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1. GOVERNMENTS THAT FAIRLY REPRESENT THE VOTERS 

Lynne – “We’ve just come through a provincial election.  In this 

election, Saskatchewan voters elected 61 MLAs instead of the 58 that were elected back in 2011.  

The reason for the increase was that the Constituency Boundaries Commission is required to review 

the province’s constituency boundaries every ten years and revise the boundaries to reflect the 

changes in provincial population.  Three new constituencies were added in the south of the province1 

to reflect the province’s increased population.  Each MLA in the southern part of the province 

represents roughly the same number of voters (13,000 voters).2 Is this not the case for the 

election of councillors in an RM?” 

Garry – “As a ratepayer in the RM of McKillop #220, I will use the ratepayer numbers taken from 

the RM website to demonstrate the unequal representation. Each division elects only one councilor to 

represent them at the RM council table. The number of voters per division are:3” 

● Division 1 = 248  ● Division 4 = 970 

● Division 2 = 106  ● Division 5 =   68 

● Division 3 =   68  ● Division 6 = 326 4 

Lynne – “So 970 people in one division get to elect one councilor while 68 people in another division 

also elect one councilor.  Doesn’t seem fair.”  

Garry – “It doesn’t seem fair to me either and it will only get worse.  The number of voters in 

divisions 1, 4 and 6 will only get larger as these are the areas where the RM is experiencing greater 

population growth – where the cottage communities are located.”  

Lynne – “Is there not a system for reviewing the boundaries of the divisions like the province does 

for the constituencies?” 

Garry – “There are three ways this can happen: 

1. The RM council can initiate this process. 

2. The ratepayers can petition the RM council to conduct some public consultation and council 

acts on the results. 

3. The ratepayers petition the RM council to hold a referendum on the issue.” 

Lynne – “What are the chances of one of these happening?” 

Garry – “Many rural municipality division boundaries have never been altered to allow for changing 

populations since the RM was established. Municipalities with growing resort communities and 

reduced numbers of agricultural producers are the most notable.” 

Lynne – “So what do you recommend for voters in resort communities?” 

 Garry5 – “These voters may choose to petition their RM Council to hold a referendum, under the 

provisions of Section 49 of the Municipalities Act, requesting that the Council restructure its divisions 

and alter the composition of council in order to more equitably represent the population of the 

municipality.” 

Lynne – “So if cottage owners are dissatisfied they should consider petitioning for a referendum.” 

                                                           
1 The northern constituencies of Athabasca and Cumberland are not subject to the population requirements of southern ones. 

2 13,000 voters with +/- 5 % variance (ranging from Regina Pasqua at 12,482 voters to Carrot River Valley at 13,669 voters).  
3 The above numbers may not be exact, as an assumption of two people per property was used. However, the numbers are close 

enough to demonstrate the unequal representation among the divisions. 
4 If these 1,786 voters were equally divided among six division, each division would have 298 voters.  The old Division 4 might, for 

example, become divided into 3 divisions – with more votes for cottage community ratepayers. 
5 Garry is a ratepayer in RM#220 and a former RM Councilor. 

 

 

 



2.  UPDATE on “AIM to STAB”     

The following is a summary of the steps taken to date to lobby the government to implement border 

checks for Aquatic Invasive Mussels, in order to Stop Them At the Border.  

Step 1 – Writing to election candidates 

In February, PARCS wrote to each political party asking them to state their party platform.  Initially, 

only the Green Party responded, issuing a policy supporting STAB. 

In February we sent an email appeal to Resort Village Councils and RM Councils to write to political 

parties asking them to set their platform.  Thank you to the following who sent letters: 

RM of Meota (Feb. 9, 2016) District of Katepwa (Feb. 10/16) RV Manitou Beach (Feb. 10/16) 

RM of Good Lake (Feb. 10/16) District of Lakeland (Feb/16) RV of Candle Lake (Feb. 17/16) 

RV of Aquadeo (Feb./16)  RV of Beaver Flat (Feb. 11/16) RM of Hoodoo (Feb./16)  

RV of Etter’s Beach (March 7) RV of Mistusinne (March 15) RV of Pebble Bay (March 25) 

RV of Alice Beach (March 31) 

In March we sent an email appeal to Organized Hamlet Boards, asking them to write to the 

candidates in their constituency.  Thank you to the only OH that responded:  

OH of Spruce Bay (March) 

On April 2nd, on the eve of the elections, PARCS sent 183 individually addressed email letters to each 

candidates from the NDP Party, the Sask Liberal Party and the Sask Party again asking for their 

support for the STAB position.  We received a number of emails of support from the NDP candidates 

and a disappointing letter from Premier Brad Wall stating that “with regard to the prevention of the 

spread of aquatic invasive mussels into Saskatchewan lakes, our government stand on its record.” 

Step 2 – Reaching out to our allies 

On April 19th PARCS sent 29 letters by regular mail (see next page) to communities whose drinking 

water comes from   the Sask Rivers, Last Mountain Lake and the Qu’Appelle lakes asking them to 

write to the Premier.  To date, one community (City of Prince Albert) has pledged their support. 

Three powerful organizations have lined up alongside PARCS to lobby the provincial government to 

implement compulsory check at border crossings.  The Saskatchewan Association of 

Watersheds (SAW) has passed a motion supporting the STAB principles.  At their annual 

convention in March, the Saskatchewan Association of Rural Municipalities (SARM) passed a 

motion by a majority of 96% asking that the provincial government establish checkpoints on 

all border crossing on our south and east borders and that infected boats be decontaminated 

before entering the province.  On April 1st the executive of the Saskatchewan Urban 

Municipalities Association (SUMA) passed a similar motion supporting the STAB position.  

On April 25th, a letter signed by the Presidents of SARM, SUMA and PARCS went to 

Environment Minister Cox asking for a meeting "to discuss our request and this issue in further detail 

to ensure work and action begin in time to protect our waterways for the 2016 boating season." 

On May 6th, PARCS emailed a letter along with a copy of the STAB document to the eight directors of 

the Qu’Appelle South Irrigation District Associations asking them to speak for the 16,000 irrigators in 

the province in a letter to the Premier.          

Upcoming soon: 

 Article for summer issue of The Rural Councillor, highlighting the danger of AIS to recreation 

and tourism. 

 Press releases across the province from PARCS about the need for the government to take 

immediate action 

 When the government convenes – A joint delegation from SUMA, SARM and PARCS. 

Step 3 – Letter writing to the new government 

Please consult pages 4 and 5 of this newsletter. 

 



 

3. SAMPLE OF LETTERS SENT TO COMMUNITIES WHOSE DRINKING WATER COMES 

FROM THE SASK RIVER SYSTEMS 
 
 

 
 

 
 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 
 

 
 

 
 
 

 
 

 
 
 

 
 

 
 
 

 
 

 
 
 

 
 

 
 
 

 
 

 
 
 

 
 

 
 

 
  



4. HAVE YOU DONE YOUR SHARE? 

Your staff and Board of Directors have been busy on your behalf.  We have achieved a coalition with 

SUMA, SARM and SAW which will go forward to speak with the Minister and/or Premier when the 

government reconvenes. 

It is vitally important, at this time,  

 Just as the Premier is about to convene the legislature on May 17. 

 Just prior to a visit from a delegation representing PARCS, SUMA and SARM,  

That the premier’s office BE DELUGED WITH LETTERS – at least one FROM EVERY COTTAGE 

COMMUNITY IN THE PROVINCE (Resort Villages, RMs with cottage communities, 

Organized Hamlet cottage communities, Cottage Owner Associations).  

We are asking that copy the attached letter and complete it with your own words.  You may want to 

emphasize one or more of the following arguments: 

 There is no way to kill these mussels once they infect a lake. 

 They will have a devastating effect on lakeshore recreation and fisheries due to the coating 

the undersides of boats, docks, and the bottoms of the lakes. 

 There will be huge economic effect on water-operated infrastructure due to the blockage of 

intake pipes (irrigation, hydroelectricity, and drinking water).  In 2013, the Alberta 

Department of Environment and Renewable Resources estimated that the annual cost of an 

invasive mussel infestation would be $75 million. 

 Biologists feel that the ecological risk of their spread into Saskatchewan is high.  We have the 

correct water quality for mussels to survive and a growing number of boats both leaving and 

coming into our province.  Most of Saskatchewan is classified as having “a very high 

probability of invasion”.  

 There is a real potential for higher utility bills for drinking water and electrical bills due to the 

infrastructure costs. 

 Last summer, 11 infected boats from Ontario were stopped at the Alberta border as they 

attempted to cross into Alberta and they were decontaminated.  If just one of those boats 

had stopped off in a Saskatchewan Lake, that lake would now be infected. 

 We will see a decrease in property values for cottage owners, and the loss of tourism. 

 Saskatchewan has been the only western province to refuse to allocate the funds necessary 

for implementing border inspections.   

 The Manitoba government has recently allocated one million dollars annually to fight further 

spread of these mussels within their province.  It has been estimated that, for the same 

annual amount, Saskatchewan lakes and water-operated infrastructures could be protected.   

If you already wrote a letter to the political parties, thank you and PLEASE WRITE ANOTHER LETTER to 

the Premier. 

If you have not yet written a letter, PLEASE WRITE ONE TO THE PREMIER NOW.  The timing is critical. 

 Resort Village and RM administrators – please phone your mayor or reeve for permission to 

send this letter THIS WEEK – timing is of the essence. 

 Organized Hamlet members and Cottage Associations – please phone others on your board 

for their agreement to send a letter THIS WEEK.  

 Copy the letter from the next page and insert your own arguments. 

 Send the letter to the Premier and the cc to the Minister of Environment either as an attachment 

to an email (or by regular mail if you prefer). 

 Cc your letter to parcs@sasktel.net 

mailto:parcs@sasktel.net


From: Your name 

 Name of your community 

 Your email address (or mailing address) 

Date: May, 2016 

To: Honourable Brad Wall, Premier of Saskatchewan     

226 Legislative Building, Regina, SK, S4S 0B3      

premier@gov.sk.ca 

Cc: Honourable Herb Cox , Minister of Environment 

 2405 Legislative Drive, Room 38, Regina, SK, S4S 0B3 

minister.env@gov.sk.ca 

 

Dear Premier Wall, 

This letter is to tell you how concerned our community is about the threat posed by Zebra and Quagga 

Mussels to our lakes in Saskatchewan and to urge your government to implement a mandatory 

comprehensive border inspection program for boats entering our province from the east or 

south, for the 2016 boating season. 

We know that your government has invested in the ‘Clean, Drain, Dry’ educational program – a 

worthwhile start.  Unfortunately, we feel that educating Saskatchewan boaters will have little impact on 

the actions of out-of-province visitors. 

We know that your Ministry of Fisheries is considering a pilot initiative this summer.  Unfortunately, 

without a comprehensive border inspection program, a pilot is likely to be too little too late. 

We know the presidents of SARM, SUMA and PARCS have requested a meeting with your Minister of 

Environment.  However, please do not refer this letter to your Minister for his reply.  We are asking for 

your reply as the leader of our provincial government regarding this issue which is of critical importance 

to all Saskatchewan residents. 

Please consider:   

 

 

 

     

 

 
 

 
 
 

 
 

 

 

 

 

Mr. Premier, we await your reply regarding the implementation of a comprehensive border inspection 

program to protect our Saskatchewan lakes.   
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