesday, January 3, 2017 1:50:31 PM

From: Edmonton Whitemud <Edmonton.Whitemud@assembly.ab.ca>
Sent: Tuesday, January 3, 2017 10:13 AM
To: Michael Day; Info - EBC
Cc: 
Subject: RE: Submission on Boundaries
 
HI
 
Thank you Mr. Day for your email.
 
Brenda Carlstad, Constituency Assistant

__________________________  
Dr. Bob Turner, MLA Edmonton-Whitemud
#203 – 596 Riverbend Square
T6R 1Z4          
 
From: Michael Day  
Sent: Monday, January 02, 2017 10:32 PM
To: info@abebc.ca
Cc: Edmonton Whitemud <Edmonton.Whitemud@assembly.ab.ca>; 
Subject: Submission on Boundaries
 
Thank you for the card in the mail just received inviting submissions to the
Alberta Electoral Boundaries Commission. 
 
The Commission should attempt to determine, particularly by way of
discussion with MLAs (and MPs) and party leaders whether it is more
effective for individual members to represent a mix of urban and rural
constituents as opposed to representing one or the other. 
 
As our province continues to grow it's reasonable to assume most of this
growth -- and general redistribution -- is in the two major cities. Are MLAs
(and MPs) more effective in initiating legislation, in serving on committees
and in contributing to debate in the House if they serve a mix of rural and
urban constituents? If draft legislation or budget deliberations appear to
favour rural over urban or vice versa would it not be more productive for
members of the House to have to personally learn of the often contrasting
views of their constituents through direct contact?
 
Of course, practical considerations would limit the number of combined
urban-rural ridings. I'm really only suggesting the idea merits increased

EBC-2016/17-012



consideration around Edmonton and Calgary, and to a lesser extent the
other cities. But I do believe the Commission has to do more than merely
adjust boundaries to attempt to render the number of constituents per
member more closely consistent. 
 
To illustrate the undesirability, within the larger cities themselves, of
moving in an opposing direction, it would be unfortunate to delineate or
circumscribe one urban riding, for example, with one immigrant ethnic
group and another riding with a different ethnic group. It could lead to a
member of that community being elected with a narrower focus than
consideration of the overall provincial interest would demand. Chinatown
and Little Italy precincts may have seemed acceptable and rich in
character in past years but with large numbers of immigrants being
welcomed from parts of the world with very different cultures both
intellectual and physical integration are to be encouraged, and security
aspects should not be overlooked. Electoral boundaries have the potential
to have a beneficial effect in this regard.
 
In essence, I'm suggesting consideration of conflicting views of
constituents be moved as much as possible down from the level of the
House, its committees and the government of the day to individual
members. This would increase individual members' accountability, and
that would be a good thing.
 
Lastly, with a population of under 37 millions, our country is grossly over-
governed. Each province and territory is required to provide the same
services but intergovernmental autonomy has led to needless
administrative differences and the cost of the overall administrative
burden is intolerable. Notwithstanding the growth in the provincial
population, the least we can do is to not increase the number of seats in
our legislature.
  
Submitted in the interests of better government,
 
Michael Day
Edmonton      
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From: Info - EBC
To:
Subject: Fw: Electoral Boundries
Date: Tuesday, January 3, 2017 1:50:46 PM

________________________________________
From: 
Sent: Tuesday, January 3, 2017 12:00 PM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: Electoral Boundries

Regarding AB. Electoral Boundries: Keep all boundries rural or urban....Do not mix. The urban vote, due to the
numbers, always nullifies the rural vote. The needs of each are different. Myron Sorokan , Sherwood Park, AB.

EBC-2016/17-013



From: Info - EBC
To:
Subject: Fw: Re - Electoral Boundaries.
Date: Tuesday, January 3, 2017 1:51:44 PM

From: Bryan Donegan 
Sent: Tuesday, January 3, 2017 1:04 PM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: Re - Electoral Boundaries.
 
It is inappropriate, even offensive, that any part of Wetaskiwin City & County should be
lumped in with any part of the City of Edmonton.  This is primarily an agricultural area, & our
legitimate interests & politics are almost always at variance with or opposed to those of voters
in Edmonton.  It is bad enough that rural voters are numerically overwhelmed by larger
numbers of urban voters, but at the very least we should have a dominant voice in deciding
who should represent this & adjacent rural areas.  From Bryan Donegan (A resident of the City
of Wetaskiwin).

EBC-2016/17-014































































From: Info - EBC
To:
Subject: Fw: Deadline Extension
Date: Thursday, January 19, 2017 2:22:07 PM

From:  on behalf of Bradley Jones

Sent: Monday, January 16, 2017 11:50 PM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: Deadline Extension
 
Dear Alberta Electoral Boundaries Commission:

Please push back your deadline for written submissions so that we can use the best data.

Sincerely,
Brad Jones

EBC-2016/17-043 



From: Info - EBC
To:
Subject: Fw: Submission
Date: Tuesday, February 7, 2017 2:11:03 PM

From:  on behalf of Bradley Jones

Sent: Saturday, February 4, 2017 3:44 PM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: Submission
 
Dear Alberta Electoral Boundaries Commission:

Democracy as a concept can be interpreted in different ways, but we believe there are several
fundamental elements that are basic to strong systems of democracy.
In particular, we believe that at its heart, democracy is grounded in the principle of political
equality
– the idea that citizens must be seen as equal in terms of having a say in the political system
and
must have equal rights under the law.
Closer attention to that principle has led to recent improvements in our system, including
provincial
legislation to eliminate corporate and union contributions to candidates and parties and to
reduce
contribution limits to ensure that citizens determine the outcome of elections rather than
wealth
and institutional power.
But political equality requires something more specific in terms of electoral boundaries – the
electoral districts must be solidly based on representation by population, the principle that
elected
representatives must represent approximately equal numbers of constituents to ensure that
no
person’s vote is worth more than that of another.
For example, if one constituency has 20,000 eligible voters and another has 40,000 voters, the
votes
of those in the first constituency are effectively worth twice that of those citizens in the
second
setting.
Advocating for a Better Alberta for All
Obviously, not only does such a situation dramatically subvert the principle of political
equality, but
it also has the clear potential to undermine the democratic principles of majority rule and
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minority
rights, particularly if there are large departures from representation by population.
However, this does not mean that constituency sizes must be exactly equal; small variations
will be
needed to take into account particularly problematic and compelling local circumstances in
some
instances. But the key is that the default position must be that of approximately equal
populations
for constituencies, and the variances should be minimal as a consequence.
C. Electoral boundaries in Alberta: the current situation
Unfortunately, Alberta has allowed substantial, unwarranted, and unnecessary departures
from
representation by population in terms of our electoral boundaries, to the extent that our
current
system can be described as one of “unfair variance by design.” In the process, we have
sacrificed
important aspects of political equality and have unfairly advantaged some groups of voters
and
disadvantaged others.
The current system has been fostered by several factors, most notably in allowing an initial
variance
of 25% (above and below) from the average population per constituency. This, in effect,
translates to
a situation where some constituencies can sit at 75% of the average constituency size, while
others
are 125% of the average, a variance equal to 50% of the population in an average
constituency. For
example, if the average population per constituency is 48,000, with a 25% variance allowed
both
above and below the average, that leads to an acceptable variance of 12,000, so that the
lowest
would be 36,000 and the highest would be 60,000 – in this situation, the larger constituency is
1.667
times the size of the smaller one.
The initial situation is then made worse over time by subsequent population shifts, often
involving
increases in rapidly-expanding urban and suburban settings and declines in rural areas.
As a result, Alberta has dramatic and troubling departures from representation by population,
leaving many Albertans significantly over-represented or under-represented. These problems
are
clearly illustrated by the numbers of eligible voters in constituencies in the 2015 provincial
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election:
Edmonton-Whitemud had approximately 37,000 eligible voters, while Spruce Grove-St. Albert
and
Calgary-South East both had approximately 46,000. In contrast, Lesser Slave Lake had roughly
20,000
eligible voters, Dunvegan-Central Peace-Notley had approximately 16,000, and Fort
McMurrayConklin
had just over 15,000.
This means that in 2015, voters in Fort McMurray-Conklin had three times the “voting power”
of
voters in Calgary-South East. One Alberta MLA speaks for three times the number of voters
represented by another Alberta MLA. This is not consistent with political equality.
Voters in these heavily-populated constituencies have a diminished voice in the legislature and
the
issues that matter to them do not carry the weight they should. More importantly, the
fundamental
principle of political equality has been dramatically sacrificed – and to what end?
The usual explanation for resorting to these types of inequalities in the past was that it was
difficult
for MLAs to effectively represent voters in constituencies that had large areas and more
sparse
populations, so those MLAs were given smaller numbers of constituents to deal with.
The problem from the beginning was that this expedient involved substantially undermining
the
principle of representation by population, and that difficulty has grown dramatically in recent
years, 
Advocating for a Better Alberta for All
as demonstrated in the inequitable population of constituencies in the 2015 election – a
situation of
conspicuous unfairness.
Rather than allowing for such wide population variance, a better solution would be to stick
much
more closely to representation by population and political equality, and then recognize that
different
types of constituencies have different circumstances and representational challenges. Instead,
effective representation requires different levels of support for different types of
constituencies. If
so, the Legislative Assembly should respond accordingly and ensure MLAs can effectively serve
their
constituencies. This can be done by increasing the nature and extent of supports to meet
these
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challenges, but without subverting the principles of democracy in the process.
Of course, rural areas with sparse populations are not the only constituencies in which MLAs
face
unique challenges when providing effective representation. For example, MLAs in densely
populated
urban constituencies with larger numbers of voters face serious challenges related to
representing
populations with higher poverty rates and more diverse language groups. Moreover, recent
improvements in communications and information technology have made it much easier to
reach
constituents and provide effective representation in rural areas.
In the end, however, the Electoral Boundaries Commission should not be addressing these
representational challenges. That is the responsibility of others. The Electoral Boundaries
Commission should focus on enhancing political equality and fairness through representation
by
population. Currently, the situation is unfair because constituency populations are far from
equal.
D. A democratic approach to redrawing Alberta’s electoral boundaries
It is not our intention to suggest specific changes to the boundaries of particular
constituencies.
Rather, we believe that it is important to outline the key principles and overall changes that
we hope
will guide the Commission’s work. If these basic elements are adopted, the specific changes to
boundaries will be grounded in and guided by a strong commitment to ensuring political
equality
and representation by population.
1. Reduce the current 25% variance in the constituency population size to 5%.
The current legislation allows variances of 25%, but that was meant to serve as an outside
limit,
in very different times.
Clearly, the goal should be to have constituencies of equal population size, but due to the
desire
to take into account some local circumstances (for example, existing community and
municipal
boundaries) some modest degree of latitude is necessary. The proposed five per cent variance
would actually amount to ten per cent, since it would allow five per cent above and below the
average.
In addition, the Commission should not make use of their power to create any of the four
“special exceptions” constituencies of even wider variance as allowed under the legislation,
since the particular circumstances of these areas can be better addressed through other
means,
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such as by providing more assistance and support to MLAs.
2. The Electoral Boundaries Commission should call for increased support to MLAs to assist
them
in effectively representing their constituents and addressing their varying needs
While acting on a commitment to political equality and representation by population, the
Electoral Boundaries Commission should point out that they are no longer using population
variance to address the challenges of representation. In doing so, the Commission should call
on 
Advocating for a Better Alberta for All
appropriate bodies to ensure that all MLAs have the necessary staff and technical support to
address those their representational challenges.
Such additional support is not only justifiable, but long overdue. It will mean that the
Legislative
Assembly must revise and enhance the formula for providing support, with the goal of
allowing
all MLAs to more effectively represent their constituents and their unique circumstances in
rural,
urban, and suburban constituencies throughout the province.
The increased costs are an investment in strengthening democracy in our province and a
necessary complement to the move to more political equality and representation by
population.

Sincerely,
Brad Jones
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From: Info - EBC
To:
Subject: Fw: Website Submission from David Murray
Date: Wednesday, January 4, 2017 4:49:58 PM

From: Ryan Phillips
Sent: Tuesday, January 3, 2017 4:20 PM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: Website Submission from David Murray
 
Name
 

David Murray
 
Email
 

 
Phone
 

 
City/Town
 

Edmonton
 
Electoral Constituency
 

Edmonton South West
 
Submission
 

Hello,

My concern with the electoral boundaries of Alberta is high growth areas. As we saw in the previous
election is that areas like Edmonton SW, Spruce Grove and Airdire had high levels of population
growth. I would suggest to the Commission to consider all new housing permits in high growth areas.
Secondly, the area of Edmonton SW should be split up due to growth South of the Anthony Henday.
The anticipated growth in population and the City of Edmonton's plan to annex lands south of Leduc
County should also be considered factors. I believe it to be important the the Communities of
Blackmud Creek, Heritage Point and Windamere should be grouped together as they are relatively
new communities. The Community of Twin Brooks should in my opinion be in a Constituency with
neighboring established neighborhoods.

Thank you for your considerations.

Best Regards,

David Murray

EBC-2016/17-064



 
How did you hear about the review?
 

Householder (Direct Mail)
 

Submitted on: 2017/01/03 at 9:50 am
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From: Info - EBC
To:
Subject: Fw: Website Submission from Everett Normandeau
Date: Wednesday, January 4, 2017 4:52:23 PM

From: Ryan Phillips
Sent: Tuesday, January 3, 2017 4:22 PM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: Website Submission from Everett Normandeau
 
Name
 

Everett Normandeau
 
Email
 

 
Phone
 

 
City/Town
 

Sturgeon County
 
Electoral Constituency
 

St. Albert, Spruce Grove
 
Submission
 

This is a total waste of money and is a desperate attempt by the current government to try and rewrite
the boundaries before the next election.

 
How did you hear about the review?
 

Householder (Direct Mail)
 
Submitted on: 2017/01/03 at 10:19 am
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From: Info - EBC
To:
Subject: Fw: Website Submission from Tracy Sheppard
Date: Wednesday, January 4, 2017 4:55:45 PM

From: Ryan Phillips
Sent: Tuesday, January 3, 2017 4:29 PM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: Website Submission from Tracy Sheppard
 
Name
 

Tracy Sheppard
 
Email
 

 
Phone
 

 
City/Town
 

Hinton
 
Electoral Constituency
 

West Yellowhead
 
Submission
 

I own and live on property  Hinton, AB. I own a small business in Hinton and three
commercial properties within the town limits. My current constituency goes from Wildwood, which is
166km away from me, to the Jasper Park Gates. How can someone in Wildwood know what my issues
are in Hinton? Why do we assume that just because we are considered "rural" that all our issues will be
the same? They are not. Why can I not participate in voting opportunities in Hinton that will DIRECTLY
affect me and my businesses? I do vote, because I want someone who is as local as possible elected
but I do not feel connected and I do not feel that my constituency is aware of my needs and interests. I
would like to see boundaries extended to include their rural counterparts because one large block
outside of all the towns is neither effective nor inclusive of needs.

 
How did you hear about the review?
 

Householder (Direct Mail)
 
Submitted on: 2017/01/03 at 2:27 pm
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From: Info - EBC
To:
Subject: Fw: Constituency Boundaries
Date: Wednesday, January 4, 2017 4:57:26 PM

From: Bob Nerenberg 
Sent: Tuesday, January 3, 2017 6:24 PM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: Constituency Boundaries
 
I believe that the most important issue to consider when redrawing constituency boundaries is population. All
constituencies ought to have roughly an equal number of electors. The unequal representation of constituencies
today is an affront to the notion that each vote should have the same weight in determining who forms the
government. In the days of horse and buggy it may have made sense to have rural constituencies with fewer
voters than urban constituencies as a way to reduce their size, but, today, with good roads, airplanes, and wireless
communication, that proposition is no longer defensible. These days, more communication is done by telephone
and e-mail than face-to- face. 

Bob Nerenberg
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From: Info - EBC
To:
Subject: Fw: New Boundaries
Date: Wednesday, January 4, 2017 4:57:29 PM

From: John Bocock 
Sent: Tuesday, January 3, 2017 9:41 PM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: New Boundaries
 

Dear Boundaries Commission,
We live at the very south part of the Athabasca Redwater constituency. We would
like to connected to people living closer to us. I realize it is difficult, but hope
something better can be worked out.
Yours sincerely,
Jennifer Bocock

Sturgeon County AB 
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From: Info - EBC
To:
Subject: Fw: 2016 population estimate data likely not accurate
Date: Wednesday, January 4, 2017 4:57:54 PM

From: John Kolkman 
Sent: Wednesday, January 4, 2017 11:04 AM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: 2016 population estimate data likely not accurate
 
Hi,

As someone who works with data in a professional capacity on a daily basis, my concern is that
the 2016 population estimates provided by the EBC for the first round of public hearings by
the EBC for electoral division populations are not accurate.  

I knew something was wrong when I saw the EBC's 54,804 population estimate for my own ED
of Highlands-Norwood for 2016: http://abebc.ca/about/stats/#contact

The combined population of the neighbourhoods making up Highlands-Norwood according to
the 2016 City Census was 43,199, or 11,605 lower.  I have not updated the other 18
Edmonton electoral divisions as it is somewhat time consuming.

The City's total 2016 population according to the EBC estimates is 973,409, 73,962 higher than
the 899,447 Edmontonians counted in the 2016 City Census.  The 2016 federal census results
are likely to be closer to the City Census number than the EBC estimate.

These are my questions:

Why did the EBC not wait another month to hold public hearings until the population counts
from the 2016 federal census are published, rather than relying upon estimates?

Why did the EBC not use the most recent municipal census data where it is available? Both the
cities of Edmonton and Calgary conducted a municipal census in 2016 that included
neighbourhood level population data. 

Look forward to your reply.

John

-- 
John Kolkman

EBC-2016/17-070



Research Coordinator
Edmonton Social Planning Council
Suite 37, Commonwealth Building, 9912 - 106 Street NW

Edmonton, AB T5K 1C5        Tel: 780.423.2031 ext. 350

Follow us please:  www.edmontonsocialplanning.ca   |  www.YouTube.com/edmontonspc   |
  @edmontonspc  |  www.facebook.com/edmontonspc

​Learn all about immigration in Edmonton by downloading this year's VitalSigns 
Report.http://bit.ly/2dOnRTx
To unsubscribe please Reply to and put UNSUBSCRIBE in the
subject line
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From: Info - EBC
To:
Subject: Fw: Website Submission from Justin Raskauskas
Date: Thursday, January 5, 2017 9:53:00 AM

From: Ryan Phillips
Sent: Wednesday, January 4, 2017 2:36 PM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: Website Submission from Justin Raskauskas
 
Name
 

Justin Raskauskas
 
Email
 

 
Phone
 

 
City/Town
 

Breton
 
Electoral Constituency
 

Breton
 
Submission
 

Provide more voices for rural alberta
 
How did you hear about the review?
 

Householder (Direct Mail)
 
Submitted on: 2017/01/03 at 5:06 pm
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From: Info - EBC
To:
Subject: Fw: Website Submission from Ian Logan
Date: Thursday, January 5, 2017 10:02:36 AM

From: Ryan Phillips
Sent: Wednesday, January 4, 2017 2:37 PM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: Website Submission from Ian Logan
 
Name
 

Ian Logan
 
Email
 

 
Phone
 

 
City/Town
 

Edmonton
 
Electoral Constituency
 

Edmonton Rutherford
 
Submission
 

One of your answers in the "FAQ" section is incorrect, in my humble opinion. While the Commission
cannot cause the legislature to amend the number of constituencies and MLA's, it can, under the
broad interpretation of s.3 of the Act, recommend this, and possibly even, if it had the guts to do so (?),
submit an alternate revised electoral map based upon same to the legislature. Alberta has far too many
MLA's, by any measure, and very clearly by comparative measure to the other more populous
provinces (way more, per capita, than BC, ON, or PQ, in fact 2 more than BC!!). The less populous
provinces are in some cases even worse, but one supposes there is sort of a minimum required to
support a full provincial over-administration (?). I suppose this is kind of like asking the fox to renovate
the henhouse, but, in fact, the jobs of MLA's in terms of the effectiveness and efficiencies of
representation, per capita, have become less, not more, difficult with the advent of communications
technology. But, as apparent with all things "government", the tendency is to increase numbers, and
thus expense to the taxpayer. Alberta would be adequately served with as "few" as 60, and certainly no
more than 70, MLA"S. I don't have any major concerns about the actual boundary revisions, as the
system seems geared to ensure that no one party or group can get away with too much
"gerrymandering". What I object to is the political featherbedding of continuously adding more
unnecessary representatives at huge expense. So, will anyone involved "grow a spine" and at least
honestly address this issue. Thank you for your attention.
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How did you hear about the review?
 

Householder (Direct Mail)
 
Submitted on: 2017/01/03 at 5:40 pm
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From: Info - EBC
To:
Subject: Fw: Website Submission from Carrie Reimer
Date: Thursday, January 5, 2017 10:03:13 AM

From: Ryan Phillips
Sent: Wednesday, January 4, 2017 2:38 PM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: Website Submission from Carrie Reimer
 
Name
 

Carrie Reimer
 
Email
 

 
Phone
 

 
City/Town
 

Bassano
 
Electoral Constituency
 

Brooks-Strathmore
 
Submission
 

No problem with the boundaries.
 
How did you hear about the review?
 

Householder (Direct Mail)
 
Submitted on: 2017/01/03 at 6:34 pm
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From: Info - EBC
To: Leah Kirtio
Subject: Fw: Website Submission from Ryan Premak
Date: Thursday, January 5, 2017 10:04:09 AM

From: Ryan Phillips
Sent: Wednesday, January 4, 2017 2:39 PM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: Website Submission from Ryan Premak
 
Name
 

Ryan Premak
 
Email
 

 
Phone
 

 
City/Town
 

Edmonton
 
Electoral Constituency
 

Edmonton - Ellerslie
 
Submission
 

Feel free to change the boundaries of the province to most accurately even out populations, but by
obeying the following guidelines:

1. Ensure cities are reflected in their own ridings wherever possible.
2. Do not increase the number of MLAs that we currently have in the Alberta Legislature.

 
How did you hear about the review?
 

Householder (Direct Mail)
 
Submitted on: 2017/01/03 at 6:42 pm
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From: Info - EBC
To:
Subject: Fw: Website Submission from Felice Lund
Date: Thursday, January 5, 2017 10:05:05 AM

From: Ryan Phillips
Sent: Wednesday, January 4, 2017 2:40 PM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: Website Submission from Felice Lund
 
Name
 

Felice Lund
 
Email
 

 
Phone
 

 
City/Town
 

Boyle
 
Electoral Constituency
 

Lakeland
 
Submission
 

Please place more consideration on population. The rural populations are lower and yet they seem to
have a bigger influence on election outcomes.
Proportional representation is necessary!

 
How did you hear about the review?
 

Householder (Direct Mail)
 
Submitted on: 2017/01/03 at 6:53 pm

EBC-2016/17-075



From: Info - EBC
To:
Subject: Fw: Website Submission from Sean Moir
Date: Thursday, January 5, 2017 10:07:12 AM

From: Ryan Phillips
Sent: Wednesday, January 4, 2017 2:41 PM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: Website Submission from Sean Moir
 
Name
 

Sean Moir
 
Email
 

 
Phone
 

 
City/Town
 

Edmonton
 
Electoral Constituency
 

Edmonton Gold bar
 
Submission
 

-25% +/- is far too high an acceptable variance factor in today's world of constant communication
(with a myriad of methods of communicating), improved roods and transportation systems; this
variance should be no higher than 10%. (Example: Travelling to my in-laws home in the Athabasca
region 25 years ago took over 2-2.5 hours; today with better roads, safer vehicles, etc that time has
been reduced to about 90 minutes.)
-10 "rural" ridings have less than 40,000 residents; 2 of these have less than 30,000; 31 of Alberta's 43
"rural" ridings do not meet the average of 48,000+ residents - that is over 75%; 11 ridings (not Calgary
and Edmonton) have over 50,000 residents, but most of these are within the Metro areas of Edmonton
and Calgary, or include parts of all of Alberta's "2nd tier" cities - e.g.: Red Deer, Grande Prairie, Fort
Mac etc; 11 of Edmonton's 19 ridings have over 50,000 people, one as many as 66,000; 14 of Calgary's
25 ridings have over 50,000 residents, one, Calgary South-east, nearly 80,000; that is twice as many as
the riding of Athabasca-Sturgeon-Redwater - effectively, the people of Calgary South East have to cast
2 ballots for each ballot cast in Athabasca. That is just plain wrong. The eight largest communities in
this province, notably Edmonton and Calgary, representing nearly 70% of the province's population,
deserve greater and fairer representation. -Considering 50% of Alberta's population reside in
Edmonton and Calgary, there is no excuse they should not be allotted 50% of the seats in the
Legislature - approximately 55% of that number going to Calgary and 45% to Edmonton.
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How did you hear about the review?
 

Householder (Direct Mail)
 
Submitted on: 2017/01/03 at 7:05 pm
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From: Info - EBC
To:
Subject: Fw: Website Submission from Jonathan Robb
Date: Thursday, January 5, 2017 10:07:55 AM

From: Ryan Phillips
Sent: Wednesday, January 4, 2017 2:43 PM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: Website Submission from Jonathan Robb
 
Name
 

Jonathan Robb
 
Email
 

 
Phone
 

 
City/Town
 

Sherwood Park
 
Electoral Constituency
 

Sherwood Park
 
Submission
 

Like many sub-urban constituencies that have grown immensely, these boundaries need to be
modified to ensure that the populations of are grouped on how they are similar in urban-rural
characteristics. Sherwood Park, for example, should be revised to ensure all of Sherwood Park proper is
grouped together and rural Sherwood Park is in the Strathcona County boundary. I am sure this is
known and being dealt with though so not going to elaborate further. Thank you!

 
How did you hear about the review?
 

Householder (Direct Mail)
 
Submitted on: 2017/01/03 at 8:03 pm
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From: Info - EBC
To:
Subject: Fw: Website Submission from Garfield Marks
Date: Thursday, January 5, 2017 10:08:22 AM

From: Ryan Phillips
Sent: Wednesday, January 4, 2017 2:44 PM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: Website Submission from Garfield Marks
 
Name
 

Garfield Marks
 
Email
 

 
Phone
 

 
City/Town
 

Red Deer
 
Electoral Constituency
 

Red Deer South
 
Submission
 

Please try not to dilute urban ridings with rural areas. When an urban area is broken up and combined
with a rural constituencies then your MLA may not represent you. Rural and urban needs often conflict,
so it would be nice to know your MLA gets it.

 
How did you hear about the review?
 

Householder (Direct Mail)
 
Submitted on: 2017/01/04 at 7:13 am
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From: Info - EBC
To:
Subject: Fw: Website Submission from Chad Parsons
Date: Thursday, January 5, 2017 10:08:59 AM

From: Ryan Phillips
Sent: Wednesday, January 4, 2017 2:46 PM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: Website Submission from Chad Parsons
 
Name
 

Chad Parsons
 
Email
 

 
Phone
 

 
City/Town
 

Glenwood, AB
 
Electoral Constituency
 

Cardston - Taber - Warner
 
Submission
 

Thank you for taking up this important, but largely thankless, task. For the health of our system of
governance, and despite the political implications of your work, I would like to encourage you to be
unpolitical. What I'm alluding to is the problem of gerrymandering. Gerrymandering is one of the most
deceptive of the assaults on the foundations of our political process, and gives a fertile ground to a
cynical perception of our leaders. In this its deception is complete in that it penalizes both the "winners"
and "losers" in our electoral outcomes - delegitimizing the first and inciting the latter to work against
the process itself. Just as the boundaries of the Illinois 4th congressional district probably did not
happen overnight, the skewing of boundaries may not be immediately obvious, however a little
skewing here and there will lead eventually to the same outcome. Thank you for your time.

 
How did you hear about the review?
 

Householder (Direct Mail)
 
Submitted on: 2017/01/04 at 9:53 am
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From: Info - EBC
To:
Subject: Fw: Website Submission from Ann SMITH
Date: Thursday, January 5, 2017 10:09:37 AM

 
Sent: Wednesday, January 4, 2017 2:48 PM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: Website Submission from Ann SMITH
 
Name
 

Ann SMITH
 
Email
 

 
Phone
 

 
City/Town
 

Edmonton
 
Submission
 

PLEASE move to 59-61 seats for Alberta as we are very poor and there is not enough need for so much
welfare at the top.
The changes in democracy, voting reform and all will move to a council of BRAINS, with the
ECONOMIC CRASH x 20 yrs.
This will be total restructuring of Health Care, Judicial system, SOCIAL programming, and public
servants on contracts, and pensions.(DEFINED CONTRIBUTION)
Work will be for SERVICE TO THE BOTTOM and economic reform instead of serving the VOTE Buying.
THE DARKNESS BROKE--THIS IS THE END OF CORRUPTION,ENTITLEMENTS,LOW PRODUCTIVITY,
AND ONE JOB FOR LIFE.
THERE MAY BE UPPER COUNCIL AND LOWER COUNCIL
UPPER COUNCIL MAY BE INVOLVED WITH POLICING (RCMP -_PROVINCIAL),TRANSPORTATION,
JUDICIAL SYSTEM,REGISTRATIONS AND REGULATIONS,AND MUNICIPALITIES. (EXAMPLE ONLY)
THE LOWER COUNCIL MAY BE HEALTH CARE,SENIOR CARE --CUT 21%,Social ISSUES,ADDICTIONS
TREATMENT,PSYCHIATRY FOR 50% OF AB,WATER AND AIR QUALITY,etc

THIS DYSFUNCTIONAL SYSTEM IS OLD AND TOP IS VERY CORRUPT,UNEMPLOYABLE AND TOO
MUCH BLDG AND OIL WITH NO BRAINS, OVER AND OVER (SAME PEOPLE/NO BRAINS)
COUNCILS WILL CHANGE WITH NO PARTY AFFILIATION.
ALL DYSFUNCTIONAL FALLS APART IN THE LIGHT.NEW WORLD -_CURRENCY COLLAPSE?
VOTING BY PEOPLE GIVES THE TOP PERMISSION TO STEAL FROM US --HOW MUCH STEALING $90
BILLION?? CORRUPTION++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
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How did you hear about the review?
 

Newspaper
 
Submitted on: 2017/01/04 at 10:15 am
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From: Info - EBC
To:
Subject: Fw: Website Submission from Brian Plastow
Date: Thursday, January 5, 2017 10:11:04 AM

From: Ryan Phillips
Sent: Wednesday, January 4, 2017 2:49 PM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: Website Submission from Brian Plastow
 
Name
 

Jeff Spilger
 
Email
 

 
Phone
 

 
City/Town
 

Red Deer
 
Electoral Constituency
 

Red Deer South
 
Submission
 

Please respect the concept of Representation by Population even if that means Rural areas will lose
representation. Our province is increasingly urban and that should be reflected in our electoral system.

 
How did you hear about the review?
 

Householder (Direct Mail)
 
Submitted on: 2017/01/04 at 11:30 am

EBC-2016/17-081
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From: Info - EBC
To:
Subject: Fw: Website Submission from June Munds
Date: Thursday, January 5, 2017 10:11:06 AM

From: Ryan Phillips
Sent: Wednesday, January 4, 2017 2:52 PM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: Website Submission from June Munds
 
Name
 

June Munds
 
Email
 

 
Phone
 

 
City/Town
 

Edmonton
 
Submission
 

THE OLD SYSTEM IS VERY DYSFUNCTIONAL and filled with corruption, entitlements and low
productivity.
THE power of voting gives the MOB TOP power to steal --how much,$90 BILLION with debts only?
THE current system is insular,enslaving the people,low energy,dark and based on evil and survival.
Everyone is entrapped in one circle,it cannot serve the people as vote buying is vital.
ALL SYSTEMS NEED TO BE RESTRUCTURED--HEALTH CARE (PATIENT CENTERED VS DOCTOR
CONTROL) AND JUDICIAL SYSTEM,JAILS,BUILDINGS RENOVATED FOR NEW USES,POLICING
(PROVINCIAL POLICE) AND BRAINS WITH NO PARTY AFFILIATION.
UNIONS--NO JOBS FOR LIFE AND MUST BE GROWING AND MUST BE FORCED TO MOVE
WE HAVE DYSFUCTIONAL,SURVIVAL OF NON PRODUCTIVE CORRUPTION WITH NO
PRODUCTIVITY.PENSIONS DISAPPEAR AND UNIONS DISAPPEAR AS
DEMOCRACY,SOCIALISM,CAPITALISM ALL COLLAPSE.
SUBMIT NAMES FOR BEST BRAINS WILLING TO SERVE WITH LITTLE COMPENSATION AS 
CORRUPTION,ENTITLEMENTS AND LOW ENERGY ARE VERY EXPENSIVE WITH CURRENCY COLLAPSE.
MUST HAVE FARMERS,RANCHERS,WORKING PEOPLE,FEMALES,TRADES PEOPLE,AND NO LAWYERS
AT THE TOP, AS MOB TOP WAS ALL WE SAW.
SUBMIT NAMES OF PEOPLE WILLING TO WORK FOR SMALL COMPENSATION TO CHANGE OR WE
GET A POPULIST LEADER SOON.
STAGNATION,ENTRAPPMENT,ENSLAVEMENT,AND PRETENSE AND DENIAL ARE LEAVING NOW.
WE MOVE TO REALITY,FEMALE RULE,AND AWAY FROM DARK RESTRICTIVE CIRCLE WHICH WAS
INSULAR AND FEEDING OFF ITSELF IN THE DARK.
WE SERVE THE BOTTOM NOW,STARVE OUT MILLIONAIRES AND BILLIONAIRES AND LEAVE THE
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RICH .01%,1% AND 10% ENSLAVING US.
THIS IS A BIG JOB AS MUNICIPAL COUNCILS NEED TO FALL APART,AND TOP NEEDS TO SERVE
MUNICIPALITIES.
THIS SYSTEM NOW IS OLD,NEEDS TOTAL OVERHAUL AND NEEDS NEW BLOOD WITH BRAINS AND
NO MORE OIL OR BLDG.
CURRENCY COLLAPSE AND 100000--300000 NEED TO GET HOME TO GRANDMAs BASEMENT.
SOCIAL PROGRAMS COLLAPSE AND ALL GO HOME TO MOTHER--YES+
DEPRESSION FOR 20 YRS --LOOK TO 2040 AND CHANGE NOW, FOR NEW WORLD.
DEMOCRACY,SOCIALISM AND CAPITALISM ALL COLLAPSE AND WE BUILD NEW ROADS IN THE
ASHES OUTSIDE OF SURVIVAL AND RELIGION.
BIG WORLD SHIFT--POPULIST GOV'T IS POSSIBLE AS ALL IS DYSFUNCTIONAL AND LOW ENERGY.

 
How did you hear about the review?
 

Newspaper
 
Submitted on: 2017/01/04 at 11:33 am
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From: Info - EBC
To:
Subject: Fw: Website Submission from Deirdre MacLean
Date: Thursday, January 5, 2017 10:11:31 AM

From: Ryan Phillips
Sent: Wednesday, January 4, 2017 2:53 PM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: Website Submission from Deirdre MacLean
 
Name
 

Deirdre MacLean
 
Email
 

 
Phone
 

 
City/Town
 

Strathmore
 
Electoral Constituency
 

Strathmore-Brooks
 
Submission
 

I believe the boundaries should include a much greater portion of the population; the constituencies
should be bigger. This may also reduce the number of MLAs currently required (save costs). Also, if
there is any way to include the municipality of Strathmore with Chestermere for 2019, that would be
greatly appreciated. Please.

 
How did you hear about the review?
 

Other – Dave Cournoyer’s blog
 
Submitted on: 2017/01/04 at 11:37 am

EBC-2016/17-083



From: Info - EBC
To:
Subject: Fw: Website Submission from Tom Egan
Date: Thursday, January 5, 2017 10:12:09 AM

 
Sent: Wednesday, January 4, 2017 2:55 PM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: Website Submission from Tom Egan
 
Name
 

Tom Egan
 
Email
 

 
Phone
 

 
City/Town
 

Edmonton
 
Electoral Constituency
 

Edmonton Clairview???
 
Submission
 

All the other reviews have been heavily done according to how we voted. We were lumped in with
heavily weighted rural votes or urban areas who voted for the progressive conservative party. Many
parts of Edmonton were carved out in this manner, which I strongly believe were to minimize our vote
in favour of the rural voters. We need a good balance of urban and rural to represent each area fairly.
It needs to be less partisan. NE Edmonton historically has voted not for the conservatives but the
electoral distribution subverted our vote. Our concerns were always subservient to Fort Saskatchewan. I
suggest that the map be significantly redrawn to make it fair. The past partisanship must be changed.
The current government now has a chance to make things fair to ensure that we in NE Edmonton are
represented and not ignored. Let's make this one fair. I suspect that any pool of non PC supports have
been dealt this way in the past. Let's give proportional a fair chance this time. I know that some rural
areas are very large but that should not matter too much because their voice will be heard in relation
to the majority. Democracy is founded by the majority and they should rule. Thank you for the chance
to make a submission.

 
How did you hear about the review?
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Householder (Direct Mail)
 
Submitted on: 2017/01/04 at 12:13 pm
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From: Info - EBC
To:
Subject: Fw: Website Submission from Kevin Austin
Date: Thursday, January 5, 2017 10:12:38 AM

From: Ryan Phillips
Sent: Wednesday, January 4, 2017 2:56 PM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: Website Submission from Kevin Austin
 
Name
 

Kevin Austin
 
Email
 

 
Phone
 

 
City/Town
 

Edmonton
 
Submission
 

There needs to be a consideration of rural versus municipal living. I do not think, however, that it does
anyone any good when the constituency is divided to include both. Yes, rural ridings will be larger to
obtain the population necessary, but then it at least does not place the similarities of each of the
constituents at odds right from the boundary. Divided ridings negate the views of likely half of that
riding. 

Places to vote also should be a consideration as should on-line. Removal of travel to vote for rural
ridings would potentially increase the number of voters. 

Political boundaries should be frowned upon.
 
How did you hear about the review?
 

Householder (Direct Mail)
 
Submitted on: 2017/01/04 at 12:53 pm
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From: Info - EBC
To: Leah Kirtio
Subject: Fw: Website Submission from Erik de Regt
Date: Thursday, January 5, 2017 10:14:32 AM

From: Ryan Phillips
Sent: Wednesday, January 4, 2017 3:00 PM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: Website Submission from Erik de Regt
 
Name
 

Erik de Regt
 
Email
 

 
Phone
 

 
City/Town
 

Edmonton
 
Electoral Constituency
 

edmonton south-west
 
Submission
 

This commission and its purpose are a waste of taxpayer's money.
We need a commission on electoral reform and turn Canada and its provinces in democracies.
Democracy is a much abused and falsely
used word in Canada.

 
How did you hear about the review?
 

Householder (Direct Mail)
 
Submitted on: 2017/01/04 at 1:57 pm
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From: Info - EBC
To: Leah Kirtio
Subject: Fw: Website Submission from Gordon Jared
Date: Thursday, January 5, 2017 10:15:02 AM

From: Ryan Phillips
Sent: Wednesday, January 4, 2017 3:00 PM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: Website Submission from Gordon Jared
 
Name
 

Gordon Jared
 
Email
 

 
Phone
 

 
City/Town
 

Spruce Grove
 
Submission
 

Spruce Grove is now a city of some 34,000 pop. and should be considered a constituency on its own.
Stony Plain can be combined with Parkland County as another constituency, of about equal pop. for
Provincial elections. All three areas combined should be a Federal constituency for an MP

 
How did you hear about the review?
 

Householder (Direct Mail)
 
Submitted on: 2017/01/04 at 2:19 pm
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From: Info - EBC
To:
Subject: Fw: elecoral boundary changes submission
Date: Thursday, January 5, 2017 10:17:05 AM

From: Mikk Peek 
Sent: Wednesday, January 4, 2017 5:08 PM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: elecoral boundary changes submission
 
Hello:
 
My submission I simple.
Make sure the process is based on the facts of the population changes and not on any individual or
party political agenda.
In simple terms: No gerrrymandering!
While it is understandable that there will always be some compromise necessary, these should not
favour any political  or personal cause.
 
mjp
 
Mikk J. Peek

Edmonton, AB

 

 
This email and any files transmitted with it are confidential and intended solely for the use of
the individual or entity to whom they are addressed. If you have received this email in error
please notify the system manager. This message contains confidential information and is
intended only for the individual named. If you are not the named addressee you should not
disseminate, distribute or copy this e-mail.
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From: Info - EBC
To:
Subject: Fw: Website Submission from Karla Wyld
Date: Thursday, January 5, 2017 10:34:46 AM

From: Ryan Phillips
Sent: Thursday, January 5, 2017 8:37 AM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: Website Submission from Karla Wyld
 
Name
 

Karla Wyld
 
Email
 

 
Phone
 

 
City/Town
 

Lacombe Cty
 
Electoral Constituency
 

Lacombe-Ponoka #66
 
Submission
 

The issue of the disparity between rural Alberta and urban Alberta is only widening. The concerns we
have are very different and in my opinion, rural Albertans are being left behind. Population wise, how
do constituents in rural Alberta convey their voice, and equally, how do elected representatives keep
their vow to fairly represent their riding? Not only do I see a conflict in geographic location, but the
core values that we hold dear are in contrast. Why would we care about the public transit opportunities
near the university when our main objective is ensuring our children have continued access to rural
schools? What do your priorities in the city have to do with mine? I always look back at the family
history of my grandfather immigrating in the 1930s to understand where we came from and make the
wisest choices in where we are going. I want to know that when I communicate my concerns to my
elective representative, that they are heeded, and brought forward to the legislative assembly where
they won't just be touted as some dumb farmer shooting off again. I want to know I will be listened to. 

In our particular electoral boundary, Gull Lake is less than half represented geographically, so the
elected representative from #77 Rimbey-Rocky Mountain House-Sundre hears some of the same
concerns from people living around the lake as the #66 representative does. Would it mot be more
efficient to have one location like this on one map? Additionally, would it make sense for the electoral
boundaries in Alberta to have some coordination with either school divisions, health zones, or
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counties? I recognize not all lines could be the same, but it would help with flow and focus if these
boundaries could be streamlined. Case in point: our daughter attends Bentley school 6 km from our
house because we are located in the Wolfcreek School Division, but the village of Bentley where we do
much of our business and engage in community activities, is outside of our electoral boundary. 
Thank you for the fair opportunity to provide some input into the electoral boundary commission. KW

 
How did you hear about the review?
 

Householder (Direct Mail)
 
Submitted on: 2017/01/04 at 3:02 pm
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From: Info - EBC
To:
Subject: Fw: Website Submission from Nathan Kowalsky
Date: Thursday, January 5, 2017 10:36:47 AM

From: Ryan Phillips
Sent: Thursday, January 5, 2017 8:41 AM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: Website Submission from Nathan Kowalsky
 
Name
 

Nathan Kowalsky
 
Email
 

 
Phone
 

 
City/Town
 

Edmonton
 
Electoral Constituency
 

Edmonton - Calder
 
Submission
 

Provincial constituency boundaries should not be gerrymandered. Using existing municipal and natural
boundaries is an important means towards achieving this goal.

Like Canada as a whole, Alberta is a relatively sparsely populated land mass. Without a bicameral
legislature, it is crucial that Alberta's constituency boundaries strike an effective balance between
representation by population and representation by region. Otherwise, resentment among rural
populations will grow.

 
How did you hear about the review?
 

Householder (Direct Mail)
 
Submitted on: 2017/01/04 at 5:08 pm
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From: Info - EBC
To:
Subject: Fw: Website Submission from Sandeep Kumar
Date: Thursday, January 5, 2017 10:37:44 AM

From: Ryan Phillips
Sent: Thursday, January 5, 2017 8:39 AM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: Website Submission from Sandeep Kumar
 
Name
 

Sandeep Kumar
 
Email
 

 
Phone
 

 
City/Town
 

EDMONTON
 
Submission
 

Need to conduct ore awareness programmes
 
How did you hear about the review?
 

Householder (Direct Mail)
 
Submitted on: 2017/01/04 at 3:30 pm
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From: Info - EBC
To:
Subject: Fw: Website Submission from Daniel McAvena
Date: Thursday, January 5, 2017 10:37:58 AM

From: Ryan Phillips
Sent: Thursday, January 5, 2017 8:42 AM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: Website Submission from Daniel McAvena
 
Name
 

Daniel McAvena
 
Email
 

 
Phone
 

 
City/Town
 

Leduc
 
Electoral Constituency
 

Leduc-Beaumont
 
Submission
 

CIMS(Constituent Information Management System) programmer and Data scientist is required to
build a database of Alberta Citizens @ any given moment in Time, Then using Demographics from
Statistics Canada combine your data into a New Database that your Party must update monthly using
donor lists and your federal database to compile a profile of Neighborhoods inside in each municipality
then if you really wish to excel at Gerrymandering boundaries. I would suggest you follow the American
GOP example in Texas and Florida. The science only gets better with Time just ask the PC's it requires
Time to get it right. Asking the right questions took them 30 years. Good Luck ! 
In a Boom Bust cycle it was harder because of the Fluctuations in Population , But Today we do the bi-
annual Census which also provides limitations on variable input to program parameters.The object of
CIMS is to manage the variables inside the Physical Borders of Alberta.

 
How did you hear about the review?
 

Householder (Direct Mail)
 
Submitted on: 2017/01/04 at 5:40 pm
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From: Info - EBC
To:
Subject: Fw: Website Submission from Scott Gibson Dodd
Date: Thursday, January 5, 2017 10:38:12 AM

From: Ryan Phillips
Sent: Thursday, January 5, 2017 8:43 AM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: Website Submission from Scott Gibson Dodd
 
Name
 

Scott Gibson Dodd
 
Email
 

 
Phone
 

 
City/Town
 

Edmonton
 
Electoral Constituency
 

Riverbend or whitemud
 
Submission
 

Let's split up the urban boundaries from the rural boundaries, shall we? Now that we've grown in
population so much, we can now have so many more urban ridings. This means that Rural Alberta will
no longer dictate provincial sensibilities -pun intended.

 
How did you hear about the review?
 

Householder (Direct Mail)
 
Submitted on: 2017/01/04 at 5:43 pm
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From: Info - EBC
To:
Subject: Fw: Website Submission from Douglas Taylor
Date: Thursday, January 5, 2017 10:38:42 AM

From: Ryan Phillips
Sent: Thursday, January 5, 2017 8:45 AM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: Website Submission from Douglas Taylor
 
Name
 

Douglas Taylor
 
Email
 

 
Phone
 

 
City/Town
 

Edmonton
 
Electoral Constituency
 

Glenora
 
Submission
 

I consider our democratic process to fundamentally operate from a principle of one voter, one vote.
The gerrymandering that was rampant during the PC dynasty allowed huge areas of geography to
have a disproportionate level of decision power in favour of rural areas over urban jurisdictions. This
aberration must be corrected.
Some principles to consider:
1. Modern communication technology and accessibility means more than ever, citizens who choose to
communicate with their elected representatives may do so from any location. Outdated patterns of
physical contact as the benchmark of effective representation is absurd in this day and age of toll free
voice, e-mail, web based and smart phone interaction. 
2. Rural citizens are dependent on interaction with urban services and supplies such that their needs
and participation is a daily occurrence and fact of life. Rurals are us.
3. Urbanization is approaching 90% and as a fact of our geographic distribution, those who happen to
reside outside of communities in municipalities should not have numerically superior powers of public
policy governance. To incorporate this consideration is unfair and un-democratic.
4. Rural versus urban nuances of life and political beliefs are not sufficiently significant to use an
imprecise imbalance of populace residences, to determine voter communities.
5. Voter ridings should not be manipulated in some un-scientific method that supposes to cluster
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philosophical viewpoints into the legislative process. That is the purpose of the Legislative Assembly.
Voters are individuals with endless variation of needs and interests. Thus a simple population measure
should be the one and only determinate of riding boundaries, not residence, lifestyle, economic or
ethnic parameters.

 
How did you hear about the review?
 

Facebook
 
Submitted on: 2017/01/04 at 5:44 pm
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From: Info - EBC
To:
Subject: Fw: Website Submission from Scott Gibson Dodd
Date: Thursday, January 5, 2017 10:39:13 AM

From: Ryan Phillips
Sent: Thursday, January 5, 2017 8:46 AM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: Website Submission from Scott Gibson Dodd
 
Name
 

Scott Gibson Dodd
 
Email
 

 
Phone
 

 
City/Town
 

Edmonton
 
Electoral Constituency
 

Riverbend or whitemud
 
Submission
 

Let's split up the urban boundaries from the rural boundaries, shall we? Now that we've grown in
population so much, we can now have so many more urban ridings. This means that Rural Alberta will
no longer dictate provincial sensibilities -pun intended.

 
How did you hear about the review?
 

Householder (Direct Mail)
 
Submitted on: 2017/01/04 at 5:44 pm

DUPLICATE SUBMISSION SEE EBC-2016/17-094 EBC-2016/17-096



From: Info - EBC
To: Leah Kirtio
Subject: Fw: Website Submission from Nanning Elzinga
Date: Thursday, January 5, 2017 10:39:46 AM

From: Ryan Phillips
Sent: Thursday, January 5, 2017 8:47 AM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: Website Submission from Nanning Elzinga
 
Name
 

Nanning Elzinga
 
Email
 

 
Phone
 

 
City/Town
 

Spruce grove
 
Electoral Constituency
 

Get rid of Rachel Nutley and her stupid ideals
 
Submission
 

Get rid of Rachel Nutley and her bunch of goons
She is a ridiculously stupid pain in the@#$$#@! with her carbon tax etc

 
How did you hear about the review?
 

Householder (Direct Mail)
 
Submitted on: 2017/01/04 at 6:26 pm
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From: Info - EBC
To:
Subject: Fw: Website Submission from Kathryn Oviatt
Date: Thursday, January 5, 2017 10:43:45 AM

From: Ryan Phillips
Sent: Thursday, January 5, 2017 8:48 AM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: Website Submission from Kathryn Oviatt
 
Name
 

Kathryn Oviatt
 
Email
 

 
Phone
 

 
City/Town
 

EDMONTON
 
Electoral Constituency
 

Edmonton Gold Bar
 
Submission
 

I strongly request that Alberta move to more proportional representation. The current requirement to
have each constituency within 25% of the provincial average is way too broad. If the average
population per constituency is 49,000, then the highest constituency could have 61,750 people in it
while the least populated constituency could be 36,750. That is too wide of a spread. Each constituency
should be within 12.5% of the provincial average so that the difference between the highest and the
lowest is no more than 25%. 

We are currently way out of whack of even 25% off of the average that we currently have, with the
least populated constituency having approximately 25,000 people (2016 estimate) and the highest
populated constituency having over 79,000 people. The votes of Albertans in Dungevan-Peace Central
should not have their votes count more than three times more than those of Albertans in Calgary
South-East.

 
How did you hear about the review?
 

Householder (Direct Mail)
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Submitted on: 2017/01/04 at 6:42 pm
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From: Info - EBC
To:
Subject: Fw: Website Submission from Dave Smolarchuk
Date: Thursday, January 5, 2017 10:43:51 AM

From: Ryan Phillips
Sent: Thursday, January 5, 2017 8:49 AM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: Website Submission from Dave Smolarchuk
 
Name
 

Dave Smolarchuk
 
Email
 

 
Phone
 

 
City/Town
 

St. Albert, AB.
 
Electoral Constituency
 

Spruve Grove/St. Albert
 
Submission
 

This particular boundary was redesigned several years ago for political purposes adding a part of a
rural area of Spruce Grove with a portion of St. Albert. I live in this boundary and I have never seen
anyone from Spruce Grove drive to St. Albert and shop or do business here. Yet I see many people
from Edmonton Castle Downs area always shopping and doing business in St. Albert.

If there needs to be an adjustment made to St. Albert than it should be made with a portion of
Edmonton (Castle Downs area)where business is shared, we are very close together.

 
How did you hear about the review?
 

Radio
Newspaper

 
Submitted on: 2017/01/04 at 6:43 pm
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From: Info - EBC
To:
Subject: Fw: Website Submission from Jasleen Sekhon
Date: Thursday, January 5, 2017 10:44:26 AM

From: Ryan Phillips
Sent: Thursday, January 5, 2017 8:50 AM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: Website Submission from Jasleen Sekhon
 
Name
 

Jasleen Sekhon
 
Email
 

 
Phone
 

 
City/Town
 

Edmonton
 
Electoral Constituency
 

Edmonton centre
 
Submission
 

There is a terrible discrepancy between the number of constituents in urban constituencies versus rural
ones. Allowing rural areas to have disproportionate influence in democratic representation is not only
unfair to urban citizens, but also does not reflect trends in demographics, population migration,
economic priorities, etc. 
There should be no more than a 10% discrepancy between the size of the largest and smallest riding
by population. Geographic size is no longer a limiting factor in the ability to engage with constituents
and should no longer be a factor in determining the boundaries of constituencies. Furthermore, the
boundaries should not be subject to political manipulation and so they should also be subject to a rule
on how much variance there can be on the distance of a boundary edge from the geographic centre
of the constituency. 
Above all, fairness, transparency and accountability should be the basis of the boundary determination.
Not rural pride, not party politics, not discrimination.

 
How did you hear about the review?
 

Householder (Direct Mail)
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Submitted on: 2017/01/04 at 7:38 pm

EBC-2016/17-100



















From: Info - EBC
To:
Subject: Fw: Website Submission from Tom Boyce
Date: Tuesday, January 10, 2017 9:43:32 AM

From: Ryan Phillips
Sent: Thursday, January 5, 2017 3:39 PM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: Website Submission from Tom Boyce
 
Name
 

Tom Boyce
 
Email
 

 
Phone
 

 
City/Town
 

Edmonton
 
Electoral Constituency
 

Edmonton-Riverview
 
Submission
 

The Boundaries Commission should seek to ensure the greatest possible population parity between
constituencies. This should be its primary objective.

While preventing unfairly large rural constituencies is important, this should be approached by having a
couple constituencies with lower populations than the rest. It should not result in rural ridings generally
being less populated than urban ones. Ideally it should be possible to identify which constituencies are
purposefully less populated, and have all other constituencies excluding those exceptions be
approximately equally populated. There should not be a sliding scale of population levels in relation to
geographic size. Rather, a reasonable limit to size should be identified and every smaller constituency's
geographic size should not be regarded as a significant factor.

Rural-urban split constituencies should also be avoided, to ensure that neither urban nor rural voters
are able to overpower the other in any given constituency. Splitting is of course unavoidable, but it
should be minimized. For example, a riding that encompasses Grande Prairie and surrounding areas is
more reasonable than a riding that wedges off a section of Calgary suburbs into an otherwise rural
constituency.

 

EBC-2016-17-103
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How did you hear about the review?
 

Householder (Direct Mail)
Twitter

 
Submitted on: 2017/01/05 at 10:58 am
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From: Info - EBC
To:
Subject: Fw: Website Submission from Mark Walker
Date: Tuesday, January 10, 2017 9:44:24 AM

From: Ryan Phillips
Sent: Thursday, January 5, 2017 3:41 PM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: Website Submission from Mark Walker
 
Name
 

Mark Walker
 
Email
 

 
Phone
 

 
City/Town
 

Banff
 
Electoral Constituency
 

Banff-Cochrane
 
Submission
 

For years the voices of the residents of Lake Louise, Banff and Canmore have been outweighed by
those who live in the Calgary bedroom communities of Cochrane and Airdrie, places that do not share
the unique struggles and values of their resort community neighbors.

Banff and Canmore have issues providing affordable housing and even food for the residents who live
here while the municipalities struggle to provide the required infrastructure for the millions of visitors
who pass through.

It makes more sense to group communities together that share similar challenges, while putting Banff
and Canmore in with a larger population like Cochrane or Airdrie (like the current federal riding) means
that it is more difficult for our voices to be heard and our unique problems to be addressed.

 
How did you hear about the review?
 

Facebook
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Submitted on: 2017/01/05 at 11:55 am
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From: Info - EBC
To:
Subject: Fw: Website Submission from Conrad Nobert
Date: Tuesday, January 10, 2017 9:45:05 AM

From: Ryan Phillips
Sent: Thursday, January 5, 2017 3:42 PM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: Website Submission from Conrad Nobert
 
Name
 

Conrad Nobert
 
Email
 

 
Phone
 

 
City/Town
 

Edmonton
 
Electoral Constituency
 

edmonton strathcona
 
Submission
 

I believe that Albertans should be represented equally. Right now, the votes of urban dwellers don't
count as much as those of people living in rural areas, and I strongly disagree with that. 

All constituencies should have a very similar number of people in them.
 
How did you hear about the review?
 

Twitter
 
Submitted on: 2017/01/05 at 12:25 pm
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From: Info - EBC
To:
Subject: Fw: Subject: Alberta Electoral Boundaries
Date: Wednesday, January 11, 2017 4:02:33 PM

From: 
Sent: Wednesday, January 11, 2017 1:26 PM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: Subject: Alberta Electoral Boundaries
 
To Whom It May Concern:
I live in the hamlet of Donnelly, Alberta a small community of about 500 people.  At the last election,
all the residents living on the West side of main street had to drive to Falher, Alberta, which is a
22km round trip to cast our vote. The residents living on the East side of main street were able to
vote in Donnelly, Alberta.   Talk about a way to divide a community!  For the next election, please
have all the residents of Donnelly vote at the voting poll station organized in Donnelly.
 
My name is Cecile Turcotte  Donnelly, Ab, .
 
My neighbor, Lucette Maisonneuve does not have a computer so she would like to have that voting
poll located in Donnelly.
 
Lucette Maisonneuve, Donnelly, Alberta   .
 
Thank you for reading this request.
 
Cécile Turcotte
 
Sent from Mail for Windows 10
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From: Info - EBC
To: o
Subject: Fw: Common Community Concerns and Effective Representation
Date: Wednesday, January 11, 2017 4:02:47 PM

From: ana cal 
Sent: Wednesday, January 11, 2017 11:51 AM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: Re: Common Community Concerns and Effective Representation
 
Dear Alberta Electoral Boundaries Commission,

This is in context to your ongoing efforts in reviewing the population of Alberta, as it impacts
your governing/political policies and practices. Thanks again for the opportunity to write to
you. I speak from the reality of Alberta’s growing Multicultural population. I do hope for your
understanding and engagement of the “real” issues.

As I previously mentioned to you, I come from a society (India) where corruption and
dishonesty, and the abuse of humanity especially the weak and the vulnerable is a reality.
During the recent New Year celebrations, women were molested/raped on the streets of
Bangalore city, where I come from. A women dressing inappropriately is the reason stated by
the police, politicians and authority.

I therefore wonder, what is the difference in Calgary/Canada? I have some questions:
1.       How do you justify the destruction (rape) of First Nations Peoples identity? How long
will you uphold the cruelty of “colonial” thinking, values, and practices?
2.       How long will you label First Nations People as drug addicts and alcoholics? How long
will they remain as scapegoats and marginalized?
3.       How do you justify “charity” through using casino funding? Is this the reason why
gambling and addiction is being sustained in Calgary?
4.       How do you justify the “dismissal” of people who question dishonest practices in
corporations and social sector? I have faced this personally at Suncor and CNIB. Is money
making, corruption, and greed what defines being a “developed” country?
5.       How do you justify dog/cat poop contaminating people’s private property, and dogs
running loose in provincial parks meant for people’s wellbeing and safety? Is building
fences, and caring for animals (pets) more than people, the core Canadian identity and
values?
6.       How do you justify eggs thrown at people’s houses on the pretext of celebrating
Halloween? Is this a Canadian method of maintaining the required demographics of the
Majority?
7.       How do you justify punishing those who oppose crime? I was sent to the criminal
court by Calgary Police for standing up for rights in the community. I was referred to
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attend Calgary Mental Diversion Services program, and subsequently discharged. What are
your thoughts about the mindset and values underpinning the existing systems, policies
and practices in Calgary/Canada generally?

Given the gravity of the reality in Calgary, I do believe there is a need for a shift in paradigm
to reflect the values of a growing multicultural society. This may be for the benefit of society in
the long-term, if action is taken immediately. 

I do hope that you will consider yourself worthy of freeing yourself from an outdated and
oppressive “colonial” thinking, values and mindset, as you review the population growth in
Alberta.

This is not for publishing purposes as required by you.

Thank you
Ana

Deer Run Community, Calgary

On Sat, Jan 7, 2017 at 11:14 AM, ana cal  wrote:
Dear Alberta Electoral Boundaries Commission,

 
I am writing to you on the subject of Common Community Concerns and Effective Representation. I am
from India and have lived in Calgary for the past 10 years. Based on my personal experiences, I wish
to share my concerns. Thanks for the opportunity.

 
While I appreciate your efforts in reviewing Alberta’s growth in population, I do hope that this will be for
the benefit of people’s health and wellbeing, beyond governing and political purposes.  My concern is
about a “colonizing” mindset similar to the “divide and rule” policy that broke up India.

 
I am concerned about the growing homelessness and poverty, rising prices, deteriorating values, ethics
and morality, growing crime, social isolation and mental health issues in Calgary. Casino funding is the
norm in the social sector, and gambling and addiction is being encouraged in the name of Charity.
Those who question dishonesty and corruption are “dismissed” as a form of bullying, which I have
faced personally in the corporate and social sector.

 
Having lived in Deer Run Community the past 3 years, I have had to build a fence around my property
to protect myself from my neighbor’s dog pooping on my front and back yard, and I have trapped 3 cats
last summer through a cat trap allocated by Animal Services Calgary. These cats were pooping on my
property.

 
Eggs were thrown at my house. It is possible that I may be facing a backlash for having complained.
Calgary Police, Animal Bylaw, Alberta Health Services, Calgary Mental Diversion Services, and City of
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Calgary, are aware of my difficulty. However, they seem helplessness in the face of the growing mental
health issues in Calgary.

 
Caring for dogs and cats (pets) seems to have taken precedence over caring for people in communities
and society. Barking and growling dogs in residential communities and provincial parks, accumulating
dog poop on provincial park pathways, greenery, and garbage bins is a queer sight. It is a queer to see
dogs roaming free in areas meant for people to enjoy safely. It is also queer to see people hanging on
to their dogs, while holding a bag of poop in their hand!

 
It has been quite shocking for me to experience dogs running across while I roller blade in Fish Creek
Park, or barking at me while I learn cross country skiing, which causes a feeling of helplessness and
anxiety. I have registered a complaint with Alberta Parks who share my concerns. 

 
It is indeed quite tragic and sad to see a society being destroyed by people desperately and blindly
seeking their value through dogs and money. For the sake of people’s health and wellbeing of society, I
do hope you will consider enabling a Canadian identity of relational values and caring. This perhaps
may be a vital aspect in considering Alberta’s population growth.

 
Thanks again for giving me the opportunity to write to you. I do hope you will take my feedback
seriously.

This is not for publishing purposes as required by you. 

 
Thank you

 
Ana Cristina
Deer Run Community, Calgary
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From: Info - EBC
To: Aaron Roth
Subject: Fw: Common Community Concerns and Effective Representation
Date: Thursday, February 9, 2017 8:40:16 AM

From: ana cal <anacal9696@gmail.com>
Sent: Wednesday, February 8, 2017 9:35 AM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: Re: Common Community Concerns and Effective Representation
 
Dear Alberta Electoral Boundaries Commission,
 
Thanks again for inviting our thoughts and suggestions as it relates to your assessment of
population growth in Alberta, and related decisions for our Common Good. I have previously
written to you (please refer emails below).

I do hope you will consider reorienting Canadian society towards relational values of caring
and decency as a freedom from its “colonising” past. The evidence of its destructiveness is
many.

As a Minority, I seek to belong to a society where goodness and decency is respected and
honoured.

I sincerely request you to recognise the work of Fred Schuman of Renewal Counseling in
Calgary, who has worked untiringly over 35 years to help people gain an identity of self-worth
and dignity through Christian values. In its simplicity, this translates to being relationally loving
and caring, authentically, and rooted in Canadian Foundational (biblical) values and principles.

His work transcends international boundaries to care for the weak and marginalised in many
countries. I believe that honouring Fred Schuman offers hope to Canadian society and abroad.

I do hope you will consider yourself worthy to reorient society to values of goodness and
decency as an imperative in a growing multicultural society, while assessing Alberta’s
population growth.

This is not for publishing purposes as required by you. 

I request you to take my feedback seriously.

Thank you
Ana

On Wed, Jan 11, 2017 at 11:51 AM, ana cal <anacal9696@gmail.com> wrote:
Dear Alberta Electoral Boundaries Commission,
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This is in context to your ongoing efforts in reviewing the population of Alberta, as it impacts
your governing/political policies and practices. Thanks again for the opportunity to write to
you. I speak from the reality of Alberta’s growing Multicultural population. I do hope for
your understanding and engagement of the “real” issues.

As I previously mentioned to you, I come from a society (India) where corruption and
dishonesty, and the abuse of humanity especially the weak and the vulnerable is a reality.
During the recent New Year celebrations, women were molested/raped on the streets of
Bangalore city, where I come from. A women dressing inappropriately is the reason stated
by the police, politicians and authority.

I therefore wonder, what is the difference in Calgary/Canada? I have some questions:
1.       How do you justify the destruction (rape) of First Nations Peoples identity? How
long will you uphold the cruelty of “colonial” thinking, values, and practices?
2.       How long will you label First Nations People as drug addicts and alcoholics? How
long will they remain as scapegoats and marginalized?
3.       How do you justify “charity” through using casino funding? Is this the reason why
gambling and addiction is being sustained in Calgary?
4.       How do you justify the “dismissal” of people who question dishonest practices in
corporations and social sector? I have faced this personally at Suncor and CNIB. Is money
making, corruption, and greed what defines being a “developed” country?
5.       How do you justify dog/cat poop contaminating people’s private property, and dogs
running loose in provincial parks meant for people’s wellbeing and safety? Is building
fences, and caring for animals (pets) more than people, the core Canadian identity and
values?
6.       How do you justify eggs thrown at people’s houses on the pretext of celebrating
Halloween? Is this a Canadian method of maintaining the required demographics of the
Majority?
7.       How do you justify punishing those who oppose crime? I was sent to the criminal
court by Calgary Police for standing up for rights in the community. I was referred to
attend Calgary Mental Diversion Services program, and subsequently discharged. What
are your thoughts about the mindset and values underpinning the existing systems,
policies and practices in Calgary/Canada generally?

Given the gravity of the reality in Calgary, I do believe there is a need for a shift in paradigm
to reflect the values of a growing multicultural society. This may be for the benefit of society
in the long-term, if action is taken immediately. 

I do hope that you will consider yourself worthy of freeing yourself from an outdated and
oppressive “colonial” thinking, values and mindset, as you review the population growth in
Alberta.
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This is not for publishing purposes as required by you.

Thank you
Ana

Deer Run Community, Calgary

On Sat, Jan 7, 2017 at 11:14 AM, ana cal <anacal9696@gmail.com> wrote:
Dear Alberta Electoral Boundaries Commission,

 
I am writing to you on the subject of Common Community Concerns and Effective Representation. I
am from India and have lived in Calgary for the past 10 years. Based on my personal experiences, I
wish to share my concerns. Thanks for the opportunity.

 
While I appreciate your efforts in reviewing Alberta’s growth in population, I do hope that this will be
for the benefit of people’s health and wellbeing, beyond governing and political purposes.  My
concern is about a “colonizing” mindset similar to the “divide and rule” policy that broke up India.

 
I am concerned about the growing homelessness and poverty, rising prices, deteriorating values,
ethics and morality, growing crime, social isolation and mental health issues in Calgary. Casino
funding is the norm in the social sector, and gambling and addiction is being encouraged in the
name of Charity. Those who question dishonesty and corruption are “dismissed” as a form of
bullying, which I have faced personally in the corporate and social sector.

 
Having lived in Deer Run Community the past 3 years, I have had to build a fence around my
property to protect myself from my neighbor’s dog pooping on my front and back yard, and I have
trapped 3 cats last summer through a cat trap allocated by Animal Services Calgary. These cats
were pooping on my property.

 
Eggs were thrown at my house. It is possible that I may be facing a backlash for having complained.
Calgary Police, Animal Bylaw, Alberta Health Services, Calgary Mental Diversion Services, and City
of Calgary, are aware of my difficulty. However, they seem helplessness in the face of the growing
mental health issues in Calgary.

 
Caring for dogs and cats (pets) seems to have taken precedence over caring for people in
communities and society. Barking and growling dogs in residential communities and provincial parks,
accumulating dog poop on provincial park pathways, greenery, and garbage bins is a queer sight. It
is a queer to see dogs roaming free in areas meant for people to enjoy safely. It is also queer to see
people hanging on to their dogs, while holding a bag of poop in their hand!

 
It has been quite shocking for me to experience dogs running across while I roller blade in Fish
Creek Park, or barking at me while I learn cross country skiing, which causes a feeling of
helplessness and anxiety. I have registered a complaint with Alberta Parks who share my concerns. 
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It is indeed quite tragic and sad to see a society being destroyed by people desperately and blindly
seeking their value through dogs and money. For the sake of people’s health and wellbeing of
society, I do hope you will consider enabling a Canadian identity of relational values and caring. This
perhaps may be a vital aspect in considering Alberta’s population growth.

 
Thanks again for giving me the opportunity to write to you. I do hope you will take my feedback
seriously.

This is not for publishing purposes as required by you. 

 
Thank you

 
Ana Cristina
Deer Run Community, Calgary
403.265.3117
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From: Info - EBC
To:
Subject: Fw: Electoral Boundaries
Date: Wednesday, January 11, 2017 4:02:59 PM

________________________________________
From: marj macleod 
Sent: Wednesday, January 11, 2017 10:54 AM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: Electoral Boundaries

Please make each vote count equally.

MARJ MacLeod

Edmonton 
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From: Info - EBC
To:
Subject: Fw: Electoral boundary changes
Date: Wednesday, January 11, 2017 4:03:36 PM

From: N. McElroy 
Sent: Tuesday, January 10, 2017 7:50 PM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: Electoral boundary changes
 
To Whom it May Concern,

Thank you for the opportunity to voice my opinion/concern about the electoral boundary
changes. Our family has lived in the rural Chestermere area (Chestermere - Rocky View 54)
for over 125 years. We have obviously always been rural and do not want to become part of a
larger city such as Calgary. Our concerns have always been agricultural and it only makes
sense to leave like-minded rural folks together in a constituency. As the years progress the
rural vote becomes smaller and smaller. I do not want to be obliterated completely by being
absorbed into a city. Our concerns are usually diametrically opposed to city people and we
need/deserve effective representation in the legislature.

Sincerely,
 Nancy McElroy
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From: Info - EBC
To:
Subject: Fw: AB Electoral Boundaries Commission
Date: Wednesday, January 11, 2017 4:03:50 PM

From: Glenn Cunningham 
Sent: Tuesday, January 10, 2017 5:15 PM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: AB Electoral Boundaries Commission
 
I would like to comment. First of all I believe that there are already too many electoral
constituencies in Alberta. Too much tax money is spent on political activity particularly at a
time of deficit budgeting. Constituencies should be consolidated and greatly reduced in
number! Secondly, if Alberta's population has increased by 20% in the last 8 years then a great
deal of wilderness has been destroyed to accommodate these people and species have been
put at risk. If the idea of a carbon tax is to reduce man's imprint on the ecosystem then
continual population growth is greatly at odds with this concept. It is time to show some
leadership and initiate the concept of sustainability.

glenn Cunningham

Calgary, ab
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From: Info - EBC
To:
Subject: Fw: Regarding the Electoral Boundaries
Date: Wednesday, January 11, 2017 4:04:18 PM

From: Lillian W 
Sent: Tuesday, January 10, 2017 12:01 PM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: Regarding the Electoral Boundaries
 
To whom it may concern, 
I have been living in the rural riding of ColdLake/Bonnyville for the last eight years.  Prior to
that I was a proud resident of Edmonton.  I write to you today with concerns regarding the
changing of electoral boundaries.   Living in a rural community I have seen the challenges
faced by the governing bodies here to have their voice heard in a government that chooses to
dismiss and belittle us.  I realize that much of the population does in fact live in two distinct
cities in Alberta, however, Alberta is a product of all the  cities, towns, villages, and
municipalities.  Contrary to what many urbanites may believe, as I was one of those.   The area
I live in is a vibrant, family friendly area that has had their voice silenced by the needs of the
two cities that garner most of the attention of the Alberta government.  

To redraw boundaries is inevitable, but please do not discount the rural communities in that
areas that span great distances become amalgamated into one riding.  This is hugely
detrimental to the members of these communities, and to the MLA also.  All of our voices
should be heard equally in the government.  

I hope that as a nonpartisan commission that not only population numbers will be taken into
account, but that the rural ridings will not be discounted or removed in order to
accommodate the urban centres.  We deserve to have our voices heard also.  

Thank you, sincerely,

Lillian Wakulchyk
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From: Info - EBC
To:
Subject: Fw: Legislative Boundaries
Date: Thursday, January 12, 2017 10:06:25 AM

From: Brian Knight 
Sent: Monday, January 9, 2017 4:45 PM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: Legislative Boundaries
 
Here is a simple solution.

Alberta has 34 Federal ridings.
Either:
1.  Split these ridings in half giving us 68 Provincial ridings.
2.  Elect one member for each of the 34 ridings and 34 members by proportional
representation.  Maybe Alberta should lead Canada on proportional rep.

If you want to have 87 ridings, you can either elect 19 more members by proportional
representation or have 19 top-up seats using the system used for the Scottish Parliament.

Brian Knight

Sent from my iPad
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From: Info - EBC
To:
Subject: Fw: Written submission deadline
Date: Thursday, January 12, 2017 10:07:29 AM

From: Joël Laforest 
Sent: Monday, January 9, 2017 1:51 PM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: Written submission deadline
 
Hello Alberta Electoral Boundaries Commission,
 
I recently was made aware that the deadline for written submissions to Alberta Electoral
Boundaries Commission is February, 8, 2017. StatsCanada is releasing the first population
results from the 2016 census on February 8, 2017.
 
I strongly encourage you to push back the deadline for written submissions a few weeks to
Feb. 28, 2017, in order to give Albertans the necessary time to consider and analyze the latest
data and integrate it into their submissions.
 
If the commission does not push back its deadline and does not give Albertans the time to
analyze and consider the latest census data, this first round of written submissions will be of
poor quality, of little use to the commission and ultimately a waste of its time and of the time
of Albertans who are going to the effort of participating in this critical process.
 
Given that the 2016 census data will be the data that's used by the commission to draw its
boundaries, it's a disservice to Albertans to force them to rely on outdated 2011 census data
for their written submissions.

Kind thanks for your time,

 
-Joël Laforest
Calgary, AB
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Calgary, Alberta, 
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From: Info - EBC
To:
Subject: Fw: Alberta Electoral Boundaries need to change
Date: Thursday, January 12, 2017 10:08:33 AM

From: Rick Oatway BFH
Sent: Monday, January 9, 2017 1:27 PM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: Alberta Electoral Boundaries need to change
 
I believe that the electoral boundaries need to be changed in Alberta.  For years the PC party
deliberately gave the rural ridings more importance than they deserved given their sparsely
populated areas.  By allowing those rural ridings to have less voters in them than  all the urban
ridings they could shift more importance to their base support which is rural Alberta. By doing that
the PC’s make the rural votes worth more than the urban votes because you would have urban
ridings with 2 or 3 times more people in them but only electing one MLA like the rural riding.  I think
there needs to be many more new ridings formed in the urban areas of Alberta and fewer in the
rural areas.  Plus the rural ridings need to be larger so that number of people in the urban-rural split
are similar with how many people they represent.
---This communication, including any attachments, is intended for the recipient(s) to whom it
is addressed, and may contain confidential, personal, and/or privileged information. If you are
not one of the intended recipients of this communication, please contact the sender
immediately and do not copy, distribute, or take action relying on it. Please delete or destroy
this message, including any attachments. Thank you.
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From: Info - EBC
To:
Subject: Fw: Submission on electoral boundaries
Date: Thursday, January 12, 2017 10:10:39 AM

________________________________________
From: Gerhard Henkemans 
Sent: Monday, January 9, 2017 11:13 AM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: Submission on electoral boundaries

To: Alberta Electoral Boundaries Commission

As a long time Alberta resident, I have always been concerned about the huge difference between the number of
voters between ridings. I feel it has unfairly diminished the worth of the voter in ridings with larger numbers as well
as giving too much influence in the house to rural ridings. In this day and age when there are so many ways to stay
in contact with your riding constituents, there is no need for this discrepancy. It is high time that the voters in the
city are fairly represented by a more appropriate number of MLAs in relation to the number of voters.
Thank you for considering my submission,

Gerhard Henkemans

Edmonton, AB
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From: Info - EBC
To:
Subject: Fw: Electoral Boundaries Review
Date: Friday, January 13, 2017 10:38:14 AM

From: N. McElroy 
Sent: Friday, January 13, 2017 8:09 AM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: Electoral Boundaries Review
 
To Whom it May Concern,

Thank you for the opportunity to voice my opinion/concern about the electoral boundary
changes. Our family has lived in the rural Chestermere area (Chestermere - Rocky View 54)
for over 125 years. We have obviously always been rural and do not want to become part of a
larger city such as Calgary. Our concerns have always been agricultural and it only makes
sense to leave like-minded rural folks together in a constituency. As the years progress the
rural vote becomes smaller and smaller. I do not want to be obliterated completely by being
absorbed into a city. Our concerns are usually diametrically opposed to city people and we
need/deserve effective representation in the legislature.

Sincerely,
Matthew McElroy
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From: Info - EBC
To:
Subject: Fw: Alberta Electoral Boundaries Commission
Date: Friday, January 13, 2017 11:00:39 AM

From: Eln Cyr 
Sent: Thursday, January 12, 2017 8:49 PM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: Alberta Electoral Boundaries Commission
 
Dear Sir/Madam,

Please accept the following as a recommendation on how to improve the democratic process
in our Alberta.

“I believe every vote should have a fair and equivalent weighting - regardless of the
geographical location of where it is cast.
In this light, I encourage the Electoral Boundaries commission make a
recommendation to the Government of Alberta to
align to recent Supreme Court of Canada recommendations and amend the Alberta
Electoral Boundaries Commission Act - Section 15 1)
 
FROM
 
"The population of a proposed electoral division must not be
more than 25% above nor more than 25% below the average
population of all the proposed electoral divisions" 
 
TO 
 
"The population of a proposed electoral division must not be
more than 15% above nor more than 15% below the average
population of all the proposed electoral divisions"
 
and amend Section 15 2) of the act
 
FROM
 
" Notwithstanding subsection (1), in the case of no more than 4 of the proposed
electoral divisions,
if the Commission is of the opinion that at least 3 of the following criteria exist in a
proposed electoral division,
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the proposed electoral division may have a population that is as much as 50% below
the average population of all the proposed electoral divisions:”....
 
TO
 
“Notwithstanding subsection (1), in the case of no more than 4 of the proposed
electoral divisions,
if the Commission is of the opinion that at least 3 of the following criteria exist in a
proposed electoral division,
the proposed electoral division may have a population that is as much as 15% below
the average population of all the proposed electoral divisions:”
 
The 1991 Lortie Commission first made these recommendations and recent Supreme
Court rulings in other Canadian provinces underline the validity of this
recommendation.   
 
It is high time for Alberta to join the Canadian consensus and update its electoral
boundary legislation so that all Albertan votes count equally - regardless of being cast
in a rural or urban constituency. 
 

Thank you for patience and your consideration. 

Regards,

Hélène Cyr
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Public Interest Alberta 
 

www.pialberta.org 

 

 

Submission to Alberta Electoral Boundaries Commission – January 2017 
 

A. Introduction 

 
Public Interest Alberta has advocated for a broad range of approaches to strengthening Alberta’s 
democracy as a top priority since our organization was founded in 2004. 
 
Public Interest Alberta’s Democracy Task Force sees the current work of the Alberta Electoral 
Boundaries Commission as a rare opportunity to make important changes to strengthen the key 
democratic element of representation by population, where the need for improvements is 
particularly pressing in our province. 
 
We are very pleased to have the opportunity to offer our observations and recommendations to the 
Commission and will be focusing on three main issues and areas of concern: 
 
1. What are the key democratic principles that should guide the Alberta Electoral Boundaries 

Commission as they do their work? 

2. To what extent do Alberta’s existing electoral boundaries reflect the principles and practices of 

strong democracy? 

3. What approach to electoral boundaries redistricting is most compatible with strengthening 

Alberta’s democracy? 

 
B. Democracy and electoral boundaries 

 
Democracy as a concept can be interpreted in different ways, but we believe there are several 
fundamental elements that are basic to strong systems of democracy. 
 
In particular, we believe that at its heart, democracy is grounded in the principle of political equality 
– the idea that citizens must be seen as equal in terms of having a say in the political system and 
must have equal rights under the law. 
 
Closer attention to that principle has led to recent improvements in our system, including provincial 
legislation to eliminate corporate and union contributions to candidates and parties and to reduce 
contribution limits to ensure that citizens determine the outcome of elections rather than wealth 
and institutional power. 

 
But political equality requires something more specific in terms of electoral boundaries – the 
electoral districts must be solidly based on representation by population, the principle that elected 
representatives must represent approximately equal numbers of constituents to ensure that no 
person’s vote is worth more than that of another. 
For example, if one constituency has 20,000 eligible voters and another has 40,000 voters, the votes 
of those in the first constituency are effectively worth twice that of those citizens in the second 
setting. 
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Obviously, not only does such a situation dramatically subvert the principle of political equality, but 
it also has the clear potential to undermine the democratic principles of majority rule and minority 
rights, particularly if there are large departures from representation by population. 
 
However, this does not mean that constituency sizes must be exactly equal; small variations will be 
needed to take into account particularly problematic and compelling local circumstances in some 
instances. But the key is that the default position must be that of approximately equal populations 
for constituencies, and the variances should be minimal as a consequence. 
 

C. Electoral boundaries in Alberta: the current situation 

 
Unfortunately, Alberta has allowed substantial, unwarranted, and unnecessary departures from 
representation by population in terms of our electoral boundaries, to the extent that our current 
system can be described as one of “unfair variance by design.” In the process, we have sacrificed 
important aspects of political equality and have unfairly advantaged some groups of voters and 
disadvantaged others. 
 
The current system has been fostered by several factors, most notably in allowing an initial variance 
of 25% (above and below) from the average population per constituency. This, in effect, translates to 
a situation where some constituencies can sit at 75%  of the average constituency size, while others 
are 125% of the average, a variance equal to 50% of the population in an average constituency.  For 
example, if the average population per constituency is 48,000, with a 25% variance allowed both 
above and below the average, that leads to an acceptable variance of 12,000, so that the lowest 
would be 36,000 and the highest would be 60,000 – in this situation, the larger constituency is 1.667 
times the size of the smaller one.  
 
The initial situation is then made worse over time by subsequent population shifts, often involving 
increases in rapidly-expanding urban and suburban settings and declines in rural areas. 
 
As a result, Alberta has dramatic and troubling departures from representation by population, 

leaving many Albertans significantly over-represented or under-represented. These problems are 

clearly illustrated by the numbers of eligible voters in constituencies in the 2015 provincial election: 

Edmonton-Whitemud had approximately 37,000 eligible voters, while Spruce Grove-St. Albert and 

Calgary-South East both had approximately 46,000. In contrast, Lesser Slave Lake had roughly 20,000 

eligible voters, Dunvegan-Central Peace-Notley had approximately 16,000, and Fort McMurray-

Conklin had just over 15,000.  

This means that in 2015, voters in Fort McMurray-Conklin had three times the “voting power” of 

voters in Calgary-South East. One Alberta MLA speaks for three times the number of voters 

represented by another Alberta MLA. This is not consistent with political equality. 

Voters in these heavily-populated constituencies have a diminished voice in the legislature and the 

issues that matter to them do not carry the weight they should. More importantly, the fundamental 

principle of political equality has been dramatically sacrificed – and to what end? 

The usual explanation for resorting to these types of inequalities in the past was that it was difficult 

for MLAs to effectively represent voters in constituencies that had large areas and more sparse 

populations, so those MLAs were given smaller numbers of constituents to deal with. 

The problem from the beginning was that this expedient involved substantially undermining the 

principle of representation by population, and that difficulty has grown dramatically in recent years, 
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as demonstrated in the inequitable population of constituencies in the 2015 election – a situation of 

conspicuous unfairness. 

Rather than allowing for such wide population variance, a better solution would be to stick much 

more closely to representation by population and political equality, and then recognize that different 

types of constituencies have different circumstances and representational challenges. Instead, 

effective representation requires different levels of support for different types of constituencies. If 

so, the Legislative Assembly should respond accordingly and ensure MLAs can effectively serve their 

constituencies. This can be done by increasing the nature and extent of supports to meet these 

challenges, but without subverting the principles of democracy in the process. 

Of course, rural areas with sparse populations are not the only constituencies in which MLAs face 

unique challenges when providing effective representation. For example, MLAs in densely populated 

urban constituencies with larger numbers of voters face serious challenges related to representing 

populations with higher poverty rates and more diverse language groups. Moreover, recent 

improvements in communications and information technology have made it much easier to reach 

constituents and provide effective representation in rural areas.  

In the end, however, the Electoral Boundaries Commission should not be addressing these 

representational challenges. That is the responsibility of others. The Electoral Boundaries 

Commission should focus on enhancing political equality and fairness through representation by 

population. Currently, the situation is unfair because constituency populations are far from equal.  

D. A democratic approach to redrawing Alberta’s electoral boundaries  

It is not our intention to suggest specific changes to the boundaries of particular constituencies. 

Rather, we believe that it is important to outline the key principles and overall changes that we hope 

will guide the Commission’s work. If these basic elements are adopted, the specific changes to 

boundaries will be grounded in and guided by a strong commitment to ensuring political equality 

and representation by population. 

1. Reduce the current 25% variance in the constituency population size to 5%. 

The current legislation allows variances of 25%, but that was meant to serve as an outside limit, 

in very different times.  

Clearly, the goal should be to have constituencies of equal population size, but due to the desire 

to take into account some local circumstances (for example, existing community and municipal 

boundaries) some modest degree of latitude is necessary. The proposed five per cent variance 

would actually amount to ten per cent, since it would allow five per cent above and below the 

average. 

In addition, the Commission should not make use of their power to create any of the four 

“special exceptions” constituencies of even wider variance as allowed under the legislation, 

since the particular circumstances of these areas can be better addressed through other means, 

such as by providing more assistance and support to MLAs. 

2. The Electoral Boundaries Commission should call for increased support to MLAs to assist them 

in effectively representing their constituents and addressing their varying needs 

While acting on a commitment to political equality and representation by population, the 

Electoral Boundaries Commission should point out that they are no longer using population 

variance to address the challenges of representation. In doing so, the Commission should call on 
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appropriate bodies to ensure that all MLAs have the necessary staff and technical support to 

address those their representational challenges. 

Such additional support is not only justifiable, but long overdue. It will mean that the Legislative 

Assembly must revise and enhance the formula for providing support, with the goal of allowing 

all MLAs to more effectively represent their constituents and their unique circumstances in rural, 

urban, and suburban constituencies throughout the province. 

The increased costs are an investment in strengthening democracy in our province and a 

necessary complement to the move to more political equality and representation by population. 

E. Conclusion and Next Steps 

Public Interest Alberta’s Democracy Task Force is encouraged by the opportunity for strengthening 

our democracy that is being provided by the work of the Alberta Electoral Boundaries Commission, 

and will be taking advantage of further opportunities for engagement as well as encouraging other 

individuals and organizations to be involved. 

We wish the members of the Commission well in their important work, and look forward to the next 

steps in the coming months. 
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From: Info - EBC
To:
Subject: Fw: Website submission from LAURETTE PILON
Date: Wednesday, January 18, 2017 3:38:43 PM

From: LAURETTE PILON <albertaebcwebsitesubmissions@gmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, January 17, 2017 10:02 AM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: Website submission from LAURETTE PILON
 
Name

  LAURETTE PILON

Email

 

Phone

 

Address

  vulcan
Map It

Electoral Constituency

  Little Bow

Submission

 

I truly believe we need less electoral constituencies for several reasons:

1) People achieve more in smaller groups than larger ones
2) Government can achieve more with fewer MLAs (IE schools, hospitals, etc have had to do it for years) 
3) My tax $$$,s are stretched about as far as they can go. Eliminating a few MLAs(5) by making the
regions larger(1 MLA for 50000 people) would save the province approx 1 million dollars.
4)MLAs working together, compromising, and listening to all suggestions respectfully will achieve
solutions to Alberta's issues.

How did you hear about the review?

  Householder (Direct Mail)
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From: Info - EBC
To:
Subject: Fw: maximum variance 5%
Date: Thursday, January 19, 2017 9:31:48 AM

________________________________________
From: Breezy Brian Gregg 
Sent: Wednesday, January 18, 2017 7:01 PM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: maximum variance 5%

I hope this is where I should send my opinion on changing Alberta’s Electoral Boundaries.

I would like to see the number of voters per district to vary no more than 5% between districts.

thank you
Brian Gregg
Edmonton Centre
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From: Info - EBC
To:
Subject: Fw: Feedback
Date: Thursday, January 19, 2017 9:32:21 AM

From: Carmin Lastiwka 
Sent: Wednesday, January 18, 2017 5:47 PM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: Feedback
 
Hi there,

For my submission in regards to the constituency for Vermillion-Lloydminister I believe since it
has a smaller represented area as well as the proximity to Tofield I believe the border should
be moved to accommodate Tofield, the townspeople there are more likely to do business in
Ryley or Holden than Vegreville and have more common issues.

On the note of common issues many constituents travel from Willingdon and Two Hills area to
Vegreville to conduct their business, which means many of them come to the Vegreville office
hoping to receive help with provincial government matters and are dismayed to find out their
closest office is in St. Paul, these communities used to fall under the same jurisdiction in
Vegreville and are used to going to that office for their assistance and that person being their
MLA. I live in the constituency of Lac La Biche-St. Paul-Two Hills. I heard about the review
through facebook.

Thanks for considering my submission, should you wish to follow up my phone number is

Carmin Lastiwka
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From: Info - EBC
To:
Subject: Fw: NO MORE Politicians!
Date: Thursday, January 19, 2017 2:08:32 PM

________________________________________
From: yourECOfriend
Sent: Tuesday, January 17, 2017 9:05 AM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: NO MORE Politicians!

Alberta has gone so far in debt in the last year we don't need more politicians.

This is not the time.

We need to fix our government, not add to it.

Terry Kruse
Calgary, AB
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From: Info - EBC
To:
Subject: Fw: Electoral Boundary Changes
Date: Thursday, January 19, 2017 2:22:00 PM

From: Larry Hanson 
Sent: Tuesday, January 17, 2017 8:22 AM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: Electoral Boundary Changes
 
Upon reviewing the Alberta Electoral boundaries as based on population division, there seems to be
a large disparagement of population distribution by district. The highest population is Calgary SE at
79,034 compared to the lowest of Lesser Slave Lake of 30,094.
 
I recognize that it’s unfair to compare rural and urban ridings, but there should be a more even
dispersement of population between ridings. This may mean redrawing the urban area ridings or
even adding MLAs to urban areas to bring a more fair population based representation.
 
Kind regards,
 
Laurence Hanson
 

 
Red Deer-North
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From: Info - EBC
To:
Subject: Fw: electoral boundries
Date: Thursday, January 19, 2017 2:26:20 PM

________________________________________
From: Warren Steckelberg 
Sent: Monday, January 16, 2017 7:46 PM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: electoral boundries

As a resident of Edmonton I have always felt partially disenfranchised
because the number of voters in each city riding has been so much
higher than those in rural ridings.  The defence of this imbalance has
been that representatives of rural ridings have a so much greater
distance to travel to keep in touch with their constituents.  There is
need for some attention to this fact.  However, today's roads and
vehicles have made a very great improvement in the ability of our
legislators to cover their areas than was the case when the current
differential between rural and city ridings was established.

Therefore I urge that the new boundaries be drawn so that the number
of constituents in each riding be as nearly equal as possible, with
perhaps a fraction of differentiation for the rural ridings.
Realizing that it is impossible to draw boundaries to keep the number
of constituents exactly equal, it is urgent for good representative
democracy that the difference between the greatest number and lowest
number of constituents be kept to be no greater than 10%.

Please!
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From: Info - EBC
To:
Subject: Fw: Submission to the Alberta Electoral Boundaries Commission
Date: Thursday, January 19, 2017 2:33:05 PM

From: Alan Hall 
Sent: Monday, January 16, 2017 11:29 AM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: Submission to the Alberta Electoral Boundaries Commission
 
Hello,

Here is my proposal to equalize the populations of the 87 electoral divisions.

https://goo.gl/DcCPF0

I will submit a revised proposal after the 2016 Census figures are released on February 8.

Thanks and best wishes,

Alan Hall

P.S.  I was a Researcher for the 1996 Commission, and enjoy doing this stuff for fun.
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From: Info - EBC
To:
Subject: Fw: Alberta Electorial Boundaries Commission.
Date: Thursday, January 19, 2017 2:33:15 PM

From: Marjorie Bridge 
Sent: Monday, January 16, 2017 2:47 PM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: Alberta Electorial Boundaries Commission.
 
I wish to submit a comment with regard to my boundary. I wish to be put back within the
boundary of the MD of Bighorn for the following reasons.

I now live in Canmore, but the Town will not include my neighbours and I within it's Urban
Growth Boundary, which we object to. We have approximately 4.42 acres between us.

In 1991, this land was in the MD of Bighorn, which we would prefer. However, the Town of
Canmore negotiated a contentious deal with the MD to get Harvie Heights Hamlet enclosed
within Canmore.  The Harvie Heights people objected voraciously and so it was decided that
this small strip of land, about 1 kilometre of road be included within the Town of Canmore
Boundary, Canmore claiming that they needed the land for future development.  This was all
recorded in the local papers. However, I leased this land (the old Forest Rangers' Station - 2.44
acres) from the Provincial Government in 1992 and subsequently purchased it a few years
later. My neighbours bought theirs from the current owner as it had been sold a few years
prior to my moving into my half of the Ranger Station.

We have tried to have the land subdivided and developed into medium priced and subsidised
housing for low income workers several times over the course of 25 years and have been told
by the Mayor at the time, Ron Casey, and his friend, John Borrowman, who is now the mayor
that we will never be able to develop it as long as he is around.

It has cost us thousands of dollars, we are not on a wildlife habitat patch or breeding ground
or wildlife corridor.  The planning department say they do not intend to have the land
developed and therefore I request that we be put back within the MD of Bighorn, where we
were before. 

I would be glad of your feedback to this frustrating problem.

Yours sincerely,

Marjorie Rose Bridge.
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Submission to the Electoral Boundaries Commission 2017  
January 16, 2016 

By Irene Hunter and Marie Pang 

Together, we come as representatives of an Edmonton Women’s Breakfast group who meet 
monthly to discuss the political situation in Alberta and Canada. Our membership hails from 
nearly every riding in the City of Edmonton.  

Most of us women take a keen interest in the Alberta Electoral Boundaries Commission of 2017. 
We encourage the size of the Alberta Legislature to remain at 87 seats and we look forward to 
the 2017 proposed Electoral Division Areas to be more equal in population.  

First, I’d like to explain to anyone who does not live in the large metro cities of Calgary or 
Edmonton, the way we live. Our community leagues though the sizeable 3000-8000 residents do 
not isolate us; we rely on our entire city for our needs and services. Like the Breakfast Club 
women who come from all corners of the city, Edmonton residents use the entire city to shop, 
play, attend religious and spiritual groups, take part in leisure and recreation activities, attend 
educational facilities as well as attend to our medical needs.  

Our electoral districts do not provide all services either, for example Edmonton-Riverview, 
population of 45,517 residents where I live does not have a post office, no library, no swimming 
pool nor a high school however, Riverview has a university and an ice arena.  Our junior high and 
high school students ride the public transit to school. City dwellers often ride bus or take rapid 
transit to work since rush hour traffic in the morning and evening can take 2 hours each way. 
Our cities are prone to traffic jams and gridlocks.  

Like city residents, Metro MLA’s often travel outside of the riding boundaries to reach and 
support constituents and act as provincial representatives for City, Province, National and Global 
events. Metro MLA’s can be seen at International events, National Health Councils, Global 
Conferences, City Festivals and greeting visiting dignitaries. They are also seen presenting 
funding cheques to various organizations since headquarters are often in Edmonton. 

Personally, I have seen urban MLA’s at Ghandi dinners, Alberta Global Council conferences, 
International Speakers event, International Peace Day and Daughter’s Day, at Gay Parades, 
Women’s Marches, Environment week, Heritage Days and Book talks. Most often these events 
are out of their ridings.  

Urban MLA’s face similar traffic and parking problems as metro residents. To avoid traffic snarls 
and find parking spaces which are both a premium financially and numbers one leaves earlier.  
Once I witnessed Rachel Notley before becoming our new premier circling the block in apparent 
desperation to find street parking so that she may give the opening speech at a Women’s Day 
March at the University of Alberta which is out of her riding.  

Urban MLA’s are extra ordinarily busy so they don’t need extra large ridings.  

We also are supportive of using the Federal 2016 census stats that are to be released in 
February of 2017 rather than Municipal surveys which have been challenged by Alberta 
Municipal affairs, specific to the issue of permanent residents versus non permanent (shadow) 
residents. For our calculations we will use the provided best estimates from Alberta Treasury 
Board and Finance and Statistics Canada anticipating the differences to be slight. If stats are 
disportionate, may we have the ability to adjust? 1. 
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Our Recommendations  

1. That the size of the Alberta Legislature remains the same. 

The 2009/10 Alberta Electoral boundaries Commission failed to do the hard work of redrawing 
the provincial boundaries to reflect the increased population in cities and simply increased the 
number of seats and continued making hybrid rural-urban ridings. The 2006 Canadian Census 
(Stats Canada) used was 4 years old.  

The table below compares the number of MLA/MNA’s in the 4 largest Canadian provinces.2. 

Province 
Population 

2011 Census 
# of 

MLA 
Population 

per  MLA 
Land Area 

(KM2) 
Area per 

MLA 
Ontario 12,851,821 107 120,110 917,741   8,577 
Quebec 7,903,001 125 63,224 1,365,128   10,921 
British Columbia 4,400,057 85 51,765 925,186 10,885 
Alberta 3,645,257 87 41,900 642,317 7,383 
Alberta (2017) 4,252,789 87 48,883 642,317 7,383 

According to the table, Alberta has the most MLA’s per population and per land size. The cost of 
adding more MLA’s is not feasible or reasonable. 

2. That Good Governance and the Laws of election be followed to meet needs of             
ALL Albertans 

That good governance and electoral rights as defined in the Charter of Rights and Freedom be 
followed to meet the needs of all Albertans. 2. 

Indicators of unfair representation: 
• When government legislation differs from public opinion  
• When entitlement sets in 44 years of one party governance 
• When the right to fair transition of government is thwarted  

 
Historical Progression of democratic rights for Albertans 

• In the late 1980’s, the Alberta Government challenged the Electoral Rights of the 
Charted of Rights and Freedom. In April 1989, Madame Justice McLaghlin granted an 
order stating that the British Columbia provincial election boundaries were inconsistent 
with the right to vote in section 3 of the Charter. A population variance of 25% above or 
below the norm should not be tolerated. At the time, Alberta had 51 constituencies over 
or below the acceptable variance. 3.  

• In December 1990, the government introduced legislation to reform the discrepancies 
and the challenge was dropped. It provided for 43 urban and 40 rural ridings. To 
overcome the discrepancies, it created ‘hybrid constituencies’ consisting of urban and 
rural votes, and thereby diluting the urban voice. 4. 

• Since 1990, Alberta has decreased the number of constituencies which are outside of 
the acceptable variance from 51% to 11.4%.  

• 2010 Boundaries, the largest discrepancy was Dunvegan-Central Peace population 
24,584 and a variance of 40% and Calgary-Hawkwood 47,686 and a variance of 17%. The 
voting disparity between the 2 ridings reached 57%.  
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Today in Alberta.  Alberta Electoral Boundaries Website 2017 used for following calculations: 

• 26 years later, Alberta has 87 constituencies. Edmonton (19) and Calgary (25) together have 44 
constituencies with the rest of Alberta accounting for 43 constituencies. Respectfully the totals 
are 973,409 and 1,317,772 for a total of 2,291,181 and for the rest of Alberta the population 
total is 2,291,181. 5. 

• In 2017, Dunvegan-Central Peace-Notley will have a population of 25,192, whereas Calgary 
South-East will be at 79,034. In terms of individual voting power, Dunvegan-Central Peace-
Notley vote would count 3 times to Calgary-SouthWest. 

• Manitoba allows for a variance of 10% except for the region above latitude 53 and BC is 
proposing a variance of 15% for 12 constituencies. The Province of Manitoba allows for a 
variance of 10% except frt regions above the 53 parallel. 

• The Province of British Columbia is proposing a variance of above /below 15% for 12 electoral 
districts. 6 The 2017 Alberta Electoral Boundaries commission has 29 electoral districts 
above/below a variance of 15%. 

To provide fair and just representation the current variance of 25% should be decreased. Based on 
48,883 provincial quotient, Edmonton should have 20 constituencies and Calgary would have 27 
while the rest of Alberta has 40 constituencies. 
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From: Info - EBC
To:
Subject: Fw: Push back the deadline!
Date: Thursday, January 19, 2017 2:34:24 PM

From: Ann Gariano 
Sent: Sunday, January 15, 2017 10:03 PM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: Push back the deadline!
 
Let us use the best, most recent data that the commission itself will be using. Push
back the deadline so that we can use the 2016 census!

Ann Gariano 
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From: Info - EBC
To:
Subject: Fw: Alberta Electoral Boundaries
Date: Thursday, January 19, 2017 2:34:41 PM

From: MARY ANNE HENDERSON 
Sent: Sunday, January 15, 2017 11:30 AM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: Alberta Electoral Boundaries
 
Good Day
I am just writing to voice my opinion regarding the Alberta electoral boundary reform. Alberta has seen a
significant increase in population that makes this reform very important to democracy in this province. I
would like to submit my believe that the commission should base electoral boundary reform on the latest
census data. Not only should the reform concentrate on ensuring the boundaries are fair to Albertans, but
basing the electoral boundaries on accurate census data will ensure that MLAs are able to effectively
represent their constituents by ensuring that ridings have an equitable number of constituents in each.

If you require follow-up to my email, please feel free to contact me at this address.

Regards
Maryanne Henderson

Edmonton, Alberta
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January 13, 2017 

Re: Comments to Alberta Electoral Boundaries Commission 

Thank you for the opportunity to have input into the Alberta boundaries for legislature representation. 

My main comment would be that we do not increase the number of MLA’s from the present 
number.  My argument is based on the following criteria.  

The State of California and the Province of Alberta have very similar demographics in that both jurisdictions have their 
population based in a few large metropolitan areas. Both jurisdictions’ populations are primarily urban. 

Basic Statistics: 

    California   Alberta 

Population   39,140,000   4,500,000 

Legislature/MLS members  80    87 

Senators    40 

Total Representation   120    87 

Representation per member  326,166   51,724 

 

Based on the above statistics I feel it would be prudent and fiscally responsible to adjust the boundaries to reflect a 
larger number of members per constituency as opposed to increasing the number of MLAs. 

In this age of new modes of communication our MLAs now rely on electronic modes of communication more and more.  
Thus, by increasing the number of members in a constituency the ability to communicate would not be adversely 
affected.  

As far as trading areas go, the population is now very mobile and people now work, shop, worship and socialize outside 
the area they live in more than ever. I feel that using the above criteria (work, shopping, worshiping, socializing, etc.) to 
increase the number of MLA’s is no longer a valid argument. The population will soon adjust to new constituency 
boundaries. 

The ability to represent 50,000 or 100,000 constituents would have little effect on services, provided the MLA has the 
ability to have staff to match the required work load. More MLAs does not necessarily mean better government. 

I feel the present number of MLAs is adequate for them to carry out their fiduciary responsibilities to govern the 
Province of Alberta in a responsible manner. 

Thank you,     

Don Gustafson 
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From: Info - EBC
To:
Subject: Fw: Alberta"s Constituency Boundaries Review
Date: Thursday, January 19, 2017 2:34:58 PM

From: Ryan Berry 
Sent: Saturday, January 14, 2017 1:17 PM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: Alberta's Constituency Boundaries Review
 
It is only fair in a representative democracy that all people are equally represented. The new
Alberta electoral boundaries should ensure that each riding has an equitable number of
residents, within a reasonable variance. In the past, rural ridings with small populations have
had a disproportionate influence in the legislature. This should be adjusted so that people
living in dense urban ridings have just as much voice.

Ryan Berry
Edmonton, AB
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From: Info - EBC
To:
Subject: Fw: Ridings
Date: Thursday, January 19, 2017 2:35:05 PM

From: Jim Tra 
Sent: Saturday, January 14, 2017 12:58 PM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: Ridings
 
If you are going to re-evaluate the current ridings please just adjust the boundaries. Do not
create more ridings just because of the population increase. Albertans are already way over
governed and we do not need any more politicians.
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From: Info - EBC
To:
Subject: Fw: Boundaries, Submission Date and Census Data
Date: Thursday, January 19, 2017 2:35:19 PM

From: Steven VN 
Sent: Saturday, January 14, 2017 9:56 AM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: Boundaries, Submission Date and Census Data
 
Hello,

I am writing to ask you to please delay the submission deadline from the 8th. 

Given that the next round of census data is released on the 8th, this data will not be able to be
considered if your submission deadline is the 8th. 

Now, these common-sense approaches are foreign to the NDP in Alberta...I know, but here's
to hoping!

If this is not delayed, it is yet one more example of the NDP not listening to the residents of
Alberta. 

Steve 
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From: Info - EBC
To:
Subject: Fw: Submission deadline
Date: Thursday, January 19, 2017 2:35:27 PM

From: Susy Cote 
Sent: Friday, January 13, 2017 8:28 PM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: Submission deadline
 
Hi,

I think you should extend the period for written submissions on the electoral boundary re-
design so that the 2016 census data is available to people in formulating their comments. 

Sincerely,
Susanne Cote

, Calgary
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From: Info - EBC
To:
Subject: Fw: Electoral boundaries
Date: Thursday, January 19, 2017 2:46:05 PM

________________________________________
From: Margot 
Sent: Friday, January 13, 2017 2:55 PM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: Electoral boundaries

I think this is the wrong time to redraw boundaries.  Because of the downturn in the oil patch, Calgary's population
has dropped off.  In the meantime, the government has greatly expanded the civil service in Edmonton.  Doing this
now would give an incorrect advantage to Edmonton based on population that would be out of sync with the normal
population situation in the province.  Also, many Fort Mac residents are still not back home yet which would also
scew the population densities.

Margot Hodgson

Sent from my iPad

EBC-2016/17-302



From: Info - EBC
To:
Subject: Fw: a comment for the Alberta Electoral BOundaries Commission
Date: Thursday, January 19, 2017 2:46:22 PM

From: Ken & Lorraine Weller 
Sent: Friday, January 13, 2017 2:14 PM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: a comment for the Alberta Electoral BOundaries Commission
 
To Whom it may Concern                      Jan. 13, 2017
 
Somehow, all levels of government must come up with a formula for fair representation of all
Canadians at the 3 levels of government but this event is for provincial boundaries.
 
(I do not know the urban versus rural representative count for Alberta provincially at this time.  Can’t
seem to find this stat on the internet).
 
There is no need for MORE REPRESENTATIVES coming out of the URBAN centers, yes, the high
concentrations of voters, but really the diversity of their needs is LESS within the small area of the
city, compared to the diversity of needs in many RURAL areas with must less populations.
 
We also need to note, that some urban communities have DECREASED their populations since the
last census 2011.
 
How about constructing a system in ALBERTA that:
 
Urbans:
---- for every incorporated city with a population of 1,000,000 or more  eight representatives
----for every incorporated city with a population of 500,000 to 999,999  six representatives
----for every incorporated city with a population of 100,000- 499,999 four representatives
----for incorporated cities 50,000 to 99,999    three representatives
----for incorporated cities 20,000 to 49,999 two representatives
----for incorporated cities up to 20,000 one representative
 
Going by the 2015 population census of Alberta’s 18 listed cities, the above table would see
elected 46 representatives of urban centers.   That would leave 87-46 = 41 rural representatives.
Not quite equal, but there are  seven (7)  cities of populations under 20,000 ,  five (5) of which are
under 15,000.  One could state that these cities are RURAL centers.
 
Rurals:
----there should be a limit to the total miles from one constituency border across to the next, say;  ?
400 km  (how are the rural boundaries selected now?)
----similar geographics should be included in each  constituency, say:  foothills and mountains;
prairies;  parklands; forests;
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----northern remoteness comes into the equation for sure……(somehow….. maybe the reps here
need air mile accounts…… lol)
----if areas are too diverse, they should be divided and each have a representative, boundaries
placed more to the geographic factors of the areas.
 
 
Bottom line:   the URBAN number of representatives should almost MATCH the number of RURAL
representatives.
Thus, AB has to decrease the number of URBAN constituencies and increase the number of RURAL
constituencies.
 
Perhaps these suggestions can help.

Thank you,
 
Lorraine Weller
Calgary-Hawkwood
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From: Info - EBC
To:
Subject: Fw: Deadline
Date: Thursday, January 19, 2017 2:47:15 PM

________________________________________
From: Chase Mayer 
Sent: Thursday, January 12, 2017 2:35 PM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: Deadline

Good afternoon,

I am writing to request that the deadline for written submissions to Alberta Electoral Boundaries Commission be
extended. StatsCan data is released on the same day as the deadline. This is a reasonable request, and granting such
a request will allow sufficient time to analyze the most recent StatsCan data. This will ensure that changes to the
electoral districts are not politically motivated.

Chase Mayer

Sent from my iPhone
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Redistribution: - Redrawing the electoral map for greater fairness  
 
  The purpose of redistribution is to redraw the riding boundaries so as to give all 
voters an equal say. Your task is to readjust the constituency boundaries so as to 
put the same number of voters in each, and avoid gerrymandering for the benefit of 
one party.  
 
Should Rural Constituencies Have Fewer Voters? 
  The number of voters in a rural constituency should be the same as the number of 
voters in an urban constituency. Both deserve the same degree of representation.  
  I do not accept that rural constituencies should have fewer voters because the 
distances are larger. The population density is decreasing in rural areas, and the 
remaining population is concentrated in the towns. When one farmer farms 
thousands of acres, there are few truly rural voters. Rural constituencies will have 
to get bigger. 
  In today’s world, we no longer need to meet face to face thanks to the internet, 
email, and Skype. Young people are used to conferencing via internet devices. 
Everyone has a cell phone. MLAs can just as easily contact voters in Edmonton as 
in Fort Vermillion. Distance is no longer an issue. The size of the riding does not 
matter.  Each MLA must be representing the same number of voters. 
  The smaller cities, like Fort McMurray, Grande Prairie, and Vegreville have the 
same box stores and curved sub-divisions as Edmonton. Why are the 23,000 voters 
of Dunvegan-Central Peace and the 26,000 of Fort McMurray-Conklin twice as 
worthy as the 52,000 voters of Spruce Grove-St. Albert and Calgary-Northern 
Hills? 
 
Anticipate Future Population Changes 
  We should also try to anticipate future population changes. We know that the 
outer rims of Edmonton and Calgary are scheduled for continued development, and 
the new homes are going to result in a large population growth. Unless these 
constituencies start with fewer voters, in ten years they will be grossly under 
represented.    
  In the same way, by looking at recent trends, we can predict which areas will 
continue to decline in population. In these regions, we should start with extra 
voters, so that in ten years there won’t be a large disparity. 
 
Who is Against a Fair Redistribution? 
- Rural areas that presently have more power than their numbers warrant. 
- Rural MLAs who might lose their soft jobs and large travel allowances. 
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In conclusion, the citizens of Alberta do not want more M.L.A.s. Both the 
Wildrose and New Democrats represent rural ridings, which will have to become 
larger in the interest of fairness. Redistribution is going to cause some crying, but 
please put equality first. We hope the result of your work be fair to all Albertans.  
 
 
Ken Zinyk 

 
Edmonton, Alberta 
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From: Info - EBC
To:
Subject: Fw: Election etc
Date: Friday, January 20, 2017 9:19:45 AM

________________________________________
From: lpeter 
Sent: Thursday, January 12, 2017 12:19 PM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: Election etc

With such an increase in number of voters it is high time you start to
restructure our anarchistic voting system to represent democratically
voter interest
by changing to  a form of proportional election system.
Consequently, boundaries then become less important and not so much
subject to meandering by the party in power.
Wouldn't that be nice!   ..Peter
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From: Info - EBC
To:
Subject: Fw: Please extend the deadline
Date: Friday, January 20, 2017 9:23:02 AM

________________________________________
From: Bill Cook
Sent: Wednesday, January 11, 2017 7:52 PM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: Please extend the deadline

Hi folks,

I plan to submit comments to the Electoral Boundary Commission, but I recently learned that the current deadline
(Feb. 8) is the same day that StatsCanada releases its 2016 Census results. I believe it is important to extend the
submission deadline to allow people to consider the latest data before submitting comments.

Thank you for your attention,

William Cook

Sherwood Park, AB 
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From: Info - EBC
To:
Subject: Fw: Electoral Boundaries Reform
Date: Friday, January 20, 2017 9:23:43 AM

________________________________________
From: Cliff Jamieson 
Sent: Wednesday, January 11, 2017 5:05 PM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: Electoral Boundaries Reform

I would like to appeal to the Alberta government to delay the deadline for the written submissions until February 28.
This will allow written submissions to include the most current Statscan census data which is due to be released on
February 28. A decision not to delay extend the written submission period would be nonsensical and would lead to
submissions submitted based on out-dated information. I trust that this is an oversight on the part of the government.

Thanks

Cliff Jamieson

Calgary Ab

Sent from my iPad
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From: Info - EBC
To:
Subject: Fw: Push back the submission deadline...
Date: Friday, January 20, 2017 9:41:38 AM

From: Ron Richardson 
Sent: Tuesday, January 10, 2017 12:53 PM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: Push back the submission deadline...
 
So that people can see the latest census data before submitting.   Duh.

Sent from my Bell Samsung device over Canada's largest network.
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From: Info - EBC
To:
Subject: Fw: Please, push back the date
Date: Friday, January 20, 2017 9:44:05 AM

________________________________________
From: Chandra Clarke 
Sent: Tuesday, January 10, 2017 10:35 AM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: Please, push back the date

To the hardworking people of the AEBC,

Thank you for the opportunity to provided feed back. I recently read an article that brought to light the fact that the
2016 census data will not be available to the public until February 8. Please, push back the deadline for written
submissions so that we can use the best data to formulate our submissions. Also, please consider improving the
online submission process to allow for attachments.

Again, thank you and all the best to your team as you move forward with this important work.

Sincerely,

Chandra Clarke
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From: Info - EBC
To:
Subject: Fw: Date for submissions re electoral reform
Date: Friday, January 20, 2017 9:50:46 AM

From: Richard and Laurie Mack 
Sent: Tuesday, January 10, 2017 3:02 AM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: Date for submissions re electoral reform
 
Could you please push back the deadline for written submissions for
provincial electoral reform so that we can use the best possible data.  It will
only make a difference of a few weeks if we wait for the 2016 census
information.  Thank you for considering our request.

Richard & Laurie Mack
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From: Info - EBC
To:
Subject: Fw: Push Back Deadline for Written Submissions
Date: Friday, January 20, 2017 9:52:19 AM

From: Karlie Nelson 
Sent: Monday, January 9, 2017 4:13 PM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: Push Back Deadline for Written Submissions
 
Hello,

I'm writing to express my concern about the deadline for written submissions on the electora
boundary review. I would like to participate in the process by providing my input, but feel that
input would be more constructive if I had the 2016 census data first. Therefore I'm hoping you
will consider pushing back the deadline from Feb 8 to Feb 28th.

Thanks for your time,

Karlie Nelson
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From: Info - EBC
To:
Subject: Fw: Delaying the written submission date
Date: Friday, January 20, 2017 9:53:02 AM

________________________________________
From: Jason Ronald 
Sent: Monday, January 9, 2017 4:05 PM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: Delaying the written submission date

To the Alberta Electoral Boundaries Commission,

It has come to my attention that you are redrawing the electoral boundaries for ridings within our province.
This seems like an important thing to do, we want to ensure everyone is as close to equally represented as possible.

It has also come to my attention, however, that unless you delay the submission timeline till the end of February you
will be using old data.
Choosing to delay the cutoff for written submissions by a mere two weeks could allow for the incorporation of data
released from the most recent national census.

In a province as dynamic and quick-changing as Alberta, it is highly important to use the most relevant data
possible.

Please delay the written submission date to no sooner than February 22.

Regards,

Jason Ronald
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From: Info - EBC
To:
Subject: Fw: Please push back the commissions deadline to Feb 28, to allow citizens to incorporate new Stat"s Canada

data in their submissions.
Date: Friday, January 20, 2017 9:53:29 AM

From: Sam Gunsch 
Sent: Monday, January 9, 2017 3:58 PM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: Please push back the commissions deadline to Feb 28, to allow citizens to incorporate new
Stat's Canada data in their submissions.
 
to:

Please consider my request as in the subject line:
1( Please push back the commissions deadline to at least Feb 28, to allow citizens to
incorporate new Stat's Canada data in their submissions.
 
I am responding to and agree with the arguments in this alert:
The commission needs to push back the deadline for written submissions a few weeks to Feb.
28, 2017 in order to give Albertans the necessary time to consider and analyze the latest data
and integrate it into their submissions.
If the commission does not push back its deadline and does not give Albertans the time to
analyze and consider the latest census data this first round of written submissions will be of
poor quality, of little use to the commission and ultimately a waste of its time and of the time
of Albertans who are going to the effort of participating in this critical process.
==================
It makes a very sound point. The Commission will not be materially delayed in its work by
permitting the extended deadline for submission.
2)  And also, please redesign your online submission form to allow attachments. 
Thank you.
 
Sam Gunsch

Edm AB

 

This email has been checked for viruses by Avast antivirus software. 
www.avast.com
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From: Info - EBC
To:
Subject: Fw: Please Extend Deadline to February 28
Date: Friday, January 20, 2017 9:53:50 AM

From: Zachary Penner 
Sent: Monday, January 9, 2017 2:11 PM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: Please Extend Deadline to February 28
 
Good Day,

I am writing to urge the Commission to extend the deadline to February 28 for the first round
of submissions. I intend to use the Census data for my submission and as you are aware the
first round will not be available until February 8, the date of your initial deadline.

It makes no sense to have a deadline that denies us the ability to use the most up-to-date
census date in our submission, especially since your mandate explicitly mentions the 2016
census.

Regards,
Zack Penner

Edmonton AB 
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From: Info - EBC
To:
Subject: Fw: Gerrymandering prevention
Date: Wednesday, January 25, 2017 2:04:26 PM

From: Shane Knysh 
Sent: Tuesday, January 24, 2017 2:11 PM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: Gerrymandering prevention
 
Greetings!

I am interested in what if any processes are in place to prevent gerrymandering. I like that he
Commission has a clear set of goals stated and I like that in Alberta and Canada we have less
or less obvious politically motivated jurisdictions. Is there anything in place to prevent and
protect against party based advantages?

Thanks
Shane
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From: Info - EBC
To: Leah Kirtio
Subject: Fw: Alberta Electoral Boundary Commission Submission
Date: Wednesday, January 25, 2017 2:05:21 PM

From: 
Sent: Monday, January 23, 2017 2:59 PM
To: Info - EBC
Cc: reddeer.north@assembly.ab.ca
Subject: Alberta Electoral Boundary Commission Submission
 
Alberta Electoral Boundary

January 2017. 

Previous Alberta Electoral Boundary Commissions have taken special efforts to preserve the power
of Alberta’s rural voters.  When Alberta’s population was primarily rural, rural power was legitimate. 
When urban population growth outpaced rural growth, Electoral Commissions created devices to
ignore where the Albertans actually lived, rouses preserving power disproportionally.  While the
rhetoric was simpler than the deferments and epicycles used to explain the Ptolemaic System of
Planetary Orbit, the effect was the same.  Obfuscation!  My goal here is promote electoral
boundaries that treat all Albertans equally.  After this discussion, I will debunk one popular reason
for deviating from the principle of one person, one vote. 

Our neighboring provinces do better; their electoral districts have nearly equal number of electors. 
They do so because their politics are different.  There is no advantage to gerrymandering because
voters change party allegiance from time to time.  An advantage to one party would become the
other party’s advantage in some future election.  Further, because Alberta voters outside of
Edmonton and Calgary always elect Conservative MLA’s, wide-sweeping rules favoring one party
over another are dressed up as a defense of principle rather than as a crude power grab.  Rural
Alberta has always held a hammer.  They use it.  They want it still.  As urban Alberta grows,
defending this disparity becomes trickier.  Now is the time to ignore the sophistry that supports the
notion that the space between voters should determine our representation.  

In the late 1990’s, I presented to the electoral boundary commission.  There I heard that the cities
could get by with fewer MLAs than rural Alberta because the cities all had the same interests.  It was
as if cows or crops in rural Alberta were all different and needed special management
considerations.  One management consideration is the claim that since their districts are so large,
effective MLA service requires fewer electors; service area trumped the number of people served.  I
wonder if the supporters of this theory ever spent time in traffic in Edmonton or Calgary or even in
our smaller cities.  When I lived in rural Alberta, I spent less time travelling across large electoral
divisions than travelling through Calgary or Edmonton.  The space between us is no justification for
unequal representation in this age of good roads and fast vehicles.  And everyone knows it. 
Distances within an electoral district has no impact on effective service.  Voter disparity is nothing
more than a device to hold onto power.  So too is the two culture theory of rural and urban purity. 

My thesis is that setting electoral boundaries is about distributing power and that this distributed
power should leave all electors equal.  Other considerations are secondary.  Our last redistricting
created some urban/rural districts.  Excellent but expect blowback and deal with it.  In my lifetime,
rural folk are comfortable shopping in urban centres, going to school in urban centres, and
worshipping in urban centres.  For generations, rural voters have found work in urban centres while
countless urbanites work in rural settings.  Sometimes electors cross boundaries and inter-marry. 
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None of this mixing has been problematic.  If our two “cultures” don’t always understand or agree
with each other, intermingling can only help.  Of course, application of egalitarian principles is not
easy.

There are reasons why boundaries exist.  Boundaries reflect geographic facts, as well as social,
economic, and cultural ties.  Electoral boundaries reflecting where people live and work are
desirable in so far as possible.  Friends who live outside of Red Deer have found themselves in
different districts with each boundary change.  Perhaps it is unavoidable.  Your task is challenging,
requiring careful study and reflection.  Rather than preserving old and dated power structures, focus
on doing equality better.  Best wishes. 

Dale Boddy                            

Please Note:  I filled out all this information on the web-page.  I hit the send button and was told the
address was out of date.  Disappointing.  Inferior service does not promote the goals of this process. 

 

I know about this commission by reading, by knowledge of the legislation and generally paying
attention.

Kim Schreiner:   Please confirm your receipt of this e-mail by acknowledging receipt.  thanks.
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From: Info - EBC
To:
Subject: Fw: Concern about an Alberta Electoral Boundary
Date: Wednesday, January 25, 2017 2:05:28 PM

From: JUDITH L BOPP 
Sent: Monday, January 23, 2017 1:42 PM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: Concern about an Alberta Electoral Boundary
 
Dear folks at the Alberta Electoral Boundaries Commission,

We are writing to share our own particular dissatisfaction with the constituency in which we
have been placed. We live about 21 km west and north of Cochrane, but have been placed
in the Airdrie constituency. Our address is 270240 Range Road 54.

This means that we are separated from most of our neighbours, who are in the Banff-
Cochrane riding. We have no ties whatsoever with Airdrie. We never heard from any of the
candidates in the run up to the provincial election, and we have never subsequently heard
from our MLA. She cannot possibly represent us, since she has no interest in us
whatsoever. We get our mail in Cochrane (which is a 15 minute drive away on the main
roads), this is where we do our shopping, meet friends, work out at the local gym, belong to
the Rotary Club, etc., etc. In other words, Cochrane and its immediate surroundings is our
“neighbourhood”. And yet, we are stuck in the Airdrie riding, which is a long drive away on
back roads and has no natural connections to us whatsoever. 

You seem to have carved out a small deviation westward at the southwest corner of the
Airdrie constituency that includes our home. Cannot this be corrected? The number of
people that this would remove from the Airdrie riding and place in the Cochrane-Banff riding
is surely not large enough to make a difference to your numbers.

Please tell us how the existing boundaries were determined and whether there is any
chance that this can be changed. 
Please feel free to contact us if we can be of any further help in explaining our concerns.
You can reach us at this email address or by phone .

Sincerely,
Judie Bopp
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From: Info - EBC
To:
Subject: Fw: Alberta Electoral Boundaries
Date: Thursday, January 26, 2017 9:42:44 AM

From: P. G. Skinner 
Sent: Saturday, January 21, 2017 4:40 PM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: Alberta Electoral Boundaries
 
I'd love to go to a public hearing and take part in this process of re evaluating Alberta's
 electoral ‎boundaries, but...
The NDP has disposed of my job and I can't afford to drive anymore with the Carbon Tax. So...
   

Paul Skinner
Leduc. AB.

Sent from my BlackBerry 10 smartphone on the TELUS network.
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From: Info - EBC
To:
Subject: Fw: electoral boundaries
Date: Thursday, January 26, 2017 11:22:39 AM

From: Jan Murie 
Sent: Friday, January 20, 2017 9:56 PM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: electoral boundaries
 
Dear Commission Members,
  I write to urge you to redraw boundaries in such a way as to reduce the discrepancies in
number of voters between ridings.  No longer is it necessary to minimize the areas of rural
ridings--the internet and social media make it possible for constituents to contact their MLA
much more easily than in the past, and it is high time that rural and urban votes are more
equivalent than in the past.  Please give short shrift to the arguments to maintain many
smallish rural areas.
  Thank you.
  Jan Murie

Jan O. Murie

Edmonton AB 
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From: Info - EBC
To:
Subject: Fw: Census deadline: push it back
Date: Thursday, January 26, 2017 12:58:53 PM

________________________________________
From: Jolan Kent 
Sent: Monday, January 9, 2017 1:12 PM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: Census deadline: push it back

Please push back the deadline for written submissions so we can ensure the best data is used

Sent from my iPhone
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From: Info - EBC
To:
Subject: Fw: Census Data
Date: Thursday, January 26, 2017 12:59:00 PM

From: Michael Janz 
Sent: Monday, January 9, 2017 12:21 PM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: Census Data
 
Dear Commissioners,

I wanted to clarify which census data that you will be using.

I would ask you to delay the deadline for written submissions until Feb 28th— an
additional 20 days that would allow you to use the latest StatsCanada 2016 Census
population numbers which are scheduled to be released on the 28th.

This would make for a more accurate representation and better analysis. I do not
believe that a brief delay of a couple weeks would impact your ability to use the latest
data to make a sensible decision.

Michael Janz
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From: Info - EBC
To:
Subject: Fw: Let us the best data - Push back the written submission deadline
Date: Thursday, January 26, 2017 12:59:08 PM

From: Duncan Kinney 
Sent: Monday, January 9, 2017 12:50 PM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: Let us the best data - Push back the written submission deadline
 
Hello
My name is Duncan Kinney. I'm the executive director of a non-profit called Progress Alberta.
I plan on participating in a public hearing and submitting a written submission but there is an issue
that needs to be addressed by the Alberta Electoral Boundaries Commission immediately in order
for it to credibly do its job. 
The deadline for written submissions to Alberta Electoral Boundaries Commission is February, 8,
2017. StatsCanada is releasing the first population results from the 2016 census on February 8,
2017.
The commission needs to push back the deadline for written submissions a few weeks to Feb. 28,
2017 in order to give Albertans the necessary time to consider and analyze the latest data and
integrate it into their submissions.
If the commission does not push back its deadline and does not give Albertans the time to analyze
and consider the latest census data this first round of written submissions will be of poor quality, of
little use to the commission and ultimately a waste of its time and of the time of Albertans who are
going to the effort of participating in this critical process.
Especially given that the 2016 census data will be the data that's used by the commission to draw
its boundaries it's a disservice to Albertans to force them to rely on outdated 2011 census data for
their written submissions. 
From your Frequently Asked Questions page.

The Commission will obtain and consider census information, including that obtained in
the 2016 federal census (to be released in February 2017), to determine the current
populations of each of the 87 provincial constituencies, and any changes in that
population since the last Electoral Boundary Commission review in 2009-10.

Let us use the best, most recent data that the commission itself will be using. Push back the
deadline. 
A smaller but still important issue that needs to be addressed is that there is no way to add
attachments to a written submission that is submitted through the online form. Without being able
to attach anything to your submission there would be no maps, no appendices, no supporting
documents. By making it possible for people to add attachments to their online submission the
commission can ensure a higher quality written submission. 
​Thank you for your time. ​

​-dk​

-- 
Duncan Kinney
Executive Director
progressalberta.ca

4
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From: Info - EBC
To:
Subject: Fw: Written submissions deadline
Date: Thursday, January 26, 2017 12:59:31 PM

From: Terry Korman 
Sent: Monday, January 9, 2017 8:43 AM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: re: Written submissions deadline
 
Dear Sir or Madam:

Please postpone your deadline for written submissions regarding electoral boundary changes
until February 28th - the end of the month. 

This would be greatly appreciated, and would allow for a more accurately balanced appraisal
of size (what with the latest Census results), and thus lead to a more Democratic outcome (the
very purpose of your Commission).

Thank you,

Terry Korman 
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From: Info - EBC
To:
Subject: Fw: Census data
Date: Thursday, January 26, 2017 12:59:40 PM

From: Barret Weber 
Sent: Monday, January 9, 2017 7:00 AM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: Census data
 
Hello there,
I'm working in my formal submission to your commission and have noticed that the new
census data is not yet available. I would ask that you extend the submission deadline until the
newest data is made available. 
Thank-you for consuse ring this request. 
Best,
Barret Weber
Edmonton Centre NDP EDA President
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From: Info - EBC
To:
Subject: Fw: Census and redistribution of constituencies
Date: Thursday, January 26, 2017 12:59:47 PM

From: Linda Granholm 
Sent: Sunday, January 8, 2017 11:59 PM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: Census and redistribution of constituencies
 
Dear Madame Chairman and Committee members:

I note that the deadline for written submissions and the release of the 2016 census numbers
coincide. I would urge an extension for written submissions be made so writers can use
relevant numbers in their submissions. A better quality of submission will result if up-to-date
numbers are referred to and dare I suggest a better basis for future decisions will be formed
using the latest census. 
Thank you for your consideration. 

Linda Granholm
Edmonton 

 
Sent from my BlackBerry - the most secure mobile device - via the TELUS Network
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From: Info - EBC
To:
Subject: Fw: Provincial Electoral Map
Date: Thursday, January 26, 2017 1:00:15 PM

From: McArthur 
Sent: Sunday, January 8, 2017 8:06 PM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: Provincial Electoral Map
 
I encourage the Commission to let regular citizen of Alberta to use the latest census data
by delaying the deadline for written submissions until Feb. 28. The current deadline for
written submissions is Feb. 8th

By not giving us, the general Public, time to analyze and consider the latest census data in
this first round of written submissions the submissions will be of poor quality and ultimately
not very useful to the commission. The 2016 Census data will be what's used by you, the
Commission, to draw up the Provincial electoral map. Again, I urge the Commission to
delay a few weeks so that regular citizens have the same opportunities as the Commission
will have to consider the latest data.
 
Thanks
 
Brian McArthur

Cochrane AB
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From: Info - EBC
To:
Subject: Fw: Please delay submission deadline
Date: Thursday, January 26, 2017 1:00:21 PM

From:  on behalf of Roxie Gordey

Sent: Sunday, January 8, 2017 6:59 PM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: Please delay submission deadline
 
Hello!
 I would like to offer a suggestion in regards to the new electoral boundaries, but it works be
very difficult to do so without proper census data. Please consider delaying the submission
deadline so that the proper data can be interpreted and included in the debate 

In general, however, I would like to see greater efforts be made to diversify representation.
Rural ridings currently are too under populated and lead to unfair representation. In my home
city of Grande Prairie, the riding seems to be split between urban and rural residents. As a
result, the vote in my riding was very divided. 

Please take these things into consideration.

Thank you very much for your time and effort!
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From: Info - EBC
To:
Subject: Fw: Electoral Boundary Changes
Date: Thursday, January 26, 2017 1:00:28 PM

From: Bob McInnis 
Sent: Sunday, January 8, 2017 7:18 PM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: Electoral Boundary Changes
 

I appreciate all the work the commission is undertaking and the public engagement that will be occurring in January
and February. I am hoping that you will delay the deadline for written submissions until after the release of the 2016
Stats Canada data which should be released on February 8. I understand that you have deadlines and that there is
some urgency but since we are very unlikley to see a writ until spring 2019, it seems that adding another month to
your process, so that the latest population numbers can be used, would seem reasonable.

Make Today Remarkable,

Bob McInnis
Provocateur
Coach/Consultant

www.makeityourproblem.com
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From: Info - EBC
To:
Subject: Fw: Online survey
Date: Thursday, January 26, 2017 1:00:46 PM

________________________________________
From: Stephanie Robison
Sent: Sunday, January 8, 2017 2:23 PM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: Online survey

Please consider developing an online survey for us to convey our input, similar to the recent federal survey - that
was fantastic!

It's not like the matter is wide open. You're only considering changes within given boundaries. Empower all
Albertans to have a voice by designing an online survey which will gather the input you're seeking and couple it
with the public and written submissions.

Stephanie

EBC-2016/17-371



From: Info - EBC
To:
Subject: Fw: Alberta Electoral reform
Date: Thursday, January 26, 2017 1:00:59 PM

From: Robert Henderson 
Sent: Sunday, January 8, 2017 12:37 PM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: Alberta Electoral reform
 
Sir/madam;
1. Recommendation - reduce the number of sitting MLAs.
    Reason: The City of Calgary has 14 sitting Councillors at the municipal level, and
24 sitting Members of the Legislature at the provincial level.  Calgarians are better
represented by population in Edmonton, than they are in Calgary.  Reduce the size of
government.  Thank you.
 
Robert Henderson
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From: Info - EBC
To:
Subject: Fw: Website submission from Jim Davis
Date: Thursday, January 26, 2017 1:02:51 PM

From: Jim Davis <albertaebcwebsitesubmissions@gmail.com>
Sent: Sunday, January 8, 2017 10:47 AM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: Website submission from Jim Davis
 
Name

  Jim Davis

Email

 

Phone

 

Address

  edmonton
Map It

Submission

 

at a time we should be thinning out government and conserving money better spent on people hardest hit
by incompetent government you want to waste more cash on this. it's bad enough we spend near 10
million on lies that pop up everywhere there's a screen now you want to waste money on this. there's a
storm coming and this will add to the intensity if you go through with it.

How did you hear about the review?

 
Facebook
Newspaper
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From: Info - EBC
To:
Subject: Fw: Alberta Electoral Boundaries Commission
Date: Thursday, January 26, 2017 1:01:55 PM

________________________________________
From: Garry Harris 
Sent: Sunday, January 8, 2017 11:15 AM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: Alberta Electoral Boundaries Commission

Albertans cannot afford the extra taxes that will be required to pay for more provincial constituencies .

Take into account the recent migration from Alberta to other provinces because of unemployment and increase
taxation causing small business failure and the population increase is probably significantly reduced.

Garry Harris.
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From: Info - EBC
To:
Subject: Fw: response to boundary changes
Date: Thursday, January 26, 2017 1:01:51 PM

________________________________________
From: Linda Pyne 
Sent: Sunday, January 8, 2017 11:35 AM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: response to boundary changes

I think you are missing something very important

In my area of Taber Alberta we have been seeing  steady  growth of
Mexican Mennonites over several years. They come here for our health
care. They send their kids to our schools only to grade 6 because they
have no value in their lifestyle for education. THEY DO NOT RUN IN
ELECTIONS NOR DO THEY VOTE. You would be changing boundaries for a
growing population who do not vote.  they are also transient moving from
small community to small community looking for jobs and living with
family members. Save your time and money!!!

EBC-2016/17-379













































From: Info - EBC
To:
Subject: Fw: Rebalancing the Equation
Date: Thursday, January 26, 2017 1:55:33 PM

From: David Armstrong
Sent: Saturday, January 7, 2017 8:25 PM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: Rebalancing the Equation
 
Most rural constituencies have populations significantly less than constituencies in cities.  This
results in inequality in representation such that the vote by an MLA in rural areas has greater
value/strength that that of MLAs in urban areas.  Constituencies need to reflect one person/one vote
so that the needs of the city residents have more weight.
 
David Armstrong

Edmonton, AB
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From: Info - EBC
To:
Subject: Fw: Electoral Boundaries Feedback
Date: Friday, January 27, 2017 9:47:22 AM

From: Kerra Chomlak 
Sent: Friday, January 27, 2017 9:00 AM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: Electoral Boundaries Feedback
 
Alberta's electoral boundaries need to be revised to improve proportional representation.
More people are living in urban centres and they need to be represented fairly in the
Legislature. It is not appropriate for boundaries to be focused on land area, effectively giving
rural voters more power than urban voters.  
Thank you for considering this feedback.
Kerra Chomlak,
Leduc, AB
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From: Info - EBC
To:
Subject: Fw: Electoral Boundaries
Date: Friday, January 27, 2017 9:47:49 AM

________________________________________
From: Alain 
Sent: Thursday, January 26, 2017 8:29 PM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: Electoral Boundaries

It is imperative that Alberta has equal representation between rural and urban areas.  You need to create a formula
that will create such equal representation.  As an example you can add or multiply the physical area represented in
square kilometres X the number of people in every riding. You will have to insert several factors to make the
formula work but in the end we must have equal representation based on that criteria alone.
Looking at the last provincial election, Calgary & Edmonton alone gave us this disaster of a government we are
currently stuck with.  Looking at the last federal election, Montreal, Toronto and Vancouver alone gave us this
disaster we are stuck with at the federal level !!!  DO NOT MAKE THIS PROBLEM WORSE.

Sincerely,
Alain Leclerc
Rocky Mountain House AB

Sent from my iPad
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From: Info - EBC
To:
Subject: Fw:
Date: Friday, January 27, 2017 11:12:18 AM

________________________________________
From: J. Kimo Rogala 
Sent: Friday, January 6, 2017 6:32 PM
To: Info - EBC
Subject:

Hello,

Some input for you on future electoral divisions.

Please separate Banff/Canmore from Cochran.  Cochran belongs more to areas such as Airdrie or Bragg Creek than
with Banff/Canmore.

Thank you, James Rogala (Canmore resident)
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From: Info - EBC
To: Leah Kirtio
Subject: Fw: Alberta Electoral Boundaries
Date: Monday, January 30, 2017 9:36:37 AM

From: Joan Brown 
Sent: Sunday, January 29, 2017 2:44 PM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: Alberta Electoral Boundaries
 
My first , and really only, suggestion is that each riding has equal numbers of voters.
Gibson Brown
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From: Info - EBC
To:
Subject: Fw: Electoral oundary
Date: Monday, January 30, 2017 9:43:35 AM

From: Ottavio Savignano 
Sent: Saturday, January 28, 2017 10:40 AM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: Electoral oundary
 
Hello I am Ottavio Savignano.
I like to make the following Suggestion:
1) Reduce the number of MLA's to one per 100,000 people
2) Each riding should be 100,000 people +/_ 5%
NOTE: Ontario has 107MPP's with a population 4Xthat of Alberta.
With 50 less MLA's we could pay the rest better,and spend the rest on social housing.
Thanks,
Ottavio
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From: Info - EBC
To:
Subject: Fw: Electoral Boundary reforms
Date: Monday, January 30, 2017 1:52:18 PM

From: Debby Kronewitt-Martin 
Sent: Friday, January 6, 2017 2:07 PM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: Electoral Boundary reforms
 
Hello:

First and foremost, I am pleased that you are undertaking this exercise and that you are doing
it in an open ant transparent way.  This demonstrates honesty and integrity.

One of the primary issues facing provinces across Canada, as well as the Federal Government,
is the urban/rural divide and it's increasing impacts on various programs, including elections. 
While strict representation and distribution of funds and services based on population, sounds
initially like a fair way to organize elections and programs, it is also intensifies the impacts of
the urban/rural divide and does not address the issues.

When it comes to elections boundaries should consider as the primary condition,
representation by population.  It should also consider the different needs and challenges of
municipalities (including size and location) as well as rural areas. They should also consider the
practical capabilities of an elected official to represent that geographic area.   The current
boundaries do not appear to have any logical boundaries.  Some are long and thin and appear
to stretch out along highways, others combine rural and larger urban areas with distinctly
different needs, making it extremely difficult for representatives to balance the diverse needs.
Please, no gerrymandering.  This has happened historically and damages the integrity of the
entire process.  In summary, and by priority, the primary considerations for the electoral
boundaries should be:

1) Representation by population - primary but does not have to be completely equal numbers
in each boundary area.
2) Recognition of the diverse needs of the larger urban and rural areas - avoid having portions
of larger urban areas mixed in with rural areas
3) Boundaries that make sense - e.g. geographic divisions that create boundaries and distinctly
separate areas.
4) Boundaries that will allow elected officials to represent their areas, i.e. avoid configurations
that make it difficult for officials to travel to their entire constituency easily.
5) Special provisions to allow rural areas with small populations to have a voice.  This could be
in the form of requiring sub-committees to have representation by the MLAs of these areas.
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On a secondary note, several years ago I was in Norway.  At that time I was meeting with
political representatives of the urban centres.  They explained that a large portion of their
funding was provided by their Federal Government as that is the level of Government that
collected taxes.  While this was done at their Federal level, they did not have the second level
of Government that we have with provinces so I believe it could work at the provincial level
here. The money was distributed in a unique way.  Specifically, it was not distributed strictly by
service area or population. Instead the funds were distributed as follows:

- Each service area, e.g. Education, Seniors Services, Environmental Services, Transportation,
etc. set basic service standards that each area must adhere with.
- Funds were allocated based on a formula that considered both population and geographic
area covered.  It was a special formula that factored in both the high density population areas
(efficiency of scale), as well as the fact that it is often more costly to provide services in areas
that have a small population and a large geographic area.
- Funds for all service areas were provided as one sum.  They were not provided by numerous
different grant programs.  It was then left to the elected officials in the geographic area to
distribute the money to each program area, based on the needs of that area, as long as the
basic service standards were met.  In this way, if a geographic area had a decline in student
populations, and an increase in seniors residency needs, they could allocate the money
accordingly.  Likewise, areas that may have decent transportation (roadways) but increased
health care needs due to distances to medical care centres, had the ability to reallocate
funding accordingly.  This placed the decision making of strategic priorities on the political
representatives closest to the public, which the is counties, MD, municipal and school trustee
levels.   

I appreciate this would be a radical change, and it is a logical change because it would greatly
reduce the GoA administrative costs and decrease the time from collection of taxes to delivery
of services.  It gives the areas rural and urban autonomy to allocate funding to where it is
needed the most.  The elected officials I spoke with said this worked extremely well for them
and they could not understand how we managed to operate with the constant changes to
different grant programs.  

Thank you for the opportunity to express my views and ideas.

Regards,

Debby Kronewitt Martin

Edmonton, AB, T5X5X4
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From: Info - EBC
To:
Subject: Fw: Website Submission from Richard Wirth
Date: Monday, January 30, 2017 2:58:08 PM

From: Ryan Phillips
Sent: Friday, January 6, 2017 9:37 AM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: Website Submission from Richard Wirth
 
Name
 

Richard Wirth
 
Email
 

 
Phone
 

 
City/Town
 

St. Albert
 
Electoral Constituency
 

St. Albert
 
Submission
 

Boundaries need to change to properly fix the representation by population. The Spruce Grove - St.
Albert riding has approximately double the population in its riding than Fort McMurray- Conklin. Does
the member from Spruce Grove - St. Albert get two votes to the other member's one? No, of course
not.

One can argue that the population in rural areas is spread out and if we properly divided up
representation, the ridings would be too big. My answer to that is, with a less concentrated population,
the member's pressures will be more on travel than the intricate problems of urban representation. All
MLA's work hard to represent their constituents, so it shouldn't matter the physical riding size. Running
for election is a choice made by citizens. If you know your riding size is really large and you can't
manage the job to represent the same number of people as an urban MLA, don't run. With modern
technology, they can figure it out or find other ways to ensure they're reaching/communicating with
their constituents.

For far too long the urbans have been underrepresented in this province, likely for political gain by
certain political parties. It's time to properly divide up our province to ensure my voice is as equitable
as possible to someone in the north or south.
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Thanks
 
How did you hear about the review?
 

Householder (Direct Mail)
Facebook

 
Submitted on: 2017/01/06 at 9:06 am
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From: Info - EBC
To:
Subject: Fw: Website Submission from Larry Harris
Date: Monday, January 30, 2017 2:58:25 PM

From: Ryan Phillips
Sent: Friday, January 6, 2017 9:34 AM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: Website Submission from Larry Harris
 
Name
 

Larry Harris
 
Email
 

 
Phone
 

 
City/Town
 

 Wetaskiwin
 
Electoral Constituency
 

Drayton Valley
 
Submission
 

We live on the extreme east of this constituency, but we have no association with the Drayton district,
as it is too far away. It is over an hour to drive to Drayton, and only a half hour to Wetaskiwin. Our
common community interests are with Wetaskiwin, with which we would like to be adjoined. We are
involved much more there for shopping, health care, hospital,etc.

 
How did you hear about the review?
 

Householder (Direct Mail)
 
Submitted on: 2017/01/06 at 12:42 am
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From: Info - EBC
To:
Subject: Fw: Website Submission from Davis Lazoski
Date: Monday, January 30, 2017 2:58:32 PM

From: Ryan Phillips
Sent: Friday, January 6, 2017 9:34 AM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: Website Submission from Davis Lazoski
 
Name
 

Davis Lazoski
 
Email
 

 
Phone
 

 
City/Town
 

Edmonton
 
Electoral Constituency
 

Edmonton-Gold Bar
 
Submission
 

Two independent pieces of comment.

1. The commission notes that every riding should have population within 25% of the average. Yet this is
too high -- probably no riding should have no more than 5% deviation from the average. It is better to
cut up a community or region into two ridings than to deprive some Albertans of, effectively, 1/4+ of
their vote. 

2. It seems that the commission has sent every house in Alberta mail asking us to comment on
electoral boundaries. This must have cost a significant amount. Yet the commission provides no
information on its website, or on social media -- I've checked them all-- about what changes it is
proposing, or any areas in which Albertans should focus their comments. I appreciate the notice, and
the opportunity to comment. Yet I find it a waste of public funds to spend money advertising that
Albertans should comment, without giving any useful information on ways we could helpfully
comment.

Probably as a result of this the commission will receive a mass of unfocused, unclear comments. The
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commission will then need to waste extra time and resources categorising them, further making this
process difficult. This is a further waste of public funds. 

Seriously: it's not that hard to give an impartial summary of what is worth commenting on. And you
can always leave an "Other" box.

 
How did you hear about the review?
 

Householder (Direct Mail)
 
Submitted on: 2017/01/05 at 10:46 pm

EBC-2016/17-479



From: Info - EBC
To:
Subject: Fw: Website Submission from Jerry Chou
Date: Monday, January 30, 2017 2:58:40 PM

From: Ryan Phillips
Sent: Friday, January 6, 2017 9:32 AM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: Website Submission from Jerry Chou
 
Name
 

Jerry Chou
 
Email
 

 
Phone
 

 
City/Town
 

Calgary
 
Electoral Constituency
 

Calgary- Mountain View
 
Submission
 

I want representational boundaries redrawn to create equal areas based on population.
 
How did you hear about the review?
 

Other - Wife
 
Submitted on: 2017/01/05 at 9:13 pm
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From: Info - EBC
To:
Subject: Fw: Website Submission from Sylvie Croteau-Willard
Date: Monday, January 30, 2017 2:58:51 PM

From: Ryan Phillips
Sent: Friday, January 6, 2017 9:31 AM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: Website Submission from Sylvie Croteau-Willard
 
Name
 

Sylvie Croteau-Willard
 
Email
 

 
Phone
 

 
City/Town
 

Calgary
 
Electoral Constituency
 

Calgary- Mountain View
 
Submission
 

I would like to see the boundaries changed to create equal representation by population province-
wide.

 
How did you hear about the review?
 

Facebook
 
Submitted on: 2017/01/05 at 9:08 pm
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From: Info - EBC
To:
Subject: Fw: Website Submission from Kate Shaw
Date: Monday, January 30, 2017 2:58:56 PM

From: Ryan Phillips
Sent: Friday, January 6, 2017 9:30 AM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: Website Submission from Kate Shaw
 
Name
 

Kate Shaw
 
Email
 

 
Phone
 

(403) 226-0610
 
City/Town
 

Calgary
 
Electoral Constituency
 

Skyview
 
Submission
 

I hate having my community split by 2 different boundaries sky view for Harvest Hills and Nose Hill for
any homes past Centre St. NW Calgary. We are never serviced by Skyview as it is too Far East. Kang
does nothing for the North Central. Michelle Rempel is awesome and works very hard on our behalf.

 
How did you hear about the review?
 

Householder (Direct Mail)
 
Submitted on: 2017/01/05 at 7:58 pm
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From: Info - EBC
To:
Subject: Fw: Website Submission from Kenton Shouldice
Date: Monday, January 30, 2017 2:59:04 PM

From: Ryan Phillips
Sent: Friday, January 6, 2017 9:29 AM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: Website Submission from Kenton Shouldice
 
Name
 

Kenton Shouldice
 
Email
 

 
Phone
 

 
City/Town
 

Calgary
 
Submission
 

Hi,
I would like the commission to consider using the "Shortest-Splitline Algorithm" as a method for re-
drawing boundaries. This method ensures there is no intentional gerrymandering, which helps ensure
faith in the electoral system. In addition, this could represent significant cost savings over time which is
worth considering given the current state of the economy and sizeable budget deficit in our province.
Please see the following video link for an explanation of this method. https://www.youtube.com/watch?
v=kUS9uvYyn3A
Thanks,
Kenton

 
How did you hear about the review?
 

Householder (Direct Mail)
 
Submitted on: 2017/01/05 at 6:55 pm
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From: Info - EBC
To:
Subject: Fw: Website Submission from Robert Harlton
Date: Monday, January 30, 2017 2:59:24 PM

From: Ryan Phillips
Sent: Friday, January 6, 2017 9:28 AM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: Website Submission from Robert Harlton
 
Name
 

Robert Harlton
 
Email
 

 
Phone
 

 
City/Town
 

Spruce Grove
 
Electoral Constituency
 

ST. Albert
 
Submission
 

I believe electoral boundaries should only be changed to reflect population changes, after ensuring
that rural constituencies are adequately represented.

 
How did you hear about the review?
 

Householder (Direct Mail)
 
Submitted on: 2017/01/05 at 6:47 pm
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From: Info - EBC
To:
Subject: Fw: Website Submission from Ron Forhmzway
Date: Monday, January 30, 2017 2:59:32 PM

From: Ryan Phillips
Sent: Friday, January 6, 2017 9:27 AM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: Website Submission from Ron Forhmzway
 
Name
 

Ron Forhmzway
 
Email
 

 
Phone
 

 
City/Town
 

Vulcan
 
Electoral Constituency
 

Little Bow
 
Submission
 

I feel that allowing the population of constituencies to be +/- 25%
of the provincial average is far too generous.
With the average being 49,000; constituencies can now legally range
from under 37,000 to over 61,000.

That means a person living in a constituency with 37,000 has a vote
worth 1.65 times the value of a person in one with a population
of 61,000 (61/37 = 1.65).

I would suggest +/- 15 % would be sufficient variation to allow.
 
How did you hear about the review?
 

Householder (Direct Mail)

EBC-2016/17-485



 
Submitted on: 2017/01/05 at 4:48 pm
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From: Info - EBC
To:
Subject: Fw: Website Submission from Steve Babiak
Date: Monday, January 30, 2017 2:59:43 PM

From: Ryan Phillips
Sent: Friday, January 6, 2017 9:26 AM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: Website Submission from Steve Babiak
 
Name
 

Steve Babiak
 
Email
 

 
Phone
 

 
City/Town
 

Olds
 
Submission
 

There seems to be enough of you politicians collecting a pay check now I do not think we need any
more.

 
How did you hear about the review?
 

Householder (Direct Mail)
 
Submitted on: 2017/01/05 at 4:19 pm

EBC-2016/17-486



From: Info - EBC
To:
Subject: Fw: Submission re: electoral boundaries
Date: Monday, January 30, 2017 2:59:58 PM

From: 
Sent: Thursday, January 5, 2017 11:09 PM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: Submission re: electoral boundaries
 
We don’t need more representatives.  We need better representation.

Population figures and population density

I wonder when these figures are from?  Everyone knows that people have returned to their
origin provinces to wait things out.  I think it is dangerous in a time of extreme upheaval to
even consider realigning electoral boundaries.  People that feel their voice has been removed
will react to that. Hence the protests.

Having said that, this is my input.  Please note that my comments are directed less at physical
boundaries, more at the rule boundaries and examples of what makes it necessary, which
would lead to effective representation that should be in place for political parties.

Change management

Change management in an effective representative government is in part about causing the
least amount of damage to the least number of people in accomplishing your goals.  Our
elected officials need to understand the cost and consequences of every choice they make. 
The people who are in government must implicitly understand the needs of their people. 
They cannot be willfully blind.

Willful blindness is evident when: 

-          any leader says that the population the leader represents needs to make better
choices.  People make choices based on reality not idealism.  Examples:

o   Rural Albertans typically need vehicles that are reliable in extreme weather
conditions.  The vehicles that meet that criteria are not necessarily the
most fuel efficient.

o   Alberta has a lot of trees and in the winter tends to be buried in snow.  In the
winter the sun is lower in the sky.  Such realities make solar energy a less
efficient alternative then what it would be in places closer to the equator.  I
am not saying don’t do it.  I am just saying be real about it.  I am certainly
reviewing whether it would be cost efficient or practical for my home.  But I
am not cutting down my shelterbelt (trees) to do it.  Whether this is
reasonable or affordable is going to depend on your personal
circumstances.
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o   Certain basic needs such as natural gas to heat the home are not
alternatives.  They are not a choice; they are a reality.  Any tax or
government policy that negatively impacts the affordability of the basic
needs of Albertans is unethical and immoral.  The theory of change
management demands that reasonable and affordable alternatives be
presented and available before any such taxation of the existing system is
done. 

We need representatives that understand this.  City folk cannot represent country
folk because of the lack of understanding, and vice versa.  We need workable
solutions, not rhetoric.

-          the Premier does not take seriously credit ratings, deficit reduction or business
interests.  When business does well, everyone does well, and this is what would
make the change the Premier seeks possible.  Willful blindness to practical matters.

-          a government that serves its own activist interests is willfully blind to the interests
of Albertans.  You know this for sure, when the Premier cannot even look at the
camera when she says she will work to get the pipelines going.  As with everyone,
people deal with what they know.  This Premier knows about transgender issues,
not about business.  In fact, this Premier has expressed activist views that Alberta
should not be involved in Oil and Gas at all.  Change management dictates that you
know where you are at, you know where you need to get, and you work a path to
that.  If you skip the small steps everyone will suffer.

-          if you look at the government’s propaganda and have any math skills you can
research whether or not the math fits the government’s claims.  One claim they
have is that by reducing the small business income tax they will create jobs.  Now
do the math.  Tax is on profit.  A 1% decrease in tax equates to $1 for every $100 in
profit (not revenue, profit).  Let’s add four zeros.  For every $1,000,000 in profit
this is $10,000.  Now I ask you does this equate to a job?  Now look at the limits on
the small business deduction in the Income Tax Act.  And I ask you again, for small
businesses out there, presuming their profit is that high – does this equate to a
job?  To say that it does is willful blindness.  At best it mitigates some of the
increase in minimum wage.  I challenge you to go over the government’s website
and check whether their math matches their claims.  Certainly, the math needs to
be checked on the population density figures.

Respect

I have said this prior to this government and I am going to repeat myself.  A debate in the
Legislative Assembly is not about making snide incomprehensible irrelevant comments about
previous leadership or anyone else for that matter – watch Notley clips, you will see what I
mean.  The Legislative Assembly calls for respect.

Experience and associated pay
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There are too many MLAs, and far too high of a salary budget for the Legislative Assembly. 
There is a certain point where less is more.  Restructuring should reduce the number of city
MLA’s, and possibly replace them with lower paid, not severed come an election, non-partisan
civil servants.  These people would report to the MLA’s for North, South, East and West
Calgary and Edmonton. 

We need people who are competent professionals who are experienced in the right areas. 
The candidates that are put forward by any party must have a certain content of experienced
professionals specializing in finance, accounting, business law, social services, human services,
negotiation, etc.  People who have the maturity and experience to grasp that even in a bad
economy government policy matters.  People who know that blaming a bad economy doesn’t
balance the books.   We need political parties that take responsibility for the quality of
experience in the people they put forward as candidates.  We need voters that demand
quality candidates.

Nowhere in this government do you find a conscientious objector.  Nor do you find the
experience necessary to read a contract before you cancel it (a sign of a fundamental lack of
business acumen).  Nowhere do you find a person who has Alberta’s back.  It doesn’t matter
how much you waste on marketing, it doesn’t change the facts.  It doesn’t matter how many
buzzwords like “diversify our economy” you use, it changes nothing for Albertans if your
idealistic mind doesn’t know how to follow through (experience matters). 

There are too many people out there who are unable to see or simply exhibit willful blindness
of how they harm others when they pursue their own activities, desires, addictions and
wants.  There are too many people out there who are unable to identify the consequences of
their actions.  Inexperienced persons lack understanding that the things they prioritize with an
inexperienced mind will be put into better context in an experienced mind.

Our representatives in the Legislative Assembly must have mathematical skills.  But more than
that the experience to identify what the math means, and shove aside the political spin. 
Political spin does not produce the intended result of legislation.  Experience.  Running the
province is not an entry level job.

If a political party treats these positions as entry level jobs then the elected official should only
receive entry level pay.

Conscientious objector

When you get too many people thinking the same things, you get something called
“groupthink.”  Groupthink does not produce the best result.

How about the leader of the opposition joins Notley’s cabinet?  There is your conscientious
objector.  In all honesty Notley would do better in a conscientious objector position then she
does as Premier.  That is a role that I would trust her in.  As leader, she doesn't seem to care
what Albertan's need, want, think or feel.
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I recognize that the question being posed is how should we realign the electoral districts.  I
feel that the reason it is being posed is that Notley wishes to create electoral districts that are
most likely to support the NDP, and to remove any voices that don’t.  The Alberta Electoral
Boundaries Commission, "an independent body" that no doubt answers to the Premier.

So, with all of the above in mind, I believe we need to create rules about who may be selected
by a political party as a candidate, and put in place recall legislation for when we make a
grievous error.  We learned last election that as long as they have a heartbeat they are in. 
Apparently they don’t even have to work out the details of a Bill before it is passed – lack of
transparency, lack of research, lack of consultation of affected parties, etc.  Everything that we
don’t need.  We need rules in place to force political parties to take steps to understand the
consequences of their actions before a Bill is passed and implemented.

Are we receiving effective representation?  Not now. 

We don’t just expect better.  We demand it.  We require it.  We need better than what we
have.  We need to ensure our future will be secure.
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From: Info - EBC
To:
Subject: Fw: Increasing the number of boundaries
Date: Monday, January 30, 2017 3:00:06 PM

From: Ken Schauenberg 
Sent: Thursday, January 5, 2017 4:34 PM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: Increasing the number of boundaries
 
This is the wrong time to increase the # of boundaries because-

1) the economy is in the tank

2) unemployment is high and increasing

3) government hasn't got a grasp on spending to control spending

4) We need less government right now not more bureaucracy

5) If Interest rates increase many Albertans will be really in trouble with the banks and many
will probably loose their homes due to poor financial planning.

6) Food bank usage is at an all time high usage.

7) Small and large businesses are struggling with the economy

Ken Schauenberg

Dapp, Alberta
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From: Info - EBC
To:
Subject: Fw: Website Submission from Michael Robb
Date: Monday, January 30, 2017 3:00:16 PM

From: Ryan Phillips
Sent: Thursday, January 5, 2017 3:46 PM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: Website Submission from Michael Robb
 
Name
 

Michael Robb
 
Email
 

 
Phone
 

 
City/Town
 

Edmonton
 
Electoral Constituency
 

We live in Edmonton Riverview
 
Submission
 

I would like to see more representation for the urban areas that roughly reflects the same number of
people in all ridings. I believe we could do this and give the rural MLAs more resources to travel to and
from their ridings and enhance their office budgets to reflect the higher costs of getting their jobs
done. Canada is now an urban nation and our political institutions should reflect that. 
Sincerely, Michael Robb

 
How did you hear about the review?
 

Householder (Direct Mail)
 
Submitted on: 2017/01/05 at 2:53 pm
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From: Info - EBC
To:
Subject: Fw: Website Submission from Keith Carter
Date: Monday, January 30, 2017 3:00:27 PM

From: Ryan Phillips
Sent: Thursday, January 5, 2017 3:45 PM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: Website Submission from Keith Carter
 
Name
 

Keith Carter
 
Email
 

 
Phone
 

 
City/Town
 

Calgary
 
Submission
 

Gentlemen: 

It has bothered me for some time, that the size of constituencies vary so widely in population. If one
rural MP is elected in a Constituency of 40,000 people, the urban MP is elected in a Constituency of
400,000 people (as an example). I know there is a percentage difference allowed, but I feel that rural
votes count far beyond their weight. 
As most people moving to Alberta, from what I've heard, move to the Cities, I think it time to
re:examine the size differences of ridings and an allowable difference between rural and urban ridings.
My own thinking is that Cities are underrepresented. It undermines I think, the one person, one vote
system.
I would also be open to reviewing the FPTP as far as Alberta Elections are concerned as well. I think
we're seen enough deliberate corruption of that system Federally, to have much confidence in it at all
either Provincially or Federally.
I have no opinion really on any pre:determined size of the Legislature (in the number of seats).

 
How did you hear about the review?
 

Householder (Direct Mail)
 
Submitted on: 2017/01/05 at 2:38 pm

EBC-2016-17-490



From: Info - EBC
To:
Subject: Fw: Website Submission from Lori Mills
Date: Monday, January 30, 2017 3:00:36 PM

From: Ryan Phillips
Sent: Thursday, January 5, 2017 3:43 PM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: Website Submission from Lori Mills
 
Name
 

Lori Mills
 
Email
 

 
Phone
 

 
City/Town
 

Sherwood Park
 
Electoral Constituency
 

Strathcona - Sherwood 40-79
 
Submission
 

This small area is split out of the urban area of Sherwood Park. I'm not sure the logic but it should be
part of the urban area of Sherwood Park not Strathcona.

 
How did you hear about the review?
 

Householder (Direct Mail)
 
Submitted on: 2017/01/05 at 2:09 pm
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From:
To: Leah Kirtio
Subject: Fw: Website Submission from Conrad Nobert
Date: Monday, January 30, 2017 3:00:49 PM

From: Ryan Phillips
Sent: Thursday, January 5, 2017 3:42 PM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: Website Submission from Conrad Nobert
 
Name
 

Conrad Nobert
 
Email
 

 
Phone
 

 
City/Town
 

Edmonton
 
Electoral Constituency
 

edmonton strathcona
 
Submission
 

I believe that Albertans should be represented equally. Right now, the votes of urban dwellers don't
count as much as those of people living in rural areas, and I strongly disagree with that. 

All constituencies should have a very similar number of people in them.
 
How did you hear about the review?
 

Twitter
 
Submitted on: 2017/01/05 at 12:25 pm
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From: Info - EBC
To:
Subject: Fw: electoral Boundries
Date: Tuesday, January 31, 2017 10:35:17 AM

From: Ursula Ambuehl 
Sent: Tuesday, January 31, 2017 10:30 AM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: electoral Boundries
 
I would be like to see Alberta move to a proportional representation system, where
every vote matters. 
Thank you

EBC-20106/17-505









Submission to the 2017 Alberta Electoral Boundaries Commission 

January 31st, 2017 

Joseph Oberhoffner, private citizen and resident of Calgary 

The author wishes to express his sincere thanks to the members of the 
Commission, and their staff, for undertaking this important work on behalf of all 
Albertans. 

Notes Regarding Cited Figures: 

I. Data and figures regarding the current estimated population within
Calgary’s present provincial constituencies is drawn from the
Treasury Board & Finance/Statistics Canada projections on the
Commission’s website, at http://abebc.ca/about/stats/. Upon the
release of federal census figures in early February, some of these
figures and submissions may require amendment.

II. Data and figures regarding population within Calgary’s individual
communities is drawn from the City of Calgary’s Municipal Census
2016, posted at http://www.calgary.ca/CA/city-
clerks/Documents/Election-and-information-
services/Census2016/2016-Census-Results-Book.pdf

How Many Seats for Calgarians in the Legislative Assembly of Alberta? 

According to the 2016 estimates posted on the Commission’s website at 
http://abebc.ca/about/stats/, the total estimated population of the 
constituencies within the boundaries of the City of Calgary is 1,317,772. With the 
Commission’s stated provincial average of 48,884 residents per constituency, this 
suggests that, as of today, the residents within the City of Calgary, in the interest 
of the requirement for effective representation as guaranteed by the Canadian 
Charter of Rights and Freedoms, should be represented by 27 Members of the 
Legislative Assembly (in an Assembly of 87 Members representing all of Alberta). 

As there are presently 25 seats in the Legislature representing Calgary, a fair 
redistribution reflecting the current population while maintaining the current 
Legislature membership at 87 (per the Commission’s Terms of Reference) requires 
an additional 2 seats be added to Calgary.   

More realistically, however, the Commission should consider population trends in 
Calgary. Over the past 10 years (such a long-term view necessary in light of the 
cyclical nature of the local economy), Calgary has seen population growth 
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averaging 2.94% per annum1. Extrapolated over the next 8 years until this 
Commission next sits, this represents growth of over 300,000 residents in Calgary.  
In just the past several years, despite the recent economic slow-down, Calgary 
has seen population growth year-over-year of as many as 35,000 people in a 
single year (April 2014-April 2015).  

We see evidence of this when this Commission last sat in 2010 and 
recommended the establishment of a constituency (Calgary-South East) which 
at the time had a population of 36,848 and has grown in the 7 years since to 
over 79,000. The principle of Effective Representation would suggest that efforts 
to avoid situations where a citizen’s voice is diminished by more than 50% in 
between sittings of this Commission would be desirable. And so, while adding 2 
seats to Calgary would effectively redress issues of representation that have 
come up over the past decade, they do little to set Calgarians up for effective 
representation in the years until this Commission next sits. 

As such, it is respectfully submitted to this Commission that the more fair outcome 
would be to allocate 3 additional seats to Calgary, bringing the total to 28 seats 
out of 87 with an average population of 46,857, or a variance of -4.15% from the 
average (smaller than the average variance of -4.3 for Edmonton constituencies 
reflected in the Final Report of this Commission in 2009/10). 

A rudimentary look at the estimated population figures on the Commission 
website suggests that those seats would be at the expense of areas of the 
province with less population density and slower – or perhaps zero or sub-zero – 
net population growth. 

This author does not purport to be an expert on the needs and character of 
every community within this beautiful province. As such, there will be no 
suggestions regarding where specifically to find the 3 seats that must be added 
to Calgary to ensure fair representation, or of redistribution in the rest of the 
province, both of which my fellow citizens will no doubt be more than happy to 
provide. Efforts on my part to suggest new boundaries for constituencies in 
Grande Prairie or Edmonton would be folly, and a waste of this Commission’s 
valuable time. This submission will instead focus on the City of Calgary, with 
which the author is much more familiar.  

 

 

 

1 http://www.calgaryeconomicdevelopment.com/research-and-reports/demographics-lp/demographics/ 

Page 2 of 10 
 

                                                            



Electoral Boundaries in Calgary 

Given the Commission’s stated provincial average of 48,884 residents per 
constituency, the acceptable variance by law of 25% from this figure puts the 
minimum population of a constituency at 36,663 and the maximum at 61,105. 

NO CHANGE 

Following the doctrine of “It’s Not Broken, So Don’t Fix It”, this submission 
respectfully offers that the following constituencies within the City of 
Calgary should go unchanged from their current boundaries: 

CONSTITUENCY  Estimated 2016  Variance 
population 

Calgary-Acadia  43,000   -12.0% 

Calgary-Bow   45,049   -7.8% 

Calgary-Currie  51,611   +5.6% 

Calgary-Elbow  48,363   -1.1% 

Calgary-Foothills  54,180   +10.8%  

Calgary-Glenmore  48,972   +0.2% 

Calgary-Hawkwood  52,223   +6.8%  

Calgary-Hays   46,893   -4.1% 

Calgary-Klein   49,130   +0.5% 

Calgary-Mountain View 47,808   -2.2% 

Calgary-North West  51,011   +4.4% 

Calgary-Shaw  48,056   -1.7% 

Calgary-Varsity  48,107   -1.6% 

Calgary-West  45,966   -6.0% 
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CHANGE 

It is submitted that the following constituencies see boundary changes, as 
detailed below: 

Calgary-Cross (est. population 59,406): Remove the communities of Vista 
Heights, Sunridge, Horizon, and Pineridge. New estimated population 
46,783. The new Calgary-Cross would contain the fully developed and 
low-growth communities of Rundle, Whitehorn and Temple. 

Calgary-East (est. population 56,618): Remove the communities of Red 
Carpet, Southview, Albert Park/Radisson Heights, Mayland, Meridian, and 
Franklin. Add the communities of Forest Lawn and Forest Heights. New 
estimated population 54,703. The new Calgary-East would contain the 
fully developed and low-growth communities of Forest Lawn, Forest 
Heights, Marlborough, Marlborough Park, and Penbrooke Meadows. 

Calgary-Fish Creek (est. population 40,566): Add the communities of 
Woodbine and Woodlands, which share a single community association 
(Woodcreek). New estimated population 55,669. The new Calgary-Fish 
Creek would contain the fully developed and low-growth communities of 
Queensland, Deer Run, Deer Ridge, Parkland, Bonavista Downs, Lake 
Bonavista, Canyon Meadows, Diamond Cove, Woodbine and 
Woodlands. The southern boundary of the constituency would be the 
northern bank of the Fish Creek, and the northern boundary would be 
Anderson Road. 

Calgary-Fort (est. population 51,083): Remove the communities of Forest 
Lawn and Forest Heights. Add the communities of Applewood Park and 
Red Carpet. New estimated population 45,325. Due to the continued 
presence of large non-residential/industrial areas within the constituency, 
Calgary-Fort would remain one of the largest constituencies in Calgary 
speaking geographically, however the presence of many major roads in 
the constituency, including but not limited to Blackfoot Trail, Barlow Trail, 
Glenmore Trail and Stoney Trail, will make travel for the constituents to 
their MLA’s office very manageable. 

Calgary-Greenway (est. population 56,474): Remove the communities of 
Taradale and Applewod Estates, and add the community of Pineridge. 
New estimated population 40,797. The new Calgary-Greenway would 
include the fully developed and low-growth communities of Monterey 
Park, Pineridge, Abbeydale and Applewood, but also the growing 
community of Coral Springs and allows for future communities to the east 
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of Stoney Trail, which may very well be a factor when this Commission next 
sits in approximately 8 years’ time. 

Calgary-Lougheed (est. population 54,734): Remove the communities of 
Woodbine and Woodlands, which share a single community association 
(Woodcreek). New estimated population 39,631. While this number nears 
the maximum allowable variance below the average population, it 
should be noted that the western half of the new constituency, sparsely 
populated at this time, is due for major development to begin soon 
including the new communities of Providence, with an expected eventual 
population of 35,000 new residents (http://calgaryherald.com/news/local-
news/developer-wants-to-build-in-s-w-calgary-corner-before-ring-road-
complete), making this one of the highest potential growth areas in the 
city of Calgary. 

Calgary-Mackay-Nose Hill (est. population 56,625): Remove the 
community of Evanston, as well as all lands east of Deerfoot Trail and all 
lands north of Country Hills Blvd. New eastern boundary would be 
Deerfoot Trail. New estimated population 42,361.  

Calgary-McCall (est. population 68,523): Remove the communities of 
Saddle Ridge, Skyview Ranch and Redstone. New estimated population 
38,315, with one of Calgary’s 3 new constituencies gaining the 
communities listed above. The new Calgary-McCall would include the 
fully developed and low-growth communities of Martindale, Castleridge 
and Falconridge    

Calgary-Northern Hills (est. population 61,377): Remove the communities 
of Harvest Hills, Country Hills, and Coventry Hills. Add the community of 
Evanston, as well as all lands between Centre Street and Symons Valley 
Blvd north of Stoney Trail. New estimated population 44,096. The new 
Calgary-Northern Hills would include the community of Panorama Hills 
(Calgary’s most populous community, with over 25,000 residents) and the 
fast-growing Evanston, as well as lands to be developed north of Stoney 
Trail. By the time this Commission next sits, the riding might once again 
need to be considered for splitting if populations grow as expected. 

Calgary-South East (est. population 79,034): By far, this is estimated to be 
the most populous constituency in Alberta according the Commission’s 
website. Remove the communities of Cranston, Chaparral, Walden, 
Legacy and Silverado, which would be constituted as their own, new 
constituency.  The new Calgary-South East would include the developing 
and growing communities of Auburn Bay, Mahogany, New Brighton and 
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Copperfield, as well as the lands south of Marquis of Lorne Trail/Stoney Trail 
which are to the east Deerfoot Trail. The rate of growth in this area has far 
exceeded the estimates on the Commission’s website, as according to 
the City of Calgary Census of 2016 the population of the new Calgary-
South East would be 46,190 (as opposed to the Treasury Board and 
Finance/Statistics Canada estimates of fewer than 35,000 once the 
abovementioned communities were split into the new constituency). 

New Constituency A: Includes the communities of Southview, Albert 
Park/Radisson Heights, Mayland, Meridian, Franklin, Vista Heights, 
Sunridge, Horizon, Harvest Hills, Country Hills and Coventry Hills. Estimated 
population 44,068. Would also include YYC Calgary International Airport, 
and lands to be developed between Centre Street and 36th Street NE, 
north of Stoney Trail. While the constituency would be large in area, 
particularly from the northern edge to the southern edge, the fact that so 
many of the communities are adjacent to Deerfoot Trail makes travel for 
constituents to a centrally-located MLA’s office reasonable. Most of the 
communities within the constituency are low-growth and fully developed, 
however the potential for growth on the northern edge will bring 
population in line with or above the provincial average in short order. 

New Constituency B: Includes the communities of Taradale, Martindale, 
Saddle Ridge, Skyview Ranch and Redstone. Estimated population 47,579.  
With the exception of Taradale, an established and fully developed 
community, this constituency has the potential for explosive population 
growth over the next decade. 

New Constituency C: Includes the communities of Cranston, Chaparral, 
Walden, Legacy, and Silverado. Estimated population 44,077. All of these 
communities are in their relative infancy with high potential for growth, 
with the possible exception of Cranston which is nearing capacity at 
18,013 residents as of the 2016 Calgary Municipal Census.   
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New and Modified Constituencies 
 
CONSTITUENCY  Estimated 2016  Variance 

population 
 Calgary-Cross  47,081   -3.7% 

 Calgary-East   54,703   +11.9% 

 Calgary-Fish Creek  55,669   +13.9% 

 Calgary-Fort   45,325   -7.3% 

 Calgary-Greenway  40,797   -16.5% 

 Calgary-Lougheed  39,631   -18.9% 

 Calgary-Mackay-Nose Hill 42,361   -13.3% 

 Calgary-McCall  38,315   -21.6% 

 Calgary-Northern Hills 44,096   -9.8% 

 Calgary-South East  46,190   -5.5% 

 New Constituency A 44,068   -9.9% 

 New Constituency B  47,579   -2.7% 

 New Constituency C 44,077   -9.8% 

 

VARIANCE 

As submitted, the range of variance in Calgary constituencies would be from a 
low of -21.6% to a high of +13.9%. 

Overall, the variance compares favourably to that in the final report of this 
Commission in 2010, with 72% of constituencies within 10% variance, and 90% 
within 15% variance: 

2010 2017 

# % # % 
0 to 5 9 36 10 36 
5 to 10 11 44 10 36 
10 to 15 4 16 5 18 
15 to 20 1 4 2 7 
20 to 25 0 0 1 4 
Over 25 0 0 0 0 
Total 25 100 28 100 
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Names of Constituencies 

In the Final Report to the Speaker of the 2009/2010 Alberta Electoral Boundaries 
Commission, dated June 24th 2010, the recommendation is made on page 25 
that “The Legislative Assembly may wish to consider adopting a protocol for the 
naming of electoral divisions for the guidance of future Commissions”. No such 
protocol appears to have been adopted. Further, the report notes that the 
Commission at that time “generally favours the use of geographical names 
which provide an indication of the location of the electoral division”, though the 
Legislative Assembly in fact adopted several names of persons, including former 
Premier Ralph Klein and former Leader of Her Majesty’s Official Opposition Grant 
Notley, in the final revisions. 

• Given the changes that have been made in this submission, it is the 
recommendation of the author that in light of the removal of several 
communities which all included “Hills” in their name and lent reason to the 
naming of the constituency, the provincial constituency of Calgary-
Northern Hills be re-named to “Calgary-Nose Creek”, in reference to the 
creek which runs along much of the newly-designed constituency’s 
southwest edge. 
 

• For reasons of clarity in naming, it is further recommended that the 
proposed new constituency comprising the northeastern corner of 
Calgary’s current city limits, to this point referred to in this submission and 
on the included map as “New Constituency B”, be named “Calgary-North 
East”. 
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remembrance for Calgary’s aviation history in the area that includes one 
of Canada’s busiest airports. For this reason, this author recommends that 
the new constituency, referred to earlier in this submission as “New 
Constituency A”, be named “Calgary-Bazalgette”.  

http://www.veterans.gc.ca/eng/remembrance/memorials/canadian-
virtual-war-memorial/detail/2234612 

• While this Commission is doubtless very much aware of the tragic
circumstances surrounding the death of MLA Manmeet Bhullar, the author
wishes to note on the record that Member Bhullar was en route to
Edmonton to do the work of his constituents, when he pulled over to assist
a motorist in distress. While attempting to help, he was struck by another
vehicle, and subsequently died of his injuries. While it is always unfortunate
to lose a respected Albertan who has served in elected office earlier in
their lives, it is worthy of remembrance that MLA Bhullar, a former Minister
of the Crown and a sitting MLA, died in office, while in an act of selfless
service to his fellow Albertans. For this reason, it is the author’s belief that a
fitting tribute would be to rename the constituency which he served –
Calgary-Greenway, to “Calgary-Bhullar”, in honour of this great Albertan
and public servant. The present name of Calgary-Greenway was only
adopted in 2012, and as such no meaningful history would be lost in this
change.

Further, if this commission is considering worthy Albertans for the honour of having 
their names used in conjunction with Calgary constituencies, this author would 
encourage them to consider the following great Albertans: 

Norman Kwong, Lt. Governor of Alberta, proud Calgarian, entrepreneur, beloved 
athlete 

John Ware, homesteader, cowboy, early settler to southern Alberta, champion of 
minority rights 

Grant McEwan, Mayor of Calgary, Member of the Legislative Assembly, Lt. 
Governor of Alberta 

Attached: Map of Calgary with proposed constituency boundaries 
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From: Info - EBC
To:
Subject: Fw: Submission to Alberta Electoral Boundaries Commission
Date: Friday, February 3, 2017 4:55:01 PM

From: Shirley Ennis 
Sent: Wednesday, February 1, 2017 9:10 PM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: Submission to Alberta Electoral Boundaries Commission
 
 
 
February 1, 2017
 
Alberta Electoral Boundaires Commission
Suite 10, 11510 Kingsway NW.
Edmonton, Alberta T5G 2Y5
 
To whom it may concern:
 
I wish to submit the following points and ask the Commission to please ensure that the rural
ridings are not swallowed up by urban ridings:

·       Redistribution of rural ridings will make them very large and therefore hard for an MLA
to access and represent their ridings leaving constituents in rural Alberta not having
the same access as urban voters. 

·       It will decrease the amount of time the MLA will be in their constituency which would
be another way all  constituents would lose.

·       Although electronic devices can reach a lot of the constituencies, there are many in
rural Alberta that do not have a reliable internet service to be able to communicate
with their MLA.

·       A new formula is needed as with the lesser amount of voters in rural areas compared
to urban… representation by population is not effective in rural areas and again the
rural voter who looses

·       Rural exclusion can happen when the urban centre increases in population.
·       Issues relating to rural areas are unique and would be swallowed out and spit out and

deemed less important compared to the larger urban population which has it’s own
set of issues.

·       Electoral boundaries for urban centre should not be more than the rural electoral
boundaries, ie total  80  (40 to urban 40 to rural).  The numbers of rural to urban
….should not be disproportionate.  A suggestion is to use boundaries following closely
neighboring county lines.
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Thank you for the opportunity to share my views.
Sincerely, Shirley Ennis, Drayton Valley Alberta.
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From: Info - EBC
To:
Subject: Fw: URGENT...Population= voters?
Date: Friday, February 3, 2017 4:53:58 PM

________________________________________
From: Donald Ray 
Sent: Wednesday, February 1, 2017 1:17 PM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: URGENT...Population= voters?

Hi  Colleagues
The census results will be used to determine the size of ridings. Is the word “population” used to mean voters, or
does it include a)children and b)others who are not eligible to vote?
Thanks,
Don Ray,
Calgary
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From: Info - EBC
To:
Subject: Fw: Peace River constituency
Date: Friday, February 3, 2017 5:09:21 PM

From: Debbie Jabbour 
Sent: Thursday, February 2, 2017 5:20 PM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: Peace River constituency
 
At the Peace River session I said the northern MLAs were trying to submit a joint proposal, however,
it looks like we may run out of time. I just wanted to mention one boundary change that I believe
worthy of consideration. I suggest that Tall Cree north and south be included in the Peace River
constituency. They come to Fort Vermilion and High Level to access services and shop. They are also
part of the North Peace Tribal Council (NPTC) and the other council members (Dene Tha, Little Red
River Cree, Beaver) are all in the Peace River constituency. The MLA for Lesser Slave Lake is also in
agreement as we both feel it provides better representation and MLA access for the community.
 
I look forward to seeing the results of your work!
 
Debbie Jabbour, MLA
Peace River Constituency
Deputy Speaker, Legislative Assembly
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From: Info - EBC
To:
Subject: Fw: Electoral Boundaries
Date: Friday, February 3, 2017 5:11:01 PM

From: alan castle
Sent: Friday, February 3, 2017 12:06 PM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: Electoral Boundaries
 
February 3, 2017

Your recent publication stated that you wanted "input from Albertans", and that one of
the factors that you would consider would be "effective representation".  My
comments with respect to your notification and the task which you have been directed
to consider are as follows:

1. The existing boundaries of the present 87 electoral constituencies should be
ENLARGED to include both population increases and decreases.

2. Consideration should be given to reducing the present number of 87 electoral
boundaries.  Alberta has far too many MLAs at present time.  Their expense, both
direct  (salary, pension benefits, travel allowances is exorbitant - few MLAs are
worth such benefits),  and indirect (staffing, constituency offices, etc.) . Service to the
public is no longer a determining factor in individuals deciding to seek election. 
Benefits weigh far more heavily.  Remember, at one time and for many years the goal
of individuals was to serve the public.  Since the 1970s the remuneration has been a
major factor in one's decision to become a MLA.  Decisions concerning remuneration
are ALWAYS MADE BY THE MLAS - NEVER THE PUBLIC.

3. If you must increase representation - not only reduce the number of electoral
constituencies but increase representation in each constituency.  For example: 50
electoral constituencies - 2 members each for 100 in total.  That, however would be
excessive is some of the lower population rural areas.  To determine a 2nd member -
the population in the riding must exceed a designated level. a 20% increase in
population could result in an additional 17 member of the Legislature!  God forbid!!

A.D. Castle
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From: Info - EBC
To:
Subject: Fw: Submission
Date: Tuesday, February 7, 2017 2:10:02 PM

________________________________________
From
Sent: Saturday, February 4, 2017 1:51 PM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: Submission

To Whom It May Concern;

As a Member of Parliament, I value the importance of a fair and appropriate boundary division at the provincial
level. I represent the riding of Sherwood Park-Fort Saskatchewan, a riding right beside Edmonton, but also a riding
which is a distinct community from Edmonton.

It is important to me and to my constituents that we do not see ridings which cross the municipal boundaries
between big cities like Edmonton or Calgary, and neighbouring suburban and/or rural communities like Strathcona
County or Fort Saskatchewan. Our distinctiveness needs to be respected. Major cities and neighbouring
communities alike will be better represented by MLAs who do not have to straddle such boundaries.

It should be noted as well that less than half of Alberta's population live inside the boundaries of our two major
urban centres. It would, therefore, be natural to assume that a majority of the seats will be where a majority of the
population is, and I hope that this is indeed reflected in the recommendations of the commission.

Thank you for your consideration.

-Garnett Genuis
Member of Parliament for Sherwood Park-Fort Saskatchewan
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From: Info - EBC
To:
Subject: Fw: Input
Date: Tuesday, February 7, 2017 3:13:23 PM

From: Eddie Sebastian 
Sent: Sunday, February 5, 2017 3:13 PM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: Input
 
Abs population may have increased by 20% although how many out of province workers and
companies are there?  Do they not take all their earnings back to their home province? Do we
albertans not already pay other provinces equality payments? Why do we not impose an
additional tax for out of province workers that allows our equlity payments to be lower if
we're allowing that money to leave the province twice?  It does not currently go back into our
infrastructure. 
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                                                                                                              February 05, 2017 
Madame Justice Myra Bielby, Chair 
Electoral Boundaries Commission              
100, 11510 Kingsway Avenue 
Edmonton, Alberta  
Canada T5G 2Y5 
 
St. Albert Progressive Conservative Association  
c/o Jeff Wedman 
40A Balmoral Dr 
St. Albert, Alberta 
T8N0B8 
 
 
 
Dear Madam Justice Bielby and Members of the Commission; 
  
Subject: St. Albert Electoral Boundaries 
 
The board of directors of the St. Albert Progressive Conservative Association has 
reviewed the criteria specified in the Electoral boundaries Act, the population data 
provided by the Commission, and the current electoral boundaries 
 
The official Alberta Municipal Affairs population count indicates that as of April 7, 2014 
the total population of the City of St. Albert amounted to 63,255 people.  As the expected 
benchmark for each redistricted constituency is 48 883 people, St Albert obviously does 
not have the population base to support two constituencies by and of itself. 
 
Historically, the result of this has been to have one constituency which is solely 
composed of a portion of the City of St Albert, (constituency of St Albert) and one 
constituency that consists of the remaining portions of St Albert, some surrounding rural 
areas, and the City of Spruce Grove (constituency of Spruce Grove-St Albert).   
 
We believe that it is important to keep one St Albert constituency as a purely urban 
riding.  This will allow one MLA to focus on issues relating to St Albert in specific, and 
issues relating to all of Alberta's medium sized cities in general.  The interim population 
count indicates the current St. Albert Electoral Division contains 48,430 people.  This 
falls extremely close to the expected benchmark for the newly redistricted divisions.  As 
such, we would recommend that no changes be enacted to the current St Albert Electoral 
Division. 
 
In regards to what areas to combine with the remaining portions of St Albert to fill out 
the second constituency, there are several nearby population areas that have a much 
closer connection to St Albert than Spruce Grove. 
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Specifically: 
 

• The communities of Morinville, Legal and Cardiff,  
• The new subdivisions being developed to the south of Big Lake (the Edmonton 

subdivisions of Hawk's Ridge, Starling, and Trumpeter). 
• In general, the west portion of Sturgeon County including the numerous acreage 

subdivisions which lie on the southern boundary with the City of Edmonton. 
 
The transit patterns for these areas generally run through St Albert, many of the residents 
of these outlying areas use St Albert businesses, schools, sports and recreation facilities.  
The nearest major health care facility is the Sturgeon Community Hospital which is 
located in St Albert.  The local St Albert newspaper devotes print space to news from 
Morinville and Sturgeon County.  The St Albert Chamber of Commerce is actually 
named the St Albert and District Chamber of Commerce because it services and 
advocates for business throughout the surrounding area.  All these connections show the 
organic and naturally occurring relationship  between St Albert and the communities 
immediately surrounding the city, and lend credence that they should be served by the 
same MLA. 
 
Recommendations: 
  
The boundaries of the St. Albert Electoral Division continue to be wholly contained 
within the municipal boundaries of the City of St. Albert, and thus remain 
unchanged from the current St Albert electoral division.  
 
The Spruce Grove-St Albert Electoral Division be changed to a St Albert-
Morinville-Sturgeon County Electoral Division with the following boundaries: 
 

• Southern limit is the Anthony Henday Drive and the western portion of the 
Yellowhead Trail,  

• West border to be Rge Rd 261 (same as the Edmonton city limits) then 
merging with the western boundary of Sturgeon County 

• The northern boundary of Sturgeon County 
• Eastward extant to be a line mid-way through Sturgeon County that is 

appropriate to bring this new Electoral Division to an acceptable baseline 
population.  

 
Thank you very much for your consideration.  
 
Sincerely Yours, 
 
Jeff Wedman 
St Albert, AB. 
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A submission to the Electoral Boundaries Commission by the Green Party of Alberta 

The submission was prepared by Janet Keeping, Leader of the Green Party of Alberta, and sent 
to the Commission on February 6, 2017 

 

1.0  The Green Party of Alberta 

The Green Party of Alberta (GPA) is a political party registered under the laws of 
Alberta.  The GPA is independent of other political parties but adheres to the six principles of the 
global Green movement which are:  Participatory democracy, Respect for diversity, Social 
justice, Sustainability, Ecological wisdom and Non-violence.   

Democratic renewal is a priority for the Green Party of Alberta.  Alberta’s future can be a 
healthy one – socially, economically and environmentally.  But this outcome is much more likely 
with a revitalized political culture, one in which citizens feel it is worthwhile to be engaged, for 
example, to vote.  And being treated fairly by our electoral and other political systems is a 
prerequisite to engagement for most people.  

 

2.0  One person – one vote   

The GPA is deeply committed to the one person – one vote principle which we see as the 
foundation of any democratic electoral system because it respects the equal rights of citizens and 
treats them fairly.   

We recognize that the Supreme Court of Canada has ruled that in our country the 
overriding consideration is “effectiveness of representation” not “absolute parity”, the latter 
being the Court’s characterization of the American standard.1  But really the two standards are 
not very different:  it’s hard to see how representative government functions fairly if some voters 
have significantly more power than others.   

So we encourage members of the Electoral Boundaries Commission to adhere as 
rigorously as possible to the one person – one vote principle and we note in passing that the 
                                                           
1 Reference re Provincial Electoral Boundaries (Saskatchewan), [1991] 2 SCR 158. 
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provisions of the Electoral Boundaries Commission Act2 allowing for up to 25% +/- deviations 
from the average number of voters per electoral division (except in up to 4 cases where certain 
specified conditions are met) do not require the Commission to create such deviations, of course, 
but only permit them. 

We recognize that MLAs representing comparatively large ridings face greater practical 
difficulties than other MLAs.  In the past these greater difficulties may have warranted the 
creation of ridings with significantly fewer voters than the average.  However, with 
communication even over vast distances so much easier now, we would argue that to the 
maximum extent possible those greater hurdles should be addressed in ways other than violating 
the one person – one vote principle.  For example, MLAs with significantly larger ridings could 
be given more funding than others for constituency outreach than those with smaller ridings.3  

 

3.0  The historical tension between Alberta’s urban and rural voters 

We are well aware that in the past rural ridings often had significantly fewer voters than 
urban ones in Alberta and we appreciate too that progress has been made in reducing this 
discrepancy.  But we quote the words of the Alberta Court of Appeal in 1995 when it said “the 
historic imbalance in the level of representation between agrarian and non-agrarian populations 
in Alberta … cannot be permitted to continue if Alberta wishes to call itself a democracy”4 and 
insist there should be no back-sliding in our province’s progress in moving away from such 
blatant unfairness. 

Having said that, we want also to note our concern about the urban/rural divide in the 
province.  Alberta is a highly urbanized province, more so than any other province except B.C.  
Many Albertans, especially in the cities, are well-educated and well-travelled.  Many have been 
to Istanbul but never to Grande Prairie or Medicine Hat, not to mention the smaller settlements in 
between those centres and Edmonton or Calgary.  Many urban Albertans are quite unaware of 
the exigencies of rural life, for example, the demands of farming or ranching and even look with 
disdain upon those occupations.  They know about environmental issues in the South American 
rainforest but not in their own backyards, for example, the rapid disappearance of prairie flora 
and fauna. 

                                                           
2 RSA 2000, Chapter E-3. 
 
3 We note that such additional resources were suggested by the Electoral Boundary Commission 
reporting in 2009.  See page 24 of their final report.  We do not know if that advice was acted on. 
 
4 Reference re the Electoral Divisions Statutes Amendment Act, 1993 (1995), 119 DLR (4th) 1,  at 
17. 
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That there is such a divide is one of the reasons the province is in an environmental mess.  
It is critical that the divide be bridged but in our view this is best accomplished through public 
education to increase awareness that urban and rural Albertans, far from being from different 
planets as seems sometimes to be the case, are in fact highly interdependent.  Many urban 
Albertans seem unaware that their well-being depends upon the health of the surrounding rural 
areas – for food production and watershed protection, just to give two examples – and this 
dependency can only increase in the future.  But violating the fairness that must lie at the core of 
our voting system is not an acceptable way to deal with urban obliviousness.   

 

4.0  Defining “shared or common interests” 

One of the primary principles and probably the defining value driving Green politics is 
sustainability.  We would then encourage Commission members to think about this:  that 
overtime electoral division boundaries should be moved so as to be as consistent as possible with 
the eco-systems in which we are all embedded and which make all life possible.  Ecosystem 
boundaries can be defined in a variety of ways, for example, according to air shed, food shed or 
watershed.  The last – watershed – is likely to be the most salient in Alberta where water quality 
and quantity and extreme water supply issues, such as drought and flood, are so critical.   

How might this kind of thinking have import for electoral boundaries?  Well, 
conventional wisdom might see Calgary, for example, as having a lot more in common with a 
city such as Red Deer which is located in the Calgary-Edmonton corridor.  But given the 
magnitude of the damage caused by the 2013 flood in the Bow River valley and the virtual 
certainty that significant flooding will occur again, Calgarians’ interests are probably at least as 
tied to those of people in towns such as upstream Banff and Canmore and downstream Medicine 
Hat.     

 We encourage the Commission to take such ecological factors into consideration when 
redrawing boundaries so as to make representation in the Legislature more effective.  We note 
that the literature on boundary delineations often points to the use of geographic features such as 
rivers.  But it isn’t rivers, such as the Bow, which should constitute electoral boundary divisions 
but instead the corresponding watersheds which by definition include both sides of those rivers.  
Albertans are not divided by their rivers;  quite the opposite, they are for better or worse united 
by them. 

 Sections 14 (c), (g) and (h) of the Electoral Boundaries Commission Act may suffice as 
bases for using, for example, watersheds as a factor in boundary delineations but amendment of 
the legislation to explicitly provide for the use of ecosystem boundaries might be required. 
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5.0  Conclusion – Future moves to some form of Proportional Representation  

While not certain, it is likely that Canadian jurisdictions are going to be moving to some 
form of Proportional Representation (PR) in the near to medium future.  The GPA is strongly in 
favour of such a change:  as with the need for roughly equal numbers of voters per riding, a 
move to some form of PR is also demanded by 1) respect for the principle of one person - one 
vote, 2) the need for representation to be effective and at rock bottom 3) fundamental fairness.  
Indeed we see the move to PR as the next step – after over-coming historical inequities such as 
the prohibition on women and Aboriginal people voting and the less egregious but still 
unacceptable favouritism shown rural voters in Alberta – in realizing greater fairness in our 
voting system. 

We appreciate that it is not the mandate of the Commission to advise the provincial 
government on adoption of a new voting system but we encourage Commission members to keep 
in mind that the recommendations they make may well have implications for how easy or 
difficult it is to implement electoral change when that time comes. 
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FIGURE 1:  Alternatives for Adjusting West Yellowhead to Comply with Electoral Boundary Guidelines

Electoral Poll #/Admin. Unit/ # Reg. 2016 Census/ Departure

Division Riding Voters Census Reg. Vote from Mean

85                    West Yellowhead 23,063        31,551        1.37              -32%

Initial proposal for Jasper + Yellowhead County, revised using 2016 census data

Jasper 4,590          

Hinton 9,882          

Edson 8,414          

Yellowhead County 10,995        

33,881        -27%

Alternative 1: Add Drayton Valley - Devon West of N. Saskatchewan River

56                    DV - Devon 29,733        42,467        1.43              

Polls 1 to 5 (est) 1,578          2,254          

Town of Drayton 7,235          

Polls 47 to 49 (est) 1,323          1,890          

11,378        

Total 45,259        -3%

Alternative 2: Add Western Half of Parkland County West of Highways 43/770

81                    Stony Plain 32,852        46,844        1.43              

Polls 1 to 11, 13(est) 4,396          6,268          

87                    Whitecourt-Ste. Anne 28345 39,469        1.39              

Polls 44,45,50-52,65,66 (est) 3,047          4,243          

10,511        

Total 44,392        -5%

Alternative 3: Add Whitecourt and western portion of Woodlands County

87                    Whitecourt - Ste. Anne 28,345        39,469        1.39              

Polls 6, 24 to 26, half 27 (est) 1,917          2,669          

Town of Whitecourt 9,540          

12,209        

Total 46,090        -1%
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From: Info - EBC
To:
Subject: Fw: Electoral Boundraies
Date: Tuesday, February 7, 2017 4:02:48 PM

________________________________________
From: Sharleen D 
Sent: Monday, February 6, 2017 1:08 PM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: Electoral Boundraies

With regard to any change in the electoral boundaries please FIRST give careful consideration to the SQUARE
MILES of area in each constituency. To drastically enlarge remote areas once again is onerous on the rural MLA
who currently drives 10 of times farther than those in Edmonton. Today this likely means 11 hours in snow over a
foot in depth. Really think about the actual commitment required to reaching their region on a regular basis never
mind the logistics of doing same.

Regions are diverse and need recognition of more than just population numbers. We already have our voices muted
by anything that concerns the cities as of first and foremost importance.

Countries that lift up the voices from all regions eg Scandinavia are doing equality much better than Alberta and
ultimately Canada.

Thank you.

Sharleen Douglass
Rangewoman
Circus Coulee, Ab

Sent from my iPhone
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From: Info - EBC
To:
Subject: Fw: Submission: EDM-SW
Date: Tuesday, February 7, 2017 4:02:49 PM
Attachments: EDM-SW EBC.docx

From: Mike Song
Sent: Monday, February 6, 2017 1:37 PM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: Submission: EDM-SW
 
Hi there,
Please find my input for EDM-SW in the attached document. 

Thank you.
Mike
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Edmonton-South West EBC Submission  

The Electoral Boundaries Commission has an opportunity to draw electoral boundaries that will ensure 
more effective representation and equality of the voting power in Alberta. There has been massive 
urban growth in Alberta (more than 20% in the last eight years). Edmonton itself has grown from 817, 
867 in 2009 (near the time of the last commission) to 950, 421 in 2015. Specifically, the riding of 
Edmonton-South West has experienced much of this growth in Edmonton, and therefore should be re-
drawn to reflect this.  

There are a few things to consider: 

Population 

• Edmonton-South West is the second largest riding in Alberta, in terms of actual voters (41, 230). 
According to the 2016 census released by the Alberta Electoral Boundary Commission, 
Edmonton-South West is expected to be at 36 per cent above average. Alberta allows a variance 
of 25 per cent plus or minus the provincial average. 

• The overpopulation of Edmonton-South West means a vote in this constituency is worth 
considerably less than a vote in many rural ridings with few voters (i.e., Dunvegan-Central 
Peace-Notley has 16, 392 voters and Lesser Slave Lake has 19, 062 voters). Yet, Edmonton-South 
West is more than double the size of these ridings, in terms of actual voters. This means that a 
vote in Dunvegan-Central Peace-Notley and Lesser Slave Lake is worth more than double a vote 
in Edmonton-South West.  

• 5/10 of Edmonton’s fastest growing neighbourhoods are in Edmonton-South West.  

Demographics 

• The neighbourhood of Twin Brooks is more established, and has an older population. However, 
most of the neighbourhoods (i.e., Cavanagh, Richford, Windermere) in Edmonton-South West 
are still being developed, and have many young families. The needs and interests of Twin Brooks 
is different than the rest of the neighbourhoods of Edmonton-South West. This makes effective 
representation difficult.  

Natural Geographic Boundaries 

• The Anthony Henday acts as a continuous natural boundary between Edmonton-South West 
and Edmonton-McClung, and Edmonton-Whitemud. However, this logical natural boundary is 
not followed between Edmonton-South West and Edmonton-Rutherford. In this instance, the 
Anthony Henday boundary is compromised in the inclusion of Twin Brooks in the Edmonton-
South West electoral district.  

• The North Saskatchewan River is a natural geographic boundary. It is effectively used between 
the riding of Edmonton-McClung and Edmonton-Whitemud. It is also used as a boundary 
between polls in Edmonton-South West (poll 76, and poll 65, 70, and 75). Therefore, this could 
be a logical boundary when re-drawing the electoral boundaries of Edmonton-South West.  
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southern bias. In this context, the County is opposed to the loss of any ridings in Northern 
Alberta.  The numbers already indicate that three of our northerly ridings are at risk given the 
lack of population. While the legislation allows for some special consideration for up to 4 
ridings to be created with special circumstances, the temptation to perhaps merge ridings 
together in the north to allow for even more seats in the south might be somewhat enticing.  
However, such a move would be detrimental to the residents in Northern Alberta and should 
be resisted. 
 
The panel may have heard the issue before but it is worth repeating; electoral boundaries are 
more than just population.  It must also consider the geography of the Province, the quality and 
adequacy of the transportation network, weather conditions, accessibility to the MLA in a 
timely manner and communication linkages.  To this end, rural Alberta is at a severe 
disadvantage compared to its urban neighbours.  This is particularly true about Northern 
Alberta where weather plays a major role in the ability to service a riding, where airline 
transportation is virtually non- existent and the roads are in horrible shape after years of 
pounding by the resource industry. The access to basic services such as medical care, post-
secondary education and education is compromised by the continued centralization of services 
into the large urban areas such as Edmonton and Calgary.  The elimination of Regional Health 
Authorities is a prime example of the centralization model.  Additional loss of political 
representation would continue to erode our ability to move ahead. 
 
There may be some opportunities to alter constituency boundaries but the gains or losses 
within each constituency will not for the most part be large enough to bring those into 
compliance. Meanwhile, some constituencies will continue to get larger and harder to serve 
while others will become smaller and likely easier to serve.  Most urbans certainly fall into the 
latter category.  The point to our submission on this issue is that Northern Alberta cannot afford 
to lose any more seats or political representation.  We respectfully request that the Commission 
carefully consider these points when making a final recommendation. 
 
Specifically with respect to the two Grande Prairie ridings, the County would like to make the 
point that the current boundaries work well for the region and the County including our smaller 
urban municipalities.  Having two MLA’s working on our behalf on the issues affecting the area 
is important.  We cannot emphasis this point enough.  The current boundaries allow our MLA’s 
to work on mutual issues affecting both the rural and urban areas.  Their combined work on the 
Mountain Pine Beetle is an example of an issue that transcends riding boundaries affects rural 
and urban municipalities alike.  Other issues include, regional health care, transportation and 
highway improvements, municipal sustainability funding, policing, resource issues affecting 
agriculture, forestry and oil and gas to name only a few.  Generally the current alignment of the 
boundaries is supported by the County.  Splitting the City on an east-west axis along 100th 
Avenue creating a north side and south side ensures a fairly even population distribution 
between the two ridings now and into the future.  The issues the region faces are intertwined.  
They are not urban or rural issues.  They are regional issues.  Because you cannot create a riding 
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contains the entire City based on the current population, it is therefore acknowledged that the 
part of the City must be part of a rural riding.  Should this occur, the remaining rural/urban MLA 
would also be required to attend requests for meetings in the City in addition to all the other 
demands on their time.  City based organizations and other regional bodies will want both 
MLA’s to attend meetings and represent interests in Edmonton. 
 
This situation creates a huge imbalance in the workload that the Commission needs to 
consider.  A single MLA in Grande Prairie with one municipality to deal with and a second MLA 
that must deal with 8 municipalities including the City and travel extensively to do it would 
effectively put eight times the workload on to one MLA.  The current boundaries provide more 
balance to this workload splitting the municipal workload in particular with six municipalities 
for GP Wapiti and five for GP Smoky.  This situation can be expanded to other organizations 
such as Chambers of Commerce, School Boards, Seniors Housing organizations, First Nations 
and so on.  As the area continues to grow, both ridings have shared and will continue to share 
in the growth.  The obligations to deal with the growth should be shared equally between two 
MLA’s. 
 
In summary, there are two main elements to our presentation.  Firstly, in the Provincial context, 
the County urges the Commission not to eliminate any northern Alberta ridings.  Secondly, the 
County generally supports the current boundaries of Grande Prairie Wapiti and Grande Prairie 
Smoky insofar as it affects the County of Grande Prairie. Major change would not be supported. 
 
The Electoral Boundary Review of 2003 clearly dictated that universal equal representation by 
population was not feasible.  The commission at that time decided that effective representation 
should be the goal.  The review weighed rural population scarcity and distance between 
communities against population density in urban areas.  These principles should apply to the 
current review. 
 
The County trusts that the Commission will give a full and complete consideration of our 
comments.  Thank you for allowing us to make this submission. 
 
Sincerely, 

Nick Lapp, RPP MCIP 
Acting CAO 
County of Grande Prairie No. 1 
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February 7th, 2016 
 
Alberta Electoral Boundaries Commission 
 
 
Dear Justice Myra Bielby, 
 
The Special Areas is a unique form of rural local government which serves a large 
geographical area in east-central Alberta, including three urban areas within the 
boundaries: the Town of Hanna, Town of Oyen and Village of Consort. While most 
maps show Special Areas 2, 3 & 4 as separate municipalities, they are administered as 
a single entity by the Special Areas Board. The Special Areas Advisory Council, of 
which I act as Chairman, is comprised of 13 representatives elected under the 
provisions of the Local Authorities Election Act. The mandate of the Advisory Council is 
to give advice to the Special Areas Board and the Minister of Municipal Affairs on the 
administration and operation of Special Areas. This area falls into the Drumheller – 
Stettler constituency.  
 
One of the most critical responsibilities of the Electoral Boundaries Commission is to 
ensure all Albertans are provided effective representation by their elected 
representatives in the Legislative Assembly. As noted by this Commission, effective 
representation does not mean absolute voter parity. Additional factors must be 
considered by the Commission when making recommendations, including ensuring a 
manageable geographic size for electoral divisions in sparsely populated, rural or 
northern regions.  
 
The Special Areas, and the larger eastern-central region we are located within, is a 
rural-remote area of Alberta. Rural-remote regions are distinct from rural areas in the 
overall larger geographic size of the region, the distance between population centers, 
the size of the population centers themselves, and the overall level of access to 
services available. The area of east-central Alberta which the Special Areas resides 
within is sparsely populated, covers a large geographic area, and is significantly 
removed from a primary service area – specifically the QEII corridor (Edmonton-Red 
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Deer-Calgary). Additional characteristics of a rural-remote region include declining and 
aging populations, declining industrial activity and assessment base, increasing scarcity 
of access to basic technological infrastructure and service level, and physical isolation 
from larger service areas. 
 
There are many commonalities which can be found throughout this specific rural-remote 
region of Alberta, frequently centering on common economic interests, community 
identity, specific agricultural conditions and industrial development. Common economic 
interests include agricultural, oil & gas development, and coal-fired power generation. 
Similar environmental conditions have led to the development of agricultural operations 
which mitigate the historically low precipitation rates and marginal land quality common 
to this area. Large areas of native grasslands exist throughout the area; not necessarily 
by choice, but by necessity due to prevailing conditions. Lack of access to irrigation is a 
critical differentiation of this rural-remote region when compared to the region south of 
Red Deer River. The communities throughout this region are generally small (under 
1000 population), geographically far removed from one another, and subject to declining 
populations, assessment and increasing age. These factors all combine to paint a 
picture of a rural-remote region which has limited resources: economic, demographic, 
and cultural. 
 
As the Special Areas Advisory Council represents all three Special Areas, and as all 
three Special Areas are administered by a single body – the Special Areas Board, we 
strongly recommend the boundaries of the Drumheller-Stettler do not change in any 
way which would not recognize our municipal boundaries. In short we operate as one 
unit and would strongly recommend to you that the Special Areas stay as one 
unit with one MLA.   
 
The Special Areas Advisory Council recognizes the Electoral Boundaries Commission is 
required to make some adjustments to the current composition of the electoral divisions 
in Alberta to ensure effective representation for all Albertans. Furthermore, we also 
recognize the Electoral Boundaries Commission is not able to create new electoral 
divisions to alleviate any challenges when balancing the changes in population which 
have occurred since 2010. However, we recommend the current boundaries of the 
Drumheller-Stettler electoral division do not increase in size as this electoral 
division meets at three of the criteria for a Special Electoral division as outlined in 
Section 15 (2) of the Electoral Boundaries Act. The area of the Drumheller-Stettler 
electoral division is 33,017 km2, greater than 20,000 km2. The distance from the 
Legislative Assembly in Edmonton to the nearest constituency office in Drumheller-
Stettler electoral division is 202 km, greater than 150 km. Finally, the Drumheller-Stettler 
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electoral division has a portion of its boundary coterminous with a boundary of the 
Province of Alberta (Province of Saskatchewan on eastern boundary).  
 
An additional consideration is the Drumheller-Stettler electoral division is already one of 
the largest in the Province of Alberta, and to remain within a 10% deviation to the 
provincial population average, it would have to become either unreasonably large or 
incorporate a large urban area with distinctly divergent and competing needs. Either of 
these two options would threaten the ability of the elected representative to provide 
effective representation for the residents of Drumheller-Stettler. Our question to the 
Electoral Boundaries Commission is: how much bigger can this electoral division be and 
still ensure effective representation?  
 
The population density issue seems to be typical of electoral divisions along the eastern 
side of this province where the population deviation from the proposed average are all 
in the negative. The sparse population in this rural-remote region has implications when 
it comes to effective representation. The elected representative for Drumheller-Stettler 
is faced with the issue of time and distance – specifically the amount of time it takes to 
effectively cover the distance of this electoral division. It would take approximately five 
hours to travel from one end of the electoral division to the opposite. The average 
distance between more heavily populated areas (Villages/Hamlets) is 110 km. It 
requires a considerable commitment of time, funds and other resources by the elected 
representative to get out to community events vital to good governance and effective 
representation. This is a critical difference from the electoral divisions that have much 
more concentrated populations, even if their total electoral divisions are also 
geographically large.  Drumheller-Stettler is the largest electoral division in the 
settled part of the province.  
 
To increase the size of the current electoral division would make it impossible for the 
elected representative to effectively represent the increasingly large region with 
disparate communities included within the division’s boundaries. Economic and 
community ties would not exist in a meaningful way as there would be a disruption in 
the historical pattern in the electoral division. Stable electoral boundaries were 
recognized by the Supreme Court of Canada as an important contributing element for 
achieving effective representation. An even larger electoral division for Drumheller-
Stettler would reduce the similarity of economic relationships and interests within its 
boundaries. Different patterns of trade, commuting areas and service areas, and health-
care regions would create a disparate and competing interests for a single elected 
representative.  
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In the opinion of the Special Areas Advisory Council, any increase in size to the 
existing Drumheller-Stettler electoral division would significantly threaten the 
ability for an elected representative to effectively represent the interests of its 
constituents. No increase in funding or further additional offices or staff would 
enable a single MLA to effectively represent the Drumheller-Stettler electoral 
division if its size was increased or composition significantly changed. 
 
On behalf of the Special Areas Advisory Council, I thank you for the opportunity to 
provide input and context for our rural-remote area of Alberta. The Advisory Council 
looks forward to reviewing your draft recommendations and would welcome any further 
opportunity to provide any information which would assist this Commission in its 
preparation of final recommendations. 
 
Sincerely, 
 

Robert Worobo 
Chairman 
Special Areas Advisory Council 
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From: Info - EBC
To:
Subject: Fw: Alberta Electoral Boundaries Commission
Date: Wednesday, February 8, 2017 9:55:30 AM

________________________________________
From: Don Rubuliak 
Sent: Tuesday, February 7, 2017 8:45 AM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: Alberta Electoral Boundaries Commission

Dear Sir or Madam,

My primary concern regarding electoral boundaries in Alberta is that we presently have unfair representation in
many ridings due to large differences in population between ridings.  I believe the most important job of the
Electoral Boundaries Commission is to improve our democracy by adjusting our riding boundaries in order to
minimize the differences in population.  These differences should not exceed 10% and should be adjusted on a
regular basis to ensure that riding population differences never exceed 10% as population changes occur.

I do not believe it is necessary for riding boundaries to always follow existing municipal boundaries.  The need for
fairness in riding population size is most important.

I believe the total number of ridings in the province is sufficient and must not be increased in order to improve rural
representation.  If all riding populations are to be within 10% then rural Alberta will have to lose ridings and urban
Alberta will gain.  It is not logical nor is it fair to maintain the present number of rural ridings as rural populations
decline and urban populations quickly rise.

There is the argument that the number of rural ridings must be maintained in order to have effective representation,
due to the large areas involved.  I do not agree with this argument as communication has improved significantly in
recent years with the use of mobile phones, email and the internet.  As well, roads and air connections are much
better than those in the past.  For rural MLAs today communication is much easier than it was in the past.  Smaller
riding areas are not necessary.

I believe we will have a better democracy if we adjust our riding sizes to count each person’s vote as equally as
possible.

Sincerely,

Don Rubuliak

Sherwood Park
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A Submission to the Electoral Boundaries Commission of Alberta
Lethbridge, February 6, 2017

From
The Lethbridge East NDP Executive
Terry Shillington, President,
Maria Fitzpatrick, MLA

To
The Alberta Electoral Boundaries Commission, Justice Myra Bielby, Chair

Thanks for the invitation to submit our observations to your commission.    Our
essential statement to you is quite simple.  We think there is no reason to make any
changes to the boundaries of Lethbridge East.    We note that the projected median
population for Alberta constituencies is approximately 49,000.    We also note section
14 A) of the Electoral Boundaries Commission Act declares “the requirement of
effective representation as guaranteed by the Can. Charter of Rights and Freedoms.”

OUR CONCLUSIONS – POPULATION
Your commission projects our constituency population will be almost 45,000 in the 2016
census figures.    Our own sense of this, after consulting with the city mayor and others
is that city grow will push our 2016 census figures probably higher than the figure of 44,
927  mentioned at the Lethbridge hearing on Jan. 25, 2017.   We suspect the
Lethbridge East figures will be even closer to the median of 49,000 and projected city
growth over the next few years will likely move the figure upwards even more.    So on
the basis of population, our constituency would seem to be very close to the ideal
suggested by your commission

OUR CONCLUSION – RE THE SPECIFIC PRESENT BOUNDARIES
We would also suggest that the specific boundaries, mostly following 13th St.  in dividing
the city on a north-south basis makes sense from a cultural perspective.  This is a
reasonable boundary, familiar to most and as easily explained and communicated as
any other one could propose.     The boundaries are also appropriate in including the
urban developments on the north and south, while leaving farming areas to neighboring
rural constituencies where they are better represented.     So we would recommend that
the present boundary does not need any minor adjustments or tweaking.  

IN CONCLUSION

We understand that your commission will face some complex issues in the course of
your decisions.   However, this constituency of Lethbridge East, we suggest, already
meets the criteria you seek, and does not need changes of any kind.

Sincerely,

Terry Shillington, President,  Lethbridge East NDP Exec.
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From: Info - EBC
To:
Subject: Fw: Website submission from Gerry Hofs
Date: Wednesday, February 8, 2017 9:57:45 AM

From: Gerry Hofs <albertaebcwebsitesubmissions@gmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, February 7, 2017 11:00 AM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: Website submission from Gerry Hofs
 
Name

  Gerry Hofs

Email

 

Phone

 

Address

  Edmonton
Map It

Submission

   I did not realize I was to put my submission in here. Any changes made should be
based on population. There is an existing imbalance between rural riding and urban ridings.

How did you hear about the review?

  Radio

EBC-2016/17-618
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From: Info - EBC
To:
Subject: Fw: Written submission
Date: Wednesday, February 8, 2017 9:57:55 AM
Attachments: Submission to the Alberta Electoral Boundaries Commission.docx

From: Bryan Woronuk 
Sent: Tuesday, February 7, 2017 11:10 AM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: Written submission
 
Please find attached a written submission.  If you have any questions, please contact me by return
email.
 
Sincerely,
Bryan Woronuk
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Written Submission to the Alberta Electoral Boundaries Commission 

 

This submission regards the practise of attaching names of notable Albertans to certain constituencies. 

To date, the individuals chosen are predominantly past serving provincial politicians.  This is not a 
common practise among provinces as only one other, Quebec, does the same.  The standard federally 
and of all other provinces is that constituencies are named using only geographic references.   

The potential pitfalls of the current practise are several, a key one of which is illustrated by the 
Dunvegan-Central Peace-Notley constituency.  Although the recognition was intended for a former MLA, 
it now serves as an unspoken advantage in an election to one political party, given that the MLA’s 
daughter is now the premier of our province.  By virtue of name association alone, an unintended 
consequence is that some voters may be influenced, subliminally or more overtly, to cast their ballots 
for the party that the Premier represents and to the detriment of other candidates. 

While this may, at face value, seem of little potential consequence in terms of numbers of votes cast, it 
cannot be disregarded.  For no reason more so than an election outcome in the constituency affected.  It 
is not uncommon for elections to be decided in this constituency by close margins, the most recent two 
being a little more than 500 votes or less.  A change in a small number of ballots cast would have yielded 
an individual of a different political party being elected. 

Beyond this immediate concern other principles lie at risk.  The fact that politicians have been chosen 
for naming constituencies opens possible inferences of political favoritism or dissent.  Any choice of 
personage is subjective and open to question. 

Brevity and conciseness should be the hallmarks of any constituency name.  Dunvegan-Central Peace-
Notley is a model for what a name should not be.  It is much too lengthy with too many hyphens and is 
neither brief nor precise.  People at all levels of government and residents of this area commonly 
express dissatisfaction and angst over the name.   

For the initial concerns and reasons, it would be prudent to discontinue naming or adding the names of 
individuals to constituency names.  A policy of using purely geographical names is both unambiguous 
and prevents unforeseen situations involving personal names and election outcomes. 

For the secondary reasons, constituency names should reflect as few words as possible; one or at most 
two descriptive words.  Dunvegan or Central Peace would serve as a naming model.  At the least, the 
naming tie to our Premier should be dropped. 

 

EBC-2016/17-619













EBC-2016/17-625



EBC-2016/17-626



























Ph.	403-262-2390		� Fx.	403-262-2408	
E-mail.	admin@thecdlc.ca			� web.	www.thecdlc.ca	

	

	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
January	24,	2017	
	
	
	
	
	
Honourable	Madam	Justice	Bielby	
Court	of	Appeal	Calgary	
TransCanada	Pipelines	Tower,	2600,	
450	–	1st	St.	S.W.	
Calgary,	AB	T2P	5H1	
	
	
Dear	Honourable	Madam	Justice	Bielby:	
	
I	want	to	thank	you	and	the	Commission	for	allowing	our	participation	in	the	review	of	Alberta’s	
electoral	boundaries.		Please	accept	this	as	the	submission	on	behalf	of	the	44,000	members	of	
the	Calgary	and	District	Labour	Council.		
	
	
In	Solidarity,		
	

Alexander	Shevalier,	President	
Calgary	&	District	Labour	Council		
	
	
	
	
	
Electoral	Boundaries	Submission	Ltr./2017	Correspondence	
COPE	397	

#321,	3132	-	26	Street	NE		
Calgary,	Alberta	T1Y	6Z1	
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CDLC Submission to the 
Boundary Commission 

About Us  
 
The Calgary and District Labour Council was chartered in May 1905, and is the voice of labour in 
Calgary. We support 60 affiliated union locals representing 44,000 members. Their diversity of 
knowledge and experience has joined to strongly uphold the principles of unionism and create 
solidarity in the struggle to improve the working lives of all people. 
 
More than strikes, contracts and negotiations, the CDLC also plays a key role in our community. We 
work closely in coalition with numerous non-governmental, social justice, volunteer and faith 
organizations in Calgary. Our proactive committees organize around issues of interest to all workers, 
union and non-union alike. Everyone is welcome to attend our meetings and events. 

The Law  
 

The Boundary Commission Act directs the commission to divide the province in 87 electoral divisions, 
with a deviation of plus or minus 25% of the provincial average.  

The Act states:  

 13 The Commission shall divide Alberta into 87 proposed electoral divisions.  

        RSA 2000 cE-3 s13;2009 c19 s4 

14(1)  In determining the area to be included in and in fixing the boundaries of the 
proposed electoral divisions, the Commission, subject to section to section 15, may 
take into consideration any factors it considers appropriate, but shall take into 
consideration 

(a) the requirement for effective representation as guaranteed by the Canadian 
Charter of Rights and Freedoms, 

  (b) scarcity and density of population, 
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(c) common community interests and community organizations, including those 
of Indian Reserves and Metis Settlements, 

(d) wherever possible, the existing community boundaries within the City of 
Edmonton and Calgary, 

  (e) wherever possible, the existing municipal boundaries, 

  (f) the number of municipalities and local authorities, 

  (g)  geographical features, including existing road systems, and, 

  (h)  the desirability of understandable and clear boundaries.  

      1990 cE-4.01 s16;1993 c2 s12;1995 c10 s12  

15(1) The population of a proposed electoral division must not be more than 25% above 
nor more than 25% below the average population of all the proposed electoral 
divisions.  

15(2) Notwithstanding subsection (1), in the case of no more than 4 of the proposed 
electoral divisions, if the Commission is of the opinion that at least 3 of the 
following criteria exist in a proposed electoral division, the proposed electoral 
division may have a population that is as much as 50% below average population of 
all the proposed electoral divisions: 

(a)  the area of the proposed electoral division is 20,000 square kilometres or the 
total surveyed area of the proposed electoral division exceeds 15,000 square 
kilometres; 

(b) the distance from the Legislative Assembly Building in Edmonton to the 
nearest boundary of the proposed electoral division exceeds 15,000 square 
kilometres; 

(c) there is no town in the proposed electoral division that has a population 
exceeding 8,000 people; 

(d)  the area of the proposed electoral division contains an Indian Reserve or a 
Metis Settlement; 

(e)  the proposed electoral division has a portion of its boundary coterminous 
with a boundary of the Province of Alberta. 
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15(3) For the purpose of subsection 2(c), the Municipality of Crowsnest Pass is not a 
town.  

        RSA 2000 cE-3 s15;2009 c19 s5 

The Supreme Court Decision  
 

We are also guided by the Supreme Court of Canada decision in the Reference Re Prov. Electoral 
Boundaries (Sask.)i.  Justice McLaughlin writing for the majority stated, 

“The purpose of the right to vote enshrined in s.3 of the Charter is not equality of voting power per se but the right to 
"effective representation". The right to vote therefore compromises many factors, of which equity is but one. The section 
does not guarantee equality of voting power.  

Relative parity of voting power is a prime condition of effective representation. Deviations from absolute voter parity, 
however, may be justified on the grounds of practical impossibility or the provision of more effective representation. 
Factors like geography, community history, community interests, and minority representation may need to be taken into 
account to ensure that our legislative assemblies effectively represent the diversity of our social mosaic. Beyond this, 
dilution of one citizen's vote as compared with another's should not be countenanced."  

The Supreme Court has affirmed that there are a number of factors that the province can ensure 
effective representation. The principles outlined by Justice McLaughlin have been reflected in the 
Boundary Commission Act.  

Rural Versus Urban  
 

The Constitution, the Supreme Court and the Electoral Commission Act all try to strike a balance 
between competing interests in creating as fair electoral boundaries as possible. One of the areas of 
tension is between urban and rural electoral divisions. I am drawn to a quote from Laurie Blakeman 
the former MLA from Edmonton Centre,  

“I think when I read some of the submissions that came from constituency associations ... there’s an expectation that 
they could, you know, phone and get an immediate meeting with their MLA and chat with them face to face and 
things like that. Yeah, my folks would like to do that, too, but they don’t get the same kind of opportunity to do that 
because I’m dealing with more people, and it’s not possible for me to organize my representation of people in that same 
way. If my people had the chance to do it the way some of the rural people were talking, I’m sure they’d take it. They’d 
say, ‘Absolutely I want to be able to operate that same way and have that same kind of relationship with my MLA,’ 
but that’s not what’s available to me as an urban representative.”  
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Within the 2016 boundaries of the cities of Calgary, Edmonton, Lethbridge, and Red Deer there will 
need to be a redrawing of the maps to be more reflective of the changes in population within the 
cities. The Commission should respect section 14(1) (d) and respect community boundaries in 
Edmonton and Calgary. Keeping neighborhoods within one electoral division should apply to 
Lethbridge, Red Deer, and all cities in Alberta.  

When the boundaries are being redrawn I would urge the Commission to keep communities 
together.   

I would note that we do not know what effect the fire in Wood Buffalo had on the population of 
the region. If there is a decrease in population that may need to be reflected in divisions.  

The maximum size of a riding is 25% above the average is 61,335 depending on the population 
statistics used. There are two cities that will need to have their boundaries redrawn.  

Airdriexvi - 61,842 

Medicine Hat - 63,018 

Each city is above 25% threshold and yet contains a single MLA. While it is not ideal there may need 
to be four hybrid city and rural constituencies. There should be one city MLA and one rural city 
hybrid. The Commission should examine Grande Prairie to see how it can be done effectively.   

The boundaries of surrounding constituencies will have to be adjusted.  

Special Seats  
 

Dunvegan-Central and Lesser Slave Lake are two seats that meet the criteria under section 15(2) of 
the Act. Under section 15(2) of the Act the smallest a rural constituency can be is 24,534 under the 
2010 population statistics in 2010 Dunvegan-Central Peace has a population of 24,584 it’s 
boundaries may need to be adjusted depending on the population of the region.  

Contiguous Seats  
 

The Commission should electoral divisions contiguous. It is unfathomable to the writer of this 
submission that Alberta has an electoral division that is not contiguous. Westaskawin Camrose is not 
a contiguous seat and there is no justification and it undermines the credibility of the Electoral 
Boundary Commission. On it’s face it appears that there is gerrymandering and that cannot be 
countenanced. This Commission ensure all electoral divisions contiguous.  
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Conclusion 
 

The Commission needs to increase the size of each riding to 49,068.  

The Commission should minimize the size of the variation.  

The cities of Calgary, Edmonton, Lethbridge, and Red Deer should maintain their seat count and re-
draw the maps within city boundaries.  

The Cities of Airdrie and Medicine Hat will need to split in a manner similar to Grande Prairie.  

The Commission should look at the examining the populations of Wood Buffalo and Dunvegan-
Central Peace.  
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End	Notes		
                                                   

 The dec s on was taken from https://scc-csc exum com/scc-csc/scc-csc/en/ tem/766/ ndex do taken on January 24  2017  

 The 2010 popu at on was taken from http://econom cdashboard a berta ca/popu at on on January 18  2017   

 The 2016 popu at on was taken from http://econom cdashboard a berta ca/popu at on on January 18  2017  
v The var at on was taken from  http://bc-ebc ca/docs/reports/BC-EBC F na Report-Sept 24 2015 pdf page 14 taken on January 
25  2017   
v The var at on was taken from http://www qp gov sk ca/documents/Eng sh/Statutes/Statutes/C27-1 pdf page 8 taken on January 
25  2017  
v  The var at on was taken from http://web2 gov mb ca/ aws/statutes/ccsm/e040e php on January 25  2017  
v  Ontar o uses the federa  e ectora  boundar es http:// aws- o s just ce gc ca/eng/acts/E-3/Fu Text htm  sect on 15 of the act  
https://www ontar o ca/ aws/statute/15r31 taken on January 25  2017   
v  The var at on was taken from http:// eg squebec gouv qc ca/en/ShowDoc/cs/E-3 3 on January 25  2017   
x The var at on was taken from http://0-ns eg-edepos t gov ns ca egcat gov ns ca/depos t/b10653107 pdf page 3 on January 25  
2017  
x The var at on was taken from http://www e ect onsnb ca/content/dam/enb/pdf/2013Boundar es/2013-EBRC-CDCER-Report-
Rapport-F na pdf on page 2 on January 25  2017   
x  The var at on was taken from http://www assemb y n ca/ eg s at on/sr/statutes/e04 htm#13  on January 25  2017  
x  The var at on was taken from http://www assemb y n ca/ eg s at on/sr/statutes/e04 htm#13  page 4 on January 25  2017 
x  The var at on was taken from http:// aws- o s just ce gc ca/eng/acts/E-3/Fu Text htm  sect on 15 taken on January 25  2017   
x vThe C ty popu at ons for 2010 was taken from http://www mun c pa affa rs a berta ca/mc off c a popu at ons on January 24  
2017   
xv The C ty popu at ons for 2016 was taken from http://www mun c pa affa rs a berta ca/mc off c a popu at ons on January 24  
2017  
xv  The popu at ons of A rdr e and Med c ne Hat for 2016 were taken from 
http://www mun c pa affa rs a berta ca/mc off c a popu at ons on January 24  2017  
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INTRODUCTION  

The Alberta Association of Municipal District and Counties (AAMDC) is a provincial association 
that represents Alberta’s rural municipalities which include 64 municipal districts and five 
incorporated specialized municipalities. Together, AAMDC members cover 85% of Alberta’s 
land mass and 18% of Alberta’s population. Through proactive leadership, strategic 
partnerships and effective advocacy, the AAMDC works to build strong, vibrant, and resilient 
communities.  

As a voice for Alberta’s rural communities, the AAMDC believes it is positioned to provide a 
unique and necessary perspective to the Alberta Electoral Boundaries Commission (ABEBC) 
during the 2016/17 review of Alberta’s electoral boundaries. The AAMDC’s submission below 
outlines the AAMDC’s recommendations and considerations for the ABEBC.  

As a necessary step to improve Alberta’s democratic process, this process is designed to 
ensure that a number of different factors including population, community interest, existing 
municipal and natural boundaries, and effective representation are used in determining Alberta’s 
electoral boundaries. The use of these different factors is essential to ensuring that Alberta’s 
democratic process is both fair and equitable for all Albertans.  

DEMOGRAPHICS IN ALBERTA  

In the past decade, Alberta has seen considerable population growth which has only recently 
been slowed by the downturn in Alberta’s economy. Much of this growth has been to Alberta’s 
largest urban centres but Alberta’s rural and small communities have also seen a net-increase 
in population – a trend unique in Alberta in comparison to the rest of Canada. 

Alberta’s rural municipalities recognize these shifting demographics and the potential outcome 
of the ABEBC’s review which may see a greater portion of Alberta’s constituencies being made 
found in urban communities; however, the AAMDC and its members want to emphasize the 
importance of maintaining adequate and equitable representation for Alberta’s rural residents 
and communities.  

EFFECTIVE REPRESENTATION 

As outlined in the Section 3 of the Canadian Charter of Rights and Freedoms and the 1991 
Supreme Court of Canada’s Decision Reference Re Provincial Electoral Boundaries (Sask), the 
purpose of the right to vote is not pure equality of voting power but the right to ‘effective 
representation.’ Therefore, factors in addition to populations such as geography, community 
history, community interests, and community identity may need to be taken into account to 
ensure that Alberta’s legislative assembly effectively represents the diversity of Albertans.  

In the 2010, the Alberta Electoral Boundary Commission’s report outlined the following 
principles of effective representation:  

1. Relative parity of voting power. 

2. The tradition in Canada of “effective representation,” not absolute parity as in the U.S. 

3. Recognition that the process of achieving effective representation may involve altering 
the political power of some votes – but not unduly and not without reason.  
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4. The balancing of these interests which involves an examination of the social history, 
geography and demography of communities. 

The AAMDC supports these principles for consideration in the 2016/2017 Alberta’s Electoral 
Boundaries Commission’s review.  

As detailed in the Electoral Boundaries Commission Act, the population of a proposed electoral 
division should vary no more than 25% from the provincial average with the exception of a 
number of unique and special cases. For 2016, this means that, with 87 seats in the Alberta 
legislature, on average each riding should have approximately 49,000 residents. With the 
possibility of 25% variance, this means that each riding should be between 61,250 and 36,750 
residents. As outlined on the 2017 Alberta Electoral Boundaries Commission’s website, the vast 
majority of existing ridings currently fall within this range and as such, Albertans should not 
expect a significant readjustment from the status quo.  

EFFECTIVE RURAL REPRESENTATION 

Alberta’s rural municipalities and the residents they represent are concerned that the 2016/17 
ABEBC recommendations will result in fewer rural seats and by extension, a reduction in the 
ability of Alberta’s legislature to effectively represent the interests of rural Albertans and rural 
communities. Unlike previous electoral boundary commissions that were tasked with the 
allocation of additional seats to the legislature, the current Commission has not been afforded 
that ability and, unfortunately, the reallocation of electoral boundaries is a zero-sum-game 
whereby any additional seats added to Alberta’s urban communities is a direct loss to Alberta’s 
rural communities.  

The following recommendations are provided by the AAMDC for consideration by the 2016/17 
ABEBC.  

Balance “Rurban” Ridings  

Electoral boundaries are intended, to a certain degree, to reflect community differences and in 
the past, this has been achieved by maintaining a separation between urban and rural 
communities in electoral boundaries. This was done to reflect the differences in economies and 
community characteristics, and to ensure that those unique features of “rural life” were 
represented in the Alberta legislature. In the past in Alberta, and also in other jurisdictions 
across Canada and elsewhere, electoral boundary re-adjustments have included ‘rurban’ ridings 
which combine both rural and urban residents. In some instances, particularly around 
metropolitan areas, this can make the task of effectively representing all residents challenging 
for elected officials, particularly when the populations of the rural and urban portions of the 
constituency are not even.  

The AAMDC recommends that where ‘rurban’ ridings are used that the commission attempt to 
balance the rural and urban populations as closely as possible. This will ensure that the elected 
MLAs have an incentive to work with both rural and urban constituents and understand their 
issues and concerns.  
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Consideration of Geographical Distances  

Given the distribution of Albertans across Alberta’s landscape and the attempt to balance 
relative parity of voter powers, urban ridings tend to be significantly smaller than Alberta’s rural 
constituencies in terms of geographic space. With this comes numerous challenges for elected 
Members of Alberta’s Legislature (MLA) as they may have to travel considerable distances to 
attend community events and listen to constituent concerns.  

The reverse is also true for constituents to connect directly with an MLA’s constituency office 
which, in some instances, can be hundreds of kilometers away. Anecdotally, some rural 
residents have noted that it takes four hours to drive one-way to their MLA’s office and then a 
four-hour return trip home. This means that a full workday must be used to visit an MLA’s office 
whereas their urban counterparts may need to drive less than ten minutes. The AAMDC and 
rural residents generally recognize that this is an element of rural life but would emphasize the 
need to consider relative equity in the effort required to meet with the MLAs. Keeping 
constituencies to a reasonable size will also ensure that intangible social and cultural values can 
also be represented by an MLA who understands them.  

It is the AAMDC’s position that the current electoral boundaries are at their maximum size and 
that expanding the boundaries of Alberta’s largest electoral constituencies will only exacerbate 
the existing challenges facing those constituents and their elected representatives.  

Though advances in technology may ease the burden of distance across large constituencies, it 
is also important to remember that many rural and remote communities do not have access to 
high-speed broadband internet which can inhibit the use of streaming or video/audio 
conferencing services which MLA’s may use to connect with their constituents. In addition to 
improving high-speed internet in rural and remote communities, the Government of Alberta 
should seek to ensure the Alberta Legislature is properly equipped with the technology to 
connect MLAs with those constituents who have the access to high-speed internet.  

Adequately Funding MLAs in Geographically Large Constituencies   

As noted above, geographically large electoral constituencies pose unique challenges to both 
residents and MLAs that are not found in smaller urban constituencies. To assist in mitigating 
these barriers, the AAMDC recommends that adequate funding be provided to MLAs in 
geographically larger constituencies to account for increased travel costs, additional offices, and 
additional staff. The aim of this funding should be to equalize the efforts required by MLAs to 
connect and meet with constituents.  

Avoid Fracturing Municipalities into Multiple Electoral Districts 

Unlike most provinces in Canada, municipalities govern Alberta’s entire landmass with the 
exception of national and provincial parks. This expansive system of governance reflects the 
communities Albertans live in and can make for logical boundaries for Alberta’s provincial 
electoral boundaries – especially outside of Alberta’s large cities and towns.  

As the ABEBC reviews Alberta’s current electoral boundaries, the Commission should consider 
municipal boundaries and seek to align electoral boundaries where it is appropriate to do so. 
Dividing municipalities, particularly geographically large rural municipalities, into multiple 
electoral divisions can create unnecessarily complex governance arrangements when municipal 
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and provincial elected officials work collaboratively on issues affecting the constituents they 
jointly represent.  

Consider Unique and Special Circumstances for Deviance from the 25% Variance  

As noted above, the Electoral Boundaries Commission Act requires the population of a 
proposed electoral division to not vary by more than 25% from the provincial average with the 
exception of unique or special cases. In the 2010 boundary adjustment, special and unique 
circumstances were used to justify the creation of two electoral districts in Dunvegan-Central 
Peace and Lesser Slave Lake. The 2010 ABEBC noted the scarcity of population as justification 
for the deviance from the 25% threshold.  

As the 2016/17 ABEBC has not been tasked with allocating additional seats and may seek to 
redistribute existing seats into Alberta’s highest growth urban areas, the number of electoral 
districts in Alberta’s rural areas may be reduced - creating even larger electoral districts. To 
minimize the geographic distances that rural electoral districts cover – and their associated 
challenges – the ABEBC may need to increase the number of districts that qualify as unique 
and special and therefore, outside the 25% variance.     

CONCLUSION 

The AAMDC appreciates the opportunity to provide comment to the 2016/17 Alberta Electoral 
Boundaries Commission and the important questions it has been tasked with. To conclude the 
points above, the AAMDC would like to reiterate that much of what the Alberta Electoral 
Boundaries Commission must address is a question of means and ends in that, the core 
outcome and end goal for the Alberta Legislative Assembly is the ability to effectively represent 
Albertans from all walks of life. The process or means through with the representation is 
achieved by balancing population and demographics, community interest and characteristics, 
existing municipal and natural boundaries, and other relevant criteria. Over reliance on absolute 
voter parity may not achieve the desired outcome and may inhibit the ability of Albertans to be 
effectively represented – effectively weakening Alberta’s democratic institutions.  

The AAMDC is pleased to work with the Alberta Electoral Boundaries Commission on this 
important task and will continue to provide comment where appropriate.  
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Submission to Electoral Boundaries Commission 

 Edmonton Ellerslie Prov. Ndp 

Ellerslie provincial constituency is experiencing a major gain in population.  Most 
of this gain is coming in the Walker Lakes subdivision.  This area is rapidly 
expanding to the East.  As well the Summerside area is expanding rapidly to the 
South.  Both of these areas are located south of the Henday, between 91 st and 
50st.  The part of Ellerslie that is North of the Henday has a fairly stable 
population, if anything it is going down slightly.   

We are proposing that our polls 1-10  which are located in the Ekota and the 
Menisa neighbourhoods, be moved to Millwoods constituency.  This move will be 
an easy one for the constituents as they will be joining neighbourhoods that are 
very similar to their own neighbourhood.  We realize that this is only a stop gap 
move in terms of dealing with Ellerslie’s over population. 

We would also like to comment on the City of Edmonton’s suggestion that 
Ellerslie constituency south of the Henday and Windemere area be combined to 
form a new constituency.  Our opposition to this suggestion is based on several 
factors; The first is that there would be a substantial gap between the two areas.  
The second and probably the most important reason why this merger should not 
take place is that the natural movement flow is an north – south flow and not an 
east –west flow.  This north-south flow is facilitated by 91 st.,66st, 50 st, 34 st, 
and 17 st.  A person travelling from Ellerslie district to Windemere has two 
possibilities for a route, Ellerslie road and the Henday. 

On a broad note we ask the commission to seriously examine the disparities 
between rural and urban constituencies.  The 25% variance that is allowed now is 
too great.  A 5% variance would go a long way towards reducing the disparity 
between rural and urban constituencies. 

Respectfully Submitted 

W.D. Monro  President Ellerslie NDP 
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CALGARY CURRIE NDP EDA BOUNDARY RECOMMENDATIONS 

I am making these recommendations on behalf of the Calgary Currie NDP Electoral District Association. Our 
email submission includes a map for the sake of clarity. 

North Boundary 

We believe it makes sense to keep the Bow River as the north boundary of the riding. 

West Boundary 

We also believe that it also makes sense to keep Sarcee Trail as the western border of the constituency. 

Eastern Boundary 

We believe that it is logical for the boundary extended to the east on 14th Street to 33rd Avenue SW, along 33rd 
Avenue SW to Crowchild Trail, and along Crowchild Trail to Glenmore Trail. 

South Boundary 

Finally, it would seem logical for the south boundary to run along Glenmore Trail, between Crowchild Train and 
Sarcee Trail. 

Impact on Constituency Size 

Based on the most current census, that this will add between 7,000 and 10,000 voters to the existing Calgary 
Currie constituency.  
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From: Info - EBC

Subject: Fw: Alberta Electoral Boundaries Commission.
Date: Thursday, February 9, 2017 8:38:45 AM

________________________________________
From: Arnold Thiessen 
Sent: Tuesday, February 7, 2017 8:04 PM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: Alberta Electoral Boundaries Commission.

Dear Commissioners,

My very strong opinion is we are living in the 21 Century and it is high
time that every vote is equal. I resent that my whole adult life my vote has
been worth less than a rural vote because I live in a city. As a citizen on
Alberta all my life please give me an equal voice to my fellow citizen in
rural or small town Alberta.

With modern technology, the rural citizen and candidates can access each
other with the same efficiency as an urban citizen can access their
electoral candidates.

Maybe the inequities in the present system should look at increasing the
taxes paid based on the additional political or the rural electorate.

If we believe in Alberta being a Democracy, then act as a Democracy by
having each citizen represented equally not giving more political power to
less populate constituencies.

Thank you for considering my point of view.

Arnold Thiessen
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Alberta Electoral Boundaries Commission Submission from the Calgary-Varsity NDP 
Electoral District Association 
Submitted February 7, 2017 
 
Presenters 
 
This is a joint submission by Donald Ray and Alan G. McNaughton for the Calgary-Varsity NDP 
E.D.A. 
 
Contact emails:  

Donald Ray  
Alan G. McNaughton  

 
Donald Ray, for purposes of identification, is Emeritus Professor of Political Science at the 
University of Calgary.  He created the first course at the U of C on Alberta politics, Poli Science 
329, in 1977. He taught Alberta politics until the mid 1980s and then changed his teaching focus 
to Comparative Politics. 
Alan G. McNaughton is a businessperson who has lived in the riding of Calgary-Varsity since 
1998. 
 
Dear Commission Members: 
 
Subjects of this Submission 
 
This submission addresses two topics: 

1. The electoral district of Calgary-Varsity 
2. The equity of representation within the province as a whole. 

 
Calgary Varsity Electoral District 
 
The Alberta provincial electoral district, or riding, of Calgary-Varsity was created in 1993 and 
since then has elected Progressive Conservative, Liberal and New Democratic Party 
representatives to the legislature. 
 
In 2011 Calgary-Varsity had a population of 40,875, close to the provincial riding average 
population at that time of 41,900.  Calgary-Varsity’s population is now 48,107 which is still close 
to the new provincial average of 48,884, based on the 2016 estimates.  In other words, the 
population of Calgary-Varsity has grown at roughly the same rate as the province as a whole. 
From 2011 to 2016 the province grew by 17% and the riding of Calgary-Varsity grew by 18%. 
 
The seven ridings that border Calgary-Varsity are all currently within +-10% of the provincial 
average with the exception of Calgary-Mackay-Nose-Hill which is 16% above the average. Any 
adjustment of Calgary-Mackay-Nose-Hill would presumably take place on its northern and/or 
eastern edge not on its Southern edge that borders Calgary-Varsity as that area is the 
uninhabited Nose Hill park. 
 

EBC-2016/17-646



The existing boundaries of the Calgary-Varsity electoral district are very clear and easily 
understood. 
 
The NorthEastern boundary of the riding is John Laurie Boulevard NW, a major divided road 
with limited access.  A large portion of this NE boundary has Nose Hill Park on the other side of 
John Laurie Boulevard, an area where no one lives. 
 
Much of the Western boundary of the riding is Sarcee Trail, another major divided road. It isn’t 
possible to cross by car from the community East of Sarcee Trail to the community on the West 
of Sarcee Trail without traveling a long way around by either Crowchild Trail or John Laurie 
Boulevard.  Sarcee Trail represents a logical boundary.  The rest of the Western boundary is 
SilverSprings Gate NW and then a line running south through the Silver Springs Golf Course 
and green space to the Bow River. 
 
A large portion of the South boundary of the riding is the Bow River, another major barrier to 
travel and hence a logical and well understood boundary.  The rest of Southern boundary is 
16th Avenue North. 
  
The Eastern boundary is largely 19th St NW, with a jog one block east to 18th street NW for a 
few blocks. While this jog isn’t intuitive as a boundary, this little anomaly  follows the border of 
the community of Banff Trail.  
 
All of the boundaries of the riding are also community boundaries.  Starting in the NW and going 
clockwise, the communities that make up Calgary-Varsity are: Dalhousie, Brentwood, 
Charleswood, Banff Trail, University of Calgary, University Heights, Montgomery, and finally the 
namesake of the riding, Varsity. 
 
A newly created community within the riding is the University District, formerly known as the 
West Campus of the University of Calgary.  This area is located around the Alberta Children's 
Hospital. It encompasses the area West of the main University of Calgary campus and West of 
the community of University Heights, South of 32nd Ave NW, East of Shaganappi Trail and 
North of 16th Ave NW.  This new 200 acre community will see the addition of approximately 
11,222 residents over the next 15 years with the first new occupants in 2018. This population 
number comes from the Land Use & Outline Plan Report, submitted by the West Campus 
Development Trust, to the City of Calgary first in the fall of 2013 and in it final form on July 8, 
2014. 
 
If there is a need to add some more population to the riding, we suggest the addition of the 
community of Point McKay.  This would extend the riding slightly east of the community of 
Montgomery, still having the Bow River as the southern boundary.  Additionally Point McKay is 
demographically similar to the majority of Calgary-Varsity. Many residents of Point McKay share 
the same local employment opportunities, and community concerns as by Banff Trail, 
Montgomery, and University Heights.. 
 
Our overall recommendation is to leave the boundaries of the riding of Calgary-Varsity 
unchanged.  The boundaries are all community boundaries and are, with one very minor 
exception, clear boundaries. Furthermore with anticipated population growth in the University 
District to be modest (approximately 20% over 15 years), and the relatively slow growth in 
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Alberta the last 3 years, the population of Calgary-Varsity is unlikely to change significantly 
before the next review of the Electoral Boundaries.  
 
 
Equity of Representation  
 
We believe there is a need for better voter parity in Alberta. The goal should be for each vote to 
have the same weight. Over the past few decades Alberta has made progress in achieving 
better voter parity, however more is needed. 
 
Currently ridings are allowed to have a population with up to 25% more than the target ( 
average riding population) or up to 25% less.  The math on this plus or minus 25% means that 
there can be 125% ridings and 75% ridings giving those in the 75% riding the equivalent of 1 
and ⅔ votes (125/75 = 1.667) compared to those in a 125% riding.  In actuality there in one 
riding, Dunvegan-Central Peace Notley, with a 2016 population of 25,192 where each vote is 
currently worth 1.94 times the average of 49,000 of riding. This is far from equal representation. 
 
The current legislation allows up to four sparsely populated riding to have up to 50% less 
population than the average but the use of this allowance is not required. This extreme is 
allowed but by not using it better voter parity is achieved. This exception was created decades 
ago to help deal with vast distances that would result in the sparsely populated ridings.  Modern, 
essentially free, electronic communication means that constituents and their representative can 
easily be in contact with each other regardless of the geographic size of the riding. 
 
While for most ridings the legislation allows a variance of up to plus or minus 25% but the 
commission is free to craft the ridings within a far more equal population distribution.  Since the 
population of all ridings grow or shrink at different rates over time, it is best that at the time of 
redistribution that all the ridings be near the average.  We suggest that the target be for ridings 
to be created within a much narrower range of plus or minus 10% from the average. Currently 
45 of the existing ridings already fall within this +-10% goal. Twelve more ridings are within +- 
15%.  See the attached spreadsheet of current ridings and their projected 2016 populations, 
sorted by percentage above or below the average.  
 
One common argument against adjusting the sparsely populated rural seats to better represent 
the population of Alberta is access to resources. Member Services assigns funding to 
constituency offices in three categories: fixed, variable, and matrix score. While the fixed 
portions would remain unchanged the variable amounts would increase the funding to the riding 
as more electors, and population were added. The Matrix score is a fudge factor that is applied 
to account for other factors such as population density, size of constituency, etc. The Matrix 
model can also be used to supply extra funding to the constituency if required. There is no loss 
of resources to the communities if the some of the sparsely populated ridings were increased in 
geographic size to include more population.  
 
The five seats with the lowest population (furthest below the provincial average) are: 
Dunvegan-Central Peace-Notley, Fort McMurray Conklin, Lesser Slave Lake, Lac La Biche-St. 
Paul-Two Hills, and West Yellowhead. Each of the above have a greater than 25% variance.  
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The five seats with the highest population (furthest above the provincial average) are: Spruce 
Grove-Sturgeon-St.Albert, Calgary-Northern Hills, Calgary South East, Highwood, 
Edmonton-Whitemud. Each of the above have a greater than 15% variance.  
 
It doesn’t require a change in legislation to achieve better voter parity. It simply requires the 
existing law be applied to achieve ridings with similar sized populations.  
 
References: 

1. University District   ​http://www.wcdt.ca/masterplan/2014masterplan/ 
2. Spreadsheet of riding populations sorted by percentage deviation from the provincial 

average. 
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From: Info - EBC

Subject: Fw: Submission
Date: Thursday, February 9, 2017 8:40:04 AM

From: Colin Connon 
Sent: Wednesday, February 8, 2017 8:26 AM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: Submission
 
Good Morning,

Thank you for your work on the committee. Our association recently discussed the processes
and I am pleased to make the following submission on their behalf:

We ask that the Alberta Electoral Boundary Commission do their best to respect established
neighborhoods within urban centres. Specifically that neighborhoods like Deer Park in Red
Deer be kept together and more natural boundaries such as major dividing roadways be used
to divide the City. We believe that this is important to the region even if it means that Central
Alberta ridings vary from the target population size.

Thank you,
Colin Connon
President, Red Deer South PC Association
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Submission to the Alberta Electoral Boundaries Commission

Feb. 8, 2017

Dear Commissioners, 

My name is David Cournoyer, I am a voter living in the Edmonton-Highlands-Norwood constituency. I 
have followed the electoral boundary redistribution process for a number of years and am very interested 
in the process. I have included below my recommendations to your Commission for the redistribution 
currently taking place:

Population in each district

The previous Commission did a good job keeping the population of most electoral districts within ten 
percent of the provincial average population per electoral district. But some districts have become outliers 
as populations grow or decline, which creates a system of unequal representation in the Legislative 
Assembly.

According to Statistics Canada 2016 Census data made available on Feb. 8, 2017, there has been 
tremendous growth in Alberta’s urban areas, including the Edmonton region, Calgary region and the Red 
Deer corridor which spans the length between the province’s two largest cities. Communities like Airdrie 
and Cochrane have seen significant growth of more than 40 percent since the last census. Because of 
this, it would be appropriate to redistribute new districts into these regions of the province. 

The census data also shows a decline in population in areas west of the Red Deer corridor and in east 
central Alberta. It would be appropriate to redistribute the boundaries of these districts to reflect this 
population decline.

I recommend that the commission attempt to keep districts within ten percent, but ideally within five 
percent, above or below the provincial average population per electoral district.

Special districts

I would prefer that no district fall below twenty-five percent of the average, as increased funding should be 
allocated to MLAs in geographically larger rural ridings for additional offices, staff and travel costs. But 
political necessity will likely lead to the existence of one or two of these special exceptions.

I recommend that if special districts are required, that be created only in extreme circumstances and be 
kept to a minimum number.

Naming districts

In the past there has been little or no guidelines for the Commission to name electoral districts. Some 
districts are named after geographical locations and some after prominent figures from Alberta’s political 
history.

I recommend that the Commission or the Legislative Assembly create a protocol for naming of electoral 
divisions for the guidance of future commissions and legislatures.

Noncontiguous districts

There is currently one district that is noncontiguous, meaning that a portion of the district is completely 
surrounded by another district. A portion of the Samson Indian Reserve #13 located in the Wetaskiwin-
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From: Info - EBC

Subject: Fw: Submission to the Electoral Boundaries Commission
Date: Thursday, February 9, 2017 8:40:47 AM

________________________________________
From: SGWhite 
Sent: Wednesday, February 8, 2017 10:08 AM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: Submission to the Electoral Boundaries Commission

Dear Electoral Boundaries Commission Members:

The following are my recommendations:

- The total eligible voters in any given constituency should not vary
by more than one or two percent. The current system, which permits a
variation of up to fifteen percent and generally favours rural areas,
is undemocratic.

- Rural and urban areas should not be combined to establish a riding
where the urban area has a sufficient population to qualify as a
riding. The needs of constituents in rural and urban areas are
different and therefore should be represented by separate MLA's.

- The combined populations of Edmonton and Calgary represent more than
half the total population of Alberta. Therefore, these two cities
should be represented by greater than half the total MLAs.

Respectfully,
Gordon White
Edmonton, AB
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Commission making such a recommendation to the Legislative Assembly to ease the 
transition to larger constituencies. 

 
c) Precedents exist for large, sparsely populated constituencies to be effectively served 

by one elected legislative representative. Examples in Alberta include Federal rural 
ridings such as Yellowhead, and examples in other provinces include the provincial 
ridings of Athabasca and Cumberland in Saskatchewan, and the federal riding of 
Yukon. 
 

d) Concerns of interest that are unique to rural ridings are heavily represented 
effectively through various other channels, such as Agriculture special interest 
groups, rural municipalities associations, and oil and gas groups. 
 

e) Distorting the weight of constituencies may negatively affect party politics in the 
province as it effectively gives some areas of the province more clout than others. 
 

f) Finally, it goes against the fundamental principal of democracy - one person, one 
vote.  

 
2.  Number of Constituencies 

The number of constituencies in this province, at 87, is too high. I suggest you look at a 
number in the range of 71-77. Our number of MLAs per capita is higher than BC, ON, and QC. 

3.  Edmonton-Ellerslie 
 
My constituency of Edmonton-Ellerslie is currently effectively split between an older 
section of the city (the section North of the Anthony Henday Drive) and a much newer, 
including brand new, area of the City (everything South of the Anthony Henday Drive). 
 
I live in Ekota (poll 2). Our neighbourhood is 45 years old, which is typical of most of the 
homes in the North section of the constituency. The types of challenges that we face in the 
older communities include: 
 

 aging in place 
 university tuition 
 aging infrastructure 
 declining enrollment in schools 

By contrast, many of the new communities in the south section of the constituency do not 
face some of the age-related problems. The demographic is younger, the schools are much 
fuller, and the overall concerns are different. 

The community of interest that would be more appropriate for the northern communities in 
the current configuration is that of Edmonton-Mill Woods.  

In the next configuration of this section of Edmonton, I propose to the Commission that 
everything North of the Anthony Henday and west of 50th Street (roughly by 
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neighbourhood age) be included in the same constituency as the rest of Mill Woods (the 
area of Edmonton, not necessarily the current constituency with the same name). For 
example, you may want to use 23rd avenue as the northern boundary/Anthony Henday as a 
Southern Boundary and create a "Mill Woods South" constituency. 

In addition to keeping older neighbourhoods like Ekota in the same community of interest 
as other, older neighbourhoods, this configuration would allow the communities in the 
newer, southern part of the constituency to be grouped geographically with other 
communities that share the same concerns. Most of the growth is happening in the areas 
south of the Anthony Henday, so it would be appropriate to have that area as one 
constituency to allow for future population growth. 

Conclusion 

I want to thank the Commission for extending the deadline for initial submissions. I also 
thank each of you for considering my submission and I look forward to the interim report. 

Sincerely, 
 

 
Zachary Penner 
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Subject: Fw: Alberta Electoral Boundaries - Submission
Date: Thursday, February 9, 2017 11:14:29 AM

From: gillian hulme 
Sent: Wednesday, February 8, 2017 1:06 PM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: Alberta Electoral Boundaries - Submission
 
1. Proportional Representation for all voters - one voter, one vote

2. No `special adjustments` for rural voters.
If 85%-90% of voters are urban .. then 85%-90% of the MLA`s should  be urban
based and urban focused.
Rural residents do rely on larger communities and metro areas for many of their
services and are generally at ease with travelling larger distances to access those
services.  Lets limit the number of metro residents who are asked to travel large
distances to access minor surgical procedures and services in smaller communities.

3. Reduce the number of MLA`s.
BC has 85 MLA`s representing 4.6M people across .945 M Km 2.

SK has 57 MLA`s representing 1.13 M people across .652 M Km 2.
MN has 57 MLA`s representing 1.3 M people across .648 M Km 2.

Alberta has 87 MLA`s representing 4.1 people across .662  M Km2.
Current technologies allow easier communication and access between MLA`s and
their constituents.

The number of Alberta electoral constituencies and Alberta MLA`s should be reduced
from 87 to between 57 and 71 MLA`s to mirror the efficiencies achieved by their
counterparts in BC (basis larger population and larger land size).

4.  Alberta`s revenue is down and Alberta has large debts.
MLA`s should be a part of, if not leading, the `turn around`` .. to provide Alberta with a
new `Alberta Advantage` ... to benefit every Albertan.  Savings from a reduction in the
number of electoral constituencies and MLA`s could be ploughed back into improved
services .. for all Albertans.

5. Names for electoral constituencies should have relevance to the majority of the
residents in the constituency .. eg using locational or area names such as Edmonton
Glenora, Edmonton Manning, Edmonton South West etc.

Notes: Populations - July 2014

Gillian Hulme
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February 7, 2017 

 
To:  Alberta Electoral Boundaries Commission 

From: Alan J. Gibson (by email from ) 
 

Re:  Submission on Review of Constituency Boundaries 
 

 
I agree that we should review electoral boundaries as our population 

increases and shifts. 
 

However, we should NOT increase number of MLAs.  Instead, we 
should reduce the number of MLAs as part of a reduction in the total cost of 

government.  The direct cost of MLAs and the indirect cost of their staffs and 
offices may be small compared to other budget items, but every dollar 

counts. 

  
Some people will argue against this, saying that the constituencies will 

become too large for good representation.   
 Other provinces and countries have very large areas that are well 

represented by 1 member.   
 We have more options than ever for communicating to our 

government and back to the people.  We need to make better use of 
technology! 

In support of my position that large areas can be well represented by 1 
member, I list the following. 

 

State or Territory 

Number of 
Federal 
Representatives Area (Sq Km) Population 

    

Alaska 1 1,707,584 735,132 

Montana 1 380,838 1,015,165 

    

Nunavut 1 2,093,190 31,906 

Northwest Territory 1 1,346,106 41,462 

Yukon 1 482,443 33,897 
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Maxine	Farr Jones	
	

Edmonton,	AB	

	
	
February	8,	2017	
	
Alberta	Electoral	Boundaries	Commission	
Suite	100,	11510	Kingsway	NW	
Edmonton,	AB	T5G	2Y5	
	
	
To	Whom	It	May	Concern:	
	
Alberta	is	now	predominantly	an	urban	province.	The	electoral	boundaries	of	the	past	do	not	
reflect	present	day	where	most	of	us	live	in	the	two	major	cities.		The	current	boundaries	do	
not	reflect	this	and	we	need	to	adjust	to	this	reality.	I	think	that	it	is	very	inequitable	that	a	vote	
in	Edmonton	or	Calgary	can	be	worth	less	than	a	vote	in	some	parts	of	rural	Alberta.	This	is	
totally	unacceptable	to	me.	I	am	not	saying	that	we	need	to	increase	the	number	of	electoral	
divisions	beyond	87;	in	fact,	that	number	is	too	high	and	costly	now.	There	should	be	
amalgamation	of	some	constituencies	to	reduce	this	total	number	down	from	87	and	a	better	
balancing	of	the	numbers	within	those	boundaries.	This	may	seem	unfair	to	some,	but	the	rest	
of	us	have	been	living	under	this	system	for	our	entire	adult	lives.	In	the	past,	this	has	been	an	
overtly	political	decision making	process	and	it	should	not	be.	The	politics	needs	to	be	taken	
out	of	this	process	and	make	it	fair	for	everyone.	The	gerrymandering	in	this	Province	needs	to	
come	to	an	end.	Future	elections	need	to	be	fair	and	be	seen	to	be	fair;	we	do	not	have	that	
now	but	I	hope	that	this	review	can	take	us	in	that	direction.	
	
Thank	you.	
	
	
Sincerely,	
	
Maxine	Farr Jones	
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Wednesday, February 8, 2017 

 

 

To whom it may concern: 

 

My name is Jarrad Marthaller, President of the Spruce Grove-St. Albert New Democratic 

Constituency Association. On behalf of the association, we respectfully submit the following 

feedback for the Commission’s consideration when making electoral boundary 

recommendations to the Legislative Assembly. 

 

The constituency of Spruce Grove- St. Albert includes two major and distinct urban cities, 

the Alexander First nation, and rural land within the Sturgeon and Parkland counties. It is a 

large, diverse constituency that continues to experience significant growth in population, a 

trend that is very likely to continue. Specifically, both St. Albert and Spruce Grove are 

projecting to add significant population to the constituency in the coming years. 

 

The current population of the constituency is very close to the 25% variance of the quotient 

(122% as estimated by the Boundaries Commission) and, with growth expected to 

continue, some parts of the Constituency should be transferred to neighbouring 

constituencies which have less population. This would ensure the riding remains within the 

allowable variance. 

 

We urge the Commission to consider these factors when conduction their work in 

redistribution, and we would ask for particular emphasis on respecting municipal 

boundaries, keeping communities of interest intact, and ensuring the ability of the elected 

member to effectively represent constituents.  

 

Sincerely, 

Jarrad Marthaller 

President, Spruce Grove-St. Albert NDP Constituency Association 
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Redistribution: - Redrawing the electoral map for greater fairness  
 
  The purpose of redistribution is to redraw the riding boundaries so as to give all 
voters an equal say. Your task is to readjust the constituency boundaries so as to 
put the same number of voters in each.  
 
Variance 
The present Alberta guidelines state that: “The population of a proposed electoral 
constituency should not vary more than 25% from the provincial average, except in 
a few special cases.” 
The allowable variance of 25% is so large, it is undemocratic, and unacceptable. 
Based on 47,000, you could have a range from 35,000 to 59,000 to start with – the 
maximum is almost double the minimum. In ten years, an urban riding on the rim 
of Edmonton or Calgary that started with 59,000 can easily have grown to 80,000. 
So you will have the situation of an urban constituency, having almost three times 
the population of Lesser Slave Lake (30,094). 
Four of ten provinces allow a variance of ten percent. Saskatchewan and New 
Brunswick allow only a 5% variance. How can we allow 25% and even more in “a 
few special cases”. Alberta should seek to reduce variance to 5% or 10%. 
 
Should Rural Constituencies Have Fewer Voters? 
  The number of voters in a rural constituency should be the same as the number of 
voters in an urban constituency. Both deserve the same degree of representation.  
  I do not accept that rural constituencies should have fewer voters because the 
distances are larger. The population density is decreasing in rural areas, and the 
remaining population is concentrated in the towns. When one farmer farms 
thousands of acres, there are few truly rural voters. Rural constituencies will have 
to get bigger. 
  In today’s world, we no longer need to meet face to face thanks to the internet, 
email, and Skype. Young people are used to conferencing via internet devices. 
Everyone has a cell phone. MLAs can just as easily contact voters in Edmonton as 
in Fort Vermillion. Distance is no longer an issue. The size of the riding does not 
matter.  Each MLA should be representing the same number of voters. The smaller 
cities, like Fort McMurray, Grande Prairie, and Vegreville have the same box 
stores and curved sub-divisions as Edmonton.  
Why are the 25,192 voters of Dunvegan-Central Peace and the 30,094 of Lesser 
Slave Lake twice or three times as worthy as the 66,489  voters of Edmonton-
South West and the 79,034 of Calgary-South-East? 
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Anticipate Future Population Changes 
  We should also try to anticipate future population changes. We know that the 
outer rims of Edmonton and Calgary are scheduled for continued development, and 
the new homes are going to result in a large population growth. Unless these 
constituencies start with fewer voters than the provincial average, in ten years they 
will be grossly under represented.    
  In the same way, by looking at recent trends, we can predict which areas will 
continue to decline in population. For example: Battle River-Wainwright declined 
from 37,675 to 36,905, and Livingstone-Macleod was unchanged 42,705 to 42,794 
 In these regions, we should start with extra voters, so that in ten years there won’t 
be such a large disparity. 
 
Suggested Boundary Changes 
I have developed my suggestions for boundary changes using a ten per cent 
variance from 46,749: 42,000 – 52,000 voters. 
 
(1) Fort McMurray-Conklin has 29,533 voters and Fort McMurray-Wood Buffalo 
has 59,576 {totalling 89,109}. Move the boundary in the city of Fort McMurray so 
that each riding has 45,000 voters. 
 
(2) Athabasca-Sturgeon-Redwater,   Bonnyville-Cold Lake,   Lac La Biche- 
St. Paul-Two Hills,   Lesser Slave Lake, and   Vermilion-Lloydminster are all below  
the provincial average. I suggest rearranging these five ridings into four, and using 
 the extra riding to accommodate the new growth areas around Edmonton.  
Bonnyville-Cold Lake (39,696), Lac La Biche-St. Paul-Two Hills (38,260), and  
Athabasca-Sturgeon-Redwater (38,051) {total 116,007.}  I suggest that 12,000 from  
the Athabasca section be reassigned to Lesser Slave Lake (30,094), and 8,000 from  
the Two Hills area be reassigned to Vermilion-Lloydminster (40,544). The remainder  
can be reassembled into two constituencies Lac La Biche-Bonnyville-Cold Lake  
and Sturgeon-Redwater-St. Paul. 
Results: Lesser Slave Lake- Athabasca (42,000) 
              Two-Hills-Vermilion-Lloydminster (48,000) 
              Lac La Biche-Bonnyville-Cold Lake (48,000) 
              Sturgeon-Redwater-St. Paul (48,000).  

37   

 (3) Edmonton-South West (66,489) and Edmonton-Ellerslie (59,091) have a total 
of 125,580 voters. I propose that these new fast growing areas, and 10,000 voters  
from the Spruce Grove section of Spruce Grove-St. Albert (59,453), be reassembled  
into three new constituencies of about 45,000. In ten years, these three  
constituencies will be at the maximum allowable variance. 

 3  
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Our Goals   
The citizens of Alberta do not want more M.L.A.s; we are already over presented 
compared to other provinces, but everyone should be equally represented. Every 
group of 46,749 voters should have one MLA. We desire fairness and equality, 
regardless of where we live.  
The allowable variance of 25% is too large; please aim for 5 or 10 %. 
I wish you the best in your efforts in redrawing the electoral boundaries so as to 
give all Albertans an equal say.  
 
Ken Zinyk 

 
Edmonton, Alberta 
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A common theme running through recent Alberta Electoral Boundaries Commissions hearings and 
Reports has been the tension between arguments for more equal representation and those arguably 
concerned more with effective represention --- between those who maintain that the Province’s 
electoral districts should contain relatively equal numbers of citizens and those who maintain that 
factors other than numbers of voters should be taken into account. 

Without fail, each and every previous Commission has been sympathetic to arguments for equal 
representation. Also without fail, however, each and every one of those Commissions has also decided 
that its’ primary responsibility is to consider “the requirement for effective representation as guaranteed 
by the Canadian Charter of Rights and Freedoms”. 

As a result, each and every previous Commission has maintained the status quo, which has meant that 
electoral divisions in rural Alberta are geographically smaller and more numerous than their populations 
warrant, and contain fewer voters than do their urban counterparts. 

The “Matrix” : Background 

Previous Electoral Boundaries Commissions have justified this by accepting and agreeing with arguments 
(generally made by rural Albertans and their representatives) that it is more difficult to represent rural 
electoral divisions than urban ones.  

The 1995/1996 Electoral Boundaries Commission even developed a “matrix” involving several variables 
that it thought affected “effective representation.” Applying this formula to Alberta’s electoral divisions 
created a “score” for each one, with the notion being that the higher the score the more difficult it was 
to effectively represent an area. In 1995/96 these scores ranged from -18 for the least difficult areas to 
represent to +18 for the most difficult areas to represent.  
 
The variables considered in 1995/96 included: 

- Geographic area, 
- Population, 
- Population density, 
- Number of households, 
- Elected/Appointed Bodies, Indian Reserves and Metis Settlements, and 
- Distance from the Legislature. 

 
The 1995/1996 Commission used this “matrix” to help it determine the boundaries (and hence the area 
as well as the population) of the electoral divisions it proposed, adjusting these so that no division would 
fall too far outside a range of permissible deviations, and therefore be potentially too difficult (or too 
easy?) to represent effectively. 

 
The 2002/2003 Commission decided to build on and refine this matrix. It removed the population 
variable and replaced it with a Rural/Urban Ratio because it felt that population was a standard 
requirement anyway. It also replaced the “number of households” variable with one indicating the 
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“Dependent Population Proportion” to indicate the proportion of a given population more likely to be 
dependent on provincial programs, 
 
The variables considered in 2002/2003, then, included: 

- Area, and it was presumed that it would be more difficult to effectively represent larger 
areas; 

- Population Density, and it was argued that it would be more difficult to represent lower-
density areas; 

- “Dependant” Population Proportion, where higher numbers of children 14 years of age and 
under and seniors 65 years of age and older would result in a higher score as they were seen 
to be more dependant on government programs and believed to be more difficult to 
represent; 

- Elected/Appointed Bodies, where higher numbers of municipalities, health regions, school 
divisions, Indian Reserves, and Metis Settlements would result in higher scores and be 
deemed to be more difficult to effectively represent; 

- Distance from the Legislature, where the argument was that the further an area was from 
the Legislature the more difficult it would be to effectively represent it. 

 
As was the case with the 1995/1996 Electoral Boundaries Commission Report, applying this formula to 
the electoral divisions recommended by the 2002/2003 Commission resulted in scores ranging from -18 
to +17.  
 
And, as was also the case with the 1995/1996 Commission, the 2002/2003 Commission considered 
these “matrix scores” as it adjusted the sizes, boundaries, and populations of Alberta’s electoral 
divisions, maintaining that this was being done according to “scientific” principles --- ie the matrix. 
 
Curiously, neither the Interim nor the Final Report of the 2009/2010 Electoral Boundaries Commission 
contains even a single reference to this “matrix”. However, both Reports go on at considerable length 
about the need to ensure ‘effective representation’ at some cost to the principle of ‘equality of voting 
power.’  That Commission also relied directly upon the provisions of the Electoral Boundaries 
Commission Act of 2000, which in many ways enshrined the spirit of the matrix formulae into legislation, 
and in particular provided for a +/- 25% variance in the populations of constituencies from the provincial 
average. 
 
The “Matrix”: Questions 
 
The problem with all of this is simply this: the matrix approach introduced in 1995/1996, applied in 
altered form in 2002/2003, and simply presupposed in 2009/2010 contains underlying assumptions 
that heavily favor over-representation of rural electors at the expense of those in urban centres. 
 
For example, it is NOT clear that a larger geographic area or lower population densities are more difficult 
to represent than might be a densely-populated area containing a widely diverse electorate having 
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multiple and varied interests, concerns, and even languages. An elected official does not represent 
geography but rather people, and it is the nature of these people rather than of the geography that 
impacts how difficult it may or may not be to represent them. Certainly, it cannot be difficult to 
represent empty spaces, but this measure suggests that it somehow is.  
 
It is also NOT clear that children under 14 years of age or seniors over 65 years of age are more difficult 
to represent than are working-age Albertans with families in school, or facing daycare shortages, or 
receiving AISH or other form of provincial assistance, or facing challenges meeting rent payments on 
fixed incomes, or becoming unemployed or being under-employed, or experiencing the myriad of other 
social problems more common to their age group. In fact, quite the opposite may be closer to the truth, 
and if asked most MLAs would likely admit that the bulk of their work involves working-age Albertans. 
 
It is also NOT clear that an urban area contains fewer elected or appointed bodies, once one considers 
the numbers of community leagues, schools, voluntary and not-for-profit, faith or religious-based, 
cultural, business, and interest-based organizations that concentrate there --- including bodies 
concerned with the welfare of First Nations persons --- and which urban elected representatives must 
be in relationship with. 
 
It has even been proposed that the number of river crossings in an area can impede effective 
representation, making one wonder if the MLA who raised that issue had to ford such crossings without 
the benefit of roads or bridges! 
 
The “matrix” itself, I would argue,  is pseudo-science, and it is doubtful that it effectively outlines how 
difficult it might be to represent a particular constituency. 
 
No previous Commission has looked at scholarly and accredited research from elsewhere on this issue, 
much less reviewed it or taken it into account. Similarly, no other Commission (or Member Services 
Committee) has sufficiently reviewed other factors which could be taken into account here, such as the 
relative incidence of low-incomes in an area; the relative numbers of single-parent households, or 
persons with high school or less levels of education, or the relative numbers of households where 
English is not the primary language spoken at home, or the relative number of in-migrants or 
newcomers to an area, or others too numerous to mention, in determining how potentially “difficult” it 
might be to represent an area.. 
 
It would NOT be a stretch to argue that any one of these could impact the “difficulty to represent” factor 
as much as if not more than any of the factors included in the “matrix” formula.  
 
Instead, for many years these Commissions have accepted at face value the self-serving arguments 
raised by rural representatives that their work is more difficult than is the work of others. Since 
1995/1996 these arguments have become accepted as “science” even though there is no real basis for 
this, and they are in fact little more than folk-lore. 
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Secondly, even if it was true that some areas may be more difficult to represent than others (and it has 
been argued, unsuccessfully, that inner-city urban areas may be the most difficult to represent) that in 
no way justifies maintaining a system whereby the votes from those areas count more than do the 
voters from elsewhere.  
 
This is fundamentally un- and even anti-democratic. 
 
In fact, if inner-city urban areas might be the most challenging to represent, an argument could be made 
that those areas should be represented in smaller and more numerous electoral divisions, just as rural 
areas are at present. Interestingly, NO report from this Commission has ever included that even as a 
suggestion, leaving the over-abundance of rural divisions unchallenged.  
 
For both of these reasons, this Commission is strongly urged to abandon the “matrix” as a determinant 
of the size and boundaries of Alberta’s electoral divisions, and move instead towards a model where 
representation by population is the guiding rule. 
 
Other Issues With the “Matrix”: 
 
Another problem that arises from “matrix-mania” is that these matrix scores have also been used by the 
Members’ Services Committee to help determine the monetary resources different MLAs receive (ie: 
their Members’ Services Allowances or MSAs), with more resources going to electoral division deemed 
more difficult to represent and fewer resources being directed towards divisions deemed easier to 
represent. (See Appendix I attached below) 
 
This compounds the issue, for now we have a situation where relatively numerous and under-populated 
divisions are receiving considerably more financial assistance (recently up to almost $25,000 more) than 
any of their urban counterparts. 
 
In short, rural Alberta constituencies are rewarded twice --- first by the Electoral Boundaries Commission 
when they are made smaller in area and population than otherwise warranted, and secondly by the 
Members’ Services Committee when they receive more funds than otherwise warranted. 
 
Although the Members’ Services Committee has heard many times that additional resources may be 
required to help meet the needs of urban constituents, it has followed the lead of previous Electoral 
Boundary Commissions here in paying only lip-service to those arguments while continuing to provide 
extra support to rural areas. (Recently, at long last, the Member Services Committee moved to counter 
some of this imbalance by providing a basic “matrix adjustment” to the MSAs of areas which had 
previously received none.) 
 
It is also not at all clear that these additional funds in any way address the issue of how “difficult” it may 
be to represent a particular area, much less how existing MLAs actually do so. 
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To illustrate this point, consider the operations of 6 adjoining constituencies from south-east Alberta: 
 
Constituency Name Matrix Score Number 

of Offices 
Number 

of Assistants 
Matrix 

Adjustment 
Cypress-Medicine Hat 4 1 5 $9,180 
Livingstone-McLeod 10 1 2 $18,509 
Cardston-Taber-Warner 11 1 1 $18,509 
Drumheller-Stettler 15 3 4 $18,509 
Strathmore-Brooks 15 2 2 $18,509 
Little Bow 17 2 3 $24,679 
 
If “matrix scores” were indicative of how difficult it was to represent a constituency, one would expect 
those areas with higher scores would require more offices and/or personnel to be represented 
effectively. As these examples show, however, there is no clear indication of this, and areas with lower 
scores --- and more in terms of the “matrix adjustment” they receive --- may have more offices and/or 
constituency assistants than those with the highest scores, regardless of the fact that their respective 
MLAs may belong to the same Caucus. 
 
Although this concern arises directly from the work of the Member Services Committee, that Committee 
in turn has referred to the work of these Commissions for applying the matrix in this area, and so it is 
critical that this Commission open debate on the topic of the matrix itself, so that the Members’ Services 
Committee is encouraged to do so as well. 
 
Albertans will be better served, on the whole, when the fundamental democratic principle of 
representation-by-population is closely adhered to, and when financial benefits are not 
disproportionately allocated according to a “matrix” that has little if any sound, scientific merit. 
 
 
Respectfully submitted, 
 
 
Brian Gibbon 

 
Edmonton, Alberta 
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APPENDIX I: Matrix Scores and MSA Adjustments: 
 
Matrix Scores & MSA Adjustments, by Constituency, 2012-2016 

Constituency Name 
Matrix 
Score 

2016 MSA 
Adjustment 

Airdrie -4 $6,120.00 
Athabasca-Sturgeon-Redwater 10 $18,509.00 
Banff-Cochrane 13 $18,509.00 
Barrhead-Morinville-Westlock 4 $9,180.00 
Battle River-Wainwright 11 $18,509.00 
Bonnyville-Cold Lake 9 $12,340.00 
Calgary-Acadia -2 $6,120.00 
Calgary-Bow -9 $6,120.00 
Calgary-Buffalo -12 $6,120.00 
Calgary-Cross -9 $6,120.00 
Calgary-Currie -11 $6,120.00 
Calgary-East -9 $6,120.00 
Calgary-Elbow -10 $6,120.00 
Calgary-Fish Creek -9 $6,120.00 
Calgary-Foothills -8 $6,120.00 
Calgary-Fort -5 $6,120.00 
Calgary-Glenmore -9 $6,120.00 
Calgary-Greenway -9 $6,120.00 
Calgary-Hawkwood -9 $6,120.00 
Calgary-Hays -9 $6,120.00 
Calgary-Klein -10 $6,120.00 
Calgary-Lougheed -8 $6,120.00 
Calgary-McCall -7 $6,120.00 
Calgary-McKay-Nose Hill -3 $6,120.00 
Calgary-Mountain View -11 $6,120.00 
Calgary-North West -9 $6,120.00 
Calgary-Northern Hills -9 $6,120.00 
Calgary-Shaw -11 $6,120.00 
Calgary-South East -3 $6,120.00 
Calgary-Varsity -9 $6,120.00 
Calgary-West -9 $6,120.00 
Cardston-Taber-Warner 11 $18,509.00 
Chestermere-Rocky View -3 $6,120.00 
Cypress-Medicine Hat 4 $9,180.00 
Drayton Valley-Devon 8 $12,340.00 
Drumheller-Stettler 15 $18,509.00 
Dunvegan-Central Peace-Notley 16 $24,679.00 
Edmonton-Beverly-Clareview -7 $6,120.00 
Edmonton-Calder -3 $6,120.00 
Edmonton-Castle Downs -9 $6,120.00 
Edmonton-Centre -15 $6,120.00 
Edmonton-Decore -9 $6,120.00 
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Edmonton-Ellerslie -10 $6,120.00 
Edmonton-Glenora -15 $6,120.00 
Edmonton-Gold Bar -15 $6,120.00 
Edmonton-Highlands-Norwood -16 $6,120.00 
Edmonton-Manning -9 $6,120.00 
Edmonton-McClung -15 $6,120.00 
Edmonton-Meadowlark -11 $6,120.00 
Edmonton-Mill Creek -11 $6,120.00 
Edmonton-Mill Woods -15 $6,120.00 
Edmonton-Riverview -15 $6,120.00 
Edmonton-Rutherford -15 $6,120.00 
Edmonton-South West -9 $6,120.00 
Edmonton-Strathcona -18 $6,120.00 
Edmonton-Whitemud -15 $6,120.00 
Fort McMurray-Conklin 5 $12,340.00 
Fort McMurray-Wood Buffalo 0 $6,120.00 
Fort Saskatchewan-Vegreville -3 $6,120.00 
Grande Prairie-Smoky 3 $9,180.00 
Grande Prairie-Wapiti 6 $12,340.00 
Highwood -3 $6,120.00 
Innisfail-Sylvan Lake 8 $12,340.00 
Lac la Biche-St. Paul-Two Hills 14 $18,509.00 
Lacombe-Ponoka 3 $9,180.00 
Leduc-Beaumont -8 $6,120.00 
Lesser Slave Lake 9 $12,340.00 
Lethbridge East -4 $6,120.00 
Lethbridge West 3 $9,180.00 
Little Bow 17 $24,679.00 
Livingstone-Macleod 10 $18,509.00 
Medicine Hat 4 $9,180.00 
Olds-Didsbury-Three Hills 10 $18,509.00 
Peace River 10 $18,509.00 
Red Deer North -3 $6,120.00 
Red Deer South -14 $6,120.00 
Rimbey-Rocky Mountain House-
Sundre 13 $18,509.00 
Sherwood Park -11 $6,120.00 
Spruce Grove-Sturgeon-St. Albert -6 $6,120.00 
St. Albert -15 $6,120.00 
Stony Plain 2 $9,180.00 
Strathcona-Sherwood Park -9 $6,120.00 
Strathmore-Brooks 15 $18,509.00 
Vermilion-Lloydminster 10 $18,509.00 
West Yellowhead 9 $12,340.00 
Wetaskiwin-Camrose -1 $6,120.00 
Whitecourt-Ste. Anne 9 $12,340.00 
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Subject: Fw: Electoral Boundaries Written Submission - PC Caucus
Date: Thursday, February 9, 2017 11:35:31 AM
Attachments: PC Caucus Electoral Boundaries Submission.pdf

From: Niall Condon 
Sent: Wednesday, February 8, 2017 3:32 PM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: Electoral Boundaries Written Submission - PC Caucus
 
Good Afternoon,
 
Please find attached the Progressive Conservative Caucus’ written submission with regards to the
updating of electoral boundaries.
 
Thank you for your consideration,
 
Niall Condon
Research Specialist – PC Caucus
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PC Caucus – Electoral Boundaries Commission Written Submission 
 

We would first like to thank the Electoral Boundaries Commission for their work on this issue. Their 

efforts will ensure that Albertans are well represented by their elected officials. It is in that spirit of 

guaranteeing that Albertans feel that their voices and concerns are being heard that we present our 

recommendations on updating electoral boundaries. 

Our first recommendation is that the Boundaries Commission do as much as it can to ensure that rural 

Albertans are still adequately represented in provincial government. While it is true that too much 

disparity in riding population presents a problem for democratic representation, there are realities of 

representing rural ridings that shouldn’t be ignored. Rural ridings generally have more local government 

bodies to coordinate with, as well as varied and widely dispersed civil groups. Although improved 

technology can help rural constituents connect with their MLA in large rural ridings, there is no 

substitute for a face-to-face meeting between constituents and their MLA. Having a very large 

constituency also makes it very difficult to schedule an MLA to attend events, and reduces engagement. 

We therefore recommend that the boundaries commission do what it can to not reduce the number of 

rural constituencies, or increase the size of these constituencies, and that the population variance 

guideline not be reduced from 25%. 

Secondly, we recommend that the Electoral Boundaries Commission commit to having updated 

constituencies that consider the cohesion of the population within that constituency. Wherever 

possible, constituencies should be aligned along existing community boundaries, geographic boundaries, 

and practical delineators such as rivers, large parks, highways and major roadways. Further we propose 

that the Electoral Boundaries Commission should do its best to avoid bundling large rural areas into 

urban and suburban areas of major cities to form constituencies. We believe that by respecting natural 

and practical boundaries in the formation of constituencies there will be less chance of constituencies 

being shaped solely for political considerations, and more respect given to the communities that 

Albertans themselves have built. 

Our final recommendation is a request to the Electoral Boundaries Commission, asking that they help us 

honour the memory of a former colleague and Alberta legislator. We would ask that the Electoral 

Boundaries Commission consider renaming Calgary-Greenway as Calgary-Bhullar in memory of the 

former MLA, the late Manmeet Singh Bhullar. Manmeet was a man of the highest calibre, an exemplary 

public servant, and a very dear friend. Dedicated to serving Albertans even in his final moments, it is 

only fitting that the constituency he spent years serving should now serve as a memorial to all of the 

good that Manmeet accomplished. 

As the Progressive Conservative caucus, we hope that our recommendations will assist the Electoral 

Boundaries Commission in their work. We know that they will work tirelessly to ensure the link between 

an MLA and their constituents will remain strong, and that their decisions will be well informed by the 

best interests of Albertans. We once again thank the Commission for their commitment to public 

service. 
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Subject: Fw: City of Grande Prairie Electoral Boundaries Commission Submission
Date: Thursday, February 9, 2017 11:36:46 AM
Attachments: Electoral Boundaries - 2017 submission.docx

From: David Olinger 
Sent: Wednesday, February 8, 2017 4:18 PM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: City of Grande Prairie Electoral Boundaries Commission Submission
 
Good day,
 
Please find attached our submission.
 
Regards,
 
 
David Olinger
Manager of Intergovernmental Affairs

 

-----------------------------------------------

This message, and any attached documents, may include proprietary or protected information. If you are not
the intended recipient, please notify me, delete this message, and do not further communicate the information
contained herein without my express written consent.
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Introduction 

The City of Grande Prairie is pleased to have the opportunity to provide a submission to the Alberta 
Electoral Boundaries Commission.  

We appreciate the importance of ensuring effective distribution of population and representation. As a 
growing urban centre, we recognize the need to consider how potential electoral boundary changes 
might ensure the most equitable representation for the Albertans we represent. 

Much has changed in our community since the last review in 2010 when the boundaries remained 
generally status quo locally (there were minor changes to the border with Grande Prairie-Smoky and 
Grande Prairie-Wapiti in the City of Grande Prairie, remaining the same in the rural areas).  

In 2014, our community celebrated its 100th anniversary since incorporation and has a population of 
63,166 as of 2016 Federal Census figures released on Feb. 8. In the 2011 Federal enumeration, the City 
had 55,032 residents. 

In this most recent federal census, the City was the seventh fastest-growing Census Agglomeration Area 
in Canada with 13.1% growth, well above the national average of 5% and the provincial average of 
11.8%. 

Grande Prairie continues to be an economic hub in Northwestern Alberta with a market of over 280,000 
people that takes in Northeastern B.C., Northwestern Alberta, and the southern Northwest Territories. 
The community has continued to grow, even during the 2009 downturn and the most recent 
decelerated economy. 

Activity in the energy sector has increased significantly in the past few months, giving rise to a further 
increase in our population count. 

The city is part of two ridings – Grande Prairie-Wapiti and Grande Prairie-Smoky – both constituencies 
formed in 1993. 

The Grande Prairie-Smoky Riding includes the portion of the city north of 100 Ave. (downtown) as well 
as the hamlet of Clairmont and towns of Sexsmith, Valleyview and Fox Creek. The constituency’s 
population is 57,580. 

Grande Prairie-Wapiti includes the portion of Grande Prairie south of 100 Ave. and takes in the towns of 
Wembley and Beaverlodge to the west. Its population is 56,975. 

Position  

We believe that Grande Prairie should be served by a fully urban MLA and potentially two within 10 
years, hence our position approved at City Council on Monday, Feb. 6. 

The City of Grande Prairie requests a minimum of one fully urban MLA for Grande Prairie as well as a 
second riding that would include the remainder of Grande Prairie and the urban/rural areas within a 25-
kilometre radius of the City. 

We note that the Commission had originally proposed one urban MLA for Grande Prairie in 2010.  
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While Grande Prairie promotes a regional approach to service delivery, land use and, potentially, 
municipal governance, it’s vital the community itself is represented by urban MLAs. This will become 
even more important as the city continues to grow and larger urban issues arise. 

The large geographic area the current constituencies comprise means that the existing MLAs have to 
interact with a significant number of stakeholder groups from a variety of communities.  

Under today’s boundary structure, there is no guarantee that either MLA serving the community will 
reside within the community and may, in fact, live some distance away. With Fox Creek being part of the 
Grande Prairie-Smoky riding for example, it is possible one of our MLAs lives two hours away from the 
majority of his constituents who reside within the City limits.  

Our Grande Prairie-Wapiti riding has not had a representative living within the city since 2008, while 
Grande Prairie-Smoky has not had an MLA actually reside in the city since the constituency was formed 
in 1993.    

Living outside the city presents challenges in that the MLA may not fully experience urban issues in the 
same way as the majority of their constituents. Similarly, someone located within Grande Prairie would 
not be as attuned to life and the issues in Valleyview or Fox Creek.  

Rationale 

Even by the lowest population projections, Grande Prairie would have 81,967 residents by 2027. This 
forecast is based on the Canadian annualized growth rate of 1.50 per cent between 1921 and 2011.  

Based on Grande Prairie’s growth rate of 4.53 per cent between 1921 and 2015 (the last municipal 
census), the city would have a population of about 116,000 a decade from now. 

Of Alberta’s five mid-sized cities with a population of over 60,000 only Grande Prairie and Airdrie 
(58,690) are without at least one fully urban constituency. Lethbridge (94,804), Medicine Hat (63,018), 
Red Deer (100,807) and St. Albert (63,255) all have at least one fully urban MLA. 

We recognize the average population for each constituency should be about 49,000 people. Based on 
projected growth within the City and in the County of Grande Prairie, boundaries could be adjusted to 
the maps of both existing constituencies to permit two urban MLAs for Grande Prairie. 

Having at least one constituency fully contained within city limits means the MLA can focus on being a 
voice for our busy, growing community, which is among the youngest in Canada with an average age of 
30.3.  

Our Chamber of Commerce is the second largest in the province. We have three school boards and 
active groups such as the Urban Developers Institute and community organizations, including four 
Rotary chapters.  

Under the current structure, both MLAs must advocate for multiple communities and work with 
numerous agencies, school boards and stakeholders within these communities and the broader region, 
which often have competing interests, making it extremely challenging. 

Our submission could allow the Commission to return to a proposal in the 2010 interim report of placing 
Fox Creek within the Whitecourt-St. Anne constituency where it is more geographically aligned. 
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Conclusion 

Grande Prairie has reached the size and regional standing to have a minimum of one fully urban MLA. 
We also propose a second riding to include the City of Grande Prairie as well as the urban/rural areas 
within a 25-kilometre radius of the City. 
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Subject: Fw: Electoral Boundaries Commission Submission for Edmonton-Calder
Date: Thursday, February 9, 2017 11:38:27 AM
Attachments: Electoral Boundaries Commission Submission - Edmonton-Calder.pdf

From: Alexandria Fisher 
Sent: Wednesday, February 8, 2017 7:44 PM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: Electoral Boundaries Commission Submission for Edmonton-Calder
 
Hello,
Please see attached for my submission on the Edmonton-Calder electoral district.
Thank you,
Alexandria

-- 
Alexandria Fisher
MSc Environment and Development
London School of Economics and Political Science
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Electoral Boundaries Commission Submission 
Edmonton-Calder 

 

The Edmonton-Calder electoral district has undergone significant changes in past Electoral Boundaries 

Commission reviews.  These changes have resulted in the electoral district having irregular shaped boundaries, 

a large geographic size and high population (compared to other constituencies in the Edmonton metropolitan 

area). Recommendations are based on the criteria specified by the Electoral Boundaries Commission and will 

help ensure effective representation for the constituents of Edmonton-Calder. 

To ensure effective representation for the constituents of Edmonton-Calder, it is recommended that the 

current electoral boundaries be modified to reduce the number of constituents (based on current and future 

population projections), increase the demographic homogeneity of neighborhoods within the constituency, 

and make the boundaries clearer and more easily understood.  

Based on the 2016 Census Estimate, the Edmonton-Calder electoral district is projected to have 53,918 

constituents, which is approximately 10% greater than the projected electoral quotient of 48,884.  The 

population of the Edmonton-Calder electoral district has grown more rapidly than the Edmonton metropolitan 

area average of 13.9%. From 2011 to 2016 the electoral 

district population increased approximately 20% with 

the population of certain neighbourhoods increasing 

more rapidly over the past two years (Figure 1). The 

population increase has been primarily driven by 

rezoning and residential construction permits approved 

by the City of Edmonton.  

This rapid increase in population is expected to 

continue as three previously undeveloped areas within 

the current Edmonton-Calder electoral district 

boundaries have been rezoned for residential 

construction by the City of Edmonton. These areas are 

the Edmonton Municipal Airport (Blatchford), 

subdivisions west of 142 Street (e.g. Starling and 

Trumpeter) and subdivisions in the north portion of the 

electoral district. The subdivisions in the north and west 

of the electoral district are currently under construction 

with homes ready for possession while initial occupancy 

is expected in 2018 for Blatchford. 

Given the expected population growth in these areas, 

the number of constituents in the Edmonton-Calder 

electoral district will vary more than 25% from the 

provincial average prior to the next Electoral Boundary Commission review if existing boundaries are not 

modified. It is recommended the Edmonton-Calder electoral district boundaries are modified to primarily 

include mature neighbourhoods to limit excessive population increases from approved residential 

development projects. Limiting future population increases is especially important as the population of 

Edmonton-Calder is already estimated as greater than the mean constituency size.  

Figure 1: Change in population from 2014 to 2016 in the 
Edmonton-Calder electoral district (2016 City of Edmonton 
Municipal Census). 
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A Written Submission to the Alberta Electoral Boundary Commission  
 
By Duncan Kinney, Executive Director of Progress Alberta  
 
Introduction 
Greetings. It is my pleasure to produce a written submission for this first round of public 
consultations that the Alberta Electoral Boundary Commission is facilitating. And while I 
know you’re somewhat obligated to read what I submit I hope that this is a real, helpful 
contribution to the discourse and to your decision making process.  
 
Progress Alberta is a non-profit communications and advocacy group that launched in 
January of 2016. The organization focuses on social justice, climate and energy and 
progressive political issues.  
 
The executive director of Progress Alberta is Duncan Kinney, a communications and non-
profit professional who is based in Edmonton, Alberta.  
 
Progress Alberta has thousands of supporters all across Alberta that help keep us afloat. We 
also have an email newsletter that reaches tens of thousands of Albertans.  

The importance of the work of the Boundaries Commission cannot be overstated.  

More than any other single act, the recommendations of the commission will affect the 
opportunity for everyday Albertans to have their voice heard when it comes to the next 
election. Small changes in boundaries can have large effects on electoral results. Progress 
Alberta and its supporters have significant interest in the work of the commission. 
Fundamentally, there are two questions before the commission: the urban/rural split of 
seats, and the specific boundaries of each constituency.  

Urban/Rural Divide Context  
The question of how best to balance urban and rural representation continues to be a 
struggle. It is a widely held belief that the current rural representation in Alberta is too great, 
and at the expense of the residents of the major cities, who enjoy something less than 
representation by population.  
 
However, the gold standard for electoral distribution in Canada is not representation by 
population but rather “effective representation.”  
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Significantly, two court references – one appealed to the Supreme Court of Canada from 
Saskatchewan, and one from the Alberta Court of Appeal – lay out the extent which 
representation by population can take a back seat to other considerations, and have been 
broadly used to support the smaller size of rural constituencies. Under Reference re Prov. 
Electoral Boundaries (Sask.), [1991] 2 S.C.R. 158, the Supreme Court justices, by 6-3 decision 
affirmed a province’s right to set out considerations other than population:  

 
The purpose of the right to vote enshrined in s. 3 of the Charter is not equality of voting 
power per se but the right to "effective representation". The right to vote therefore comprises 
many factors, of which equity is but one. The section does not guarantee equality of voting 
power ... 
  
Relative parity of voting power is a prime condition of effective representation. Deviations 
from absolute voter parity, however, may be justified on the grounds of practical impossibility 
or the provision of more effective representation. Factors like geography, community history, 
community interests and minority representation may need to be taken into account to 
ensure that our legislative assemblies effectively represent the diversity of our social mosaic. 
Beyond this, dilution of one citizen's vote as compared with another's should not be 
countenanced.  

 
So while the court affirmed the principle of effective representation, it set the limit to the 
dilution of one citizen’s vote at that which is required to reach effective representation. In its 
decision on Reference re: Electoral Divisions Statutes Amendment Act, 1993 (Alta.), the Alberta 
Court of Appeal gives further guidance and boundaries:  
 

43. It is one thing to say that the effective representation of a specific community requires an 
electoral division of a below-average population. That approach invites specific reasons, and 
specific facts. The constitution of Canada is sufficiently flexible to permit disparity to serve 
geographical and demographic reality.  
 
44. It is quite another to say that any electoral division, for no specific reason, may be smaller 
than average. In [Reference Re: Electoral Boundaries Commission Act, Alberta, 1992 1 
W.W.R. 481 (Alta. C.A.)], we affirmed the first, not the second. We affirm again that there is 
no permissible variation if there is no justification. And the onus to establish justification lies 
with those who suggest the variation....  

 
According to the Electoral Boundaries Commission Act the following criteria are to be used by 
the commission to help them in their duties 

Relevant considerations  
In determining the area to be included in and in fixing the boundaries of the proposed 
electoral divisions, the Commission, subject to section 15, may take into consideration any 
factors it 
considers appropriate, but shall take into consideration (emphasis added) 
 
(a) the requirement for effective representation as guaranteed by the Canadian Charter of 
Rights and Freedoms, 
(b) scarcity and density of population,  
(c) common community interests and community organizations, including those of Indian 
reserves and Metis settlements,  
(d) wherever possible, the existing community boundaries within the cities of Edmonton and 
Calgary,  
(e) wherever possible, the existing municipal boundaries,  
(f) the number of municipalities and other local authorities,  
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(g) geographical features, including existing road systems, and  
(h) the desirability of understandable and clear boundaries. 

 
The commission “may take into consideration any factors it considers appropriate,” a 
key point. Past commissions have attempted to quantify the “geographical and 
demographic” realities that would require a deviation from the mean constituency size. In 
the case of the last Boundary Commission, the primary factors which guided the 
Commission’s recommendations included: 
 

• Population 
• Scarcity of population 
• Community Interests 
• Community Boundaries 
• Municipal boundaries 
• Geographical features 
• Understandable and clear boundaries 
• Distance and area 
• Inner city urban issues 
• Other urban issues 

 
For further details on those criteria head to page 6-8 from the final report from 2009/2010 
Alberta Electoral Boundaries Commission. These decision criteria were vast improvement 
over the criteria used by past commissions. 
 
In 2002/2003 the following criteria were used to help them make their decisions.   
 

• Area 
• Population density 
• Rural/urban ratio 
• Dependent population proportion 
• Number of elected bodies 
• Distance to legislature 

 
An Unfair Advantage to Rural Alberta 
The majority of the 2002/2003 decision criteria favoured either the status quo (which was 
tilted towards rural Alberta) or rural Alberta and this was reflected in their work. I think it’s a 
credit to the 2009/2010 commission’s good work early on identifying a more diverse set of 
decision criteria that the end result ended up being far fairer than the work of past 
commissions.  
 
The other factor that favours rural Alberta is the use of special circumstances. Under the Act 
up to four constituencies may be created that fall outside of the -25% to +25% population 
range. These constituencies can vary as much as 50% from the mean constituency 
population. 

EBC-2016/17-692



While we acknowledge that the use of special circumstances is nigh unavoidable in a place as 
large as Alberta the commission must also acknowledge that at its core the existence of 
ridings that use special circumstances in order to justify a smaller population inherently 
privileges rural Alberta.  
 
2016 census data shows both Calgary and Edmonton require an 
additional seat each 
 
Current distribution of Electoral Divisions Based on 2016 Federal Census Population* 
Geography Population # of EDs Pop per ED Variance  % Variance  
Alberta 4,062,609 87 46697 0 0.0 
Calgary 1239220 25 49567 2870 +6.1 
Edmonton 932546 19 49082 2385 +5.1 
Rest of AB 1,890,843 43 43739 -2958 -6.3 

 
Proposed Distribution of Electoral Divisions Based on 2016 Federal Census Population* 
Geography Population # of EDs Population per ED % Variance Change in #ED 
Alberta 4,062,609 87 46,697 ---- ---- 
Calgary 1,239,220 26 47,662 +2.1% +1 
Edmonton 932,546 20 46,627 -0.1% +1 
Rest of AB 1,895,843 41 46,240 -1.6% -2 
 
*Based on 2016 census numbers associated with ridings available at http://abebc.ca/about/stats/ 

 
The status quo seat distribution simply isn’t tenable. If the commission retains the status quo seat 
distribution the average Calgary electoral district would be 6.1% larger in population than the average 
electoral district. The average Edmonton electoral district would be 5.1% above the average and the 
average electoral district in the rest of Alberta would be 6.3% below the average. 
 
Due to this imbalance both Calgary and Edmonton require an additional seat each in a redrawn 
electoral map of Alberta. As you can see in the above table by adding an additional seat to both 
Calgary and Edmonton the urban/rural divide issue is addressed.  
 
Adding language/cultural diversity as a decision criteria 
Past commission reports have acknowledged this as a potentially important criteria for effective 
representation by MLAs in urban areas however nothing has been done to address it.  
 
Mother tongue data is available from StatsCan and it is highly instructive. Based on 2011 census data 
more than 22% of Albertans have a mother tongue that is not English. Of the 700,000 Albertans 
who’s mother language is not English 550,000 of them live in either Calgary or Edmonton. And this 
is 2011 data, based on immigration trends these numbers will only be going up.  
 
Adding language diversity as decision criteria means the commission will be better able to produce an 
interim report where urban areas are more effectively represented.  
 
Variance from the Electoral Mean 
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Currently the Act allows a 25 per cent variance from the electoral mean using the most 
recently available StatsCan census data. According to newly released 2016 census data the 
average electoral district’s population is 46,967.  

Average Electoral District Electoral District +25% Electoral District -25% 
46,967 58,641 35,293 
 
The possible largest allowable variance between two technically permissible ridings would be 23,248 
people. That is simply too high and it means Albertans in ridings with large population (typically 
urban Albertans) will not receive effective representation. Five of Canada’s ten provinces use a 10% 
or 5% variance when drawing up their electoral boundaries and all five provinces provide effective 
representation to their residents.  
 
Jurisdiction % variance 

BC 25%* 

AB 25%* 

SK 5%* 

MB 10%* 

ON 25%* 

QC 25%* 

NB 10%* 

NS 10%* 

PEI 25%* 

NFLD 10%* 
* Every province has some kind of special exception clause based on a variety of criteria 
 
Regardless of our recommendations the map will need a lot of work. There are four rural 
ridings that fall below the 25 per cent variance limit of 35,293 

CONSTITUENCY NAME 2016 CENSUS COUNTS % VARIANCE 

Fort McMurray-Conklin 17,129 -63.3 
Dunvegan-Central Peace-Notley 23094 -50.5 
Lesser Slave Lake 27,663 -40.8 
West Yellowhead 31,551 -32.4 

 
 
And there are seven urban ridings that have risen above the 25 per cent variance of 58,641 - 
Calgary-South East quite dramatically so. 
  
CONSTITUENCY NAME 2016 CENSUS COUNTS % VARIANCE 

Calgary-South East 92,148 +97.3 
Edmonton-South West 79,881 +71.1 
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Calgary-McCall 64,613 +38.4 
Airdrie 64,409 +37.9 
Spruce Grove-St. Albert 62,786 +34.5 
Edmonton-Ellerslie 60,554 +29.7 
Calgary-Northern Hills 59,961 +28.4 

 
In the interests of effective representation Progress Alberta is proposing that the 
commission self-impose a 10 per cent variance limit on itself for 83 of 87 ridings for its 
interim report.  
 

Average Electoral District Electoral District +10% Electoral District -10% 
46,967 51,367 42,027 
 
This is not an impossible task. The last commission had 72 of 87 riding fall within a 10 per 
cent variance.  
 
Our submitted map uses a self-imposed 10 per cent variance limit.  
 
Advances in communication technology make rural ridings easier to 
serve 
The Supreme Court decision that justifies the 25% variance makes claims that are not 
necessarily true in 2017.  
 

“The material before us suggests that not only are rural ridings harder to serve 
because of difficulty in transport and communications… Thus the goal of 
effective representation may justify somewhat lower voter populations in rural 
areas.” 

 
While transportation remains a barrier to serving large ridings communication technology 
has advanced incredibly since 2010. Alberta is the most internet connected province in the 
country thanks in large part to the SuperNet, a government supported fibre optic network 
that spans 13,000 kms and reaches 429 communities in Alberta.   
 
I would encourage you to go http://connectalberta.ca. On the Stories page there are 
numerous testimonials from rural Albertans singing the praises of the SuperNet. For 
example: 
 

“Since we’ve had Axia, my 14 year old son is the happiest kid in town. He’s 
on Skype and downloads all sorts of things.” 
Don McDowell - Mayor of Nobleford 
Nobleford, Alberta 
 
“Alberta likes to brag about the Alberta advantage, I think that the SuperNet 
is a key element. Connectivity in this day and age is a fundamental right for 
all citizens of our community.” 
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Wade Alston - CAO 
Magrath, Alberta 
 
“The SuperNet is a competitive advantage and puts us on an even playing 
field with international business.” 
Matt Alston - Co-Founder Surex Direct 
Magrath, Alberta 

 
What’s good enough to provide an entrepreneur in rural southern Alberta with a level 
playing field in the world of international business is surely good enough for rural MLAs to 
effectively communicate with their constituents.  
 
We also should not discount the work of the Final Mile Rural Connectivity Initative. This is 
a joint effort between Service Alberta and Alberta Agriculture to connect unserved Alberta 
households to high speed internet. When the program was first announced in January 2012, 
approximately 94 percent of Albertans had access to high-speed Internet services. In order 
to reach their goal of 98 percent coverage, Service Alberta and Agriculture and Rural 
Development sunk $5.1 million into the Final Mile Rural Connectivity Initiative to extend 
coverage to rural and remote Albertan households. 
 
I would recommend contacting Service Alberta to inquire about the current level of internet 
coverage in Alberta.  
 
Availability of satellite internet  
 
For areas that can’t be reached by fibre optic cable Xplornet launched a 25 MPBS high-
speed wireless internet product for rural Alberta in 2015. Service Alberta has also supported 
Xplornet’s offerings of high speed wireless internet to rural Albertans.   
 
This increased level of service makes it easier for rural Albertans to both connect with their 
representatives as well as to access government services, which have increasingly moved 
online as well.  
 
Government services are increasingly available and more easily 
accessible to rural Albertans 
There are now 225 registry agents all over Alberta from High Prairie to Medicine Hat. Albertans use 
these services to get registration, information and licensing services.  
 
There are also numerous examples of government services that have moved online since 2010. For 
instance Alberta Supports has an online tool that allows you to find family and social support 
services - https://myalbertasupports.humanservices.alberta.ca/CitizenPortal/application.doThe The  
 
Alberta Learning Information Service has an online tool that allows you to see if your post-secondary 
credits will transfer to or from an institution -
 https://myalbertasupports.humanservices.alberta.ca/CitizenPortal/application.do 
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The Alberta Energy Regulator has a robust online tool portal that allows you to access everything 
from an abandoned well map to regulatory proceedings to public notices of application.  
http://portal.aer.ca/portal/site/srp 
 
And those are just three examples. These are services that Albertans could have potentially had to 
have gone to their MLA for in the past that are now easily available online. There is less of a reason 
to have a 25% variance and to privilege rural ridings over urban ridings than ever before.  
 
Suggested Electoral Map Changes 
Grande Prairie – This is one of the faster growing jurisdictions in Alberta. The current set up where 
the city of Grande Prairie is split in half and the outlying rural areas are used to fill out the population 
numbers means the city’s urban residents are not effectively represented. Give the city of Grande 
Prairie one truly urban seat and have the other seat be a mix of urban and rural constituencies. Look 
to the ridings of Medicine Hat and Cypress-Medicine Hat as an example.  

Fort McMurray – There is a massive population imbalance between the two Fort McMurray seats. 
Fort McMurray-Wood Buffalo has seen massive population growth and was already much larger than 
Fort McMurray-Conklin to begin with. This must be addressed. Much like in Grande Prairie there is 
a strong argument to be made to have one truly urban seat and the other seat a mix of urban and 
rural constituencies. Look to the ridings of Medicine Hat and Cypress-Medicine Hat as an example. 

Calgary – There are currently 25 seats in Calgary. Based newly available census information the 
average Calgary riding would, on average hav 6.1 per cent more people than the average electoral 
district in the rest of Alberta (not including Edmonton). This is far too high for effective 
representation for Alberta’s largest city.  

For effective representation reasons the city of Calgary requires another seat.  

This new riding would most likely be on the eastern edge of Calgary as Calgary-Greenway, Calgary 
McCall and Calgary-South East are all bursting at the seams.   

Edmonton – There are currently 19 seats in Edmonton. Based on newly available 2016 census data 
the average Edmonton electoral district would, on average have 5.1 per cent more than the average 
Alberta electoral district (not including Calgary). This is again, much too high to ensure effective 
representation for Alberta’s second largest city.  

The city of Edmonton requires another seat for effective representation reasons.  

The two southern Edmonton ridings of Edmonton-Ellerslie and Edmonton-South West are bursting 
at the seams. One riding should be added to the Edmonton area and it should most likely be added 
in southern Edmonton.  

During this iteration of the Alberta Electoral Boundary Commission no new seats are to be added. If 
we want to add new seats in areas of high population growth that means combining ridings that have 
low populations and low or negative growth. Here are some suggestions to aid the commission in 
adding urban seats while drafting their interim report.  
 
Turn Drumheller-Stettler, Strathmore-Brooks, Battle River-Wainwright and Lacombe-
Ponoka from four ridings into three ridings 
Split Drumheller-Stettler in half. The riding is 23% below the average electoral district population.  
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Merge part of Drumheller-Stettler with Battle River-Wainwright.  
 
Based on how you split Drumheller-Stettler some of Lacombe-Ponoka should probably be split off 
to fill out the riding. Then combine what’s left of Drumheller-Stettler with Strathmore-Brooks.  
 
Turn Lac La Biche-St. Paul-Two Hills, Athabasca-Sturgeon-Redwater and Bonnyville-Cold 
Lake from four ridings into three ridings 
Take the Lac La Biche-St. Paul-Two Hills riding, a massive rural super riding and break off the 
northern part and add it to the Athabasca-Sturgeon-Redwater, a riding which has a variance 19% 
below the average.  
 
Take a portion of Lac-La Biche-St. Paul-Two Hills and add it to the Bonnyville-Cold Lake riding 
with a variance that is also 19% below average. And finally, take the southern portion of Lac La 
Biche-St. Paul-Two Hills riding and it to the Vermillion-Lloydminster riding, an area that is 17% 
under the average.  
 
Turn Rimbey-Rocky Mountain House-Sundre, West Yellowhead, Olds-Didsbury-Three 
Hills, Innisfail-Sylvan Lake and Drayton Valley-Devon from five ridings into four ridings 
In this case Rimbey-Rocky Mountain House-Sundre would be the riding getting broken into its 
component parts. West Yellowhead is 32 per cent below th variance.  
 
Add Rocky Mountain House to the West Yellowhead Riding. Rocky Mountain House shares a 
common landscape and proximity to the mountains with the West Yellowhead riding. 
 
Take Sundre and add it Olds-Didsbury-Three Hills. 
 
Take what’s left of the north-central portion of Rimbey-Rocky Mountain House-Sundre and 
distribute it amongst Innisfail-Sylvan Lake and Drayton Valley-Devon.  
 
Submitted Map Notes 

• 83 of the 87 ridings fall within the 10 per cent variance 
• Urban areas were kept together to properly represent urban voters. For example, Grande 

Prairie and Medicine Hat areas are given one primarily urban seat with the rest allocated to a 
doughnut style riding. 

• First Nations reserves were grouped together wherever possible to enhance representation. 
This observes the spirit of the recommendations of the Erasmus-Dusseault Royal 
Commission. 

• In nearly every case, ridings were drawn based on connecting highways to facilitate 
transportation. 

• 28 ridings were allocated to the Edmonton Census Metropolitan Area (including 20 allocated 
to the Edmonton city limits/census subdivision) 

• 30 ridings should be allocated to the Calgary Census Metropolitan Area (including 26.5 
allocated to the Calgary city limits/census subdivision).  

• NOTE: one of the suggested ridings on the map takes approximately 0.75 of the Calgary 
CMA allocation, while 0.1 quotient’s worth of unallocated area just south of the Calgary 
CMA is available to add to one of the Calgary CMA seats 
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Conclusion 
• Keep the decision criteria matrix from the 2009/2010 Electoral Boundary Commission with 

one addition - language diversity  
• Advances in internet connectivity and availability of government services online make rural 

ridings easier to serve 
• Self impose a population variance of 10 per cent from the average riding for 83 of 87 ridings 
• Add one contiguous urban seat to both Fort McMurray and Grande Prairie. Make the second seat 

in both of those cities a mix of urban and rural constituencies. Look to Medicine Hat as a 
successful example 

• To ensure effective representation add one more seat to Calgary 
• To ensure effective representation add one seat to Edmonton 
• Merge and combine two under populated rural ridings in order to accomplish this 
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ED2017NamPct_Quot CC_F_POP
Peace Rive 0.77 40848
Grande Pra  1.05 49089
Grande Pra 0.95 44277
Dunvegan- 0.7 32622
Fort McMu  1.1 51951
Fort McMu  1.09 50942
Whitecourt  0.91 42742
Athabaska- 0.91 42591
Bonnyville-  0.91 42350
Lesser Slav  0.66 30921
Lethbridge 0.97 45597
Lethbridge 1.01 47160
Medicine H 1 46725
Red Deer-N 1.07 50296
Red Deer-S 1.08 50117
Cypress-Me  0.98 45880
Cardston-W  0.95 44637
Little Bow 1.06 49269
Yellowhead  0.99 46380
Banff-Rocky  1.06 49498
Rimbey-Lac 1.1 50989
Wetaskiwin 0.91 43696
Innisfail-Sy  1.05 48397
Mountainv 0.96 46777
Okotoks-Hi  1.02 47817
Strathmore 1.09 51544
Drumheller 0.96 44939
Lloydminst 0.99 46256
Camrose-B  1.06 49585
Cochrane-T  1.1 51228
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A Written Submission to the Alberta Electoral Boundary Commission  
 
By Duncan Kinney, Executive Director of Progress Alberta  
 
Introduction 
Greetings. It is my pleasure to produce a written submission for this first round of public 
consultations that the Alberta Electoral Boundary Commission is facilitating. And while I 
know you’re somewhat obligated to read what I submit I hope that this is a real, helpful 
contribution to the discourse and to your decision making process.  
 
Progress Alberta is a non-profit communications and advocacy group that launched in 
January of 2016. The organization focuses on social justice, climate and energy and 
progressive political issues.  
 
The executive director of Progress Alberta is Duncan Kinney, a communications and non-
profit professional who is based in Edmonton, Alberta.  
 
Progress Alberta has thousands of supporters all across Alberta that help keep us afloat. We 
also have an email newsletter that reaches tens of thousands of Albertans.  

The importance of the work of the Boundaries Commission cannot be overstated.  

More than any other single act, the recommendations of the commission will affect the 
opportunity for everyday Albertans to have their voice heard when it comes to the next 
election. Small changes in boundaries can have large effects on electoral results. Progress 
Alberta and its supporters have significant interest in the work of the commission. 
Fundamentally, there are two questions before the commission: the urban/rural split of 
seats, and the specific boundaries of each constituency.  

Urban/Rural Divide Context  
The question of how best to balance urban and rural representation continues to be a 
struggle. It is a widely held belief that the current rural representation in Alberta is too great, 
and at the expense of the residents of the major cities, who enjoy something less than 
representation by population.  
 
However, the gold standard for electoral distribution in Canada is not representation by 
population but rather “effective representation.”  
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Significantly, two court references – one appealed to the Supreme Court of Canada from 
Saskatchewan, and one from the Alberta Court of Appeal – lay out the extent which 
representation by population can take a back seat to other considerations, and have been 
broadly used to support the smaller size of rural constituencies. Under Reference re Prov. 
Electoral Boundaries (Sask.), [1991] 2 S.C.R. 158, the Supreme Court justices, by 6-3 decision 
affirmed a province’s right to set out considerations other than population:  

 
The purpose of the right to vote enshrined in s. 3 of the Charter is not equality of voting 
power per se but the right to "effective representation". The right to vote therefore comprises 
many factors, of which equity is but one. The section does not guarantee equality of voting 
power ... 
  
Relative parity of voting power is a prime condition of effective representation. Deviations 
from absolute voter parity, however, may be justified on the grounds of practical impossibility 
or the provision of more effective representation. Factors like geography, community history, 
community interests and minority representation may need to be taken into account to 
ensure that our legislative assemblies effectively represent the diversity of our social mosaic. 
Beyond this, dilution of one citizen's vote as compared with another's should not be 
countenanced.  

 
So while the court affirmed the principle of effective representation, it set the limit to the 
dilution of one citizen’s vote at that which is required to reach effective representation. In its 
decision on Reference re: Electoral Divisions Statutes Amendment Act, 1993 (Alta.), the Alberta 
Court of Appeal gives further guidance and boundaries:  
 

43. It is one thing to say that the effective representation of a specific community requires an 
electoral division of a below-average population. That approach invites specific reasons, and 
specific facts. The constitution of Canada is sufficiently flexible to permit disparity to serve 
geographical and demographic reality.  
 
44. It is quite another to say that any electoral division, for no specific reason, may be smaller 
than average. In [Reference Re: Electoral Boundaries Commission Act, Alberta, 1992 1 
W.W.R. 481 (Alta. C.A.)], we affirmed the first, not the second. We affirm again that there is 
no permissible variation if there is no justification. And the onus to establish justification lies 
with those who suggest the variation....  

 
According to the Electoral Boundaries Commission Act the following criteria are to be used by 
the commission to help them in their duties 

Relevant considerations  
In determining the area to be included in and in fixing the boundaries of the proposed 
electoral divisions, the Commission, subject to section 15, may take into consideration any 
factors it 
considers appropriate, but shall take into consideration (emphasis added) 
 
(a) the requirement for effective representation as guaranteed by the Canadian Charter of 
Rights and Freedoms, 
(b) scarcity and density of population,  
(c) common community interests and community organizations, including those of Indian 
reserves and Metis settlements,  
(d) wherever possible, the existing community boundaries within the cities of Edmonton and 
Calgary,  
(e) wherever possible, the existing municipal boundaries,  
(f) the number of municipalities and other local authorities,  
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(g) geographical features, including existing road systems, and  
(h) the desirability of understandable and clear boundaries. 

 
The commission “may take into consideration any factors it considers appropriate,” a 
key point. Past commissions have attempted to quantify the “geographical and 
demographic” realities that would require a deviation from the mean constituency size. In 
the case of the last Boundary Commission, the primary factors which guided the 
Commission’s recommendations included: 
 

• Population 
• Scarcity of population 
• Community Interests 
• Community Boundaries 
• Municipal boundaries 
• Geographical features 
• Understandable and clear boundaries 
• Distance and area 
• Inner city urban issues 
• Other urban issues 

 
For further details on those criteria head to page 6-8 from the final report from 2009/2010 
Alberta Electoral Boundaries Commission. These decision criteria were vast improvement 
over the criteria used by past commissions. 
 
In 2002/2003 the following criteria were used to help them make their decisions.   
 

• Area 
• Population density 
• Rural/urban ratio 
• Dependent population proportion 
• Number of elected bodies 
• Distance to legislature 

 
An Unfair Advantage to Rural Alberta 
The majority of the 2002/2003 decision criteria favoured either the status quo (which was 
tilted towards rural Alberta) or rural Alberta and this was reflected in their work. I think it’s a 
credit to the 2009/2010 commission’s good work early on identifying a more diverse set of 
decision criteria that the end result ended up being far fairer than the work of past 
commissions.  
 
The other factor that favours rural Alberta is the use of special circumstances. Under the Act 
up to four constituencies may be created that fall outside of the -25% to +25% population 
range. These constituencies can vary as much as 50% from the mean constituency 
population. 
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While we acknowledge that the use of special circumstances is nigh unavoidable in a place as 
large as Alberta the commission must also acknowledge that at its core the existence of 
ridings that use special circumstances in order to justify a smaller population inherently 
privileges rural Alberta.  
 
Adding language/cultural diversity as a decision criteria 
Past commission reports have acknowledged this as a potentially important criteria for effective 
representation by MLAs in urban areas however nothing has been done to address it.  
 
Mother tongue data is available from StatsCan and it is highly instructive. Based on 2011 census data 
more than 22% of Albertans have a mother tongue that is not English. Of the 700,000 Albertans 
who’s mother language is not English 550,000 of them live in either Calgary or Edmonton. And this 
is 2011 data, based on immigration trends these numbers will only be going up.  
 
Adding language diversity as decision criteria means the commission will be better able to produce an 
interim report where urban areas are more effectively represented.  
 
“Common community interests” is poorly defined and can lead to 
electoral boundaries that unnecessarily divide Albertans  
The relevant legislation references “common community interests” that must be taken into 
consideration by the commission when doing its work. But “common community interests” is a 
vague and ill-defined term and can be used to justify decisions that mean Albertans will get 
ineffective representation 
 
To be blunt, “common community interests” can be used as a blunt instrument in order not to mix 
rich people with poor people or white people with people of colour in the same electoral district.   

While there are some clear cases of “common community interests” (for instance with the high 
density of First Nation and Metis settlements in the Lesser Slave Lake constituency) I would 
encourage the commission to not over use this criteria. 

Variance from the Electoral Mean 

Currently the Act allows a 25 per cent variance from the electoral mean using the most 
recently available StatsCan census data. While we don’t have the latest census data at the 
time of this submission we will be crunching the numbers and figuring it out by the Feb. 17th 
revision deadline.  
 
However, the 25 per cent variance is too high and it inhibits effective representation. Five of 
Canada’s ten provinces use a 10% or 5% variance when drawing up their electoral boundaries.  
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Jurisdiction % variance 

BC 25%* 

AB 25%* 

SK 5%* 

MB 10%* 

ON 25%* 

QC 25%* 

NB 10%* 

NS 10%* 

PEI 25%* 

NFLD 10%* 
* Every province has some kind of special exception clause based on a variety of criteria 
 
In the interests of effective representation Progress Alberta is proposing that the 
commission self-impose a 10 per cent variance limit on itself for 83 of 87 ridings for its 
interim report.  
 
This is not an impossible task. The last commission had 72 of 87 riding fall within 10 per 
cent.  
 
We plan on producing a map that follows this self-imposed 10 per cent limit by the Feb. 17 
revision deadline based on the 2016 census data and we hope that that Electoral Boundary 
Commission follows our lead.  
 
The commission is estimating the average riding population to be 48,884 people. With a 
10% variance that would mean a riding could have anywhere from between 53,772 people 
on the high end to 43,996 people on the low end.  
 

We also reserve the right to inch the variance up a few percent based on the results of the 
2016 census.  
 
Advances in communication technology make rural ridings easier to 
serve 
The Supreme Court decision that justifies the 25% variance makes claims that are not 
necessarily true in 2017.  
 

“The material before us suggests that not only are rural ridings harder to serve 
because of difficulty in transport and communications… Thus the goal of 
effective representation may justify somewhat lower voter populations in rural 
areas.” 
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While transportation remains a barrier to serving large ridings communication technology 
has advanced incredibly since 2010. Alberta is the most internet connected province in the 
country thanks in large part to the SuperNet, a government supported fibre optic network 
that spans 13,000 kms and reaches 429 communities in Alberta.   
 
I would encourage you to go http://connectalberta.ca. On the Stories page there are 
numerous testimonials from rural Albertans singing the praises of the SuperNet. For 
example: 
 

“Since we’ve had Axia, my 14 year old son is the happiest kid in town. He’s 
on Skype and downloads all sorts of things.” 
Don McDowell - Mayor of Nobleford 
Nobleford, Alberta 
 
“Alberta likes to brag about the Alberta advantage, I think that the SuperNet 
is a key element. Connectivity in this day and age is a fundamental right for 
all citizens of our community.” 
Wade Alston - CAO 
Magrath, Alberta 
 
“The SuperNet is a competitive advantage and puts us on an even playing 
field with international business.” 
Matt Alston - Co-Founder Surex Direct 
Magrath, Alberta 

 
What’s good enough to provide an entrepreneur in rural southern Alberta with a level 
playing field in the world of international business is surely good enough for rural MLAs to 
effectively communicate with their constituents.  
 
We also should not discount the work of the Final Mile Rural Connectivity Initative. This is 
a joint effort between Service Alberta and Alberta Agriculture to connect unserved Alberta 
households to high speed internet. When the program was first announced in January 2012, 
approximately 94 percent of Albertans had access to high-speed Internet services. In order 
to reach their goal of 98 percent coverage, Service Alberta and Agriculture and Rural 
Development sunk $5.1 million into the Final Mile Rural Connectivity Initiative to extend 
coverage to rural and remote Albertan households. 
 
I would recommend contacting Service Alberta to inquire about the current level of internet 
coverage in Alberta.  
 
Availability of satellite internet  
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For areas that can’t be reached by fibre optic cable Xplornet launched a 25 MPBS high-
speed wireless internet product for rural Alberta in 2015. Service Alberta has also supported 
Xplornet’s offerings of high speed wireless internet to rural Albertans.   
 
This increased level of service makes it easier for rural Albertans to both connect with their 
representatives as well as to access government services, which have increasingly moved 
online as well.  
 
Government services are increasingly available and more easily 
accessible to rural Albertans 
There are now 225 registry agents all over Alberta from High Prairie to Medicine Hat. Albertans use 
these services to get registration, information and licensing services.  
 
There are also numerous examples of government services that have moved online since 2010. For 
instance Alberta Supports has an online tool that allows you to find family and social support 
services - https://myalbertasupports.humanservices.alberta.ca/CitizenPortal/application.doThe The  
 
Alberta Learning Information Service has an online tool that allows you to see if your post-secondary 
credits will transfer to or from an institution - 
https://myalbertasupports.humanservices.alberta.ca/CitizenPortal/application.do 
 
The Alberta Energy Regulator has a robust online tool portal that allows you to access everything 
from an abandoned well map to regulatory proceedings to public notices of application.  
http://portal.aer.ca/portal/site/srp 
 
And those are just three examples. These are services that Albertans could have potentially had to 
have gone to their MLA for in the past that are now easily available online. There is less of a reason 
to have a 25% variance and to privilege rural ridings over urban ridings than ever before.  
 
Suggested Electoral Map Changes 
Grande Prairie – This is one of the faster growing jurisdictions in Alberta. The current set up where 
the city of Grande Prairie is split in half and the outlying rural areas are used to fill out the population 
numbers means the city’s urban residents are not effectively represented. Give the city of Grande 
Prairie one truly urban seat and have the other seat be a mix of urban and rural constituencies. Look 
to the ridings of Medicine Hat and Cypress-Medicine Hat as an example.  

Fort McMurray – There is a massive population imbalance between the two Fort McMurray seats. 
Fort McMurray-Wood Buffalo has seen massive population growth and was already much larger than 
Fort McMurray-Conklin to begin with. This must be addressed. Much like in Grande Prairie there is 
a strong argument to be made to have one truly urban seat and the other seat a mix of urban and 
rural constituencies. Look to the ridings of Medicine Hat and Cypress-Medicine Hat as an example. 

Calgary – There are currently 25 seats in Calgary. Based on the commissions population estimates 
the average Calgary riding would, on average be 7.8 per cent above the electoral mean. This is far too 
high for effective representation for Alberta’s largest city. In order to bring that number down to a 
more reasonable level one more seat should be added to Calgary. This new riding would most likely 
be in northeast Calgary and would pull from Calgary-Greenway, Calgary McCall and Calgary-Mackay-
Nose Hill. Massive population growth in Calgary-South East must also be addressed.  
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Edmonton – There are currently 19 seats in Edmonton. Based on the commissions population 
estimates the average Edmonton riding would, on average be 4.8 per cent above the electoral mean. 
This is again, much too high to ensure effective representation for Alberta’s second largest city. The 
two southern Edmonton ridings of Edmonton-Ellerslie and Edmonton-South West are bursting at 
the seams. One riding should be added to the Edmonton area and it should be added in southern 
Edmonton.  

During this iteration of the Alberta Electoral Boundary Commission no new seats are to be added. If 
we want to add new seats in areas of high population growth that means combining ridings that have 
low populations and low or negative growth. Here are some suggestions to aid the commission in 
adding urban seats while drafting their interim report.  
 
Turn Drumheller-Stettler, Strathmore-Brooks, Battle River-Wainwright and Lacombe-
Ponoka from four ridings into three ridings 
Split Drumheller-Stettler in half. The riding is 23% below the average electoral district population. 
Merge part of Drumheller-Stettler with Battle River-Wainwright another riding right on the edge of 
the 25 per cent variance. Based on how you split Drumheller-Stettler some of Lacombe-Ponoka 
should probably be split off to fill out the riding. Then combine what’s left of Drumheller-Stettler 
with Strathmore-Brooks.  
 
Turn Lac La Biche-St. Paul-Two Hills, Athabasca-Sturgeon-Redwater and Bonnyville-Cold 
Lake from four ridings into three ridings 
Take the Lac La Biche-St. Paul-Two Hills riding, which is massive and has a variance of 22% and 
break off the northern part and add it to the Athabasca-Sturgeon-Redwater, a riding which has a 
variance 22% below the average. Take a portion of Lac-La Biche-St. Paul-Two Hills and add it to the 
Bonnyville-Cold Lake riding with a variance of 19% below average. And finally, take the southern 
portion of Lac La Biche-St. Paul-Two Hills riding and it to the Vermillion-Lloydminster riding, an 
area that is 17% under the average.  
 
Turn Rimbey-Rocky Mountain House-Sundre, West Yellowhead, Olds-Didsbury-Three 
Hills, Innisfail-Sylvan Lake and Drayton Valley-Devon from five ridings into four ridings 
In this case Rimbey-Rocky Mountain House-Sundre would be the riding getting broken into its 
component parts. West Yellowhead is right on the edge of the 25 per cent variance. Add Rocky 
Mountain House to the West Yellowhead Riding. Rocky Mountain House shares a common 
landscape and proximity to the mountains with the West Yellowhead riding. 
Take Sundre and add it Olds-Didsbury-Three Hills. 
Take what’s left of the north-central portion of Rimbey-Rocky Mountain House-Sundre and 
distribute it amongst Innisfail-Sylvan Lake and Drayton Valley-Devon.  
 
Conclusion 

• Keep the decision criteria matrix from the 2009/2010 Electoral Boundary Commission with 
one addition - language diversity  

• Keep in mind that “common community interests” is poorly defined and can lead to poor 
decisions 

• Self impose a population variance of 10 per cent from the average riding for 83 of 87 ridings 
• Advances in internet connectivity and availability of government services online make rural 

ridings easier to serve 
• Add one contiguous urban seat to both Fort McMurray and Grande Prairie. Make the second seat 

in both of those cities a mix of urban and rural constituencies. Look to Medicine Hat as a 
successful example 
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• To ensure effective representation add one more seat to Calgary 
• To ensure effective representation add one seat to Edmonton 
• Merge and combine several under populated rural ridings in order to accomplish this 
• We are submitting the last electoral map but will be submitting a revised version based on census 

data by Feb. 17, 2017. 
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Submission to the 

Alberta Electoral Boundaries Commission 

February 8th, 2017 

 

Introduction: Thank you for the opportunity to present my views to the Alberta Electoral 
Boundaries Commission. This is a valuable exercise for any Albertan that is interested in 
participating in the governance of the province.  I have four main issues to discuss. 

 

1. Transactions between MLAs and constituents 

 Many discussions, and certainly the presentations to these panels, focus on the 
problems that MLAs have in contacting or meeting with constituents. The panel has heard 
comments such as “….one heck of a car trip” …takes hours to drive across” “…..how much area 
do you expect this guy to cover.”  Obviously presenters have shone the light on the work of 
MLAs and provincial representatives and the time required for them to travel and meet 
constituents to get their messages out. Most of the presenters holding this view were involved 
in the partisan political process. 

 I want the panel to use an additional and different viewpoint.  Attention needs to be 
focused on the constituent as a part of this interaction, and the constituent’s needs when 
access to the MLA is required. 

 There are several important aspects in this interaction, but communication is at the 
centre of this relationship. Several technological formats ease the handicap of distance for the 
MLA. These communication methods range from the telephone, video-conferences, television, 
and the internet. In addition there is the distribution of print materials, advertising mediums 
and the direct mail alternatives. In addition to, or instead of, the face-to-face meeting, there is 
a great range of possible communication formats for the MLA to choose. 

  But “good” communication is a two way street, so the communication from the 
constituent to the MLA is also paramount in this discussion. In simple terms, the above 
technological mediums are also available to the interested constituent; therefore there is not 
a huge impediment for the constituent, or the MLA, with regard to a preferred method for 
communicating with each other. This is particularly true at election time when constituent’s 
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mailboxes and air waves are overflowing with information from prospective MLAs to 
constituents. 

 But there is a specific communication issue for the constituent, and this manifests itself 
particularly after the election. It would appear that responses to the constituent’s concerns 
are often given a low priority and are characterized by features such as: continuing busy 
signals, long waits for responses, no returned calls, non-answers from administrative staff, 
rushed or curt responses, partisan comments and calls referring you to other personnel or 
agencies. Are the MLAs too busy to attend to the needs of constituents? 

 It would appear that distance, area and media formats are not really the issue that is 
hampering ‘good’ communication; it is the dimension of time. What is most needed is time for 
the MLA to receive and respond to the constituent’s concerns in a quick and efficient manner. 
And the main variable that directly affects the MLA’s available time is the number of citizens in 
a particular constituency. This assumes that other variables are somewhat similar in nature for 
all MLAs, and that they have equitable workloads.  Let’s make the ‘listening and responding’ 
part of their workload equitable, by having equitable numbers of constituents for each MLA.                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                          
  

Recommendation:  Individual MLAs should not have more time, or less time, than other MLAs 
for tending to constituent’s concerns; but equal time to communicate effectively with 
constituents. They need  an similar number of constituents among all electoral divisions, so the 
workload is equitable amongst all 87 MLAs and the service is effective for all 4 million plus 
Albertans.  Access to an MLA will then be equitable for all Alberta constituents. 

 

2. Variances (Plus/minus 25% and -50%) 

 The variances from the provincial average are probably the most difficult consideration 
that characterizes these hearings. Listening to the presenters will verify this observation. It 
appears that the variance of 25% has become a target - rather than a limit. Depending upon a 
presenter’s bias it seems probable that citizens want their constituency to have a smaller 
population in order that their MLA have more time to devote to their concerns.   

 I implore the panel to keep ‘zero variance’ as an ideal target, as this is within the 
legislation. What is crucial to remember is that the variances were established as a limit. There 
is an implication that the ideal constituency size is close to the provincial average. Let’s keep 
that as a goal. Granted, exact equal numbers may be difficult to achieve, but if you 
concentrate on the centre of the target, rather than the edges, one is most likely to hit the 
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bull’s eye. I would like to use an axiom from the game of curling, which states “If you keep 
your eye on the broom, you are likely to hit it!” An allowable variance is no reason to lose sight 
of the target and overall goal of “effective representation.” 

 Because “effective representation” is an abstract construct, I would like to illustrate how 
a variance can further deteriorate understanding of this concept by using several analogies 
that are rather concrete and vivid. 

 Imagine you enter a convenience store, near an electoral boundary, and want to buy a 
loaf of bread which was priced at one dollar. You submit your dollar and the clerk says that 
your dollar is only worth 75 cents (because of a constituency variance). Embarrassed, you dig 
into your pocket and find an extra 25 cents and claim your loaf of bread. You notice that 
another person is about to buy a loaf of bread. This second person also tenders a dollar, and 
the clerk says that his dollar is worth $1.25 (because of a different constituency variance). 
Imagine how the first person feels when his extra 25 cents is handed over as change to the 
second person (all because of the variances). 

 Athletes would be puzzled if they entered a one kilometer race and were told that, 
based on the constituency they live in, they have to begin the race further back, one mile from 
the finish line. (I use this example because the ratio of kilometer to mile is almost exactly the 
ratio of a constituency with a 25% under-representation compared to a constituency with a 
25% over-representation.) 

 It is patently unfair for our MLAs to legislate that the panel apply a variance of 25% 
plus/minus for constituencies; unless - the same legislators would also insist that all their votes 
in caucus be prorated according to the votes received in the last election. Would the MLAs 
also agree to prorate their voting at the assembly according to the number of people they 
represent at the constituency level?  How likely is that to happen? Because a prorated vote by 
MLAs is unlikely to happen; the only alternative left for the panel is to determine the borders 
of electoral divisions in an equitable fashion so that there is no need for prorated voting by 
MLAs – end of problem.  

 There is a positive way for the panel to use the variances by modestly (+/- 5%) taking 
into account the potential increases or decreases of the constituency population, and attempt 
to be close to the target numbers on the day the election takes place. Being right at the 
moment is easy; being right in the distant future is more difficult and requires prophetic 
talent.  
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Recommendation:  The present 25% plus/minus variance is a feature that compounds the 
difficulty of reaching ‘equitable representation.’ It stretches the fairness index and promotes 
further deterioration of democracy; and should be reduced. Only after a provincial average is 
determined and temporary boundaries have been “penciled in,” should modest variances (5% 
plus/minus) be applied to anticipated increases and decreases in population numbers.  

 

3. Engaging the young voter 

 My grave concern is that the process of setting electoral boundaries will affect the 
young voter’s and the soon-to-be voter’s participation rate. This group has many cynical views 
about the political world that adults have constructed. This is most evident when they use 
excuses for abstaining from voting by saying “my vote doesn’t count for much,” or an 
expression of defeat when they say “my vote does not count.”  

 Using the figures from low voter turnouts at previous provincial elections as a guide, I 
expect that the ‘young’ voter’s turnout are probably continuing. What are the reasons for this 
abstinence?  What leads them to dropout from voting, arrange for vote swapping, or spoil 
their ballots? 

 It would be ludicrous to suggest that boundary divisions are the cause of teenage 
malaise; but it is not unreasonable to suggest that equitable boundary divisions may help to 
encourage the young voter by demonstrating that there is no built-in unfairness. Explaining 
the present inequities in electoral divisions to a teenager would be similar to trying to explain 
that his Slurpee is going to cost him 50 cents more, or less, than his friend’s Slurpee; simply 
because they live in different constituencies. 

Recommendation:  The panel should keep the young voter’s needs in mind when setting 
equitable electoral divisions in order to demonstrate the basis of “effective representation” as 
a vital part of the democratic process. 

 

4. “Effective” Representation  

During the presentations to the Alberta Electoral Boundaries Commission panel, and 
also in the accompanying materials, many terms have been used to describe the features of 
the task at hand, namely dividing the province into electoral divisions for ‘effective’ 
representation. Some presenters have used “fair” and “reasonable” to describe the final 
outcome.  The term “equal” has come up, although it has been countered that to make the 
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divisions equal is impractical at best and impossible at worst. I prefer to use the word 
“equitable”, because it takes the hard edge off the word “equal” and suggests there was some 
accommodation.  

 The legislation introduces the section on ‘Relevant Considerations’ by citing the 
Canadian Charter of Rights and Freedoms. Then the legislation goes on to list several other 
considerations about the redistribution rules which may appear to be of equal weighting to 
the Charter reference. Some of these points appear to be countering the Charter, almost to 
the point that the proverbial “notwithstanding clause” floats into mind. The panel should 
review this section of the legislation to reinforce the tenet that the Charter criterion is the 
primary consideration and all other features are secondary in nature. Indeed, some 
accommodations appear to be actual hindrances or obstacles, perhaps making it impossible 
for the panel to achieve their objective of equitable electoral divisions which could meet the 
test of “effective representation.” It would be prudent to have this protocol well developed 
and prioritized before application to specific boundary issues.  

 The exercise of adjusting electoral divisions has to endure two significant difficulties; 
namely, out-of-date statistics prior to the final report, and obsolete numbers once the report 
is published. This is the nature of the beast; and constituents need to accept numbers which 
were published in the commission materials e.g. provincial average of 48,884. Further 
population updates will clarify the overall population distribution picture and the trends 
therein.  These statistics will be crucial because Alberta had substantial growth since the last 
redistribution and this growth was in the larger urban centres, and not in the rural areas. This 
recent trend further exacerbates the urban/rural split.  

 The second handicap for the final report of the panel is the lapsed time between 
submitting the final report and the call of the next election which could be between 2 and 3 
years.   

 Although some of these issues are not within the panel’s purview, they may be at the 
root of many dilemmas. The panel should outline these issues in their final report in order to 
establish an agenda for the next redistribution. In my opinion there are too many electoral 
divisions. It appears to me that the number of people that a city alderman or a federal MP 
represents should be similar to that of a provincial representative. The work is similar in 
nature although that the jurisdiction is different. Provincial representatives are just as capable 
to represent a similar size of constituency as a city alderman or a federal MP. On the flip-side, I 
don’t want cities to double the number of aldermen or the federal government doubling the 
number of constituencies because they want to mirror the provincial sizes of electoral 

EBC-2016/17-697



divisions. Would we really notice if we had fewer MLAs?  Probably not, but we certainly would 
notice if we have too many MLAs! 

Recommendation:  Extensive electoral reforms need to be undertaken to address the perceived 
democratic deficit with regard to electoral boundaries. The objective would be to increase the 
participation of Albertans and maintain or reduce the number of MLAs in the electoral process. 
More consultation and input from Albertans should be undertaken before legislation and 
guidelines are adopted for the establishment of equitable electoral boundaries 

 

Postlude: 

 After writing this submission, I feel cautiously optimistic about your task at hand. I wish 
patience and understanding in your deliberations; and above all, wisdom in making your 
decisions. I await your report. 

My Background: 

- I am not a municipal or civic official, 
- not a member of a political party, 
- not an official of a political association, 
- (There is nothing wrong with the above positions, but there may be a built-in bias) 

 
- I am an Albertan, born here, educated, worked and now retired, 
- lived in 6 constituencies, 3 rural and 3 urban, 
- voted in every provincial election (14 ?) since I was eligible 
- read the legislation and material; and listened to presentations 

 
- This is input from one constituent, 
- Thank You 

Leonard Sorochan 
 

Edmonton, AB 
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Subject: Fw: Alberta Electoral Boundaries Commission submission
Date: Thursday, February 9, 2017 11:55:44 AM

________________________________________
From: Sharon Rubuliak 
Sent: Wednesday, February 8, 2017 3:34 PM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: Alberta Electoral Boundaries Commission submission

I’ve read the description of the AEBC and the FAQs on the Commission’s website.

I believe first and foremost that the boundaries should be adjusted to better reflect the principle of  “one person, one
vote”.  The vote of people in urban constituencies should carry as much weight as that of rural Albertans as much as
possible.

Secondly, I believe the legislated variance of 25% is too large and should be scaled back to 15%.  The more
Alberta’s population grows, the greater the disparity grows in the weight of votes between the largest and the
smallest constituencies.

Thirdly, notwithstanding the importance of the above two points, I believe care must be taken to guard against the
tyranny of the majority.  I agree with Madame Justice Beverly McLachlin's assessment that "factors like geography,
community history, community interests and minority representation may need to be taken into account to ensure
that our legislative assemblies effectively represent the diversity of our social mosaic.”

I look forward to the Commission’s recommendations and to their implementation before the next provincial
election.

Sharon Rubuliak

(
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Subject: Fw: Electoral boundaries
Date: Thursday, February 9, 2017 12:39:26 PM

________________________________________
From: Don Bartell 
Sent: Wednesday, February 8, 2017 6:06 PM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: Electoral boundaries

I am concerned that rural ridings will lose representation if hybrid ridings are implemented .

Sincerely,

Don Bartell,
Sundre, AB

Sent from my iPhone
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Subject: Fw: Submission
Date: Thursday, February 9, 2017 12:42:44 PM

From: Marshall Boyd 
Sent: Wednesday, February 8, 2017 6:31 PM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: Submission
 
Hello,

It is an important aspect of democracy that all citizens' votes are treated equally. Under our
current distribution of electoral districts, this is not the case. Allowing 25 percent variance in
the population of districts means that some citizens are able to elect a representative with far
fewer votes than others. The Electoral Boundary Commission should do away with the 25%
variance and allow for no more than five percent variance in the population of electoral
districts.

The argument has been put forward that physically large districts should be allowed a smaller
population due to the difficulty of reaching all the constituents. This is true, if representatives
were able to receive feedback only directly and in-person. With the technology available
today, constituents have access to a variety of methods of providing feedback that don't
require them to travel any distance (phone, email, twitter, facebook). 

Albertans living in urban areas should not have less representation than those in rural areas,
and nor should they have more. A more equal distribution of the population is a more equal
distribution of democracy.

Some measure of aesthetics should also be applied to electoral districts. Looking at electoral
districts, particularly in urban areas, it is difficult to tell where or why a district ends.
Neighbourhoods that share schools, and community associations are, at times, split in half for
no discernible reason. Where possible, neighbourhoods should be kept in the same electoral
district. Electoral districts that look oddly shaped breed distrust: why were they shaped in such
a way. Edmonton-Calder narrows and expands, trading blocks with neighbouring electoral
districts; Calgary-MacKay-Nose Hill nearly surrounds Calgary-Northern Hills entirely. They look
like they are gaming the system, whether or not this is true.

I appreciate your work and look forward to your report strengthening our democracy.

Marshall Boyd
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Subject: Fw: Alberta"s Constituency Boundaries Review - Input
Date: Thursday, February 9, 2017 12:42:51 PM

From: DENNIS MILLER 
Sent: Wednesday, February 8, 2017 7:18 PM
To: Info - EBC
Cc: millerwa; Info - EBC
Subject: Alberta's Constituency Boundaries Review - Input
 
Commissioners,

I reside in the #48 Athabasca-Sturgeon-Redwater constituency. A
largely rural constituency directly North of Edmonton. I own a small
acreage in a country residential bedroom community commonly referred
to as the Sturgeon Valley. Sturgeon Valley is not incorporated and is
simply an residential area within the County of Sturgeon. There are
approx. 1000 country residences and a population of 3000-4000
persons in Sturgeon Valley. The area is immediately North East of  the
city limits of St. Albert and North of the city limits of Edmonton. Sturgeon
Valley has the  fastest growing population of the Athabasca-Sturgeon-
Redwater constituency.  Surgeon Valley is a bedroom community of
larges urban centers and has it's own distinct issues and interests very
different from the rest of the constituency.

As a bedroom community composed of small acreages
lying immediately next to large urban centers I believe our interests are
not well served by a large rurally rural constituency composed of farms
and small centers stretching far to the North and far from our immediate
area. I request our area be included within a constituency that lies close
to Greater Edmonton and includes larges numbers of other acreages
and county residences.  Residents of such a  "bedroom" constituency
would have common issues and needs and could be better served by
it's elected representative.

Thank you,
Dennis Miller
Sturgeon County
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Subject: Fw: submission
Date: Thursday, February 9, 2017 1:31:12 PM

From: Ken Smith 
Sent: Tuesday, February 7, 2017 3:53 PM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: Fw: submission
 

Show original message
On Monday, February 6, 2017 9:27 AM, Ken Smith  wrote:

The North Saskatchewan River valley has historically been a convenient boarder for
counties, but this approach does not allow for a unified development plan. The valley
has a unique history, resources and problems apart from the farm land.                      
                                   Rural housing in the valley is an excellent economic
development approach as i t brings in new investment, taxes, construction etc. and is
unaffected by weather or season or the price of oil. The tranquil green valley is very
attractive location for nature lovers that do not need to live in Edmonton.  Home
based enterprises, retirement all fit well with commercial farming.      New electoral
boundaries should include the valley not be a boundary between them. Conflicting
policies from one bank of the river to the other will only be harmful to both.
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From: Info - EBC
To:
Subject: Fw: Electoral Boundary Commission Submission by Town of Sundre
Date: Wednesday, February 8, 2017 1:59:57 PM

From: Terry Leslie 
Sent: Tuesday, February 7, 2017 2:15 PM
To: Info - EBC
Cc: Chris Vardas; Myron Thompson; Nolan Blatchford; Verna McFadden; Paul Isaac; Cheri Funke;
Angie Lucas; Simon Ducatel; Bruce Beattie; Jason Nixon; Terry Leslie
Subject: Electoral Boundary Commission Submission by Town of Sundre
 
February 7, 2017

Dear Commission Members,

Thank you for the work you are doing reviewing existing boundaries and names for the 87 electoral constituencies
for all of us in Alberta.

I write to you today on behalf of the Council of the Town of Sundre.  It has come to our attention that Reeve Beattie
of Mountain View County has made a presentation to you recommending Sundre be removed from our current
riding of Rimbey-Rocky Mountain House-Sundre, and added to the Olds-Didsbury-Three Hills riding.

Reeve Beattie made this recommendation without consultation with our Council and we have since had the
opportunity to talk with him about his reasons for that recommendation.

Sundre Town Council does not agree there should be a change in electoral boundaries that would see Sundre
removed from the current riding boundaries.  

In fact, we strongly request the Commission keep the Sundre area in the current riding boundaries for the following
reasons.

The current Rimbey-Rocky Mountain House- Sundre boundaries align more closely with "west country" Provincial 
issues than "QE 2" issues in the Olds-Didsbury-Three Hills riding.  Issues of flood mitigation and threats of wildfire
are more aligned with current boundaries and municipalities within those boundaries.  Oil and gas industry issues
are different in the "west country" than they are for the Highway 2 corridor.  Forestry issues for municipalities and
industry in the "west country" are much different than for those within the Olds-Didsbury-Three Hills riding. 
Agriculture is different in the "west country" than it is in the Highway 2 corridor. Tourism issues of access to the
west country, education, management of recreational use in the west country, and environmental concerns are
much different than the tourism issues faced on the Highway 2 corridor.  Environmental issues, such as protection
of source water in the headwaters of the Red Deer River Basin, are "west country" issues that our municipalities are
familiar with.  Highway 2 corridor municipalities have other environmental issues that concern their residents.
Highway 27 through Sundre is a high load corridor in Alberta that has different transportation issues to attend to
than the QE2.

For these reasons, and more, Sundre Town Council wants you to be sure you do not take Sundre out of the current
electoral boundary of Rimbey-Rocky Mountain House- Sundre.  The changes that have aligned us with other "west
country" municipalities, are very good changes.  As we continue to grow, it is vitally important to have MLA
representation that can speak to "west country" issues, as well as Highway 2 corridor issues.  The two current
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ridings of Rimbey-Rocky Mountain House-Sundre and Olds-Didsbury represent our rural region very well. To ask the
Olds-Didsbury-Three Hills MLA to take on all of the "west country" issues listed above, and more that have not been
listed, would be asking that MLA to take on a portfolio so vast that it would be a step backward. Two MLAs, dealing
with all the legitimate provincial issues of resident concern, is best served with current electoral boundaries.

Please do not make changes in our electoral boundaries that will negatively affect the two MLA ridings that are
representing us so well in the vast diversity of our rural region.  Sundre Town Council supports enhancing the great
rural balanced representation of the current Rimbey-Rocky Mountain House-Sundre, and Olds-Didsbury-Three Hills
ridings. We do not support going backwards to "the way we were" when Sundre was part of the Olds-Didsbury-
Three Hills riding.  We believe the current two MLA ridings provide an exceptional voice in the Legislature for all the
varying issues of concern in our Mountain View County region.

Thank you very much for considering this submission.

Terry Leslie, Mayor
Town of Sundre

Sent from my iPad
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Subject: Fw: Boundary Commission
Date: Friday, February 10, 2017 9:33:28 AM

From: Barbara Silva 
Sent: Friday, February 10, 2017 9:11 AM
To: Info - EBC
Cc: Roari Richardson
Subject: Boundary Commission
 
To Whom It May Concern

RE:  Constituency Boundary - Calgary Klein

The constituency association for Calgary Klein would like to submit our position on boundary
upcoming boundary changes.

It is Calgary Klein Constituency Association position that the boundary for our constituency
REMAIN AS IS.

The reasons for this are as follows:;

1.  The boundaries to the North , East, South and West are natural boundaries set by major
thoroughfares and adequately and completely represent neighbourhoods in the enclosed area

2.  The current population of the constituency meets the current standards.

Please accept this submission as our official position for keeping the current boundaries of
Calgary Klein as they are.

Many Kind thanks,
Barbara Silva

President - Calgary Klein Constituency Association
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Subject: Fw: Election Boundaries
Date: Wednesday, February 15, 2017 1:14:49 PM

From: denise 
Sent: Tuesday, February 14, 2017 9:20 PM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: Election Boundaries
 
To Whom It May Concern:

Alberta needs a redistribution of electoral boundaries.  No matter whether they are rural or
urban seats the closer they all are in population the fairer the elections are.  One person, one
vote.  We have enough MLAs.  There should not be any new ones added.  Just look at Ontario
and Quebec and the number of people they have for each constituency.  Thank you.
                       
                                                                                      Udo & Denise Fitz
                                                                                      
                                                                                      Lone Pine, AB  
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Subject: Fw: Submission
Date: Thursday, February 16, 2017 3:41:09 PM

From: John Wodak 
Sent: Thursday, February 16, 2017 2:41 PM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: Submission
 

SUBMISSION TO THE ELECTORAL BOUNDARIES COMMISSION
The Seniors’ Action and Liaison Team (SALT) was founded more than twenty years ago,

by a group of individuals with a shared interest in promoting a civil society.  We welcome
this opportunity to comment on one of the essential elements of a civil society – the
setting of electoral boundaries.  Our comments will focus on two aspects of the issue: the
MLA as community representative; and the MLA as individual advocate.  If any of our
suggestions are outside the Commission’s mandate but are considered to have merit, we
request that they be recommended to the Legislature for further discussion.
The MLA as Community Representative

We believe the primary function of any elected representative is to represent a
constituency of people, subject only to considerations of the public interest and,
nowadays, the dictates of partisan politics.  This function cannot be delegated; only an
elected representative may sit and speak in the Legislature.  Considerations of equity
require that each representative speak for the same number of people – in other words,
the variance across constituencies should be as small as possible (ideally zero), with
geographic area a secondary consideration.  If this is the only consideration, the only
requirement is that everyone have convenient access to a ballot box.  Also, the work of our
elected representatives would be less onerous if their constituencies consisted of people
with a shared sense of community.
The MLA as Individual Advocate

In contrast to the previous section, this function can be delegated and is highly
dependent on the geographic size of the constituency.  It is also the more visible of the
two functions, which perhaps explains why the relative sizes of urban and rural
constituencies is a frequent topic of debate.  We acknowledge the inherent difficulty of
providing effective and efficient service to a large geographic area, but note that it is a
problem that can be alleviated by allocation of sufficient resources.  As well, we do not
intend to minimise the different problems involved in serving increasingly diverse urban
populations, or those where the incumbent is a member of the Cabinet and has significant
additional duties.  There are valid arguments to be made, that additional resources should
be provided in all these cases.

The past century witnessed enormous changes in how (and how quickly) we travel, and
several revolutions in communications technology.  Despite this, we suspect that the
character of the urban/rural debate has not changed significantly.  Perhaps it is time for a
careful examination of the extent to which electronic communication can replace face-to-
face communication in the work of our elected representatives.

A final comment: we are disappointed that the Commission’s public hearings did not
attract more participation.  Perhaps one of your recommendations to the Legislature could
be a request that future Commissions be given the resources to be more proactive, by
seeking input from community leagues and similar organizations, for example.
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Respectfully submitted on behalf of SALT
John Wodak, Chair
February 16, 2017
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From: Info - EBC

Subject: Fw: Fair Representation
Date: Thursday, February 23, 2017 8:59:41 AM

________________________________________
From: Leonard Swanson 
Sent: Friday, February 17, 2017 5:07 PM
To: Info - EBC
Subject: Fair Representation

Hi-

The votes of all Albertans must be EQUAL.

Issues related to difficulties with representation in large ridings may be addressed by providing additional funding
for riding offices, travel, technological solutions and other means. These issues should NOT be remedied by giving
some Albertans greater representation than others.

You have an opportunity to remedy this historical injustice, I hope you will act appropriately to finally make all
Albertan’s votes equal.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide input.

Leonard Swanson

Edmonton, AB 
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