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Public Agenda
Municipal Heritage Advisory Committee
Monday, May 7, 2012
Administration Reports
MHAC12-12 Conservation of the Davin Foundation
Recommendation
1. That the temporary storage of the Davin Fountain be in accordance
with the conservation options provided in the Davin Fountain
Conservation Plan (Appendix A) prepared by the McGinn Group
and McGinn Engineering & Preservation Ltd./Barry McGinn
Architect.
2. That this report be forwarded to the June 20, 2012 meeting of the
Community and Protective Services Committee for consideration.
MHAC12-13 Removal of 1869 Rae Street from the Heritage Holding Bylaw
Recommendation
1. That Bylaw No. 8912 of the City of Regina, commonly known as
the Heritage Holding Bylaw, is amended to remove Item 4.28 (the
Jolly Residence located at 1869 Rae Street) from Schedule A.
2. That the City Solicitor be instructed to prepare the necessary bylaw
amendment.
3. That this report be forwarded to the May 30, 2012 Regina Planning
Commission meeting and the June 11, 2012 City Council meeting.
Committee Reports
MHAC12-14 Core Neighbourhood Sustainability Action Plan Update
Recommendation
That this report be received and filed.
Other Reports
MHAC12-15 Definition of Heritage Open Space
Recommendation
That this report be received and filed.
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Communications
MHAC12-16 Biographies Regina
Recommendation
That this communication be received and filed.
MHAC12-17 OCP 301 Presentation
Recommendation
That this communication be received and filed.
MHAC12-18 Monthly Review of 2011/2012 Work Plan
Recommendation
That this communication be received and filed.
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To:

Members,
Municipal Heritage Advisory Committee

Re:

Conservation of the Davin Foundation

RECOMMENDATION
1. That the temporary storage of the Davin Fountain be in accordance with the conservation
options provided in the Davin Fountain Conservation Plan (Appendix A) prepared by the
McGinn Group and McGinn Engineering & Preservation Ltd./Barry McGinn Architect.
2. That this report be forwarded to the June 20, 2012 meeting of the Community and
Protective Services Committee for consideration.
CONCLUSION
The Administration recommends that the Davin Fountain be temporarily stored in a secure
indoor storage site as outlined in the Davin Fountain Conservation Plan (Appendix A).
The Parks and Open Space Department and Facilities Management Services are working to
identify potential suitable storage space within a City of Regina building.
BACKGROUND
At its meeting on July 26, 2010, City Council requested that the Municipal Heritage Advisory
Committee (MHAC) report on the condition of the Davin Fountain and advise on its possible
uses. On November 8, 2010, the City Administration provided a report to MHAC on the plans to
undertake a condition assessment that would be used to determine if the Davin Fountain could be
conserved. The item was then removed from the list of outstanding items for the Municipal
Heritage Advisory Committee.
On August 8, 2011, the Administration provided another report to MHAC on the plans to apply
to the Department of Canadian Heritage Legacy Fund program for financial assistance to cover
conservation costs. Since then, the Administration determined that the fountain was not a
suitable project for the Legacy Fund program.
In the fall of 2011, the Parks and Open Space Department, on behalf of the Planning and
Sustainability Department, retained consultants to undertake a condition assessment and develop
recommendations for the conservation of the Davin Fountain. The objective of the condition
assessment and conservation plan was to gain an understanding of the needs and costs associated
with the fountain’s possible conservation and reinstallation.
The Davin Fountain Conservation Plan was prepared by the McGinn Group and McGinn
Engineering & Preservation Ltd./Barry McGinn Architect. It contains a detailed description of
the fountain’s physical integrity, conservation strategies including storage options, cost
estimates, and an overview of the historic value of the Davin Fountain including its association
with Nicholas Flood Davin and context within Victoria Park and Rotary Park.
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completed in October 2004. The fountain has since been stored in the Parks Maintenance yard on
Toronto Street.
The conservation strategies proposed for the Davin Fountain include aspects of not only
rehabilitation, but also preservation and restoration, as defined in the Davin Fountain
Conservation Plan. The conservation strategies are consistent with the Parks Canada Standards
& Guidelines for the Conservation of Historic Places in Canada (2010).
DISCUSSION
Proper stewardship of this city-owned artifact is an important consideration. As noted in the
Opinion of Probable Construction Cost, as entry A1 in the appendix to the Davin Fountain
Conservation Plan, the estimated conservation cost of the foundation is $100,141.00 including
GST, but not including project contingency. It should be noted that this does not include any site
work, including a basin in which the fountain has been traditionally set. An indicative cost range
of $50,000-$100,000 could be used to estimate the cost of the basin.
However, the City of Regina does not have allocated funds within the Capital Budget to fund the
required conservation work. Until such time that a budget is allocated to the conservation of the
fountain, it is recommended that the fountain be moved to a temporary storage facility.
The temporary storage of the Davin Fountain would be in accordance with the conservation
options provided in the Davin Fountain Conservation Plan. The Conservation Plan contains
recommendations regarding the placement of the Davin Fountain in a secure indoor storage site.
The temporary storage of the Davin Fountain would also be consistent with the Standards &
Guidelines for the Conservation of Historic Places in Canada.
The future of the Davin Fountain could be considered within the context of Capital Budget
deliberations, a financing strategy and a site options analysis that would identify potential
locations for the fountain based on suitable criteria.
RECOMMENDATION IMPLICATIONS
Financial Implications
Moving and storing the fountain was estimated by the consultants to cost $22,355.00 using
contracted movers and renting space in a commercial storage facility for a 12 month period.
However, to reduce storage costs noted above, the Parks and Open Space Department and
Facilities Management Services will work together to identify suitable storage space within a
City of Regina facility. Commercial storage costs will therefore be eliminated.
To reduce moving costs, Parks and Open Space staff can be used to relocate the fountain when a
suitable City-owned location is found. An estimated $2,000.00 cost for crane/forklift rental
would be incurred using this option, and would be covered by departmental budgets.
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None with respect to this report.
Strategic Implications
The City will demonstrate responsible cultural resource management practices in the
conservation of artifacts related to the cultural heritage of Regina.
Other Implications
None with respect to this report.
Accessibility Implications
None with respect to this report.
COMMUNICATIONS
None with respect to this report.
DELEGATED AUTHORITY
The disposition of this report requires City Council approval.
Respectfully submitted,

Respectfully submitted,

Diana Hawryluk, Director
Planning and Sustainability

Jason Carlston, Deputy City Manager
Community Planning and Development

AND
Respectfully submitted,

Neil Vandendort, Director
Parks and Open Space
LB/fv
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The remaining section of the Davin Fountain Conservation Plan contained a copy of the “Report
on industrial schools for Indians and half-breeds.” It has not been included in the Appendix as is
available online at the following link: http://archive.org/details/cihm_03651.
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To:

Members,
Municipal Heritage Advisory Committee

Re:

Removal of 1869 Rae Street from the Heritage Holding Bylaw

RECOMMENDATION
1. That Bylaw No. 8912 of the City of Regina, commonly known as the Heritage Holding
Bylaw, is amended to remove Item 4.28 (the Jolly Residence located at 1869 Rae Street)
from Schedule A.
2. That the City Solicitor be instructed to prepare the necessary bylaw amendment.
3. That this report be forwarded to the May 30, 2012 Regina Planning Commission meeting
and the June 11, 2012 City Council meeting.
CONCLUSION
The Administration has received a request from the owner to remove the property at 1869 Rae
Street from Schedule A of Bylaw No. 8912, commonly known as the Heritage Holding Bylaw.
The Administration has discussed the possible designation of the property with the owner and
has advised of the availability of incentives for designated heritage properties. However, the
applicant is intent on demolishing the building and redeveloping the property. Due to the loss of
its architectural integrity and its condition, the Administration supports the request to remove the
subject property from the Heritage Holding Bylaw.
However, if City Council wishes to proceed with designation of the subject property as
Municipal Heritage Property in accordance with The Heritage Property Act, then the City’s
notice of intention to pass a bylaw to that effect would need to be issued.
BACKGROUND
The Administration has received a request to remove the property at 1869 Rae Street from the
Heritage Holding Bylaw. The Bylaw provides a valuable record of the development and change
that has occurred in Regina. The subject property has been listed under Schedule A of this Bylaw
since 1989. Prior to that, the property was listed on the City of Regina Heritage Inventory.
The City has adopted a number of policies and guidelines which affect properties that are listed
under the Heritage Holding Bylaw. The Bylaw contains provisions that enable the
Administration to deny any permit for alteration or demolition of a listed property for not more
than 60 days. Essentially, it provides the City with an opportunity to further examine the heritage
value of a listed property, to explore potential demolition alternatives with the owner, and to
conclusively determine if designation is warranted.
Section 8.2 of Part A (Policy Plan) of Regina Development Plan Bylaw No. 7877 contains a
policy that any proposed demolitions or alterations to properties protected under the Heritage
Holding Bylaw shall be forwarded to the Municipal Heritage Advisory Committee for review.
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The Jolly Residence at 1869 Rae Street is located in the Cathedral Area Neighbourhood of
Regina. Refer to the context map in Appendix A, aerial photograph in Appendix B, and both the
photos and City of Regina Inventory form in Appendix C. The building is a two-storey, woodframed house. It was built in 1907 for Edward A. Jolly, druggist and stationer, who lived here
until 1915. According to the Walking Tours prepared by the City of Regina, Jolly moved to
Regina from Ontario in 1905. By 1910, he had established a chain of three drug and stationery
stores. After 1929, he focused on his pharmacy at 11th Avenue and Rose Street and continued to
work six-day weeks until his death in 1965, at the age of 86.
A later owner of the property was John Fairley, who lived here from 1920 to 1925. As a reporter
for the Regina Province newspaper, he covered many historical events, including the 1912
tornado and the Regina Riot in 1935. His wife was one of the first registered nurses in the city.
The Jolly Residence features an unusual cantilever bay window and has some aesthetic value for
its design with classical detailing and proportions. Its contribution to the streetscape on the east
side of the 1800 block of Rae Street is also of value. The property is compatible with the
dominant early 20th century residential character of the general area and, in particular, this block
of Rae Street. The building is not a landmark as it is not particularly conspicuous or familiar.
A heritage survey of the Cathedral Area was conducted by David Powell, Landscape Architect,
for the City of Regina in 2002. According to the survey information, exterior alterations had
been made to the exterior cladding and main entry. New stucco had been added to the exterior of
the second storey by 2002. At the time of the survey, the alterations were considered to be minor
and the character had been retained. However, according to a recent structural inspection the
foundation is in poor condition. For more information, refer to the owner’s letter to the City of
Regina and Structural Inspection prepared by Walker Projects Inc. provided in Appendix D.
The owner has no interest in retaining the existing building and wishes to pursue a new multifamily residential development, for which application has not yet been made. The owner’s letter
states his intentions for the property. A sketch illustrating a conceptual design for the proposed
development is enclosed with the letter. The owner plans to include the properties immediately
to the north and south of the 1869 Rae Street in the proposed development. Refer to the photo of
the adjacent properties provided in Appendix C.1 (Figure 2).
Due to the loss of its architectural integrity and its condition, the Administration supports the
request to remove the 1869 Rae Street from the Heritage Holding Bylaw. If City Council concurs
in the recommendation to remove the property from Schedule A of the Heritage Holding Bylaw,
the Administration would not deny an application for a demolition permit. However, if Council
wishes to proceed with designation of the property as a Municipal Heritage Property in
accordance with The Heritage Property Act, then the Administration will be required to issue
notice of Council’s intention to pass a bylaw to that effect.
RECOMMENDATION IMPLICATIONS
Financial Implications
None with respect to this report.
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Life cycle assessments indicate that retaining and rehabilitating buildings is more
environmentally friendly than new construction, especially in cases where a building is replaced
entirely and the old structure is sent to the landfill. While the proposed demolition of the subject
building does not correspond to the City’s broader objective of promoting environmentally
sustainable development, a new residential development has been contemplated and it could
represent a productive re-use of the site at an appropriate scale.
Strategic Implications
One Strategic Priority of Council’s vision is to Manage Growth and Community Development.
While the loss of the subject building does not fulfill the related program objectives of providing
affordable housing and conserving heritage buildings, the retention of the building in its current
poor condition would not support the vision of a well-conserved heritage infrastructure.
Other Implications
None with respect to this report.
Accessibility Implications
None with respect to this report.
COMMUNICATIONS
Heritage Regina was notified of the request to remove the property from the Heritage Holding
Bylaw and has provided the following response:
Heritage Regina notes from your letter of April 4 that the Jolly Residence has been
protected under the Heritage Holding Bylaw since 1989, but also that it was determined
in a subsequent heritage survey in 2002 that some changes had been made to the exterior
cladding and the main entry, and that new stucco had been added to the exterior of the
second story. (We might note as an aside that if there had been stucco on the exterior of
the Jolly Residence previous to this, it was most likely not part of the original cladding
of a house built in 1907.)
In our opinion these alterations have diminished the original heritage character of the
Jolly Residence, particularly when in its current condition it is compared to other houses
in the Cathedral Area built in 1907 which also now enjoy the protection of the Heritage
Holding Bylaw: the Cullum Residence (2702 Victoria Avenue), the MacMath Residence
(1848 Retallack Street) the Ruttan Residence (1852 Retallack Street), and the Watson
Residence (1903 Cameron Street).
As you will know, two other fine 1907 houses in the Cathedral Area and Centre Square
neighbourhoods —the Woods Residence (1862 Retallack Street) and the Gollnick
Residence (2305 Cornwall Street)—have been designated as Municipal Heritage
Properties.

-4Restoration of the Jolly Residence to bring it up to the standard of these other houses
would be welcomed. But we also note from the applicant’s letter that there are
foundation problems that would need to be addressed at some considerable cost, and
which might compromise the structural integrity of the house if the work was undertaken.
Heritage Regina would therefore not object to the removal of the Jolly Residence from
Schedule A of the Heritage Holding Bylaw.
The Cathedral Area Community Association was notified of the request to remove the property
from the Heritage Holding Bylaw and has provided the following response:
The CACA regrets the demolition of these properties and the damage their loss will do to
our neighbourhood's unique character. We have consulted with Heritage Regina and they
have indicated there are structural issues that may prevent full restoration of this site. We
also recognize how desperate Regina's housing situation is and appreciate the value of
increasing the residential density in this area of the city, so we will not be opposing this
request.
That said, we would encourage and actively participate in an effort with the City to take a
more earnest approach to heritage preservation and would like to see the maintenance of
our heritage-worthy properties better policed so that we will not have to continue to
watch this steady deterioration of Regina's architecture.
The Architectural Heritage Society of Saskatchewan was notified of the request to remove the
property from the Heritage Holding Bylaw but did not provide a written statement before the
completion of this report. The Cathedral Area Community Association, Heritage Regina and the
Architectural Heritage Society of Saskatchewan will be provided with a copy of this report.
If City Council wishes to proceed with designation of the subject property in accordance with
The Heritage Property Act, then the City’s notice of intention to pass a bylaw to that effect
would need to be:
•
•
•

Served upon the property owner and the provincial registrar of heritage properties;
Registered against the title to the property at the provincial land registry; and
Published in a least one issue of the Leader-Post.

DELEGATED AUTHORITY
City Council approval is required to amend Schedule A of the Heritage Holding Bylaw No.
8912. Alternatively and pursuant to section 11 of The Heritage Property Act, the authority to
designate Municipal Heritage Property, by bylaw, also rests with City Council.
Respectfully submitted,

Respectfully submitted,

Diana Hawryluk, Director
Planning and Sustainability

Jason Carlston, Deputy City Manager
Community Planning and Development

LB/fv
i:\wordpro\city centre\heritage\[] historic places\1869 rae st\2012 mhac report\1869 rae street (jolly residence) mhac(may 7) rpt.doc

- A.1 APPENDIX A
Context Map

- B.1 APPENDIX B
Aerial

- C.1 APPENDIX C
Photographs
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May 7, 2012

To:

Members,
Municipal Heritage Advisory Committee

Re:

Core Neighbourhood Sustainability Action Plan Update

RECOMMENDATION OF THE REGINA PLANNING COMMISSION
- APRIL 4, 2012
This report be received and filed.

REGINA PLANNING COMMISSION – APRIL 4, 2012
Leila Francis, representing Heritage Community Association, addressed the Commission.
The Commission adopted a resolution to concur in the recommendation contained in the report,
after amending recommendation #1 to read as follows:
1.

That items RPC08-31 and RPC11-27 be removed from the List of Outstanding Items
for Regina Planning Commission.

In accordance with recommendation #2, this report is being forwarded to the Municipal Heritage
Advisory Committee for information.

Councillors: Michael Fougere and Mike O’Donnell; Commissioners: Phil Evans, Mark McKee,
Phil Selenski and Laureen Snook were present during consideration of this report by the Regina
Planning Commission.
The Regina Planning Commission, at its meeting held on April 4, 2012, considered the following
report from the Administration:
RECOMMENDATION
1. That item RPC 08-31 be removed from the List of Outstanding Items for Regina Planning
Commission.
2. That this report be forwarded to City Council and the Municipal Heritage Advisory
Committee for information.
CONCLUSION
The Core Neighbourhood Sustainability Action Plan (the Plan) has been updated to include
action item priorities from both the City of Regina and the Heritage Community Association
(HCA), and Appendix A includes corresponding timelines initiating action items.
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The Regina Planning Commission, at its meeting held on May 18, 2011 considered report
RPC11-27 detailing the Core Neighbourhood Sustainability Action Plan and resolved the
following:
1. That the Regina Planning Commission endorses the Core Neighbourhood Sustainability Plan.
2. That the Administration invite the Heritage Community Association to prioritize those items
where they are listed as having a lead and to provide those priorities to Administration by
September.
3. That the Administration undertake a prioritization of those items that fall under the auspices
of the City of Regina.
4. That the Administration confirm with partners and funding agents, the participation in the
strategy.
5. That a follow-up report be provided to the Regina Planning Commission in October which
also includes timelines and reporting mechanisms.
The purpose of this report is to provide an update and respond to recommendation five above.
DISCUSSION
The Administration invited the Heritage Community Association (HCA) to undertake a
prioritization of HCA action items accompanying the Plan. The community association
responded by undertaking a community survey to determine which action items are deemed a
priority for the HCA. In addition, the HCA developed a resident survey to determine which City
of Regina lead actions were perceived as being a priority to neighbourhood residents. A total of
371 responses to the HCA’s survey were gathered. The information was then ranked-by-vote to
determine the HCA’s priorities and implementation timelines. The following represents the
classification break-points for the HCA’s action items based on their rank-by-vote system:
Priority
I
NT
MT
LT

Immediately
Near-Term
Medium-Term
Long-Term

Initiation Timeline
Initiate within 2 years
Initiate within 2 – 5 years
Initiate within 5 – 10 years
Initiate within 10 years

Resident Votes
200 +
155 – 200
151 – 154
0 – 150

The Administration prioritized the City lead action items using the same priority and initiation
definitions: I – Immediate, initiate within 1-2 years, NT – Near Term, initiate within 2-5 years,
MT – Medium Term, initiate within 5-10 years, LT – Long Term, initiate within year 10, to
determine if the action is viable.
The estimated timeframe for review of action items is over a 10 year period.
The Administration contacted external partners, funding agents and other stakeholders identified
in Appendix A to determine their level of continued participation and support towards the

-3implementation of the Plan. This process revealed that the partner agencies remain supportive of
the Plan, and that many had initiated action items contained within the Plan.
In one case, the Administration found a disconnect between an action item and the proposed lead
agency, the Regina Qu’Appelle Health Region (RQH). In this case, the RQH expressed their
support for the Plan and continues to work to implement their action items. However, they are no
longer prepared to take a leading role in satisfying action item 5.4, to establish a long-term
strategy addressing prostitution and related safety issues in the Heritage Neighbourhood.
An important finding from this review process has been the discontinuity between the scale at
which many of the Plan’s partner agencies operate (municipal, regional, provincial) and the scale
at which the Plan directs intervention at a neighbourhood level. This finding has been captured
and will be used to inform the neighbourhood planning framework of the Official Community
Plan (OCP). However, during the review process, none of the partners listed in the Plan have
given any indication of discontinued participation prior to the finalization of this report.
Many of the actions listed will be achieved through policy changes, partnerships and/or ongoing
dedication of existing staff resources. Annual progress reports on action items will be provided
to Regina Planning Commission and Council as the Administration works in collaboration with
the HCA.
RECOMMENDATION IMPLICATIONS
Financial Implications
The Plan report provides the necessary framework to inform decisions on strategic public and
private investment in the Heritage Neighbourhood for the next 8-10 years. The financial
resources required and the proposed city administration responsible for the action item are
summarized in Appendix A of this report and excludes the costs born of any potential
partnerships.
Those actions assigned a value are considered estimates based on current market data and
existing salary. As a result, many of the ongoing costs to the City are categorized as an ongoing
operating expense or, to be determined, and are related to ongoing salary and operating
expenditures. This report is not a request for consideration or approval of any action items
identified in Appendix A, and is not a request for consideration in the budget process. However,
future projects may be brought forward for consideration in subsequent budget review processes.
Environmental Implications
The environmental strategies within the Plan serve to reduce the neighbourhood’s overall
ecological footprint and enhance the cost-effectiveness of infrastructure over the long-term.
Environmental sustainability is a key theme in the Plan. Opportunities were identified through
the planning process for improving neighbourhood access to existing provincial and federal
incentive programs targeted towards energy efficiency. The completion of the Maple Leaf
Estates development is an example of positive environmental change in this regard, as this
development transformed a city block into attractive townhouses meeting Energy Star standards
for efficiency and affordability. Overall, the Plan establishes a number of best practices for
sustainable design and urban development for not only the neighbourhood, but also for the City
and other Canadian municipalities.

-4Strategic Implications
The Plan is consistent with the strategic priorities of the City of Regina including:
•
•

Managing growth and community development; and
Strengthening City infrastructure and assets.

The Plan supports a number of Regina Development Plan objectives and policies, including
those associated with inner-city revitalization, growth management, economic development,
energy efficiency, affordable and special needs housing, compatible infill and design, and
transportation and infrastructure. The Plan will also inspire affordable and inclusive residential
developments, sustainable community infrastructure, and vibrant and attractive streetscapes.
Many of the themes emerging from the Plan strongly support the City’s vision of becoming
Canada’s most vibrant, inclusive, attractive, sustainable community where people live in
harmony and thrive in opportunity.
Ultimately, a renewed Heritage Neighbourhood with new public and private investment will
contribute to better use of existing infrastructure and community assets contributing to a more
robust neighbourhood.
Other Implications
A study to recommend an integrated and structured approach to neighbourhood planning,
including the policies, procedures and other tools to support that approach, is being developed to
inform the development of the City’s new OCP and future neighbourhood planning. This
neighbourhood study will inform the future creation of a new Heritage Neighbourhood Plan.
Accessibility Implications
None at this time.
COMMUNICATIONS
None at this time.
DELEGATED AUTHORITY
The disposition of this report is within the delegated authority of the Regina Planning
Commission.
Respectfully submitted,
REGINA PLANNING COMMISSION

Judy Moore, Secretary
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May 7, 2012

To:

Members,
Municipal Heritage Advisory Committee

Re:

Definition of Heritage Open Space

Every year the Municipal Heritage Advisory Committee is involved in the selection of the
Municipal Heritage Awards for the City of Regina. To better evaluate applications, two members
of the Municipal Heritage Advisory Committee meet with representatives from Nature
Saskatchewan and Nature Regina to further define the criteria of a Heritage Open Space.
Attached is a report of their findings from this meeting.
The purpose of this communication is to facilitate further discussion by the Committee.
Respectfully submitted,

Todd Blyth, Secretary
Municipal Heritage Advisory Committee
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The following constitute our notes from the meeting of March 15, 2012 which we had with
representatives of Nature Saskatchewan and Nature Regina re: discussing the definition of
Heritage Open Space used by the City of Regina MHAC in reviewing applications for Municipal
Heritage Awards.
In attendance on March 15, 2012 Meeting:
§ Ingrid Thiessen, MHAC
§ Ken Lozinsky , MHAC
§ Gary Seib, Nature Saskatchewan
§ Deanna Trowsdale-Mutafov, Nature Saskatchewan
§ Kathleen Donauer, Nature Regina
Ingrid reviewed the current description of the Heritage Open Space Category in the current City
of Regina Heritage Award brochure: The promotion, restoration and new design of heritage open
spaces, sites, monuments and trails.
Discussion then ensued on “heritage open spaces" within City limits which folks are familiar
with:
§ McKell Wascana Conservation Park;
§ Area north of University of Regina along Wascana Creek/Lake;
§ Wascana Marsh;
§ Native Prairie Garden at Royal Saskatchewan Museum;
§ Parts of A.E. Wilson Park (but NOT the Boreal Island);
§ Private yards which exclusively use native plant species (e.g. Keith Barr's yard).
§ Victoria Park (although most of the trees and shrubs are not native species);
§ Wascana Centre (again, much of the plantings are not native species and there is a lot of
cultured lawn areas);
§ Native plant garden at First Nations University (unfortunately, some areas have been
invaded with weeds)
1.

It was pointed out that Nature Regina has done a lot of work in trying to eradicate purple
Loosestrife in the City. Members have also been involved in rare plant rescues from
highway construction sites, planting yellow lady slipper orchids and western red lilies along
Wascana Creek though it is uncertain whether they survived. There is also a six-week course
offered at the Centre of Lifelong Learning called “Gardening the Natural Way"; there is a lot
of public interest in the course but it could receive further promotion to city residents.

2.

Heritage Saskatchewan includes “the indigenous natural environment" in its definition of
heritage, so it is appropriate to reflect this factor in the definition of heritage open space.

3.

Neither Nature Saskatchewan nor Nature Regina give out any awards for private yards or
properties which emphasize native plants or native prairie so the MHAC Award would not
duplicate an existing award from these two organizations.
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4.

Discussion then focused on a new definition for Heritage Open Space and how this award
category could be better promoted and adjudicated:

5.

Definition:
§ The promotion, restoration and new design of heritage open spaces, sites, monuments,
trails and natural spaces using native plants (underlined portion is new wording).

6.

Guidelines:
§ Promote the concept of heritage open space with private land owners;
§ Apply this category to private and public lands;
§ Have Native Plant Society/Nature Saskatchewan/Nature Regina involved in preparing
criteria or standards for review of natural spaces regarding potential awards and perhaps
use these groups as a sounding board to review applications;
§ Need to emphasize that photographs would be required from the spring/summer/fall
months since the award nominations are not due until October 31.

7.

Nature Saskatchewan and Nature Regina indicated that they are prepared to work closely
with the MHAC on this matter if this new definition is adopted.

Respectfully submitted by Ken Lozinsky and Ingrid Thiessen
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May 7, 2012

To:

Members,
Municipal Heritage Advisory Committee

Re:

Biographies Regina

Biographies Regina (BR) is dedicated to gathering, preserving, and sharing the people history of
Regina. BR is a registered charity and is constantly in the process of expanding their organization in
terms of effectiveness and community involvement.
They would like to address the Municipal Heritage Advisory Committee to:
•

Opening of the lines the communication

•

Emphasize a combined need for a heightened community profile

•

Express BR’s emphasis on social/people history and the work we are currently doing

•

Discuss how and/or where BR might fit into the broader heritage sphere

•

Search for City of Regina resources to tap into and provide themselves as a resource for the
MHAC’s needs.

•

Describe the current shortcomings of the City of Regina Archives (CORA)

•

Learn the MHAC’s mandate and how the MHAC communicates with Regina heritage
communities

•

Solicit information regarding who would the MHAC believes would be BR’s natural partners
and ask how BR can help the MHAC

Attached, please find a copy of the original request to appear before the Municipal Heritage Advisory
Committee dated June 22, 2010.
Respectfully submitted,

Todd Blyth, Secretary
Municipal Heritage Advisory Committee
Attachment
i:\taxonomy\council and committee management\municipal heritage advisory committee\public\2012\05 07 2012\biographies regina
communication.doc
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May 7, 2012

To:

Members,
Municipal Heritage Advisory Committee

Re:

Monthly Review of 2011/2012 Work Plan

The purpose of this communication is to facilitate the review of the progress report and provide
an opportunity for further discussion, if required. Attached for reference is the current 2012
Work Plan.
Respectfully submitted,

Todd Blyth, Secretary
Municipal Heritage Advisory Committee
Attachment

Identify opportunities to
raise the profile of the
awards for Council;

1. a) Improved Heritage
Awards Program

Provide options through
research of exiting
Heritage Awards
Ceremonies across
Canada for raising the
profile of the awards (e.g.
exploring alternate venues
for hosting the Heritage
Awards ceremony).

Review Open Space
Category and participate
in updating the brochure.

b) Ceremony

2. Provide
recommendations to
Council and the
Administration on further
development of award
categories and criteria.

Identify opportunities for
Council to promote the
award-winning projects.

Action(How)

Deliverable (What)

Page 1

Lead

N/A

-

Administration to report at
Sept. meeting regarding
status of criteria provided to
Council for awards
program.
- Criteria provided and
approved by Council –
pamphlet has been updated.

End of June 2011

End of May 2011

Immediately to end of 2011

Particpate Budget Start/Complete Date
/Lead
(When)

MHAC working Participate
group (existing)

All Committee
Members (or
New working
group to be
established)

All Committee
Members (or
New working
group to be
established)

Resources
(Who)

Municipal Heritage Advisory Committee 2011/12 Work Plan

Updated: February 6, 2012

4. Promotion and
awareness of events

Discuss with City Staff;
Give input on OCP and
Cultural Plan;

3. Provide
recommendations to the
Administration regarding
development of new OCP.

Page 2

-

-

Administration to provide
report regarding City
website and what changes
can and cannot be
accommodated presently.
Invite Ingrid Cazakoff
from Heritage Sask. To
speak about Heritage.
Ingrid attended the
December 2011 meeting.

- Hosted Citizen Circle on
Aug. 8
- Administration to follow up
to ensure heritage definition
was forwarded for the
Cultural Plan.
- Admin reported that the
definition will be seen next
year (2012) during the
policy direction phase.
- Admin will ensure that the
process to develop the
Cultural Plan definition of
Heritage is reviewed and
that MHAC is informed.
Immediately to end of 2012

Immediately to end of 2012

Network with groups such
as Heritage Saskatchewan

Lead

Participate

Particpate Budget Start/Complete Date
/Lead
(When)

-

All Committee
Members (or
new working
group to be
established)

All Committee
Members ( or
new working
group to be
established)

Resources
(Who)

Review City website,
Facebook and Twitter;
Promote events such as
Jane’s Walk, International
Museum Day (through
their organizations); also
the anniversary of the
tornado in 2012.

Review definition of
heritage

Action(How)

Deliverable (What)

Municipal Heritage Advisory Committee 2011/12 Work Plan

Updated: February 6, 2012

6. Provide input on the
heritage designation form

Provide input into the
implementation of the
Regina Downtown
Neighbourhood Plan.
Review evaluation criteria
used when developing the
statement of significance
on applications for
designated heritage
properties.
All Committee
members (or
new working
group to be
established).

Participate

Participate

All Committee
Members (or
new working
group to be
established).

Provide input into the
neighbourhood planning
process (i.e. Heritage
(formerly Core)
Neighbourhood planning
process);

5. Provide
recommendations to the
Regina Planning
Commission, City Council
and Administration
regarding the conservation
of neighbourhood integrity
(i.e. character) through
neighbourhood planning.

Underway
Some committee members
attending ideas forum for
Design Regina.

Second quarter to end of 2012.

-

Immediately to end of 2012

Particpate Budget Start/Complete Date
/Lead
(When)

Resources
(Who)

Action(How)
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Deliverable (What)

Municipal Heritage Advisory Committee 2011/12 Work Plan

Awareness building for
members of MHAC
regarding Regina’s
Aboriginal heritage.

7. Provide advice on and
an understanding of the
history of Aboriginal
people in Regina and the
surrounding district.

Resources
(Who)

Updated: February 6, 2012

Page 4

Participate
& Lead

Invite resources from the
Heritage Branch to speak to
the committee and share their
expertise on options for
recognizing and protecting
historic places (e.g.
cemeteries) within city limits
as well as exploring ways to
integrate and celebrate
Aboriginal Heritage in this
city.

Particpate Budget Start/Complete Date
/Lead
(When)
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Discuss ways to build
bridges with Aboriginal
community so as to
interest and attract an
Aboriginal member to
participate in this
committee.

Recommendations
developed for suitable and
appropriate recognition
for the site of the Regina
Indian Industrial School
Cemetery.

Action(How)

Deliverable (What)

Municipal Heritage Advisory Committee 2011/12 Work Plan

