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LETTER #1 – TAXES ON BOAT HOUSE LOTS 

From: Jessie from Thode [mailto:thode@xplornet.ca]  
To: parcs@sasktel.net  
Subject: boat house taxes 

I need to do some research on what other resort communities are charging for taxes on their 
boat house lots.  

Do you know of any communities that have boat house lots that I can contact?   

Do you know if a lot of communities actually have boat house lots?? 

Thanks 
Jessie 
_________________ 
 
REPLY 

I don’t know anything about what other communities are charging for taxes on boat 
house lots – I would suspect it would be whatever their base tax is.   

I will ask in the next newsletter (although I know it is too late for this fiscal year.) 

 Lynne 

PS – Please reply directly to Jessy, Administrator for the Resort Village of Thode.   
 

THE MAILBAG 
EDITION  

Dear Readers, 

Your email letters are not only interesting; they often 

provide new information and raise new questions. 

Sometimes I am able to reply suggesting sources for 

answers to your questions.  Other times I refer the 

letters to our Board of Directors as input to their 

annual Position Paper. 

For this issue, I’ve selected a variety of recent email 

letters to share with our readers.  I will be interested 

to hear your feedback about this issue of our 

newsletter.   

Lynne   Lynne 
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Criteria for forming a Resort Village 

Now 
• 50 or more separate dwellings and 
• Population of 100 or more permanent 

residents and 
• A prescribed minimum taxable 

assessment 

Proposed for the Future  
• 100 separate dwellings or businesses 

AND   
• A population of 250 permanent 

residents AND 
• A minimum taxable income of five  

million 

PARCS counter-proposal  
• 100 separate dwellings or businesses 

AND 
• A population of 75 permanent residents  

OR 
• A minimum taxable income of five 

million PLUS 
• A written plan for the necessary 

capacity. 

 

Criteria for forming an Organized Hamlet 

Now 
• 5 or more occupied dwellings and 
• 10 or more lots and 
• Petition from at least 30 resident of the 

community 

Proposed for the Future  
• 50 separate dwellings or businesses  

AND   
• A population of 75 permanent residents 

AND 
• A minimum taxable income of five  million 

PARCS counter-proposal  
• 50 separate dwellings or businesses AND 
• A population of 75 permanent residents  

OR 
• A minimum taxable income of five million. 

 

LETTER #2 – THE NEED FOR ‘REP BY POP’ ON RM COUNCILS 
Hi Folks,  

I believe the proposed changes to the Municipalities Act regarding Hamlet Cottage 
Communities make the resolution passed at last fall’s convention more important than ever.  

If there are going to be more impediments to forming new municipal governance communities it 
becomes imperative that unrecognized resort communities at least have fair and equitable 
representation at the RM council table.  Municipal divisional boundaries need to be redrawn 
to be representative of current eligible voter distribution within the RM’s. 

As well, summer elections and mail-in ballots need to become mandatory, rather than just 
optional, so seasonal residents can more easily participate in the governance of their resort 
communities. 

Cliff Schmidt, Executive Member POWL (Property Owners of Wakaw Lake)  
_________________ 
 
REPLY   

Cliff is referring to the province’s proposed changes to the Municipalities Acts which 
raise the requirements for the establishment of an Organized Hamlet or a Resort 
Village.  Note the insert boxes below.  Also note, in each box, the PARCS counter-
proposal in red which we presented to the Ministry of Government Relations when the 
PARCS Directors met with their Executive group on May 28, 2013. 

As part of their visit with the Ministry of Government Relations, PARCS Directors 
presented their 2013 PARCS Position Statements which included a call for the periodic 
review of division boundaries in rural municipalities.  This issue was included in o 
the 2013 PARCS Position Statements because it came forward at the 2012 Convention 
as a member’s resolution (the best way to get your issues on the PARCS “to do list”).  

There are 28 rural municipalities with cottage 
communities in Sask. Cottage communities are 
growing communities. 

Ratepayers in 
cottage 
communities 
are typically 
under- 
represented at 
their RM 
Council table. 

PARCS will 
continue to 
lobby for a 
fair voice for  
cottage 
owners on 
RM Councils.   
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LETTER #3 – COTTAGE PROPERTY AS A SEPARATE TAX CATEGORY    

Dear Lynn, 

Council would like to let you know that The Resort Village of Chitek Lake has sent a letter to 
the Ministry of Government Relations requesting a fairer way of calculating school tax on 
behalf of Resort Villages. I have also suggested that Resort Villages have different 
regulations than towns and RM’s so maybe we could be put into a property class of our own.  
Example: 

Agriculture is at 2.67 mills 
Residential is at 5.03 mills 
Commercial is at 8.28 + mills  

Resort Village should be in the middle around 3 mills which would put us at the same increase in 
school tax as the rest of the province. 

In 2012: A home assessed at $45,000 paid $427.95 in school tax last year. 

In 2013: 
• The same house in a town is now assessed at $85,000 home and will pay $427.55. 
• The same house in a resort village is now assessed at $128,000 and will pay $794.74. 

If the Ministry gave us a separate property class with a 3.35 mill rate we would pay $428.80 
which would be equal to the same taxes paid for school across the province for the same 
house.  Let me know what you think and maybe we can lobby the calculation of school tax. 

Thank you for your time. 
Cindy Larson, Administrator, Resort Village of Chitek Lake  
_________________ 
 
REPLY 

Cindy,  

First, I suggest that a separate category for “resort 
residential” should cover all cottage properties, not just 
cottages in resort villages.  Every cottage owner in 
Saskatchewan would applaud such a suggestion – if it came 
with a reduced school tax mill rate.   

I suspect, however, that the Ministry will argue that the difference between 
assessments in a town and assessments on a resort property is caused by the higher 
selling prices on lake properties.  The province has implemented a market-based 
approach to reassessment and, unfortunately, cottage owners are victims of the growth 
in popularity of their property.   

It’s supposed to be a consolation for me to know that my property could sell for more.  
Unfortunately, I don’t want to sell it. I want to continue to use it and I am beginning to 
wonder when school taxes may force me to sell. 

PARCS has asked to be included in future consultation about school taxes. 

Lynne  
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Property Tax Consultation 

The Ministry of Government Relations 
is conducting a review and 
consultation with business and 
municipal sector stakeholders to 
develop a long-term policy for 
limiting local property tax tools, to 
take effect in 2014.   

We are encouraged to send our 
comments and suggestions to the 
Ministry by July 31, 2013. 
 

 

LETTER NUMBER 4 – PROPERTY TAX TOOLS 
Hi Lynne,  

I just wanted to give you guys a shout out for the good work you do.  I was a lucky one this 
year.  I did an addition a couple of years ago and was reassessed.  Therefore I have paid on 
the high assessment for two years.  My school tax bill will go from $1,760 to $960.  The 
system is far from perfect. 

You may also wish to look at RM`s that use mill rate factors.  Some RM`s set a uniform mill 
rate and then multiply it by a percentage depending on the property class you are in.  Example: 
85% for Agricultural property, 1.15 for Residential property and 1.25 for Commercial 
property.  As far as I am concerned the rural councils have been given the legal right to 
offload expenditures to different groups without a rational basis.  How fair is it that a farmer 
can set a mill rate for his land that is lower than a ratepayer who happens to live in that 
municipality but chooses not to farm!  Some cottages in organized hamlets may be getting hit 
with this and not even realize it.  Cheers! 

Garth Knakoske, cottage owner 
_________________ 

REPLY 

Hi Garth, 

First, thanks for pointing out that some school taxes 
did go down.  This happened in those cottage 
communities where the increase in their 2013 
assessment was less than the average 98% 
increase for cottage property across the 
province.   

Secondly, I think that most cottage owners in organized hamlets are very aware of how 
they are being affected by mill rate factors.   

Recently the Ministry of Government Relations put out a call for input regarding tax 
tools (see box, above right). PARCS will be providing input to that consultation.  You 
may wish to share the content of your letter with the Ministry of Government Relations 
by emailing: brian.sych@gov.sk.ca.  
_________________ 

What to do with your PARCS email newsletters  
The Organized Hamlet of North Colesdale has established an email 
group containing the email addresses of all of the cottage owners in 
their cottage community. 

As email group is a wonderful way to: 

• Quickly update all residents in case of an emergency  
(such as a flood or bad wind storm), 

• Notify residents about local issues and special events, 

• Pass along the PARCS UPDATES to all your cottage owners. 

• Communicate quickly via the touch of one finger-tip!  
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LETTER #5 - INSURANCE ADVICE FROM A COTTAGE OWNER 
A cottage owner scanned 
and emailed this section 
of her cottage insurance 
policy.  She suggested 
that cottage owners 
check their own policies.   

In our resort village, we 
were recently notified 
about water seeking out 
under the front door of a 
cottage.  We began the 
process of trying to reach 
the owner in Alberta.  We 
had no phone numbers 
but finally got through by 
email for permission to 
break into the locked 
cottage.Our Maintenance 
Foreman broke in to 
discover a heart-
breaking scene.  The pump had been left connected and the electrical breaker had been 
left turned on.  When a leak occurred in the plumbing, the pump ran non-stop (from 
sometime after the May long weekend until the early July!).  The basement had flooded 
and the water had reached a couple of feet up on the main floor.  Black mold was 
evident.   

Cottage communities should consider collecting phone number (especially cell phone 
numbers) from all residents for the purpose of emergency contact.  Cottage 
community newsletters should encourage residents to: 

• Unplug their pump and/or disconnect their main breaker before returning home. 
• Employ someone to check their cottage periodically, especially over the winter. 
• Check their insurance policy to make sure they are living up to the requirements 

in their policy.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 There’s still time to register for the last two summer workshops. 

• Find out about the results of the PARCS survey on sewage disposal in 
Saskatchewan cottage communities. 

• Provide input about concerns in your cottage community. 

• Saturday, July 7 – LUMSDEN     - or - 

• Saturday, August 10 – CHRISTOPHER LAKE 

• Email your registration (number attending, name of community) to 
parcs@sasktel.net 

• You can pay at the workshop 
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We have an interesting and informative 
2013 Convention Agenda lined you.  
Watch for our next newsletter, with 
information about the dates, sessions 
and registration forms. 

LETTER #6 – OVER-DEVELOPMENT ON A SMALL LAKE 
Hi Lynne, 

I'd like to thank you for sending the PARC'S newsletters to me, there is always good and useful 
information in them. 

I'm the president of the Rhona Lake Lot Owner's association.  We are a fairly new association that was 
formed in 2007.  Rhona Lake is a small fishing lake situated between the towns of Yellow Creek and St. 
Brieux.  According to a conservation officer from our area, the measurements of Rhona Lake on an air 
photo map are as follows:  average width is approximately .2 miles and the length is 2.4 miles.  The land 
around this small lake is owned by farmers from two R.M.'s.  

Our main concern with our small lake is over development which I'm sure affects most lakes in 
Saskatchewan.  Because of the size of Rhona Lake, we feel that the amount of lots, lake front and 
recreational that already exist, is more than the lake can handle.  We feel that we are already at peak 
capacity. Do you know if there are any guidelines in place to determine how much development is allowed 
at lakes based on their size? 

Do you know if there are any measures that we can take to stop further development?  We've contacted 
the R.M.'s, Community Planning, our MLA and MP as well as different ministries and can't seem to get an 
answer from any of them.  We have heard that other lakes have been successful at putting a stop to 
further development and would like to know what the procedure is in doing that.  Who has the final say 
in whether or not more development can go ahead? 

We will be having our annual meeting this summer (the date has not yet been finalized).  It would be 
great to have some information on this topic so that I can share it with our members at the meeting.  

I anxiously await your reply, Thank you, 
Celeste Mikituk (President, Rhona Lake Lot Assoc.) 
Ph # 306-258-2228 
email:  mikituk@sasktel.net  
_________________ 

REPLY 

I believe that the only legitimate control over development on Rhona Lake would have 
to come from the rural municipalities in which the lake property is located.  The 
respective cottage owners, as ratepayers in one or the other of these two 
municipalities, would have to exert influence on those RM councils.   

One of the main issues that PARCS has identified in its 2013 Position Paper is the lack 
of environmental control that cottage communities in rural municipalities are 
able to exert over their lake and their lakeshore environment.  We have called 
upon the province to revise legislation such that cottage communities in consultation 
with their RM’s, are permitted to pass bylaws specific to the unique environmental 
needs of their cottage communities.  (Similar to the condo bylaws permitted within 
cities.) 

The agenda for the PARCS Convention on October 4/5th includes a panel presentation 
called “Protecting our Lakes”.  The panel will include a presenter from the Global 
Institute for Water Quality (a group of scientists currently studying Sask lakes), from 
the Water Quality Unit (the provincial agency charged with preserving the quality of 
lake water in Saskatchewan) and our own researcher who has information on support 
groups for lake dwellers that are seeking to protect their lakes.     
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LETTER #7 – AN INVITATION FROM MCDP 

 
MUNICIPAL CAPACITY DEVELOPMENT PROGRAM  
200 - 2221 Cornwall Street  
Regina, SK  
S4P 2L1  

info@municipalcapacity.ca  
 
Dear Municipal Leaders,  

With some new councillors elected last Fall, the Municipal Capacity Development 
Program (MCDP) would like to take this opportunity to re-introduce the Program and 
the services it provides to both rural and urban municipalities.  

Since 2006, MCDP has helped numerous municipalities to find solutions to local issues 
by building relations and forming regional partnerships. The Program developed as a 
partnership between SARM, SUMA, and the Ministry of Government Relations with the 
aim to support inter-municipal co-operation. MCDP provides facilitation services to help 
build on current relationships between neighbouring municipalities and other 
stakeholders. We help to discover common interests that make up regional priorities 
and facilitate inter-municipal initiatives.  

Many communities face similar infrastructure, economic growth, and development 
challenges; working in partnership with others can expand or improve upon already 
existing services delivered to your residents, reduce the related costs of upgrading or 
building new infrastructure, help improve growth management, and create a better 
quality of life in your region.  

MCDP has aided in the establishment of over 40 inter-municipal working groups in the 
province including the Mid-Sask Municipal Alliance, North of Divide Community 
Association, and the Twin Lakes Community Planning Association; these groups have all 
been recognized provincially for their progress. Staff at MCDP have assisted with over 
100 projects related to issues such as bylaw enforcement, waste management, and 
planning. In addition to facilitation services, MCDP drafts various documents to assist 
inter-municipal groups to meet their goals, including requests for proposals, cost-
sharing agreements, memorandums of understanding, and planning agreements.  

If your community is interested in working with neighbouring municipalities but doesn’t 
know where to start the process, or if you have a specific project that needs some 
assistance, MCDP is here to help. MCDP will travel to any community in Saskatchewan 
to provide an introductory presentation to a group of two or more municipalities. These 
introductions will explain our services, highlight the benefits of inter-municipal 
cooperation, and initiate discussion between municipalities. For more information about 
our services, please contact us by phone at (306) 761-3737, by email at 
info@municipalcapacity.ca, or check out our website at www.municipalcapacity.ca.  

Sincerely,  
Dan Way  
Program Manager  
Municipal Capacity Development Program 
 
 
 
 

Readers: What did you think 
of this newsletter of 
letters?  Send me a letter 
with your feedback. 
Lynne 


