From: Ron Voss

Subject: Procedural Irregularities

Date: December 8, 2023 at 7:16:03 PM MST
To: CouncilDist <CouncilDist@cochrane.ca>
Cc: stacey.Loe@cochrane.ca

Dear Members of Council,

For the upcoming Regular Council Meeting on December 11, 2023, | take issue with the
recommendation received from Stacey Loe, Executive Director, Corporate Services, “That Council adopt
the minutes of the September 25, 2023 Regular Council meeting as presented”, and her explanation for
advocating such a recommendation.

While Ms. Loe claims that, “Administration has reviewed the meeting of September 25, 2023 and can
confirm that Councillor Fedeyko put the motion on the floor”, | contend that that was not the case.

First of all, | appreciate that Ms. Loe recognizes section 7.2 (a)(i) of the Procedural Bylaw, whereby “A
Member may make a motion introducing any new matter only if notice is given at a previous regular
Council meeting and a legible copy of the content of the notice is made available to the manager,
Legislative Services.” Hopefully, that requirement will henceforth be adhered to by Town Council.

Ms. Loe’s argument for justifying the propriety of the vote having taken place on September 25, 2023
hinges on her bogus claim that “Councillor Fedeyko provided the Notice at the September 11, 2023
Council meeting”, thereby supposedly fulfilling the requirement as per section 7.2 (a)(i) of the Procedural
Bylaw that notice is to be given “at a previous regular Council meeting”. | will now explain why that

was not the case.

Councillor Fedeyko had tried to bring her Notice of Motion forward at the September 11, 2023 Regular
Council Meeting when it came to the Notices of Motion portion of the agenda even though there was no
entry for her Notice of Motion appearing on the agenda under agenda item 8, Notices of Motion. Quite
correctly, the mayor as presider for that meeting, disallowed it as a formal Notice of Motion, pointing out
that it failed to meet the deadline, as prescribed under 7.2(c) of the Procedural Bylaw, namely, “To be
placed on the meeting agenda, the Notice of Motion and any supporting documents must be submitted
in the form of a Council Report to the Manager, Legislative Services by 4:00 pm on the seventh
complete day preceding the meeting". Noteworthy, Councillor Fedeyko had not done so. Accordingly,
the mayor referred to Councillor Fedeyko’s attempt to bring forward a Notice of Motion at that meeting
as “a notice of notice of motion”, a term he invented which nowhere appears in the Procedural Bylaw.

As well, such an attempt to bring a Notice of Motion forward in such a way should have been disallowed
according to section 5.6 of the Procedural Bylaw, whereby, “only material which has been received in
accordance with Subsection 5.5 of this Bylaw shall be considered at the meeting for which the Agenda
is prepared”, where Subsection 5.5 of the bylaw requires “All submissions for the Agenda of all Public
Hearings and Regular Meetings shall be received by the Legislative Services Manager no later than 4:00
pm on the seventh complete day before the day on which the meeting is held”. Again, Councillor
Fedeyko made no such submission to appear on the agenda in advance of the September 11, 2023
meeting, and therefore, her attempt to bring a Notice of Motion forward at that time was illegal and
properly rejected by the mayor as the Presider.

To recap, only notices of motion properly submitted (as per sub-section 7.2 (c)) and appearing on
the Agenda under Notices of Motion “shall be considered at the meeting for which the agenda is
prepared” (as per sub-section 5.6).

Therefore, | reject Ms. Loe’s claim that “Councillor Fedeyko provided the Notice at the September 11,
2023 Council meeting”.



With respect to, Councillor Fedeyko having “emailed the Director, Legislative and Administrative
Services on September 18, 2023 with her notice of motion which included the rationale for bringing it
forward”, she thereby fulfilled the requirements to have it appear on the agenda under Notices of Motion
for the September 25, 2023 meeting, as was the case.

Therefore, | reject the contention that “Based upon this review the procedural processes and protocols
were followed and Councillor Fedeyko did make the motion to put her Notice of Motion on the floor for
debate, therefore Administration is recommending that the minutes be adopted as presented”. The
Notice of Motion was first properly brought forward on September 25, 2023 and as there was no two-
thirds motion to bring it to the floor on that day, there should not have been any debate and vote on the
motion, and the minutes should thereby properly reflect that.

There is no other way to spin what occurred. It is highly disappointing that Council continues to violate
aspects of their Procedural Bylaw, specifically 4.2(c) (Presiding Officer) and section 7.2 (Notices of
Motion) and the Code of Conduct, and, especially disappointing, that Administration instead of
correcting such behaviour reinforces such behavior.

In my October 23, 2023 email, “Time to Do What is Right!”, to Town Council, | had asked you to turn
over a new leaf, chart a new course of committing to abide with all the requirements contained in the
town’s Procedural Bylaw as well as in the town’s Code of Conduct, trusting that you will act in
accordance with subsections 7.3 (“A Member (a Councillor) must not encourage disobedience of any
bylaw, policy or procedure of the Municipality in responding to a member of the public, as this
undermines public confidence in the Municipality and in the rule of law”) and 19.2 (“Members are
expected to co-operate in every way possible in securing compliance with the application and
enforcement of this Bylaw”) of your Code of Conduct on this matter. Disappointingly, not one councillor
responded to my query whether in all honesty you have trouble understanding the meaning of the
requirements falling under sections 4.2(c) and 7.2 of the Procedural Bylaw 19/2019.

Hopefully, the Council will start to take steps to comply with its Procedural Bylaw by ignoring the
recommendation from Administration (Option 1) and adopting Option 2 with respect to the September
25, 2023 Council Meeting minutes, namely, “That Council adopt the minutes of the September 25, 2023,
Regular Council meeting with amendments”, that is, remove the reference in the minutes to the motion
having been debated and voted upon as it was not brought to the floor for a vote through a two-thirds
vote by Council.

Sincerely,

Ron Voss



