October 6, 2005

Charity or Indirect Taxation

Taxpayers are close to $200 million in debt and this requires that council acts accordingly and deny the funding request from CSCC. As CSCC is a registered charity taxpayers have no official responsibility for its existence.  Its principals alone decided to become philanthropists and it is their own chequebook they should be opening, not that belonging to taxpayers. 

The hackneyed phrase “It’s for the children” has not, nor will it make CSCC a viable enterprise. Administration’s report leaves no doubt that from the beginning CSCC had little chance of success. However, they continued their operations and ignored their obligations. Not a sign of responsible management. Probably, there was always a thought that they could eventually ask taxpayers for financial support. 

How many retirees are there in this city who are having the greatest difficulty in paying their ever-increasing taxes and energy bills? Are they to see, once again, a number of their elected representatives using tax dollars for charitable contributions? Will Councillors Lewenza, Jones, Valentinis, Postma, and Zuk vote to give these hard-pressed folk a tax holiday and a contribution to their utility bills? I do not believe so.

The facts as outlined in the report from administration make it clear that the vast majority of the public does not support CSCC. The final conclusion, Quote “Without an ongoing infusion of funds the current business model is not sustainable”, are unfortunately, the final epitaph for CSCC. Certainly, CSCC must sink or swim without dipping into taxpayers’ wallets.

Once and for all council has to assure taxpayers that they will no longer divert tax dollars from their legitimate purpose.

Al Nelman

