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I am CJ Fietz, and I live in Ward 11. (New Line &*=Breathe) (**=Look) 

I am here AGAIN to express my deep concerns. 1 1 • 1 C/ a 1
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In my opinion it is crucially important to rescind the $87 Billion 
commitment that Mayor Gondek has allocated to a Green Energy 
Emergency. 
*According to 97% of Canadian environmental scientists, there is NO 
climate emergency. 
Still, Mayor Gondek's Green Energy Emergency is to be implemented on the 
backs of every taxpayer in Calgary. 
WHY? 
I realize that the mayor's dream 
is to double our city's population in the near future. 
However, 
based on today's figures, $87 Billion gives me a per-capita obligation of 
around $65 K. 

**That is over three years of my yearly income. 
**That is more than $6000 per household a year. 

How do you expect fixed income seniors or low-income families 
to come up with more than $500 a month to pay for this? 

We know that the Green Energy Emergency plan 
is part of the instructions received from ICLEI 
or as it is now known the Local Government for Sustainability 
and that plan is based on UN Agenda 2030. 
All the UN programs are neither elected nor accountable. 
Based on the Canadian Criminal Code, 
it is also known that any elected official in Canada 
who carries out the mandates, policies, bylaws or treaties of an 
unelected foreign entity 
is committing treason against Canada and can be held liable. 

Environment is in the FEDERAL lane and jurisdiction. 
In fact, it is actually UN-CON-STI-TU-TIONAL 
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for the City of Calgary 
to enact this type of legislation. 
Environment is not a responsibility of Calgary's Municipal level of 
government. 
The Council must rescind the 87-billion-dollar Green Emergency 
commitment. 

As our elected city officials, your main concern is meant to be the 
wellbeing and safety of the citizens of Calgary. 
Allocating money to protect Calgary citizen's needs and safety, 
plus the City's basic infrastructure 
should be the priority given by a11 councilors. 
These basics should be met before anything else, yet they are not. 

Before looking after the basics, 
the council is scheduled to buy Electric busses that are sensitive and fail in 
cold conditions. 
ALERT! Calgary can get extreme cold temperatures. 
The $80 million gross failure of Electric buses in Edmonton should 
serve as a lesson to all Calgarians, including this council. 

The news is filled with articles about electric vehicles spontaneously catching 
fire. 
How is this taken into account in this ludicrous decision? Apparently, it is 
not! 
Please, Please Find some common sense and don't follow through with this. 
The amount of electrification expected is far above what is being produce. 

This too is known to also be a part of Agenda 2030. 

Are you even aware that you are being manipulated? 
I find it very hard to believe 
that you would vote for these initiatives 
if you really and truly understood the far-reaching implications!!! 
If you continue to take us Calgarians down this path, it will affect each 
of you and our children too? 



This will include: 
None of us will own our own homes 
None of us will have our own cars. 
We will all live in a 15-minute city 
where we all will need to build up social credits in order to leave that 
15 minute city's boundaries. 

We all will not be allowed to do business more than 15 minutes 
outside the boundary. 
We all will only be allowed to purchase 3 items of new clothing per 
year. 
We all will only be allowed to fly once a year. 
DOES THIS SOUND like a dys-toe-pian nightmare??? 
IT DOES TO ME!!! 
Please, read Agenda 2030. 
And then do some research on C40 cities. 

I FIRMLY BELIEVE 
that to avoid this future nightmare 
Calgary needs to withdraw from the Partners for Climate Protection 
(PCP) program. 
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This is important as, 1 - . , .·. 
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Are you aware that additionally the LIABILITY would rest solely on 
Calgary CITY COUNCIL as the only responsible entity 
should Calgary continue to be a member of Partners for Climate Protection. 

This could give you councilors a bankrupting financial burden. 
I believe you are committing treason, 
and you will be held accountable for that. 
Seeking IN-DE-PEN-DENT Advice of Legal counsel may serve you 
well. 

-;T/J --f 
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Cost Breakdown for Municipalities Participating in the PCP Program 
and Climate Action Plans 

By Maggie Braun 

Important Budget Considerations for Canadian Municipalities Participating in the 
PCP Program 

As Canadian municipalities prepare their budgets for the coming year, it's essential to 
understand the financial implications of continued participation in the Partners for 
Climate Protection {PCP) program. The PCP program, developed by the Federation 
or Canadian un1cipal ities (FCMf a-nd ICLEI Canada, requires participating 
municipalities to meet various milestones in developing and implementing Climate 
Action Plans. Each of these milestones incurs costs that can significantly impact 
municipal budgets. 

It is also crucial to note that the FCM, ICLEI Canada, and the Government of Canada 
have waived all liability for the outcomes of this program, meaning that the full 
responsibility for all associated costs and liabilities rests solely on participating 
municipalities. However, municipalities are not bound by contract to remain in the 
program and are free to withdraw at any time if they determine that the costs, 
liabilities, or commitments do not align with their community's needs or financial 
priorities. 

Cost Breakdown for Municipalities Participating in the PCP Program and Climate 
Action Plans 

Participating in the Partners for Climate Protection (PCP) program and implementing 
Climate Action Plans incurs significant costs for municipalities at each milestone. While 
initial membership in the PCP program may be free, achieving its milestones and 
implementing climate-focused infrastructure projects involve considerable investments 
in planning, technology, and capital upgrades. These costs vary depending on a 
municipality's size, goals, and capacity for implementation but can range from tens of 
thousands to millions of dollars. 

Milestone-by-Milestone Cost Breakdown 
The PCP program includes five key milestones that municipalities work through to 
develop and implement Climate Action Plans. Here are the typical costs involved at 
each milestone: 

Milestone 1: Create a Baseline Emissions Inventory and Forecast 
This initial stage involves gathering and analyzing detailed data on the municipality's 
greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions from various sources, including buildings, 
transportation, and waste. 

1 



• Data Collection and Analysis: Costs for data gathering can be substantial, 
especially if consultants or specialized software are needed to establish accurate 
baseline emissions. 

• Staff Training and Coordination: Training in-house staff to manage the 
inventory may incur additional costs, particularly in smaller municipalities with 
limited capacity. 

• Technology and Tools: Purchasing software or licenses for emissions tracking 
can also contribute to upfront expenses. 

Estimated Cost Range: $10,000 - $50,000 

Milestone 2: Set Emissions Reduction Targets 
Setting achievable and science-based emissions reduction targets requires strategic 
planning, analysis, and public engagement. 

• Consultation and Planning: Costs for consultants or climate specialists to 
determine realistic targets based on baseline data. 

• Public Engagement: Hosting community forums, surveys, and workshops to 
gather input on goals incurs costs for venue rental, materials, and staff time. 

• Strategic Alignment Meetings: Staff and consultant hours are needed to align 
targets with municipal resources and priorities. 

Estimated Cost Range: $5,000 - $25,000 

Milestone 3: Develop a Local Action Plan 
This milestone involves drafting a detailed Climate Action Plan that outlines specific 
initiatives to meet emissions targets. This step is generally resource-intensive. 

• Research and Strategy Development: Hiring experts to research potential 
actions, conduct feasibility studies, and draft a comprehensive plan. 

• Community Engagement and Consultations: Additional meetings and 
materials to ensure the plan reflects local input. 

• Legal and Compliance Reviews: Ensuring alignment with regulatory standards 
often requires legal counsel or compliance experts. 

• Staffing Costs: Staff may spend months or even years developing and 
coordinating the plan, resulting in diverted resources from other responsibilities. 

Estimated Cost Range: $20,000 - $100,000 

Milestone 4: Implement the Local Action Plan 
Implementation is the most capital-intensive phase, involving substantial infrastructure 
investments to bring the Climate Action Plan to life. 

• Project Costs: High-cost projects like energy-efficient building upgrades, waste 
management overhauls, or public transit expansions. 

• Capital Expenditures: Investing in infrastructure, such as solar installations, 
building retrofits, or renewable energy sources. 

• Monitoring and Evaluation: Ongoing assessments require additional tools, 
software, and personnel to measure effectiveness. 

Estimated Cost Range: $50,000 - $1,000,000+ (depending on scope and complexity) 

Milestone 5: Monitor Progress and Report Results 
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Monitoring progress against set targets and reporting to stakeholders is crucial for 
transparency and accountability. 

• Data Collection and Analysis: Regular monitoring requires specialized 
personnel or partnerships with third-party evaluators. 

• Annual Reporting: Preparing public reports incurs costs for design, printing, and 
communications staff. 

• Community Updates and Engagement: Keeping residents informed through 
town halls, website updates, or newsletters requires further resources. 

Estimated Cost Range: $10,000 - $50,000 annually 

High-Capital Expenditures Beyond Milestone Costs 
Beyond the structured milestones, larger capital investments are often required for 
implementing ambitious climate initiatives. These costs can escalate substantially when 
municipalities adopt initiatives like upgrading vehicle fleets, developing 15-minute city 
models, or enhancing public transit networks. Here are some of the high-capital 
expenditure areas: 
1. Municipal Fleet Upgrades 

• Cost Considerations: Transitioning to electric or hybrid vehicles for municipal 
fleets can cost from $500,000 to $5,000,000 or more, depending on fleet size 
and the extent of the transition. 

• Charging Infrastructure: Setting up EV charging stations for municipal use and 
public access requires substantial investment, including installation, power 
upgrades, and maintenance. 

2. EV Charging Stations 
• Cost Considerations: Installing a single EV charging station costs between 

$10,000 to $50,000. Larger networks with fast chargers will increase costs. 
• Public and Municipal Use: Expanding access to residents and employees 

further increases operational and maintenance costs. 
3. Smart City Technology 

• Cost Considerations: Smart city infrastructure, including sensors for traffic, air 
quality, and energy use, involves substantial setup and operational costs, 
typically ranging from $500,000 to $5,000,000. 

• Data Systems: Systems to collect, analyze, and act on this data may require 
upgrades in IT infrastructure and staff training. 

4. Circular Economy Initiatives 
• Cost Considerations: Developing waste reduction facilities for recycling, 

composting, and repurposing materials involves initial capital for new equipment, 
construction, and outreach, often totaling $1,000,000 to $10,000,000. 

• Community Engagement: Programs to educate residents about waste 
reduction may incur ongoing operational expenses. 

5. 15-Minute City Model 
• Cost Considerations: Creating a 15-minute city model requires extensive 

redevelopment to introduce mixed-use zoning, public amenities, and active 
transportation infrastructure. This can cost between $5,000,000 and 
$50,000,000, depending on the municipality's size and needs. 
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• Public Engagement and Transition Costs: Ensuring community buy-in for 
neighborhood-level changes involves consultations and phased implementation, 
adding to costs. 

6. Active Transportation Networks 
• Cost Considerations: Building bike lanes, pedestrian paths, and transit hubs 

involves significant capital outlay. A dedicated bike lane, for example, can cost 
$100,000- $1,000,000 per kilometer. 

• Maintenance and Safety Upgrades: Infrastructure maintenance, including 
lighting , signage, and protective barriers, requires recurring investment. 

7. Urban Densification 
• Cost Considerations: Densification through affordable housing and high-density 

zoning requires substantial investment, typically between $5,000,000 and 
$100,000,000. 

• Supporting Infrastructure: Higher densities necessitate upgraded sewer, water, 
and energy systems, adding to capital costs. 

Summary of Potential Costs Across Milestones and High-Capital Initiatives 
Milestone/Initiative Estimated Cost Range 
1. Baseline Emissions Inventory $10,000 - $50,000 
2. Emissions Reduction Targets $5,000 - $25,000 
3. Local Action Plan $20,000 - $100,000 
4. Implement Action Plan $50,000 - $1,000,000+ 
5. Monitor and Report Results $10,000 - $50,000 annually 
Fleet Upgrades $500,000 - $5,000,000+ 
EV Charging Stations $100,000 - $1 ,000,000+ 
Smart City Technology $500,000 - $5,000,000+ 
Circular Economy Initiatives $1,000,000 - S10,000,000+ 
15-Minute City Model $5,000,000 - $50,000,000+ 
Active Transportation Networks $1,000,000 - $20,000,000+ 
Urban Densification $5,000,000 - $100,000,000+ 
Total Potential Cost Range: From $7,200,000 to over $192,000,000+ 

Concerns About Participation: The "Free" Appeal of the PCP Program 

It is concerning that 522 Canadian municipalities joined the Partners for Climate 
Protection (PCP) program, many of them likely motivated by the appeal of a "free" 
membership. While the program itself doesn't charge membership fees, the full scope of 
responsibilities , costs, and liabilities that come with implementing the PCP milestones 
was not necessarily clear to many councils at the outset. The initial appeal of a no-cost 
entry into the program may have led municipalities to overlook the significant, ongoing 
financial and operational commitments required to meet the program's goals. These 
costs are often substantial , creating budgetary burdens that can far exceed the 
resources available to many municipalities. For smaller or rural municipalities, in 
particular, these unanticipated financial obligations can have profound impacts on their 
ability to deliver essential services or invest in other community priorities. 
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Lack of Shared Liability 

An additional concern is that the Federation of Canadian Municipalities (FCM), ICLEI 
Canada, and the Government of Canada have waived all liability for the program's 
outcomes, placing full responsibility on local councils. This means that while 
municipalities face the financial and operational demands of the program, they are left 
to shoulder all associated risks alone. If the program's initiatives lead to financial strain, 
legal challenges, or public dissatisfaction, the municipality alone is accountable, without 
any support from the organizations promoting the program. 

The Importance of Full Transparency 

Given these factors, it's essential for municipalities to fully understand the implications 
of participating in the PCP program and the potential impacts on their budgets and 
resources. For municipalities that joined under the assumption of "no cost," the hidden 
financial and operational responsibilities may feel unexpected and burdensome. 

Recommendations for Municipal Councils 

• Review and Reassess Participation in the PCP Program 
Conduct a thorough cost-benefit analysis to determine if continued participation 
is feasible and aligned with budgetary priorities. 

• Evaluate Budget Impacts and Fiscal Responsibilities 
Factor in both short- and long-term costs of the PCP program and related climate 
initiatives to ensure responsible budget planning that reflects community 
priorities. 

• Reevaluate Participation: Councils should conduct a thorough review of the 
costs and obligations associated with the PCP program and determine if 
continued participation aligns with their community's financial and operational 
priorities. 

• Consider Alternative Environmental Initiatives: For many municipalities, 
focusing on practical, local environmental efforts-such as pollution prevention, 
water conservation, and habitat preservation-can provide direct community 
benefits without the extensive financial commitments of the PCP program. 

• Exercise the Right to Withdraw: Municipalities are free to exit the PCP program 
at any time. Councils that find the program's financial and operational demands 
unsustainable may choose to withdraw, refocusing their efforts on projects that 
better serve their communities. 

• Notify FCM of Any Withdrawal Decisions 
Should a council decide to withdraw, it is recommended to formally notify the 
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Federation of Canadian Municipalities (FCM) of the decision. This ensures that 
resources and funds can be reallocated to locally driven projects. 

The appeal of "free" participation in the PCP program has led to widespread 
involvement, but the true costs and liabilities suggest that councils should carefully 
assess whether this program remains in their community's best interest. By maintaining 
transparency and aligning decisions with community needs, municipalities can ensure 
that their resources are used effectively and responsibly. 

Conclusion 

The PCP program milestones and related Climate Action Plan initiatives require 
substantial financial commitment. Municipalities should weigh these costs against local 
priorities and capacity, as high-capital projects like urban densification, fleet upgrades, 
and smart technology add long-term financial burdens that may impact budgets for 
years . Careful consideration of fiscal impacts and community needs is crucial before 
committing to the PCP program and its ambitious goals. 

By weighing the costs and liabilities against the potential benefits, Canadian 
municipalities can make informed decisions that prioritize local needs, fiscal 
responsibility, and community well-being. Municipal councils are encouraged to take 
advantage of their ability to withdraw if they determine that the PCP program no longer 
serves the best interests of their residents . 
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Calgary needs to withdraw from the Partners for Climate Protection (PCP) program. 
This is important as, 
Calgarians cannot afford the associated costs. •. :: J/ 
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Are vou aware that additionally the LlAHILITY would rest solelv on 
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Calgary CITY COUNCIL as the only responsible entity 

should Calgary t;Ontinue to be a member of Partners ror Climate Protection. 

This could give you councilors a bankrupting financial burden. 
I believe you are committing treason , 
and you will be held accountable for that. 
Seeking IN-DE-PEN-DENT Advice of Legal counsel may serve you well 

Be safe! 

(The proposed plan is to spend millions and millions on charging stations for 
these busses 
and this is done knowing that it tak~s several hours to charge a bus. 
That mc::ms th~11 n~arl:) tv,•icc the number of buses will he needt:>d so th,11 there 
\Viii be buses in service while others are being charged by deisel/electricity.) 

.-<: (Council has alrcad) planned another ta, hike for homcO\\JK·rs nc:-.:t year 
Please be more fiscally responsibk ) 

I j ~ 
,. (Mone1 should be saved 

by halting the proposed fluoridation of Calgary's ,vater supply . 
Fluoridation at current levels proposed 
poses "unreasonable risk'' of reduced IQ in children as was ruled Sept. 24, 2024, by 

. 1/1. U.S. District Judge Edward Cl1en, of the l ', I 1.xk:ral Di . trkl oun.) 
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I implore you to understand that you go ahead with these proposed agendas at great 
personal and professional risk. 
You need to know that 




