 July 6, 2010

Subject: Facts about the New Emergency Services Buildings 

I’ve heard and read about the puzzlement that seems to prevail in some quarters on Saturna. There is talk of the huge and unnecessary tax burden that SIFPS has loaded onto the backs of local property owners. There are whispers about SIFPS’ supposed wasteful management of hard-earned taxpayers’ money. Letters and emails are flying. Quite frankly, I am surprised by the misinformation being bandied about. Let me try to disperse some of the fog that seems to have engulfed some people’s thinking, before it diffuses throughout our community.

The two new buildings are not just fire halls; they are post-disaster Emergency Services Buildings. They will serve as the home base of the volunteers of the Saturna Island Fire Department and of Saturna Island Rescue, as well as Parks Canada and the Southern Gulf Islands Emergency Management Commission, for many years to come. 

Some islanders object to the look and style of the buildings. They think something with more West Coast ambience should have been erected. Fair enough. The decision to go with metal structures came down to a question of money. The board of SIFPS chose the most cost-efficient solution possible. 

Now let’s take a look at the numbers. According to the BC assessment roll for 2010, there are 668 individual properties on Saturna, of which 620 are taxed. The SIFPS construction budget requires $892,982 (which includes interim financing and mortgage interest payments) from property taxation. This amount includes $116,500 in contingency funds, all of which most likely will not be needed. Let’s be conservative and assume that SIFPS spends every cent of the budgeted amount. In that case, the net capital cost for the two new buildings comes to an average $1,440.29 per taxed Saturna property. It is reasonable to expect these buildings to be in use for 40 years. This brings the typical annual cost per property to $36.01.

The next questions are how long will it take to pay off the cost for these two new buildings and whether taxes will revert to former levels at that time. The burden to Saturna taxpayers is front-loaded from 2008, when taxes were raised in anticipation of construction of the new buildings and the date at which the mortgage will be retired. We currently anticipate that date to be September 2016, through advance annual payments to the bank. As a consequence, the average cost per property during this payment-loaded 8-year interval will be $180.04 per year. The next 34 years of the life of these buildings will be free of capital cost taxes. Let’s put that $180 annual outlay in perspective: it is less than half of the basic charge for telephone service.

Some believe that the construction of these buildings is a monumental waste of taxpayer funds and unnecessary. Perhaps these people should talk to the volunteer firefighters, who have made do with their cramped and antiquated quarters for decades or with the members of Saturna Island Rescue, whose ambulance has been parked outdoors and exposed to the elements for years, with nowhere for first responders to go but their own homes to clean-up following attendance at an incident. I, for one, do not think $36 per year is an onerous burden to bear, if it ensures that we will get timely response in case of an emergency.

If you would like to see the numbers I have used to come to my conclusion, please get in touch with me and I will be more than happy to go over them with you. I believe that the facts speak for themselves and that facts are always preferable to speculation, rumour and innuendo.

Sincerely,

Bernie Ziegler

Head, Communications Committee

_____________________________________________________________________________

July 10, 2010

Mr. Ziegler.
 

The facts you maintain that you're reporting are not facts at all - but the usual twisted, misleading, ill founded and insupportable trash that the community has come to expect of your
versions of 'communication'.
 

I am preparing a response with the
appropriate and relevant facts of the 
unfortunate  Fire Hall Project, and
you will recieve a copy in due course.
In the interim, please don't use the Herr Goebbels technique of repeating untruth
in the hope that the public will believe it if it is said often enough.
A forensic audit will be the best truth.
It will ha[ppen eventually.
 

Paul S. White

---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
July 18, 2010 

 

And we'd be better off if it was YOUR LAST EFFORT AT COMMUNICATIONm about the SIFPS. 
The current BOARD is trying to be better than the last few
Boards, but doesn't seem to get it that the interests of the public are not served by the
modus operandi of the tax payer funded SIFPS. 
 

We're not Americans, and we have a hard won country of which you know little.
I am a dual citizen but a Canadian first and I think I understand why Canada is such a good country - and that may be why you came here.
That isn't enough to set you up as a talking head for anything here.
PSW

_____________________________________________________________________________
 

July 21, 2010

Dear Mr. Ziegler:
I submit this response to your SIFPS statement of July 6th, 2010, which is full of errors of fact, slanted 
attempts at justifying the unjustifiable, and demonstrates clearly that while you are a guest in this country, you are not entitled to tell Canadians what to do.
Perhaps your baggage   is too heavy for you.
 

There is no "PUZZLEMENT" about SIFPS spending OUR
tax money on overkill of the Fire Protection Society. 
The management of the Fire Hall project is indeed incompetent  to spend  tax payer money without having plans for trades contracts, finishing work, and even ground levelling plans in  hand exposed to the public, both for proper tendering practice and for public approval.
Despite the protestations of the Board of Directors of the SIFPS , it has never had a mandate from the
majority of community people on Saturna, and has
plowed ahead with no entitlement to speak for the
COMMUNITY.
 

The decision to go with metal structures was NOT  SIMPLY A QUESTION OF MONEY. It was based on a Board decision, complete with  perceived conflicts of interest, without appropriate PUBLIC INPUT. Your
version of cost efficiency is   unsupportable.
The structure is ugly, in conflict with the ambience, too expensive, badly situated and need not  be. The SIFPS Board ELECTED to do what it wanted to do - but IT WAS INCORRECT.  To suggestv that the COMMUNITY approved of ANY of it is laughable.
 

The numbers in the July 6th fantasy are  nonsense.
There are about 300 PROPERTY OWNERS on Saturna Island, and they are taxed for SIFPS services and for other servces  which are   provided. rarely, if ever.  Taxes have been collected
for years by authority of a legislation anomaly,  and each property owner will have been responsible for $5000 ( on average)  of the $ 1,500,000
to be spent on the OVERKILL project, in the form of  direct property
taxation, government "grants"  from tax payer revenues, and ultimate responsibility for a $ 500,000 line of credit at the TD Bank. It is all TAXPAYER MONEY, taxed before necessary and hoarded, and  to be taxed in the future,  coming from government funded sources that also consist of tax payer money. IT IS NOT SIFPS MONEY! IT IS NOT $ 36.01 per property per year. It was not approved by a majority of the 300 property
owners. It is willful overkill by a clique of amateur
power seeking politcians, with a long history of NOT informing its taxpayer and community resident
population, on which taxation relies.
 

It is ridiculous to think, and for you to write, that 34 years of the buildings' lives will be free of capital cost taxes. 
The SIFPS DOES NOT KNOW NOW what the buildings will cost, and the farcicial extra cost of land filling currently undertaken because of poor planning does not inspire great confidence. If There are ANY "trades contracts" they have not been exposed in 'transparency'.
The 'cramped and antiquated quarters'  you describe in your blurb are quite adequate for a small island with a residential population of about 300, which looked to us in January to be more like 100 hardy souls. Other communities with much larger populations get along well with much less. The exaggeration is obvious, and uneccessary.
No one has any objection to volunteer FIRE FIGHTING, which is NOT the function of SIFPS, The local Fire Fighters are a separate body, and the SIFPS fights NO fires.
 

THERE IS NO PUZZLEMENT, but only wonder at  SIFPS lack of public input,
competent accounting, realistic and factual communications, and of its   disregard for  public opinion and. interest. An overlapping directorate is also conflicted with the Rec Centre disappointment
and has a track record of favoring a few and enriching them, while spending far too much tax payer money
on a poorly designed structure which does not serve the community well -  terrible acoustics, a basketball gym  where there no basketball players, a poorly laid out but expensive kitchen, and far too little exercise
equipment and space for island demographic need Two community dividing projects that are
defensively protected by amateur board members and conflicted contractors and others woith special interests.
 

A resolution of conflicts will only commence with a forensic audit of SIFPS financial past, present and planned expenditures, with non-disclaimed arms-length accounting, and complete exposure of who got paid 
how much and for what and when.
That should be followed by public exposure of the forensic accounting, and appropriate action taken.
 

Why don't we get accounting explanations from the TREASURER, instead of
amateur  views  from a Public Relations .
appointment who is a director of the SIFPS Board, and of the Rec. Centre Board, and who has SIPOA connections  and who is not an accountant? Why can't the public find out what the big line items in the Annual Financial Statements of the  SIFPS actually MEAN IN DETAIL? 
Where are the advertisements for contractor tenders for interior services and finishing work, and where are the final plans on which firm tenders can be based? Where is the protection against conflicts of interest?
THOSE QUESTIONS MAY INDICATE PUZZLEMENT - but they actually reveal FRUSTRATION more than!
PUZZLEMENT AT THE SIFPS VERSIONS OF ENTITLEMENT TO TAX AND SPEND WITHOUT
MEANINGFUL PUBLIC INPUT  - REEKING OF  ECONOMIC FOLLY 
PERFORMED WITH TAXPAYERS" OWN  MONEY, spent in spite of therir wishes.!
 

You can fool some of the people some of the time - etcetera, etcetera.
 

PSW
 

