
September L2,2OL7

Recusal lnformation Package

Submission to: Parkland County Council

From: Greg Zederayko, Parkland County resident

Re: Bylaw 2OL7-79 - Amending Land Use Bylaw 2O-2OO9 (Outdoor Participant Recreation

Services and Outdoor Shooting Ranges)

Enclosed:
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Tlre Pl¿intíff.ç ¡re ¡esidents of Afberta and are registered as owners of the follov"ring parcel cf
la nd:

PLAN 1021234
BLOCK 4

LOT 4

EXCËPTING THIR€OUT ALL MINË5 AND MÍT,¡ETIALS

ARF"A: C.886 HECTARES i2.19 ACRES) MûRE OR LESS

ithe " ûegeer Resídence"i
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I The Defendant spruce Grove Gun Club (the "6un club") is a society formed under the laws of

Albertâ ancl carries on iLs busíness ancl activities on the following parcel of land:

MERIÞIAN 4 ßANGE 27 TOWNSI{IP 53

sEc]loN z8
QUARTER NORTH EAST

ËXCEPTING THEREOUT ALL MINES AND MINERALS

AREA: 64.7 HECTARES (160 ACRES) MORE OR LESS

3.

(the "Gun Club Land")

The Degeer Resiclence and ihe Gun Club Land are both in Parkland County. The Degeer

Resídence ís ín a country residential subdivlsion known as "Poplar Ridge Estates" and is

approximately 1.83 kilometers or 1.14 miles north of the Gun Club Land.

The Defenclant Surrey V¡€rv Farrns Ltd. ("Surrey Vievr") is a corporatíon formed under the lar,vs of

Alberta and is registerecl as owner of the Gun Clr¡b Land.

The Defendant Parkland County {the "County") is a municípality within the meaning of the

Municipal Government Act and a corporation by virtue of section 4 of that statute-

The safetvjnd no-ise problems created bv the Gun Club operatioJts

6. The business and activities of the Gun Club consist primarily of ownershíp and operãtion of a

gun club and firearm shooting facilities for recreational and commercíal use. Tlre Gun Club's

facilitíes include two outdoor shootìng rzrnges designed for dischargíng rifles (the "R¡fle Ranges")

which are actually used by its members. guests and customêrs for that act¡vity' The Gun Club's

facilities also lnclude outdoor shooting ranges designed for discharging shotguns and pistols

which are actually used by its members, guests and customers fcr those activ¡ties'

The Rifle Ranges were constructed such that users aim and discharge theír rifles in a northerly

direction, that is, towards Poplar Ridge Estates.

From time to time, bullets from fírearms discharged on the Gun Club Land exit that parcel and

iravel to and land at or on parcels of land adjacent to or in the vicinity of the Gun Club Land and,

in particular, bultetsfrom rifles discharged on one or both of the Rifle Ranges from time to lime

exit t¡e Gun Club Lancl and travel to and land at or on parcels of land to the north of the Gun

Club Lancl, includÍng poplar: Ridge Estates and areas adjacent to Poplar Ridge Estates (the "Safety

lssue").

¿1.

5
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I The díscharge of firearrns on the Gun Club Land persístently creates loud noises that can be

heard from parcels of land adjacent to or in the vícinity of thÊ Gun Club Land, including Poplar

Ridge Ëstates (the '¡Noíse lssue").

Ibe c,hranolosv of rel

10. Surrey Vierv became owner of the Gun Club Land on July 28, t97t

L7. The Gun Club began its operations on the Gun Club Land during 1972 ar 1973

From about 1986 to 2004, the Gun Club operated its business and act¡vities without having a

valid development perm¡t or business licence from the County.

During April of 2004 the county wrote to surrey vierv and stated "if the gun club is operating Ít

appeðrs to be in operation wíthout permits in order." The County wrote that letter due to a

complaínt it had received regardíng noise from the Gun Club Land.

On July L3,7004 the County issued a devefopment permit to the Gun Club for the operatíon of
its gun club and relatecj developments on the Gun Ctub Land, which permít was expressed to be

valid for five years. ln doing so, the County imposed a minor change to the Sunday hours of

operat¡on of the gun club but undenook no examinatíon of and gave no consideration to the

danger or risk of bultets exiting the Gun Club Lancl.

The County also approved the development of the subdivision krrown as Poplar Ridge Estates

without examining or consídering the danger or risk of bullets exiting the Gun Club.

l'tl On June 17, Z0A9 the County issueC a development permit to the Gun Club for the operation of
its gun club and related deveÍopments on the Gun CIub Land, whích permít \,vas expressed to be

vatid for flve years. ln doing so, the County undertook no examination of and gave no

consideration to the danger or risk of bullets exiting the Gun Club Land.

t7. During 2010, the County received 6 or more wriTten objections from residents of Parkland

County tû the óperation of the shooting ranges on the Gun Club Land. During 2010, one or

more cornplalnts were rnade to the County by residents of Parkland County concerning the

noise created by the discharge of firearrns on the Gun Club Land.

18 During 2011, the County learned that the Rifles Ranges had been ordered closed by federal

officials due to safety concerns. During 2011, the County received one or more expressions of
concern from residents of Parkland County regarding their property being designated as part of

a "safety zone" ín relation to the Gun Club and the Gun Club Land.

14,
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During September of 2012, the Plaintiffs contracted to purchase the DeGeer Residence and

beca¡re registered as owners on October 30,IALZ. The Pfaintiffs were not then aware of the

Gun Club and its actívities and operations on the Gun Club Land.

Shortly after October 3O,2012, the County sent to the P¡aint¡ffs a l¡ooklet titled "Welcome to

Parkland County." That booklet contained a letter from the mayor of the County extofling the

virtues and benefits of living in Parkland County and made the followíng representätions to the

Plaintiffs in respect of living ín and governance of Parkland County {the "lnitial

Re presentations"):

That living in ParP.land County offered peaceful rural living;

That the County's Council u¡as focused on ensuring residents are deeply satisfied w-ith

their quality of life;

That the County was comnlitted to providing a safe environment to live in;

That land use regulatlons were in place to ensure residents are protected and able to
enjoy a good quality of life.

The said booklet described to the Plaíntíffs numerous private and public recreational and

outdoor act¡vit¡es available or carried on in Parkland County but failed to mention the activities

and operations of the 6un Club.

On or about Marcl't 24, 2073, ihe Plaintiffs discovered a bullet which had struck and was

embedded ín the south facing exterior wall of the house on the Degeer Residence. The said

bullet had been recently discharged from a rifle and was of a type commonly used for shooting

at one or both ofthe Rifle Ranges.

On or about tr4arch 2,5,2913, the Plaintiffs informed the County of their discovery of the bullet

embedded in the exterior wall of their house. On that date and subsequently, the Plaintiffs

expressed their concerns to the County regarding the danger and risk of bullets exiting the Gun

Club Land.

During early Apr¡l af 2O13, a County councillor acknowledged in înternal communícations that
there had been "an outpouring of complaints around the gun club safety concerns that have

taken place over many lears" and the mayor of the County acknourledged in a letterto the Chief

Firearms Officer that "the discharge of long guns at the Spruce Grove 6un Club" was "a serious

public safety mãtter"-

On or about April 26, 2013, one or both of the Mayor 0f the County and the Director of Planníng

and Development for the County advised the Plaintiffs and other residents of Parkland County

that the County r¡Ìas unable to ¡mmed¡ately stop the Gun Club from operating on the Gun Club

a.

b.

L.

d.

)1

?2

25.
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Land. On the sanre date, one or both of the Mayor of the County and the ûireci.cr cf Planning

and Development for the County represented to the Plaintiffs and other residenis of Parkianci

County that the County r,vould not renew the 6un Club's de¡¡eloprnent permit vlhen ít expired

the foilorving June (the "Specífìc Represeniation").

26 During 2OLZ and 2013, the Plaintiffs made certain improvements to the Degeer Residence

íncluding improvements to the house located on the Degeer Residence. On or about June 10,

2013 and after substantíally completing those improvements, the Plaintiffs and their four

children rnoved into the said house and began actual occupation ofthe Degeer Residence.

11 Notwithstanding the Specific Representalion, on June 16,2014 the Count¡ issuecj a

developrnent permít to the Gun Club for the operat¡on of its gun ränge on the 6un Club Land,

which permit v/as stated to be valid for three years. fn doing so, the County undertook no

examination or an inadequate examination of the Safety lssue and the Noise lssue and imposed

ínadequate conditíons on the Gun Club to elimínate the Safety lssue and the Noise lssue.

28. The Plaintiffs and other residents of Parkland County exercised their r¡ght to appeal the issuance

of the said development permit to the County's Subdivísion and Development Appeal Eoard {the
"SDAB"). The decision of the SDAB, issued August5,2OL4, modified the conditions imposed by

Èhe County b¿ inter alia, stating the development permit would remain in effect untíl November

9,2015. The modified conditions do not elíminate the Safety lssue and the NoÍse lssue.

29. Tlre 6un Cfr-rb continues to operate its business and activities on the Gun Club Land

30. The Plaintiffs have taken steps to setl the Degeer Residence but due to the notoriety of the

Safety lssue anC the Noíse lssue, the Degeer Resídence is not marketable.

!iabilitv of the Gu.n.Club

31. The Gun Club owed a duty to the Plaintiffs to operate íts business and activities on the Gun Club

Land in a manner that r,vould eliminate the Safety lssue. The Gun Club has breached that duty.

Further or ifi the atternative, the Gun Club's operat¡on of its busíness and activities gives ríse to

the Safety lssue and the Noíse lssue and constitutes a nuisance, that ís, an unreasonable

interference r¡¡ith the Plaintiffs' use and enjoyment of the Degeer Resídence.

43, Further or in the alternative, the 6un Club's operation of its business and actlvities is a non-

natural use of the Gun Club Land and creates danger to the Plaintiffs and their property ín the

form of the Safety lssue. The Plaintiffs plead and relyon the rule in Rylandsv. Fletcher.

32.
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Liabílitv of SurLey Viev/

Surrey View ov¡ed a duty to the Plalntiffs to enstrre that any and atl activlties on the Gun Club

Land v¿ould be conducted in a r¡anner that would eliminate the Safety lssue. Surrey Víew has

breached that duty.

35. Funher or in the alternative, Surrey Víeur knew of and perrnitted the Gun Club to operâte its

business ar¡d actívities on the 6un Club Land in a manner giving rise to the Safety lssue and the

Noise lssue and is equally or vicarlously lÍable to the Plaintiffs in respect of ths nuisance created

by the Gun Club.

36 Further or ín the alternatíve, Surrey View knew of and permitted the non-natural use of the Gun

Ctub Land by the Gun Club and is equally or vicariously liable to the Plaintiffs in respect of the

danger created by the operation of the business and activitíes of the Gun Club on the Gun Club

Land.

Uaþlilv-oltle-Çs-cqlv

37, The County has a statutory duty tc ensure that any and all actív¡ties on the Gun Club Land would

be conducted in a manner that n'oufd eliminate the Safety lssue, or if that could not be done, to

not permít any actìvities on the Gun Club Land that would glve rise to the Safety lssue. The

Courrty ha¡ breached that duty. The Plaintiffs plead and rely on section 3(c) of the Municipal

Governfient Act.

?t Further or in the alternative, the County owed a duty to the Plaíntiffs to ensurê that any and all

activities on the Gun Club Land would be conducted in a manner that would eliminate the Safety

lssue, or if that could not be done, to not perm¡t âny ãctivitíes on the Gun Club Land that would
give rise to the Safety lssue. The County has breached that duty.

39 Further or in the al.ternatíve, the Cot¡nty made the lnitial Representations and the Specific

RepresentatÍon carelessfy or negf¡gently and at a tíme it knew or should have kr¡own they were
and wouid continue to be untrue- The Plaintiffs refied on the lnitíaf Representations and the
Specific Representation in expending money on the completion of improvements to the Degeer

ResiCence and in moving into and ãctually occupy[ng the house on the Degeer Residence and in

delaying in efforts to sell the Degeer Resídence.

(0035.1981:21



tqss-Ftd dãrnaee of the pfaintiffs

40 The Pla¡ntíffs woulcl not ha'e contracteci to purchase the Degeer Residence, cr)rnpreted thât
ï::iï:::ffii:î::1i;:ï-::.'iiJîernents to rhe Degeer Residence íi theyhad knowrr

41' The Plaintifls would not have moved into actuar occupat¡on of the Degeer Residerrce if they hadknown thatthe lnit¡al Representatír:ns and the Specific Representat¡on were untrue.
42' ¡trs a direct ancl foreseeable result of the acts ancr omissions of the Defendants, the ptaintiffshave suffererj ross and damage, íncrudíng but not rimíted to t,te fotto.u,,íng:

a. Loss cfuse and enjoymentofthe Degeer Residence;b. DíminutÍon in valt¡e of the Degeer Residence;c, Legal expense in connection with the appeal to the SDAB; êndd- such rurrher and other ross and du,nuge'as m;;;;;r.""" ar the triÞr of this a*ion.

[eicl8ssseåled

43. The plaintiffs seek the foltowing relief:

ã. A temporary and a perrnaner
Gun ctub Land or, arre.nrt¡u*¡J,t;Tffi:î[::,utt'"t the díscharge of firearms er the

b. Á judgment for clamages ror Sóso,ooo¡ 
- -'-q!v,

c- A judgment for special damages of g50,000;d. An order for pre_judgmenr inieresq ande. An order for costs of this âct¡on.

You only have a -shorf time to do something to defend yourserf against this eraim
20 days if you are served in Afberta

1 month if you are served outside Alberta but ln Canada
2 months if you are served outside Canada,

lou ca1 respond by fiting a statement of <Jefen

ffiJå::î,i".;Hffi:?if:.,iå{i{å#:_*äIT,",I3,i'iii:iJ:tå:,fr:;i#:J,ffi.îi:"."iîïii?

ivoTtcE To THE DEFENDANî(S)

{Ðc35a981;Zì



NING

lf you do not file and serve a $tatement of defence or a demand for notice within
risk losing the law suit automaticatty. lf you do not file, or do not serve, or are
these things, e court may give ã judgment to the plaíntiff(s) agaínst you.

your time pericd, you
late in doing either of

Itt354!81;2)



THIS SETTLEMENT ACREEMENT made in duplicate by and between the parties hereto on
the -.lffday of November,20l6.

BETWEEN:

DARREN DeCEER and NATASHA DeGEER

(hereinafter referred to as the "Plaintifß")

-and-

PARKLAND COUNTY

(hereinafter referred to as the "Settlor")

WHEREAS:

(a) The Plaintiffs have claimed losses, damages and expenses ås a result of the nuisance
caused by a gun club and fire arm shooting facility operated by the Spruce Grove Gun
Club in the vicinity of the Plaintifß' residence between 2An-2A15 (the "Nuisance").

(b) The Plaintiffs commenced proceedings in the Court of Queen's Bench of Alberta,
Judicial District of Edmonton, Action No. 1403 t7758 (the "Action"), seeking an
injunction, damages, taxablE costs and prejudgment interest arising from the Nuisance, as
against the Spruce Grove Gun Club and Surrey View Farms Ltd. (the 'Non-settling
Defendants") and the Settlor.

(c) Ïhe Plaintifß and the Settlor desire to resolve among themselves all claims or possible
claims between them, including all claims advanced directly or indirectly against the
Settlor ín the Action, all claims for pre-judgment interest and costs against the Settlor in
the Action, and all claims arising directly or indirectly against the Settlor lrom the
Nuisance;

(d) The Settlor wishes to limit its liabil¡ty in relation to any losses or damages sustained by
the Plaintiffs and othenvise in relation to the Action;

It is the desire of the Plaintifis to end the Action insofar as it retates to the Seftlor and the
parties hereto have agreed to a settlement of the Action as between them;

(Ð The Plaintiffs desire to preserve any claims which they may have as against the
Non-Settling Defendants in the Action and it is the intent of the Plaintifß to continue thê
Action against the Non-Settling Defendants on the basis that it is seeking recovery only
for the amount of any damages related to the severat liability of the Non-settling
Deflendants, plus taxable Court costs and pre-judgment interest;

(e)

[Ê2r9a258.oOC,f I
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(g) The Settlor has ofiered to pay the sum of{J all inclusíve, in exchange for the
Plaintiffs' covenant and agreement to not pulsue the Action against the Settlor;

(h) The Plaintifis have agreed to accept the sum oilI all-inclusive in full and final
settlement of the claim they have against the Settlor in relation to the Action;

NowTIIEREFoR-Eandinconsiderationofthesumoffallinclusive,now
paid by the Settlor to the Plaintiffs, in care of the solicitor for the Plaintiffs, Emery Jamieson

LLP (the receipt and sufficiency of which is hereby acknowledged by the Plaintiffs), the

Plaintiffs and the Settlor agree as lollows:

The all inclusive sum of I(the "settlement Funds") shall be paid on
behalf of tlre Settlor to the Plaintiffs in the care of the solicitors for the Plaintiffs,
Emery Jamieson LLP;

Z. No portion of the Settlement Funds shall be disbursed by Emery Jamieson LLP
until they have filed a Pafial Discontinuance of Claim, on a without costs bæis,
against the Seftlor in the Action and an executed copy of this Agreement has been
delivered to Brownlee LLP, on behalf of the Settlor;

3. Notwithstanding any other terms of this Agreemen! it is the intent of the parties
hereto that the Settlor shall not be liable to make any payments whatsoever to the
Plaintiffs orto the Non-Settling Defendants in respect of the Action other than the
payment described in Paragraph I herein;

4. The Plaintiffs do for themselves, their respective heirs, insurers, executors,
administrators, successors and assigns, hereby remise, release and forever discharge
the Settlor and its respective insurers, administrators, offìcers, directors, employees,
and successors of and from any and all manner of action and actions, cause and
causes of actions, suits, debts, sums of money, dues, expenses, general damages,
special damages, costs, claíms, and demands of any and every kind whatsoever, at
law or in equity or under any statute, which it ever had, now has, or which it or ia
respective heirs, insurers, executors, administrators, srrccessors or assigns hereafter
can, shall or may have against the Settlor and its respective insurers, adminístrators,
ofäcers, directors, employees, or successors for and by reason of any claim for
damages, losses, expenses, interest, or costs arising directly or indirectly from the
Nuisance and with respect to any and all mafiers arising directly or indirectly out of
the matters referred to in the pleadings in the Action;

5. The Plaintiffs hereby acknowledge satisfaction in full of that portion of its total
damages, losses, expenses, and claims arising, directly or indirectly, from the
Nuisance for which the Settlor may be found liable;

The Plaintiffs shall, prior to or at the commencement of the trial oflthe Action, seek
to amend their Statement of Claim to limit their claims in the Action to the liability

6
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7

or potential liability of the Non-Settling Defeñdants, including their ctaim for
injunctive relief;

The Plaintifß shall be entitled to continudto proceed &ith the Action as against the
Non-settling Defendants. However, the Plaintiffs shall not under any
circumstances seek to recover, directly or indirectly, from the Non-settling
Defendants any more than the Non-settling Defencl¡rtts' porriót of the Plainríffs;
total damages, losses and expenses based upon the share of liability of the
Non-settling Defendants as found by the Couft or agreed u¡ion benveen the
Plaintiffs and the Non-Settling Dcfendants. In effect, the Non-Settling Defendants
shall not be exposed to joint and several liability with respect to any portion of the
damages, losses, and expenses for which lhe settlor may be found liable. The
Plaintifß will limit any recovery agair¡¡t the Non-Settling Defendants to the portion
of damages (either found by the Couf,l or agreed upon between the PlaintiiTs and
the Non-Settling Defendants) which relates to the severat liability of rhe
Non-Senling Defendants;

The Plaintifß shall disclose the existence of this Agreement to the Non-settling
Defendants on completion of the obligations set out in paragraph 2 of thii
Agreement and to the Trial Judge prior to commencement of any trial of the Action
but, unless ordered by the court to do so, or as may otherwise be required by law or
by consent of the Settlor, the parties hereto shall not disclose to the Court, to the
Non-settting Defendants, or to any other pfiy or representative of that parry or of
the Non-Senling Defendants, the amount of the Settlement Funds that have been
paid by the Settlor;

This Agreement is rnade without prejudice to the Plaintifß' rights and claims
(including pre-judgment interest and costs) against the Non-settling Defendants,
except as limited herein. The Plaintiffs shall be at liberty to continue the Action as
against the Non-Settling Defendants and seftle, pursue, or relinquish its claim
against the Non-Settling Defendants in its sole discretion. Nothing herein shall
operate as a release or partial release of any claim of the Plaintiffs against the
Non-Senling Defendants for its several liability;

Any recovery of funds made by the Plaintiffs against the Non-Settling Defendants
shall be solely to the credit of the Plaintiffs, except to the extent that indemnity may
be required from the Plaintifis pursuant to Paragraph I I herein;

ln the event that, through any Judgment or order of a court of competent
jurisdiction or through any settlement agreement between the Ptaintiffs and the
Non-Seftling Defendants, the Settlor is found liable to the Non-settling Defendants
for any claims advanced againsr the Settlor by the Non-Settling Defendants in the
Action (including any clairns for contribution and indemniry), or for any ctaims
arising directly or indirect[y from the Plaintiffs' claim, the Plaintiffs shall irlly and
immediately indemnify and hold harmless the Settlor for any amount required to be
paid by the settlor pursuant to that Judgment, order, settternent, or agreement
(including costs);

I

9
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12. This Agreement is not and shall in no way be construed as an admission of liability
by the Settlor, who expressly denies any liability to the Plaintiffs;

13. The Plaintifis agree to cooperate with the Settlor in any application to strike Third
Parry proceedings or Notices of Contribution and Indemnity against the Senlor or
any other Third Party proceedíngs or Notices of Contribution and Indemnity which
the Settlor may face in the future, and the Settlor agrees to cooperate with the
Plaintiffs both prior to and at the trial of this action on all matters necessary for the
ult¡mate resolution of this action between the Plaintiffs and Non-Settling
Defendants;

14. The Plaintiffs hereby acknowledge that notwithstanding any other term of this
AgreemenÇ it is the intent of the parties hereto that the Settlor will not be liable to
make any payment whatsoever to the Plaintiffs or any other party in the Action,
other than expressly provided for in this Agreement;

15. The recitals hereto form part of this Agreement and the terms of this Agreement are
contractual and not a mere recital;

16. This Agreement shall be govemed and construed in accordance with the laws of the
Province of Alberta;

17, The parties hereto acknowledge that this Agreement may be executed in separate
counterparts by facsimile or by original document and all the executed counterparts
together shall constitute one Agreement but no execution hereto shall be efiective
until all ofthe counterparts have been executed and delivered by each ofthe parties
hereto.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF the parties have executed this Agreement effective as of the

day and {irst above written

DARREN

l,r,t SHA

PARKLAND

{82t94258.DOC,1 I
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Action No.: 1403 17158

THIS SETTLEMENT ACREEMENT
DATED ,2016.

BETWEEN:

DARREN DeGEERand
NATASHA DeCEER

(hereinafter referred to as the "Plaintiffs")

-and-

PARKLAND COLTNTY
(hereinafter referred to as the "Settlor")

SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT

Brownlee LLP
Barristers and Soliciton
2200, Commerce Place

10155 - 102 Street

Edmonton, Alberta
TsJ 4G8

cEoRGE (JOE) F. CHTVERS

File#: 76262-0321 JFC

Phone: (780) 497-4800
Fax: (780)424-3254
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From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Greg Heinrichs < gr.hein@telus.net>
Tuesday, June 6, 2017 B:57 AM
gr.hein@telus.net
SGGC - PARKLAND MAYOR - emails to county resident regarding SGGC - JUNE 05 2017

this is the june 5 email chain btwn KEN GLAZEBROOK and ROD SHAIGEC [mayor of parkland county]

From: Rod Sha igec <rshaigec@parklandcountv.com>
Sent: June 5,2017 6:5L PM

To: Ken Glazebrook
Cc: Doug Tymchyshyn

Subject: Re: Open House on Thursday, June 15 from 4:30-8:00pm at Parkland County Centre

Ken,

Please contact Doug Tymchyshyn, Manager of Legislative Services, if you'd like a copy of the ballistics report. His email:

dtvmchvshvn@parklandcountv.com<mailto:dtvmchvshvn @ parklandcountv.com>

I am not sure how long we retain information from SDAB hearings; lt was included in the SDAB package when the Board last

convened.
You will haveto request a copy of the RCMP report as it is not in our possession.

Regarding who acknowledged the weapon used, that would be the authors of the the reports. ln regards to how they can determine

what kind of weapon the bullet came from I cannot answer as I am not an expert in the field.

While there is agricultural lands in the area, if the experts determined the bullet came from a firearm that can only be

used/discharged at gun ranges it either came from the range or an individual who is licensed to carry/use such a weapon is illegally

discharging the weapon outside of a gun range. As all applicants are screened and scrutinized I don't believe the latter is the case.

Rod

Sent from my iPhone

On Jun 5,2017, at 4:O7 PM, Ken Glazebrook <kenneth glazebrook@hotmail.com<mailto:kenneth slazebrook@hotmail.com>>
wrote:

Dear Rod,

Thank you for your prompt reply

I do have a few follow-up questions based on your response, before I can make an accurate assessment ofthe facts and provide

validity to your statements can you please provide me copies of the report from the RCMP investigation and the report from the

Ballistics lnvestigator?
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:,,gtaternent 1: ',it Wbs.acknowledged that bullets from semi-automatic firearms were extracted from a residence and out-buildings
.nóri¡'t 

of tl,. gun iarige"

L. Who acknowledged this?

2. How were they able to determine that they were from a semi-automatic fire arm vs a bolt action fire arm?

Statement 2: "these weapons can only be discharged at gun ranges"

L How were they able to determine that these bullets came from a restricted fire arm versus a non-restricted firearm?

z. As there is a significant amount of farm land surrounds the Spruce Grove Gun club, how were they able to determ¡ne that

the bullets came from the range versus someone hunting in the area?

Sincerely,

Ken Glazebrook

From: Rod Shaigec <rshaigec@oarklandcountv.com<mailto:rshaigec@parklandcountv'com>>

Sent: June 5,2017 12:00 PM

To: 'Ken Glazebrook'

Subject: RE: Open House on Thursday, June 15 from 4:30-8:00pm at Parkland County Centre

Ken,

Thank you for your correspondence. parkland County Council has directed administration to bring forward a report that would

preclude outdoor gun ranges from operating in areas zoned for residential development. This direction was predicated due to

concerns regarding public safety not noise complaints. ln the RCMP investigation and as identified in the¡r report, as well as a

ballisticinvestigator,sreport,itwasacknowledgedthat bulletsfromsemi-automaticfirearmswereextractedfromaresidenceand

out-buildings north of the gun range. These weapons can only be discharged at gun ranges. l, and all of council, recognize the value

and benefits provided by gun ranges but there location(s) must be in areas that are appropriate and most suitable. Council will

have the opportunity to discuss and deliberate the proposed land use amendment when it comes forward.

Sincerely,

Rod

Rod Shaigec I Mayorl Parkland County

531094HWY779 | Parkland County I AB I Canada lTTZtR1-
Office: 780 968-8410 | Fax: 780 968-8430 I

rshaigec@ parklandcou ntv.com< mailto :rshaigec@ parklandcou ntv.com>
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This communication is intended for use of the recipient to whom it is addressed and may conta¡n confidential, personal and/or
privileged information. Please contact me immediately if you are not the intended recipient of the communication and do not copy,

distribute, or take action relying upon it. Any communication received in error, or subsequent reply, should be deleted or destroyed

From: Ken Glazebrook Imailto:kenneth elazebrook@hotmail.com]
Sent; Monday, June 05,2017 11":25 AM
To: lnquiries <lnqu¡ries@parklandcountv.com<mailto:lnquiries@parklandcountv.com>>; Rod Shaigec

<rshaigec@ párklandcou ntv.com<mailto :rshaisec@parkla ndcou ntv.com>>

Subject: Open House on Thursday, June 15 from 4:30-8:00pm at Parkland County Centre

Dear Mr. Rod Shaigec, County Mayor,

As I am unable to attend this session as I have a parenting commitment, I would lÌke to submit my input.

I am concerned very concerned about the pressure by the Subdivision and Development Appeal Board ("SDAB") to attempt to close

the Spruce Grove Gun Club (SGGC).

The SGGC has operated in unison with our community for nearly half a century, and safety has always been the first priority.

Shutting this Club down over noise complaints is wholeheartedly disappointing. Not only has the Club complied with noise bylaws as

measured by professionals -there are incidents of noise complaints at times when the range wasn't even in operation.

The SGGC is an essential part of our community, and provides the safest environment to teach, learn and enjoy sport shooting. The

SGGC has provided confirmation, beyond doubt, that it operates well within Parkland County's bylaws and, beyond the satisfaction

of the Federal Range Requirements. lt is simply, the safest outdoorshooting range in Canada.

Beyond the SGGC being a recreational facility, it is a training and certification range for organizations, including but not limited to
rnany divisions pf law enforcement and other sporting organlzations

Members of SGGC not only endorse safety, but require it in all aspects of the club. They employ a full-time Range Manager, paid for

3



by the members, complete with cameras on every range and a classroom suited for 60 people, multiple Range Safety officers who

volunteer their time, and a full board of directors who strive to meet and exceed every requirement set before them by the

Parkland County and Federal Range Requirements.

I would be grateful if you could take into consideration the effects this decision has made to the 900 SGGC members and other

organizations that no longer have a safe place to train recreationally or professionally.

I urge you to reconsider the posit¡on taken by the SDAB and review Parkland County's decision and ensure fair process was given to

the SGGC and their members on this pressing matter.

Thank you for taking the time to look into this. I look forward to hearing from you

Sincerely,

Ken Glazebrook
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From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Greg Heinrichs <gr.hein@telus.net>

Tuesday, August 1,2017 9:58 PM

gr,hein@telus.net
sggc - june 10 - mayor final response to glazebrook

From : Rod Sha igec <rsha-igec(ô pa rkla ndcou ntv.com>
Date: June 9,2AI7 at 3:43:55 PM MDT
To: "'kenneth glazebrook@hotmail.com"' <kenneth glazebrook@hotmail.com>

Subject: SGGC

Mr. Glazebrook,

I have been advised by the County Sollcltor that co.mments ¡n my earlier emails relating to where certain
firearms could be used and the information in a ballistics report were inaccurate. The County Solicitor
intends to further follow up with me next week. Please disregard those comments and I ask that you

not disseminate them further.

Thank you for forwarding your concerns. I will ensure the department conducting the open house on

June 15 is made aware.

Rod Shaigec I Mayorl Parkland County
531094 HWY 779 | Parkland County I AB I Canada
Office; 78O968-84L0 | Fax: 780 968-84301
rshaioec@parklandcounty.com
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Th¡s communication is i¡rtended for use of the recipient to whom it is adrlressed and nray conta¡n confidential,
personal and/or privileged ¡nformat¡on. Please contact me immediately if you are not the ¡ntended recipieni of the
communication and clo not copy, distribute, or take action relying upon it. Any communicðt¡on received in error, or
subsequent reply, should be deleted or destroyed.

1





From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:

Subject:

Greg Heínrichs <gr.hein@telus.net>

Wednesday, June 7,2017 2:57 PM

'Mike Heck'
g r.hein @telus. net; CAREY PAWLYCH KA; G reg G reschu k; Theresa Paq uette

RE: SGGC - PARKLAND MAYOR - emails to county resident regarding SGGC - JUNE 05

2017

Mike,

This response is inadequate.

The mayor - on behalf of Parkland County - provided incorrect information that adversely affects the

reputation of the Spruce Grove Club (SGGC) to at least one regional resident, Ken Giazebrook.

The incorrect information includes, but is not limited to, the statements that semi-automatic firearms can only
be discharged at gun ranges. A simple check with any of the local reputable firearms retailers would have

disclosed that they have many semi-automatic firearms in most of the popular calibers that can be discharged

outside of gun ranges and in many cases used for hunting.

There are several other examples of incorrect information included in the two emails authored by the mayor.

It is disappointing and alarming that the mayor, who will be making decisions regarding the operation of gun

ranges in the county, failed to do even this basic due diligence before making these incorrect remarks to at least

one regional resident.

We expect decision-makers to make decisions based on correct and complete information.

The longer the county deiays in advising this regional resident that the information that the mayor provided to
him is incorrect, the greater the harm to SGGC because the incorrect information can be repeated and spread

throughout the county and elsewhere.

The county must assure us immediately that prompt steps will be taken to advise Ken Glazebrook that he was

provided with incorrect information and specifically identify all of the incorrect information that was provided

to him.

Since the mayor - on behalf of the county - has provided incorrect information to at least one regional resident,

we are concemed that this conduct is ongoing and will occur again. 
'We 

need an immediate assurance from the

county that it will immediately and permanently stop providing incorrect information that adversely impacts

SGGC to county residents and everyone else.

An immediate response is required.

Absent a response that is satisfactory to the club, we will be taking all necessary steps:

¡ To stop the county from causing further harm to SGGC;

1



'tt,
. To inform everyone that the mayor on behalf of the county provides incorrect information to ¡nterested parties

i.., that is dtitg¡mental to SGGC and that the county has refused to correct this error despite requests to do so; and,

¡ To obtain compensation from the county for the losses SGGC has suffered and will suffer as a result of this

conduct.

We look forward to continuing our discussions on the matters identified in our previous two meetings and in

our email correspondence at our meeting scheduled for June 12 at 11 a.m.

Regards,

Greg Heinrichs
Spruce Grove Gun Club director

From: Mike Heck lmailto:mheck@parklandcounty.coml
Sent: Tuesday, June 06, 2017 5:09 PM

To:'Greg Heinrichs'
Subjecg RE: SGGC - PARKLAND MAYOR - emails to county resident regarding SGGC - JUNE 05 2017

I have received your email ( and your voice mail) and communicated your concerns to council. We ( you and I ) have a

planned meet¡ng for Monday, and as I suggested I have no problem meeting but will not have direction from council on

the items around the land by next week. We do not meet until the L3th. As with any individual you are always free to

come to any Tuesday council meetíng at 09:15 to talk with council, as these iterns should be a matter of public record

and council has to be carefull of meeting outside of chambers on matters that should be dealt with in chambers, l.E'

development matters.

regards

Michael l'leck MBÅ AüÞM I CAOI Parkland County
531094 HWY 779 | Parkland County I AB I Canada I T7Z lR1
Office: 780 968 8411
mheck@oarklandcounW.com I parklandcor¡ilty.çût'!1

æm illand
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Tlris communication is intendecl for use of the recìpient to whom lt is acldressed and may contain confidential, persorral and/or
privileged information. please contact me ìmmecliately if you are not the intended recipient of the communication and do not copy'

distribute, or take action relying upon it. Any communicaiion received in error, or subsequent reply, should be deleted or destroyed.

From: Greg Heinrichs [maílto:er.hein@telus.net]
Sent: Tuesday, June 06,2017 9:54 AM

To: Mike Heck <mheck@parklandcountv.com>

Cc: gr.hein@telus.neu CAREy pAWLyCHKA <carev.ssgc@gmail.com>; Greg Greschuk <qreschuk@telusplanet.net>;

Theresa paquette <TheresaSGGC@sma¡l.com>; Sam Brownfield <bismansmallcrib@hotma¡l.com>; GRANT KIRKUP

<qrant@kirkup.ca>; KEVI N SHENFI ELD <kasaas@ hotlinkwireless.com>

Subject: FW: SGGC - PARKLAND MAYOR - emails to county resident regarding SGGC - JUNE 05 2017
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Below is the emailchain btwn county resident KEN GLAZEBROOK and mayor ROD SHAIGEC

The emails of the MAYOR contain various pieces of íncorrect ínformation

lf you wish me to identífr/ the pieces that are incorrect I am able to do so separately

The incorrect information is also used to reach a conclusion that is incorrect

The incorrect information and the incorrect conclusion would lead people to be afraid to have SGGC operating in their
neighborhood

This is harmful to SGGC and its members and to our landlords the SHENFIELDS

The incorrect information and the incorrect conclusion âppear to be at least part of the reason why the county

councílors are considering amending the bylaw to prevent outdoor gun ranges from operating in the county

It is particularly upsetting to learn that the mayor of the county is relying on demonstrably incorrect false ínformation to
make decisions to amend bylaws that adversely affect SGGC

The mayor could easily have checked all of the information in these emails to learn just how incorrect his remarks are.

Our discussions so far have been premised on a number of assumptions including:

That the county had correct information related to sggc, íts operations, firearms and operation of firearms; and

That the county would not provide incorrect, false damaging information about SGGC to county residents; and

That the county was meeting with us in good faith to attempt to reach a mutually satisfactory resolution to this
problem

We now know for certain that the first 2 assumptíons are incorrect

We now also have serious concerns about the 3'd assumption

At our meeting * scheduled for june t2 at tL am - among other things we will be providing you with correct information
about the matters that ROD SHAIGEC spoke of in his emails

We will expect this ínformation to be passed on to county council accurately -

we would be happy to speak directly to county council to ensure that they get the actual accurate information before

they make decisions that adversely affect SGGC

at thís tíme we do not know all of the other incorrect information the mayor or other councilors have given out to the
public

we expect the county and the mayor in particular to refrain from giving this or other incorrect informat¡on to county
residents or others that adversely affects SGGC

lve expect the county and the mayor in partícular to promptly advise thís KEN GLAZEBROOK and all others who received

similar information from county councilors that the information is incorrect and to provide them with the correct
information

3



we look forward to continuing our discussions on the matters identified in our prevíous two meetings

if you wish to contact me to discuss this further you now have my email and my phone numbers are below

h = 780 418 0735

c = 780 2t7 6939

From: Greg Heinrichs fmailto:gr.hein@telus.net]
Sent: Tuesday, June 06, Z0L7 B:57 AM

To: gr.heín@telus.net
Subject: SGGC - PARKLAND MAYOR - emails to county resident regarding SGGC - JUNE 05 2017

this is the june 5 email chain btwn KEN GLAZEBROOK and ROD SHAIGEC [mayor of parkland county]

From: Rod Shaigec <rshaígec@parklandcountv.com>

Sent: June 5,2017 6:51 PM

To: Ken Glazebrook
Cc: Doug Tymchyshyn
Subject: Re: Open House on Thursday, June 15 from 4:30-8:00pm at Parkland County Centre

Ken,
please contact Doug Tymchyshyn, Manager of Legislative Services, if you'd like a copy of the ballistics report' His email:

dtVmchvshVn@parklandcountv.com<mailto:dtvmchvshvn@parklandcountv.com>
I am not sure how long we retain information from SDAB hearings; lt was included in the SDAB package when the Board last

convened.
You will have to request a copy of the RCMP report as it is not in our possession.

Regarding who acknowledged the weapon used, that would be the authors of the the reports. ln regards to how they can determine

what kind of weapon the bullet came from I cannot answer as I am not an expert in the field.

While there is agricultural lands in the area, if the experts determined the bullet came from a firearm that can only be

used/discharged at gun ranges it either came from the range or an individual who is licensed to carry/use such a weapon is illegally

discharging the weapon outside of a gun range. As all applicants are screened and scrutinized I don't believe the latter is the case.

Rod

Sent from my iPhone

On Jun 5, ZO!7, at 4:07 pM, Ken Glazebrook <kenneth elazebrook@hotmall.com<mailto:kenneth glazebrook@hotmail.com>>

wrote:

Dear Rod,

Thank you for your prompt reply

I do have a few follow-up questions based on your response, before I can make an accurate assessment ofthe facts and provide

validityto your statements can you please provide me copies of the report from the RCMP investigation and the report from the

Ballistics I nvestigator?
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I would also like clarification on two of your statements:

Statement l.: "it was acknowledged that bullets from semi-automatic firearms were extracted from a residence and out-buildings

north ofthe gun range"

1. Who acknowledged this?

2. How were they able to determine that they were from a semi-automatic fire arm vs a bolt action fire arm?

Statement 2: "these weapons can only be discharged at gun ranges"

t. How were they able to determine that these bullets came from a restricted fire arm versus a non-restricted firearm?

2. As there is a significant amount of farm land surrounds the Spruce Grove Gun Club, how were they able to determine that

the bullets came from the range versus someone hunting in the area?

Sincerely,

Ken Glazebrook

From: Rod Shaigec <rshaisec@oarklandcountv.comcmailto:rshaigec@parklandcountv.com>>

Sent: June 5,20L7 L2:00 PM

To:'Ken Glazebrook'
Subject: RE: Open House on Thursday, June 15 from 4:30-8:00pm at Parkland County Centre

Ken,

Thank you for your correspondence. Parkland County Council has directed administration to bring forward a report that would

preclude outdoor gun ranges from operating in areas zoned for residential development. This direction was predicated due to

concerns regarding publiç safety not noise complaints. ln the RCMP invest¡gat¡on and as identified in their report, as well as a

ballistic investigator's report, it was acknowledged that bullets from semi-automatic firearms were extracted from a residence and

out-buildings north of the gun range. These weapons can only be discharged at gun ranges. l, and all of council, recognize the value

and benefits provided by gun ranges but there location(s) must be in areas that are appropriate and most suitable. Council will

have the opportunity to discuss and deliberate the proposed land use amendment when it comes forward.

Sincerely,

Rod

Rod Shaigec I Mayorl Parkland County
531094 HWY 779 | Parkland County I AB I Canada IITZLRL
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Office: 780 968-84L0 | Fax: 780 968-8430 |

rshaigec@ parklandcountv.com< mailto :rshaigec(a þa rkla ndcou ntv'com>

<image002.jpg>

This communication is intended for use of the recipientto whom it is addressed and may contain confidential, personal and/or

privileged information. please contact me immediately if you are not the intended recipient of the communication and do not copy,

distribute, or take action relying upon it. Any communication received in error, or subsequent reply, should be deleted or destroyed

From: Ken Glazebrook [mailto:kenneth elazebrook@hotmail.com]

Sent: Monday, June 05,2017 11:25 AM
To: lnquiries <lnquiries@parklandcountv.com<mailto:lnquiries@parklandcountv.com>>; Rod Shaigec

<rshaigec@ parklandcountv.comcmailto :rshaigec@ parklandcou ntv.com>>

Subject: Open House on Thursday, June 1"5 from 4:30-8:00pm at Parkland County Centre

Dear Mr. Rod Shaigec, CountY MaYor,

As I am unable to attend this session as I have a parenting commitment, I would like to submit my input.

I am concerned very concerned about the pressure by the Subdivision and Development Appeal Board ("SDAB") to attempt to close

the Spruce Grove Gun Club (SGGC).

The SGGC has operated in unison with our community for nearly half a century, and safety has always been the first priority.

Shutting this Club down over noise complaints is wholeheartedly disappointing. Not only has the Club complied with noise bylaws as

measured by professionals -there are incidents of noise complaints at times when the range wasn't even in operation'

The SGGC is an essential part of our community, and provides the safest environment to teach, learn and enjoy sport shooting' The

SGGC has provided confirmation, beyond doubt, that it operates well within Parkland County's bylaws and, beyond the satisfaction

of the Federal Range Requirements. lt is simply, the safest outdoor shooting range in Canada.

Beyond the SGGC being a recreational facility, it is a training and certification range for organizations, including but not limited to

many divisions of law enforcement and other sporting organizations
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Members of SGGC not only endorse safety, but require it in all aspects of the club. They employ a full-time Range Manager, paid for

by the members, complete with cameras on every range and a classroom suited for 60 people, multiple Range Safety Officers who

volunteer their time, and a full board of directors who strive to meet and exceed every requirement set before them by the
Parkland County and Federal Range Requirements.

I would be grateful if you could take ¡nto consideration the effects this decision has made to the 900 SGGC members and other

organizations that no longer have a safe place to train recreationally or professionally.

I urge you to reconsider the pos¡tion taken by the SDAB and review Parkland County's decision and ensure fair process was given to
the SGGC and their members on this pressing matter.

Thank you for taking the time to look into this. I look forward to hear¡ng from you.

Sincerely,

Ken Glazebrook

7





From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:

Subject:
Attachments:

Arlan Delisle < adelisle@ parklandcounty.com >

Thursday, June B, 2017 11:52 AM
gr.hein@telus.net
Mike Heck

Shooting Range Comments
AJ Voth Examination of Bullet Strikes.pdf

Hello Mr. Heinrichs, Mike is involved in other matters today and has asked me to respond to your emailof June 7,

2017. I am advised there is a meeting June 1"2 to try and find way forward. I hope that will be a successful meeting.

I have reviewed the email chain including the mayor's comments. The report referred to was evidence in the SDAB

hearingJuly28,2Ot4. lf.ispartof therecordthatcouldbepublicallyaccessed,solattachacopyof it. Thatreportisnot
a County document and is not reflective of the County's position on anything at this time, it is simply part of the record
from 2A1.4.

Again, I hope that the Monday meeting will help find a way forward that work for everyone.

,a.ríaa *elisle, Li."fJ tå".1r] | County Solicitor/ Director, Legal & Legislative Services

531094 Hwy779 | Parkland County I AB I Canada lTTZtRL
Office:780 968 3230 | Fax:780 968 8413
qCe lisle@Ia rkl-andcou ntv.corn ! pa rk I g nd co u ntv.co m
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me immediately if you are not the intended recipient of the cûmmur'ìication and clo not cop1,, distribute, or iake act¡on relying upon it. Any communication received
in error, or subsequerrt reply, shoulcl be deleted or destroyed.
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BARRISTERS & SOTICITORS
KrNNEDYAcntos LLP

1325 Manulife Place, 10180-101 Street
Ëdmonton, AB, Canada T5J 3S4

Phone: (780) 969-6900
Calgary: (403) 265-689S

Fax: (780) 969-6901

Our File: 76065-1 JAA

Janice A. Agrios, Q.G.
Direct Line: 780.969.691 1

jagrÌos @ kennedyagrios.com

Delivered Via Email

July 5, 2017

Parkland County
531094 Hwy779
Parkland County, AB T7Z 1R1

Attention: Arlan Delisle

Dear Sir:

Re: Spruce Grove Gun Club

As you are aware, I represent the Spruce Grove Gun Club ("SGGC'). I understand that
pursuant to a Notice of Motion brought fonruard by the Mayor, County Council will be
considering an amendment to the Land Use Bylaw to specifically remove outdoor gun
ranges from the definition of Outdoor Pafticipant Recreation Services in all areas zoned
Country Residential. I understand that Council intends to give first reading to this
amendment on July 1 1, 2017. Given the timing, ít is clear that this motion is directed at
SGGC and is intended to preclude SGGC from obtaining a devefopment permit to
continue its operations.

SGGC objects to the Mayor participating in any discussion or vote related to this
amendment and takes the position that the Mayor must recuse himself. Leading up to
this amendment, the Mayor has engaged in a pattern of conduct that demonstrates
bias. The Mayor has already made up his mind that the bylaw should be amended to
exclude outdoor gun ranges and is not capable of being persuaded otherwise. The
evidence to support this position includes, but is not limited to, the following:

Rezoning to Country Residential - ln 2009, the County rezoned the SGGC síte
and surrounding area to Country Residential. Thereafter, the County approved
various subdivisions that allowed the construction of residential acreages in close
proximity to the SGGC site. SGGC has been operating on this site since at least
1972. The nature of SGGC's operations has not changed in many decades. The
rezoning and subsequent subdivisions approved by the County have brought
SGGC into conflict with its new neighbors. That conflict is not a conflict made by
SGGC. That conflict is a result of the planning and development decísions made

1

{076065/0001 00'1 1 4936.DOCX: }



2

Page 2

by the County. lt appears that in order to solve the conflict that the County has
created, the Mayor now is endeavouring to eliminate the existence of SGGC
without compensation.

Statement of Claim issued on behalf of Darren and Natasha DeGeer (attached) -
The Statement of Claim alleges that in 2013, the Mayor represented to the
Degeers and other County residents (in private - without the knowledge of
SGGC or the general public) that the County would not renew the development
permit of SGGC when it expired in June 2014. As you know, the Mayor and
Council are not entitled to any input as to whether or not the development permit
would be renewed.

Settlement Agreement (attached) - ln November 2016, the County entered into a
settlement agreernent with the Degeers. Among other things, the County paid to
the Degeers an undisclosed sum of money. lt appears that the settlement was
required at least in part due to the promise that the Mayor was alleged to have
made to the Degeers to stop the development permit from being renewed (as
described in the Statement of Claim above).

Notice of Motion - The Mayor is the individual who brought fon¡uard the Notice of
Motion to direct administration staff to draft the proposed bylaw amendment to
exclude outdoor gun ranges. The Mayor was instrumental in convincing Council
to vote in favour of the Notice of Motion. SGGC is the only outdoor gun range
that will be affected by this amendment. lf the amendment is passed, then the
Mayor will have succeeded in keepíng the promise that the Degeer Statement of
Claim alleges he made to them in 2013,

Defamatory statements by the Mayor - After the motion was passed, in order to
garner public support for the proposed amendment, the Mayor proceeded to
make defamatory statements about the SGGC to the public. You are aware of
and have copies of at least 2 emails by the Mayor which include defamatory
remarks about SGGC that would lead members of the public to be afraid of
having SGGC in their neighborhood. The defamatory remarks go to the very
core reason for the existence of SGGC, namely, its commitment to public safety.
Despite clear evidence that the remarks were false, it was not until several
requests had been made over several days that the Mayor advised the recipient
of the emails that some of the remarks were "inaccurate". Despite numerous
requests, the Mayor has not admitted that the remarks were entirely false and
incorrect. To date the Mayor has not apologized to SGGC prívately or publicly.
Despite numerous requests, the Mayor has not provided the reports that he
claims to rely upon and has not provided correct information to any member of
the public. The Mayor has also declined to promise to refrain from making any
further defamatory remarks about SGGC. This conduct is further evidence of
bias. SGGC has submitted a FOIP request to the County to determine whether
the Mayor has made any additional defamatory remarks regarding SGGC, As
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Page 3

you are aware from the letter and enclosures provided to you by Don Wilson of
DLA Piper, SGGC is prepared to launch a defamation law suit against the County
and the Mayor to seek compensation for the defamatory remarks,

ln the face of this evidence of a pattern of conduct by the Mayor, it is only fair that the
Mayor recuse himself from pañicipating in anyway related to the proposed bylaw
amendment. ln these circumstances, it is reasonable to conclude that the Mayor has
made up his mind that the bylaw should be amended to exclude outdoor gun ranges.
The Mayor has a closed mind on this issue and is not capable of being persuaded
othen¡rise.

It is SGGC's hope that as a result of this letter, the Mayor will immediately and
vof untarily recuse himself from parlicipating in all matters related to this proposed bylaw
amendment. The concerns of SGGC will be satisfied if the Mayor simply recuses
himself without fu¡ther comment. SGGC will require written confirmation of his recusal
from pafticipation by no later than July 1A,2A17.

SGGC is committed to working with the County in a cooperative manner to fínd a way
forward that serves the interests of the County, the residents in the vicinity of the SGGC
site and the interests of SGGC . SGGC wishes to resolve this issue privately if
possible. SGGC also wishes to resolve the defamation action privately and without the
Statement of Claim being issued (in order to avoid the dispute becoming public).
Having said that, if required, SGGC is prepared to take all necessary steps to ensure
that going fonruard it receives fair and unbiased treatment from the County. SGGC also
intends to seek full compensation for all harm it has suffered as a result of the unfair
treatment it has received from the County.

lf you wish to discuss this matter further, please let me know.

Yours truly,

KE AGRI LLP

E AGRIOS, Q.C.
J h

osure

clientcc
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Gc to the end of Lhis doculiìãnt to see what ),ûu tail do and when you must dt !t
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The Defendant Spruce Grove Gun Club {the "6un Club"} is a socíety formed under the laws of

Alberta and carries on Ìf.s business and activities on the following parcel of land:

MERIÐIAN 4 ßANGE 27 TOWNSI.TIP 53

sEc110N 28

QUARTER NORTH EAsÏ
EXCEPTING THEREOUT ALL MINES AND MINERALS

AREA: 64.7 HECTARES (1.60 ACRES) MORE OR LESS

(the "Gun Club Land")

The ûegeer Residence and the Gun Club Land are both in Parkland County. Ihe Degeer

Residence is in a country residential subdivlsíon lcnown as "Poplar ftidge Estates" and is

ãpproximately 1.83 kilometers ot 1.74 mi{es north Õf the Gun Club Land.

The Defendant Surrey Vi€lv Farms Ltd. ("Surrey View") is a corpora'tion formed under the lav¡s of
Alberta and is regÌstered as owner of the Gun Club Land.

The Defendant Parkland County (the "County") is a municÍpality within the meaning of the

MunÌcipal Government Act and a corporation by virtue of section 4 of that statute.

The safetv and noise prohlems created bV the €un Club operations

The business and activities of the Gtln Club consist primarily of ownership and operation of a

gun club and firearm shooting facilities for recreational a¡rd commercial use. Tlre Gun Club's

facilitíes include two outdoor shooting ranges designed for díschargíng rifles fthe "RÍfle Ranges")

wh¡ch are actually used by íts: membert. guesls and custómer¡; for that act¡vity. The 6un Club's

facilities also lnclude outdoor shooting ranges designed for discharging shotguns and pistols

which are actually used by its members, guests and customersfcrthose actívities.

The Rifle Ranges were constructed such that users aim and discharge the¡r rifles in a northerly

direction, that is, towards Poplar Ridge Estates.

From time to time, buliets from fÍrearms dischar.ged on the Gun Club Land exlt that parcel and

travel to and land at or on parcels of land adjacent to or in the vicínÍty of the Gun Club Land and,

in particular, bulletsfrom rífles díscharged on one or both of the Rífle Ranges from time to t¡me

exit the Gun Club Land and trável to and land at or on parcels of land to the north of the Gun

Club Land, including Poplar Ridge Estates and areasadjacentto Poplar Ridge Estates {the '{Safety

lssue").

6.

4

5

7

8.

{0035d981;?}



I The discharge of firearrns on the Gun Club Land persistently creates loud noises that can be

hearci from parcels of land adjacent to or in the vicínity of the Gun C[ub Land, including Poplar

Ridge Estâtes (tho "Noíse lssue").

lbglbislgþJy of relevant events

10, Surrey View became olvner of the Gun Club Land on July 28, 1971

11". The Gurt Club began íts operations on the Gun Club Land during Lg72 ar 1973

Frorn about 1986 to 2004, the Gun Club operated its busíness and actívities without having a

valid developmeflt permit or busi¡ress licence from the County.

During April of 2004 the County wrote to SurreY Vierv and stated "¡f the gun club is operating Íl
appeärs to be in operation wîthout permits in order." The County wrote that letter dtie to a

complaint it had received regarding noíse from the Gun Club Land.

14, On july L3,7AO4 the County íssued a development permit to the Gun Club for the operatíon of
its gun club and refated developments on the Gun Ctub Land, wlrich permít was expressed to be

valid for five years. ln doing so, the County imposed a minor change lo the Sunda1, hours of
operatiûn of the gun club but undenook no examination of and gave no consider¿t¡on to the

darrger or risk of bullets exiting the Gun CIub Land.

L5. The County also approved the development of the subdivision lcnown as Poplar Ridge Estates

without examining or considering the danger or risk of bulfets ex¡t¡ng the Gun Club.

tb. On June !7,7ûAg the County ÍssueC a development permit to the Gun Club for the operation of
íts gun club and related developments on the Gun CIub Land, whích permitlvasexpressed to be

valid for five years. ln doíng so, the County undertook no examinalion of and gave no

consideration to the danger Õr risk of bullets exiting the Gun Club Land.

17. Durîng 2010, the County received 6 or more wrirten objectíons from residents of Parkland

County tû the operation of the shooting ranges on the Gun Club Land. During 2010, one or
more cornplaints were rnadÊ to the County by residents of Parkland County concerning the

noise created by the discharge of fírearrns on the Gun Club Land.

18 During 2011., the County learned that the Rífles Ranges had been ordered closed by federal

officials due to safety concerns. During 2011, the County received one or more expressions of
concern from residents of Parklarrd County regarding theìr property being designated as part of
a "safety zone" in relation to the Gun Club and the Gun Club Land.

72.

't?
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19.

23

24,

0uring September of 2012, the Plaintíffs contracted to purchase the De6eer Residence and
became registered as owners on October 30,2AI2. The Pfaintiffsv"rere notthen aware of the
Gun Club and íts actív¡tles and operations on the Gun Club Land.

Shortly after Ocrober 3A,2012, the County sent to the Plaíntiffs a booklet tit¡ed 'rWelcome to
Parkland County." That booklet containecl a letter from the mayor of the County extolling the
virtues and benefits of fíving in Parkland County and made the followíng representãùons to tlre
Plalntíffs in respect of living ln and governance of parkland County (tne ,,lnitial

Re presentatio ns" );

That lír'ing irr ParP.land County offered peaceful rural living;
That the County's Council r¡¡as focused on ensuring resídents are deepfy satisfÌed wìth
thëir quality of life;
That the cÕunty was cornmitted to providing a safe environmerìt to live in;
That land use regulations were in place to ensure residents are protected and able to
enjoy a good qualíty of life.

The said booklet described to the Plaíntíffs numerous private ancl public recreationaf and
outdoor actívities available or carríed on in Parkland County but falled to mentíon the act¡v¡ties
and operations of the Gun Club.

On or about Marcl\ 24, 2073, the Plaintiffs discovered a bullet which had struck and was
embedded ín the south facíng exterior wall of the house on the Degeer Residence. The saíd
buílet had been recentfy discharged From a rifle and was of å type commonly used for shooting
at one or both ofthe Rifle Ranges.

on or about March 7s,201.3, the Plaintiffs infornred the county of their díscovery of the bullet
embedded ih the exterior wall of their house. CIn that date and subsequently, the plâintiffs
expressed their concerns to the cÕunty regardfng the danger and risk of buflets exitíng the Gun
Club Land.

During early Rpril of 7013, a county councíllor acknowledged in internal communícations that
there had been "aû outpouring of complaínts arouncl the gun club safety concerns that have
taken place over many years" and the mayor of the County acknowledged in a lettÊr to the Chíef
Firearms Olticer that "the discharge of long guns ât the Spruce Grove Gun Club,, was ,,a serious
public safety mãtter¿'.

On or a bout Apri|26,20L3, one or both of the Mayor of the County and the Director of planníng
and Development for the county advised the Plaíntiffs and other residents of parkland county
that the County was unable to immediately stop the Gun CIub from operäting on the Gun Club

ã.

b.

c.

d.

27.

22

25.
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Land. On the sanre date, one or both of the Mayor of the County and the ûirecicr of Planning

and Development for the County represented to the Plaintiffs and other residents of Parklancj

CÕunty that the County ¡vould not renew the Gun Club's det¡elopment permít rvhen it e:tpired

the follor,ving June (the "Specifíc Representatìon").

1Ê During 20L2 and 2013, the Plaintiffs made certain improvements to the Degeer Residence

íncluding improvements to the house lôcâted on the Degeer Residence. On or about June 10,

2ûL3 and after subsiantíally completing those improvements, the Plaintiffs and their four

children rnoved into the said house and began actual occupation ofthe Degeer Residence.

27 Notwithstanding the Specifìc Representation, on June L6,2014 the Count'¡ issuecj ¿

cJeveloprnent permit. to the Gun CIub for the operation of its gun rönge on the 6un Club Land,

whÍch permit was stated to be valid for three years. ln doing so, the County undertook no

examination or an inadequate examinat¡on of the Safety lssue and the Noise lssue and imposed

inadequate conditíons on the Gun Club to elirninate the Safety lssue and the Noise lssue.

28. lhe Plaintiffs and other residents of Parkland County exercised their right to appeal the issuance

ôf the sðÌd development permít to the County's Subdívision and Developrnent Appeal Board (the

"SDAB"). The decision of the SDAB, issued August5,2014, modified the conCitions imposed by

the County by, inter alia, stating the development permít would remain in effect until November

9,7t15. The modified condítions dr: not efímínate the Safety lssue and the Noíse lssue.

29. Tlre Gun Cfub continues to operate its business anci activities on the Gun Club Land.

JU. The Plaintiffs have taken steps to setl the Degeer Residence but due to the notoriety of the

Safety lssue anC the NoÍse lssue, the Degeer Residence ís not marketable.

liabilitv of the Gu¡.Club

31. The Gun CIub owed a duty to the Plaintiffs to operate íts business and activities on the Gun Club

Land ín a manner that r,vould eliminate th€ Safefy lssue. The Gun Club has breached that duly.

Further ûr in the alternative, the Gun Club{s operation of its business and activities gîves ríse to

the Safety lssue and the Noise lssue and constitutes a nuisance, that ís, an unreasonable

interference v¡íth the Plaintiffs' use and enjoyment of the Degeer Residence.

54. Further or in the alternetive, the 6un Club's operation of its husiness and activitíes is a non-

natural use of the Gun Club Land and creates danger to the Plaintiffs and their property in the

form of the Safety lssue. The Plaintiffs plead and relyon the rule ln Rylondsv. Fletcher.

).',
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Liabilitv of Surrev View

surrey View ov¡ed a duty to the Plâlntiffs to enscrre thãt ãny and all activfties on the 6un Ctub
Land v¿ould be conducted in a manner that wot¡ld eliminate the safety lssue- Surrey Víew has
breached rhat duty.

J5 Further or in the alternatíve, Surrey Vier¡¡ knew of and perrnitted the 6un Club to operate its
busíness arrd activities on the 6un Club Land in a ntannergiving rise to the Safety lssue and the
Noise lssue and ís equally or vicariously líable to the Plaintiffs in respect of the nuisance created
hy the Gun Cfub.

36. Further or ín the alternative, Surrey view knew of and permitted the non-natural use of the Gun
Club Land by the Gun Club and is equally or vicariously fiable to the Plaintiffs in respect of the
danger created by the operation of the f:usíness and activitíes of the Gun Club on the Gun club
Land,

le.þiltlvsl-tle_Çs.s n!y

37 ' The County hãs a statutory cluty tc ensure thatany and alf activ¡tÍes on the Gun Club Land woulcj
be conducted in a mannerthatu'ould elíminate the Safety lssue, or if thatcould not be done, to
not permit any actívities on the Gun Club Land that would glve r¡se to the Safety lssue. The
courrty has breached that duty. The Plaintiffs plead and rely on section 3(c) of the Municipal
Governrnent Act,

38. Further or in lhe alternative, the County owerj a duty to the Pfaíntiffs to ensurê that any and all
activities on the Gun Club Land would be conducted in a rnanner that would eliminate the Safety
lssue, or if that could not be done, tô not perm¡t any actîvitíes on the Gun Club Land that would
give rise to the Safety lssue. The County has breached that duty.

'á9 Ëurther or irr the al'ternative, the county made the lnitial Representations and the Specific
RepresentatÍon carelessfy or negfigently and at a tíme ít knew or shoufd have known they were
and would continue to be untrue- The Plaintiffs refied on the lnítíal Representations and the
Specific Representation irr expending money on the cornpletion of împrovements to the Degeer
ResiCence and in moving into and actuatly occupying the house on the Degeer Residence and in
delaying ín efforts to sell the Degeer Residence.

34
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loss.Ênd d¿maee of the plaíntiffs

40' The Plaintiffs woulcj not have contracteo' to purchase the Degeer Residence. cûmpreted rhatpurchase and expended money on improvernents to rh_ D;;";;";;;;;;";.,i1, n"o knownabout the Safery lssue and the lloise lssue.

41" The Plaíntíffs would not have movecl into actual occupation of the Degeer Residence if they hadknown thätthe lnítial Representatíons and the specific Representation were untrue-

42' /ts a direct ancJ foreseeable result of the acts and omissíons of rhe Defendanis, the praintiffshave suffererj ross and rlamage, íncludíng but not rimited to the fo[or.,,Ín6;

ã. Loss ofuse and enjoymentofthe Degeer Residence;b. Díminution in value of the De6.eer Residence;c, Legaf expense in connection wíth the appeal to the SDAB; endd' such Furtherend other loss¿nd darnage as rroi" ol"en ar rhe triarof this acion.

ße'fÍef ßequested

43. The plaintíffs seek the folfowing relief:

a' A ternporary and a perrnanent,jnjunction preventing the discharge of f.irearms et theGun Club Lancl or, alternativel¿ the Rifle Ranges; 
¿

b. Á judgment for clamages for SSSO,OOO;c- A judgment for special damages of 950,000;d. An order for pre-judgment inieresq ande. An order for costs of th¡s action.

You only have a -qhort time to do something to defend yourselr against this crainr
20 days ff ¡rou are served i¡ Afberta

I month ii you are served outside Alberta but in Canada
2 months Íf you are served outside Canada.

You can respond bv filÍng a stãtement of rlefence or a clemand for notice in the office of the clerk of theffTJ:::Î#i;H3,-,iîifi.,??:lXTjå:lîää'o d*nn ö;,åäenr or derence or a demand ror

NOTICE To THE ÐEFENÐANT{S)

{Õo35ø981;21



lf you do not file ancJ serve á stätement of defence or a demand for notice rvithín your tíme period. you
risk losing ths faw su¡t automaticatly. lf you do not file, or do not serve, or are fãtÈ in doing eíthei of
these thlngs. ê court may gtve a judgment to the plaíntiff(s) against you.

{0ß5a!&:21



THIS SETTLEMENT ACREEMENT made in duplicate by and between the parties hereto on
the -.jffday of November,20I6.

BETI#EEN:

DARREN DgGEER and NATASHA DeGEER

(hereinafrer refened to as the "Plaintíffs")

-and-

PARKLAND COUNTY

(hereinafter refened to as the "Settlor")

WHEREAS:

(a) The Plaintiffs have claimed losses, damages and expenses as a result of the nuisance
caused by a gun club and fire arm shooting facility operated by the Spruce Grove Cun
Club in the viciniry of the Plaintiffs' residence befween 20lZ-ZAl5 (the "Nuisance").

(b) The Plaintiffs commenced proceed¡ngs in the Court of Queen's Bench of Alberra,
Judicial Districl of Edmonton, Action No. 1403 17758 (the "Action"), seeking an
injunction, damages, taxable costs and prejudgment interest arising from the Nuisance, as
against the Spruce Crove Cun Club and Surrey View Farms Ltd. (the 'Non-settling
Defendants") and the Settlor.

(c) The Plaintiffs and the Settlor desire to resolve among themselves ali claims or possible
claíms between them, including all claims advanced directly or indirectly against the
Seftlor ín the Action, all clairns for pre-judgment interest and costs against the Settlor in
the Action, and all claims arising directly or indirectly against the Settlor from the
Nuisance;

(d) The Settlor wishes to limit its liabil¡ry in relation to any losses or damages sustained by
the Plaintifis and otherwise in relation to the Action;

(e) It is the desire of the Plaintifß to end the Action insofar as it relates to the Settlor and the
parties hereto have agreed to a settlement of the Action as between them;

(F) The Plaintiffs desire to preserve any claims which they may have as against rhe
Non-Settling Defendants in the Action and it is the intent of the Plaintiffs to continue thê
Action against the Non-Settling Defendants on the basis that it is seekíng recovery only
for the amount of any damages related to the several líability of the Non-Settling
Defendants, plus taxable Court costs and pre-judgment interest;

{82194258.DOC; r }
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G) ThE Settlor has oflered tCI pay the sum ofl all inclusive, in exchange for the
Plaintiffs' covenant and agreement to not pulsue the Action against the Settlor;

(h)ThePlaintifrshaveagreedtoacceptthesumoÜlall.inclusiveinfullandfinal
settlement of the claim they have against the Settlor in relation to the Action;

NowTHEREFoREandinconsiderationofthesumoffallinclusive,now
paid by the Seftlor to the Plaintiffs, in care of the solicitor for the Plaintiffs, Emery Jamieson

LLP (the receipt and suficiency of which is hereby acknowledged by the Plaintiffs), the

Plaintiffs and the Settlor agree as follows:

The all inclusive sum of I(the "settlement Funds',) shall be paid on
behalf of the Settlor to the Plaintiffs in the care of the solicitors for the Plaintiffs,
Emery Jamieson LLP;

7.. No portion of the Settlement Funds shall be disbursed by Emery Jamieson LLP
until they have filed a Partial Discontinuance of Clairn, on a without costs basis,
against the Seftlor in the Action and an executed copy of this Agreement has been
delivered to Brownlee LLP, on behalf of the Senlor;

3. Notwithstanding any other terms of this Agreemen! it is the intent of the parties
hereto that the Settlor shall not be liable to make any payments whatsoever to ihe
Plaintiffs or to the Non-Senling Defendants in respect of the Action other than the
payment desmibed in Paragraph I herein;

4. The Plaintiffs do for themselves, their respective heirs, insurers, executors,
administrators, successors and assigns, hereby remise, release and forever discharge
the Settlor and its respective ínsurers, administrators, officers, directors, employees,
and successors of and from any and all manner of action and actions, cause and
causes of actions, suits, debts, surns of money, dues, expenses, general damages,
special damages, costs, claims, and demands of any and every kind whatsoever, at
law or in equity or under any statute, which it ever had, now has, or which it or its
respËctive heirs, insurers, executors, administrators, successors or assigns hereafter
can, shall or mãy have against the Settlor and its respective insurers, administrators,
ofäcers, directors, employees, or successors for and by reason of any claim for
damages, losses, Ëxpensesr interest, or costs arising directly or indirectly from the
Nuisance and with respeet to any and all mafters arising directly or indirectly out of
the matters referred to in the pleadings in the Action;

5. The Plaintiffs hereby acknowledge satislaction in full of that portion of Íts total
damages, losses, expenses, and claims arising, directly or indirectly, from the
Nuisance for which the Settlor may be found liable;

6. The Plaintifß shall, prior to or at the commencement of the trialof the Action, seek
to amend their Statement of Claim to limit their claims in the Action to the liability

I 82 I 94258 DOC; I I
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or potential lìabitity of the Non-Sottling Defeñdants, inctuding theír claim for
injunctive relief;

The Plaintiffs shalf be entitled to continud'to proceed fuith the Action as againsr the
Non-setlling Defendants, However, the plaintiffs shalt not under any
circumstances seek to recover, directly or indirectly, from the Non-settling
Defendants any more than the Non-settling Defencþrtts' port¡dn of the Plainriffs;
total damages, losses and expenses based upon the share of liability of the
Non-settling Defendants as found by the couft or agreed upon berween the
Plaintifß and the Non-settling Defendants. In effect, the Non-Settling Defendants
shall not be exposed to joint and several liability with respect to any portion of the
damages, losses, and expenses for which the settlor may be found liable. The
Plaintifß will limit any recovery agairçt the Non-settling Defendants to the portion
of damages (either found by the Couii, or agreed upon between the Plainriffs and
the Non-settling Defendants) which relares to the severat líabitity of the
Non-Settl ing Defendants ;

The Plaintifß shall disclose the existence of this Agreement to the Non-Settling
Defendants on completíon of the obligations set out in paragraph z of thii
Agreement and to the Trial Judge prior to còmmencement of any trial of the Action
but, unless ordered by the court to do so, or as may otherwise be required by law or
by consent of the Settlor, the parties hereto shall not disctose to the Court, to the
Non-Seftling Defendants, or to Êny other party or representative of that parly or of
the Non-Settling Defendants, the amount of the Settlement Funds that have been
paid by the Settlor;

This Agreement is made without prejudice to the Plaintifß' rights and claims
(including pre-judgrnent interest and costs) against the Non-settling Defendants,
except as limited herein. The Piaintifis shall be at liberty to sontinue the Actíon as
against the Non-Settling Defendants and settle, pursue, or relinquish its claim
against the Non-Settling Defendants in its sole discretion. Nothing herein shall
operate as a release or partial release of any claim of the Ptaintiffs against the
Non-Settling Defendants for its several liability;

Any recovery of funds made by the Plaintiffs against the Non-settling Defendants
shall be solely to the credit of the Plaintiffs, except to the extent that indemniry may
be required from the Plaintiffs pursuant to Paragraph 1 i herein;

In the event that, through any Judgment or order of a court of competent
jurisdiction or through any settlement agreement between the Plaintiffs and the
Non-Settling Defendants, the Settlor is found liable to the Non-Settling Defendants
for any claims advanced against the Settlor by the Non-Settling Defendants in the
Action (including any clairns for contribution and indemniry), or for any claims
arising directly or indirectly from the Plaintiffs' claim, the Plaintiffs shall fully and
immediately indemnify and hold harmless the Settlor for any amount required to be
paid by the Settlor pursuant to that Judgment, order, settlement, or agreement
{íncludíng costs);

8.

I

10.

I t.

{ B2 t94258.DOC;I }



4

12. This Agreement is not and shall in no way be construed as an admission of liability
by the settlor, who expressly denies any liability to the plaintiffs;

13. The Plaintiffs agree to cooperate with the Settlor in any application to strike Third
PaÉy proceedings or Notices of Contribution and Indemniiy against the Settlor or
any other Third P_arty proceedings or Notices of Contribut¡on anA Indemnity which
the Settlor may face in the future, and the Seftlor agrees to cooperåte *¡ttr ttte
Plaintiffs both prior to and at the trial of this action on àll maners nócessary for the
ultimate resolutíon of this action beween the Plaintiffs and Non-senling
Defendants;

14. The Plaintiffs hereby acknowledge that notwithstanding any other tenn of this
Agreemenq it is the intent of the parties hereto that the Settlor will not be liable to
make any payment whatsoever to the Plaintiffs or any other party in the Action,
other than expressly provided for in this Agreement;

I 5. The recitals hereto form part of this Agreement ¿nd the terms of this Agreement are
confractual and not a mere recital;

16. This Agreement shall be governed and construed in accordance with the laws of the
Province of Alberta;

17. The parties hereto acknowledge that this Agreement may be executed in separate
counterparts by facsimile or by original document and att the executed counterparts
together shall constitute one Agreement but no execution hereto shall be effeitive
until all ofthe counterparts have been executed and delivered by each ofthe parties
hereto.

IN WITNESS WHER'E'OF the parties have executed this Agreemenr effective as of rhe

b\,

day and fìrst above written.

l¡J '

DARREN

ASHA DeG

PARKLAND

{82t94258.DOC,1 }
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Action No,: 1403 17758

THIS SETTLEMENT ACREEMENT
DATED ,2016.

BETWEEN:

DARREN DcGEER and
NATASHA DeGEER

(hereinafter refened to as the "Plaintíffs")

-and-

PARKLAND COUNTY
(hereinafter referred to as the "S

SETTLEMENT AGR"EEMENT

Brownlee LLP
Barristers and Solioitors
2200, Commerce Place

10155 - 102 Street
Edmonton, Alberta

TsJ 4C8

GEORCE (JOE) F. CHTVERS

File#: 76262-0321 JFC

Phone: {78Ð497-4800
Fax: (780) 424-3254
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From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:
Attachments:

Wilson, Donald <donald.wilson@dlapiper.com>

Friday, June 9, 2017 4:29 PM

Greg Heinrichs
Fwd: Parkland / SGGC
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Donald J. Wilson
Partner
DLA Piper (Canada) LLP

T 780 429 68t7
F 780.702 4266
dona ld.wilson (od la oipe r.com

1201Scotia Tower 2

10060 Jasper Avenue

Edmonton, AB T5J 4E5

Canada

www.dlapiper.com

Begin forwarded message

From: Arlan Delisle <adelisle@parklandcountv.com>

Date: June 9,2OI7 aT 4:27:IL PM MDT

To: "'Wilson, Donald"' <donald.wilson @d lapiper'com.>

Subject: RE: Parkland / SGGC

Hello Mr. Wilson, I advise the mayor has sent an emailto the individual indicatíng he's been advised

that comments relating to where certain firearms could be used and the infórmation in a ballistics

report were inaccurate. The mayor asked the indivídual to disregard those comments and asked that he

not disseminate them further.

I called Mr. Heinrichs as I indicated I would earlier today, and advised him of that and that I intend to

raise the matter with Councillors next week.

I hope that the conversations and efforts today are sufficient to show that continuing a positive

conversation wlll improve the chances of a satisfactory solution.

Artan tlelisle, LL.8 tå-.M I County Solicitor/ Directoç Legal& Legislative Services

531094 Hwy779 | Parkland County I AB I Canada lTTTtLl
Office: 780 968 3230 | Fax: 780 968 8413

adelisle@parklandcountv'com i paßlandcountv'com
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This cornnrunication is intended for use of the recipient to whom it ¡s addressed ât1d may contain confidential, persotral and/r:r privileged

infornation. please contact me immediately if you are not the íntended recipient of the commu¡ricätion and clo not copy, dìstribute, ortake

aciion relying upon it. Any communication received in error, or subsequent.reply, should be deleted or destroyed.

From: Wilson, Donald lmailto:donald.wilson@dlapiper.com]
Sent: Friday, June 09, 2OL7 3:t4PM
To: Arlan Delisle <adelisle@ parklandcountv.com>

Subject: Re: Parkland / SGGC

Thank you Arlan

Sent from my iPhone

On Jun 9,2OL7, at 3:13 PM, Arlan Delisle <adelisle@oarklandcountv.com.> wrote:

Thank you for the conversation. I intend to follow up later this afternoon.

Arlan Delisle, LL.B tL.M I County Solicitor / Director, Legal & Legislative Services

531-094 Hwy779 | Parkland County I AB I Canada ITTZLRl
Office:780 968 3230 | Fax:780 968 84L3

adelisle@ parklandcor.¡ntv.cofn I
parl<la ntv.com

<image001.jpg>

This communication ìs intended for use of the recip¡ent to whom ìt is addressed and may contain conf¡dential, personal

and/or privileged infonnation. Please contacl me immediately if you are not the intended recipient of the

communication and do not copy, distribute, or take action relying upon ¡t. Any communication received in error, or

subsequerrt reply, should be deleted or destroyed.

This e-mail anc{ any atlachrnent(s) arc conficlential and may be privileger-1. lf you ärÊ not the intencleci recipient please notify n1e

inrrnediately by return e-rrail, delete this e-rnail and d¿) nçt copir, Lrse $r clisclose if.
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NOTICE TO DEFENDANIT (S)

You arc being sued. You are a defendant.

Go to the end of this document to see what you can do and when you must do it.

CEAJ
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Note: State below only facts and not evidence (Rule 13.6)

Statement of facts telied on:

7. The Plaintiff Spruce Grove Gun Club ('SGGC') is a society organtzed undet the lau¡s of the

Province of Albeta putsuant to the Albeta SocietiesAct, RSA 2000, c S-14.

2. The Defendant Parkland County (the "County') is a muni.iPulity, as that term is defined in

the Alberta Muøicþal Gouemment Aed RSA 2000, cM-26 and a co¡potation pursuânt that legislation.

3. The Defendant Rodney Shaþec (the "Mayot') is a resident of and the Mayor of Parkland

County. The mayor was elected pursuant to the Local Authorities Election Act ('I-AE t")and is

under the jurisdiction of the MuniciPât Govemment Act ('MGA').

4. Since the eaÅy 1,970's, SGGC has continuously operated t firearms education, training,

competition , aÍtd recreztion facility (the "Faciliqy'') on certain land located v¡ithin the boundaries of

Patkland County, which is curently zoned couûtry rcsidential. That land is legally described as:

Meridi¿n 4 Range 27 Township 53

Section 28

Quartet Notth East
Excepting theteout all mines ¿11d minerals

,Xrea. 64.7 Hectates (160 '\ctes) more ol less

(the "Land').

5. For over 40 years, SGGC operated the Faciliry on the Land with the kno¡vledge and cofisent

of the County.

6. The Facility has been used by an assortrnent of users, inciuding the Edmonton Police

Servicg Alberta Shetiffs Branch, and the þrinks Company fot training and certification. It has also

been used ts t frreøtms education and training facility by a vadety of community gtouPs including,

Arrny, Air and Sea Cadets, Police Cadets, 4H Club, ¿s well as athletes competing in national and

international competitions, including the Oþmpics.

The Facility caters to avatety of shooting disciplines and featwes the following7

(") a dedicated :.ærnge for reguJar archery and crossbow tx.getpractice and competitions;

CAN:24850806.8
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þ) 6 pistol ranges, for tatget practice and competitions;

G) 4 dfle rarìges, including a 300-yard range for tatget ptactice and competitions; and

(d) 3 dedicated, clay pþon shotgun Íanges for target ptactice and competition.

8. In addition, the Facility feâtffes a latge met¿l quonset hut (the "Quonset'). Vrithin the

Quonset is an indoor, heated dfle and pistol f^rLge, as well as 600 square foot heated classroom (the

"Classroom') fitted with tables, chairs, chalk boards, ptojectors and screens. The Classtoom cân

accornmodate meetings and classes of up to 60 people all year-round.

9. No location in the Province of Albert¿ offers the same level of services and amenities as the

Facility. The nearest comparable complex to the Facility is rno¡e than 300 km away fiom the Facility.

10. At all matenøl times, SGGC ensured that the Facility complied with and exceeded the

tequisite safety standards (the "Safety Standatds'), which ate mandated by both the Canada

Fireørzs Act, SC 1995, c-39, and Shooting Range and Shooting Club Regulations, SOR /98-212, and

enforced in the Ptovince of Âlbetta by the Chief Firearms Officet (the "CFO')'

71. SGGC has developed a steding and untamished reputation within the community. The

goodwill and trust SGGC has foste¡ed over the years is pdmarily atributable to its impeccable safety

record and commitmef.t to the protection of both Facility and the residents of Parkland County.

12. The Faciìity is a secure envfuonment whete individuals can safely ptactice, train, and

compete. At the same tíme, The Facility is desþed and was constructed with many safety measures

to prevent bullets ftom leaving the Facility. In othet wotds, safety is rhe ¡ine qua nlne of the Facility.

13. The Facility is specifically desþed to prevent bullets ftom creatjng a danger to Persons

outside the Facility. Moreover, the Facility is and has been used as a model for how othet ranges

should be desþed/opetated âcross the Province of Alberta. Of â11 the places in the County where

fuearrns can be lawfully dischatged, the Facility is the least likely place for a bullet to escape and

present a risk to the citizens of Parkland County.

14. In early 2017, the County proposed making amendrnents (the "Amendments") to the

Pa*land County Land Use Bylavz (the "Land Use Bylav/).

CAN: 24850806.8
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15. On or about June 5, 2011 , the Mayor sent certain emails (the "Emails") to a member of the

public relating to SGGC and the operation of the Facility. The Emails contain a number of

stâtements that are defarnatory to SGGC (the "Defamatory Statements"), namely:

(") "In the RCMP investþation and as identified in their report, as v¡ell as a ballistic

investþtor's report, it was acknowledged that bullets ftom semi-automadcs firearrns were

extracted from a residence and out-buildings aorth of [the Facility]-"

Þ) "[Semi-automatic fuearms] can only be discharged at gun rânges."

(") 'TØhile there is agticultural lands in the atea, if the experts determined the bullet

came ftom a frreann that can only be usedfdischarged ât gun rânges it eithet came ftom [the

Facility] or an individual who is licensed to crry/use such â \Ã/eapon is ülegally discharging

tbe weapon outside of a gun rarige. ,A.s all applicants âre scteened and scrutinized I don't

believe the lattet is tå.e case."

16. The Ï)efamatory Statements ale false and misleading for the following reâsons

(") The reports do not say that the bullets referred to were discharged from a semi-

autornatic firearm;

þ) Semi-automatic firearms can be lawfirlly used at locations outside of a gun tange; and

G) Screening and scrutinized does not efisure that an individual gurl owrler will act

lawfuily and safely.

(d) The county and the rnâyor knew or ought to have known ftom reports within the

possession of the county that on an ongoing basis a number of individuals flawfirlly and

unlawfrrlly] have regularly dischaged and continue to dischatge firearms at vadous locations

,il¡ithin the boundaties of Patkland Cowrty and outside the Facility.

17. The Defamatory Statements, in their natural and otdinary rneaning, and by innuendo, meant

and wete teasonably undetstood to meân, inter alia, the foliowing:

(") SGGC has failed to Prevent bullets from escaping the Facility;

CAN:24850806.8
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þ) SGGC does not cate about the safety of Patkl¿nd County residents;

(") The Facility is not safe and does not comply with the Safety Standards;

(d) The operation of the FaciJity is dangerous to Parkland County residents;

þ) SGGC mernbers and othet usets of the Facility pose â threat to residents;

(Ð SGGC failed to t¿ke appropriate meâsures to desþ and construct the Facility; and

(Ð SGGC failed to take apptopriate measures to propetly supervise users of the Facility.

18. The Defamatory Statements, and the innuendo arising from them, wete made by the Mayor

with knowledge that they were false or with careless distegard as to whethet they were true or not.

19. SGGC alleges that the egregious conduct of the Mayor, specifi.cally the purposefirl

dissemination of an ufrtrue statements and the misreptesentations, was done for the sole and

malicious pwpose to systemically and abusiveþ discredit SGGC.

20. SGGC frrrther alleges that the conduct of the Mayor rras motivated by nothing less than to

cause public odium aûd contempt of SGGC, as a form of hostility towatd SGGC and its princþals.

The deplorable activities and conduct of the Mayor were delibetateþ desþed to cause damage to

SGGC.

21. The Defamatoly Statements, and the innuendo adsing from them, were made by the Mayor

rvith knowledge that they were false ot with careless disregatd as to whether they'ür'ete true or not.

22. Despite ât least fow (4) separate requests from SGGC, the Mayot has failed to rectift the

hatm caused to SGGC by the Defamatory Statements by:

(^) Refusing to publicly tpologþe to SGGC;

(b) Refusing to teüact tle Defamatory Statements;

G) Refusing to Lgree to cease making any ñrrther defamatory statements; and

(d) Refusing to issue a public statement containing the cotrect and acs:rate information.

CAN: 24850806.8
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23. As a result of the publication of the Defamatory Statements and failure to tectift the harm

caused by the Defamatory.statements, SGGC has suffered damages and continues to suffer ongoing

damages the full extent of v¡hich shall be quantified at the trial of this action.

24. Furthermote, as 
^ 

result of the fotegoing the .Mayot must be heid accountable for his

delibente and intentional unlawful actions that constitr¡te dishonestly, bias, conflict of interesg

discrimination, abuse of power, coruption, unfaimess, ¿nd conduct that is deplorable of. a public

official.

25. The Mayor acted with frrll knowledge that his unlav¡ful conduct would likeþ iniue SGGC

and bti.g disrepute to his public offi.ce. He disregatded his duties and oath of office and continued

with his untawñ¡l actions th¿t results in loss, harm, and damage to SGGC and disrepute of his public

office.

26. A,lternatively, the Mayor was reckless and careless or witlñrlly blind to the extent that his

stâtutolT, cofnmon law, or equitable duties owed to SGGC and het public office.

27. Alternativel¡ the Mayor was recklessly indifferent or wilfinþ bünd as to the limits an

restraints upon his public power ot authodty and the da:r;rage tbat would be caused by his dishonesty

and tatgeted malice.

28. Further, the malicious, high-handed, callous, and affogant conduct of the Mayor

demonstrates a wanton and flagnnt distegatd for SGGC's tþhts. Such conduct wâfiaflts an au¡ard

of aggnv*ted and punitive damages to ensure that the Mayot and the County are apPropriately

punished for their conduct and detered ftom any such conduct in the future.

29. In addition to the legal and professional fees and exPenses incured by SGGC in respect of

the above and in mitigating its damages, SGGC condnues to incur legal fees and professional fees in

respect of addtessing the Mayor's misconduct.

30. But for the improper and unlawfuI conduct of the Defend¿nts and, in particulat, the

Defamatory Statements, none of these ptoceedings wouid have been cornmerced and SGGC would

not have incurred the damages, costs, and expenses associated \¡dth these proceedings. As a result,

SGGC claims that the Defendants are obliged to reimburse aûd pay SGGC costs and eTPenses

incu:red in connection with these proceedings on a fr¡ll indemnity basis'

CAN:24850806.8
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37. The County is vicatiously liable for the unl¿wful acts of the Mayor, as described above.

Remedy soughü

32. SGGC seeks the fo[owing relief ftom this Honourable Court:

(") An interim, intedocuto{y, âûd permanent injunction enjoining the Defendants from

6¿king, publishing disseminating, ot b¡oadcasting the Defamato¡y Statements or statements

of the líke or simila¡ effect;

(b) An interim, intedocutory, and peffiânent injunction to prohibit the Mayor ftom

casting âriy vote with respect to the Amendments, as that tetn is descdbed above, or âny

othet bylaw or amendment to any bylaw that would preclude the Facility from operating on

the Land or otherwise q/ithin the boundaries of the County;

G) Judgment in favout of SGGC and against the Defendants, jointly and severally, or

against any of them for general damages in excess of $100,000.00;

(d) Judgment in favour of SGGC and against the Defendants, jointly and severally, or

against any of them for special darnages in excess of $100,000.00;

(.) Judgment in favour of SGGC and against the Defendants, jointly and sevemlly, or

against any of them for punitive damages in excess $100,000.00;

(Ð Interestputsuânt to the NbenafadgnentlntenstAct, RSA 2000, cJ-1;

(g) Costs of this Action on a fifl indemnity basis, ot in ttre alternative, on solicitor aad

own client or on parry and party basis; and

(h) Such frrrther and other relief as this Honourable Court deems just and appropriate.

CAN: 24850806.8
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NOTICE TO TFIE DEFEND.ANTS

You only have a short time to do something to defend yourself against tlis claim:

20 days if you are served in Albeta

1 month if you are served outside Alberta but in Canada

2 months if you are sewed outside Canada.

You can respond by filing a statemert of defence ot a demand for notice in the office of the clerk of
the Court of Queen's Bench at Edmonton, Alberta, ,tND serving yorrr statement of defence or a

demand fot notice on the plaintiffsþ) address for seryice.

WARNING

If you do not file and serrre a statement of defence or a demand for notice within your time period,
you tisk losing the law suit autom¿tically. If you do not file, or do not serve, ot or:e late in doing
either of these things, a court may give a judgment to the plaintiffþ) against you.

CAN: 24850806.8


