E P AYE RS ADVISORY Release Date: February 4th, 2018

ISSOCIATION

CRMOF MCKILLOP NO. 220

REFERENDUM TO CHANGE

RM oF 220 ELECTORAL BOUNDARIES

BULYEA, SK: After two well attended RM 220 Ratepayers Association (RPA) meetings in early January (January 8th
in Regina & January 9th in Silton) and snowball-effect communications, the RM 220 RPA is putting out a request for
eligible voters in the RM of 220 to sign a petition for a referendum to update the RM electoral division map.

Why should you consider signing the RPA petition for a referendum?

1) The boundaries currently used in the RM of 220 for elections were setin 1 9 -0 O y@ars ago. That’s when a
quart of milk was 15¢, most babies were born at home and the Titanic wasn’t at the bottom of the Atlantic Ocean.

2) May 8, 2017 RM Council carried an motion to provide boundary review with options to Council in October 2017.
No public boundary proposal changes were presented to RM Council by the October due date.

3) The RPA electoral boundary proposal (presented on page 2) is adapted fromthe Fai r Repr e sS.€nt at i c
2011, c. 26. In the 2016 Census, the estimated permanent population of McKillop No. 220 (Rural municipality)
was 732, which represents a change of 27.3% from the 2011 Census. The RM of McKillop has grown faster than
the provincial & national averages (6.3% & 5% respectively).

4) The fastest-growing voter population (by full-time resident, seasonal resident and landowner) in McKillop No.
220 is along the east shore of Last Mountain Lake. This population has become increasingly under-represented on
RM Council relative to its voter size in the RM of McKillop No. 220.

5) Another aspect of this formula of fair representation relates to the workload of RM Council members. While RM
Councillor representation of divisional voters cannot realistically be equal, it should be fair. One counsellor
should not be accountable to 68 voters while another is accountable to approximately 1,000, as is the case.

Why is RM Council resistant to changing (updating) the electoral boundaries as presented by the RPA?

1) Currently 4 Councillors at the RM table represent approximately 30% of voters in the RM of McKillop. Two
Councillors represent approximately 70% of voters (predominately along the lakeshore).

2) RM Council would have us believe that division boundaries should be based solely on permanent residents or
value of voter dollars contributed to the RM revenues (aka the more money you contribute the more weighted the
number of votes you should represent). This is a false argument as it would suggest that you have to live full-time
in the RM to have a voice at the Council table and that the wealthiest voters get the most votes.

N o t e w:Ay botery(ratepayer) in the RM can run for Council, in any division, you do not have to be a
permanent resident in the RM. Fact—Two of our current RM Councillors do not live permanently in the RM of
220. Division 1 Councillor Wild lives in the Village of Silton and Division 4 Councillor Smith in the Village of
Bulyea. Both are eligible to run for RM 220 Council because they are landowners and pay taxes in the RM.

3) Having a successful referendum that supports the RPA boundary changes would trigger an election in ALL 6
divisions. The recent actions of RM Council: wrongly preventing a ratepayer supported financial and
management audit, hiring a lawyer to take minutes of meetings, open-ended contracts for professionals ($150-
$175 hr), terminating office staff, closing the RM office 4 of 5 days per week for 3 months, demonstrates Council
has lost perspective and the ability to govern in the best interests of ALL ratepayers in the RM.

ItG time for change in the RM of 220!

Continued on next page.

BACKGROUNDER: The Rural Municipality of McKillop No. 220 lies along the east shore of Last Mountain Lake, north of Lumsden. There
are 732 permanent residents and approximately 2,000 ratepayers in the RM.

If you have any questions please contact us at rm220rpa@gmail.com Thank you.
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Signing the petition for a referendum, and voting
in support of the 2018 boundary map below, would
trigger an election in all 6 RM divisions.

McKillop municipal
election.

Help us get the RM of McKillop back on track!
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NEW, IMPROVED, FAIR!

NEW Division Boundaries Proposal
Winter 2018

RURAL MUNICIPALITY OF McKILLOP No. 220

4(% 0 %4)

Recz2 ]

S ER RN R e e

il ] Ol 25 |

2018

Proposal ; Hei o i

b, 9[LDLb[®I Shw

5

2,
-
a/ YL[[ht /9 bt 9¢ID TR T
* For implementation prior to & . : A it Rl el -,',*‘j 2 ?
October 2018 municipal a Ll g e fude 2 = _\ o
election. § : i_. A4 i Ap o §
* Proposal takes account of od wf uf - pav -
/ continued growth along the A o : 1
7 $ / ) 3 lakeshore while non-lakeshore 2| - )
( voice on RM Council is 4 | Supporting this
protected. R elect{on division
map in a
4 (y O 0/ 4 ®  Suoporting this elect'or. division referendum
o O m1p would ‘rigger ai e'zction in would trigger an
All divisions. - election in ALL 6
e — iy - z divisions.
L TR A
| K R New.
¢ I W { 5 ' C 9 Improved
! ) > : = T Council for the
. RM of McKillop!

wODIiELa | e hb
mMmpcn twLb/ 9 hC
cy t ®a o

Division 2 Division 1
12% 19%

Division §
11%

Division 3
21%

(L[t t tcytoda

Notes:
1.Ratepayer #s based on 2 per
dwelling or purchased lot (See

Division 6

t[ 9!'{9 .wLbD h | 1%

5

' 55w9{{ LbChwa
[20X 60ft201 9 LI LY

page 4).
2.Voter population (e.g., adult child
Division 4 in house, extended family, etc.)
increases division #s but
18% unavailable.




