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OUr project but we need 
about.5,000 votes to get in 
the top 10 for considera
tion. Even if we could get 
each of the people who 
have already voting, to 
cast a vote each day for 
the next week, (the dead
line is November 26) we 
would get between 5,600-
5,700 votes. The bigger 
urban places have much 
larger populations to gar
ner votes on projects like 
this. than we do, but we 
hope people locally will 
vote in favour of our pro
ject. Right now we are in 
165th place in the Aviva 
Fund vote and need to be 
in the top 10 to reach the 
next level of the contest." 

Killarney rep expects municipality to 
appeal parks assessment to MPAC 

Tom Sasvari 
The Recorder 

KILLARNEY -It appears 
the municipality of 
Killarney will be appealing 
a decrease in property 
value. assessments for its 
parks, a decrease of about 
$18 million. As reported 
previously, the municipali
ty of Burpee-Mills is also 
appealing a decrease in 
assessments for the Misery 
·Bay Provincial Park. 

Candy Beauvais, 
Killarney municipal clerk, 
told the Recorder last 
week, "we are questioning 

the new parks valuation 
system put in place (by the 
province). We are request
ing more information from 
the Sudbury MPAC office 
as to how they arrived at 
these figures." She pointed 
out Killarney has a total of 
three provincial parks, the 
two main _ones being 
French River and 
Killarney. 

"We haven't yet received 
the information we have 
requested· (from MPAC)," 
said Ms. Beauvais. "Mr. 
Fortin (MPAC) said he will 
be getting all this informa
tion together and be send-

ing it to us, and that he 
would be making a presen
tation to council at our next 
meeting." 

Ms. ·Beauvais said it is 
that, "they have lumped all 
the parks together and we 
want a breakdown on each 
campground section, 
inland and on water. We 
need more information on 
the numbers." 

"The property ·value 
assessment on the parks 
has decreased almost $17.9 
million dollars and for a 
small municipality like 
ours, we figured out our 

(continued on page 9) 
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2012 to Doug Tracy, co~chair of the MBHS, "I acknowl~ 
edge receipt of your e-mail of November 12, 2012 andi 
offer the following: The Seized Property Management 
Directorate (SPMD), through a Restraint Order issued by 
a competent Court in Belgium and duly enforced by a 
Canadian court, has been assigned specific righ,ts men
tioned in the Canadian Order, copy ofwhich you' advised 
you have in your possession." 

"Firstly, it is important to note that, pursuant to para
graph 11 of the Order, it is the owner's responsibility to 
maintain the property and ensure that it conforms to the 
requirements of all levels of governments," explained Ms. 
Violette. "The Order states that SPMD is appointed to 
manage and control the property, in accordance with the 
terms of the Order. SPMD's role is limited to what is 
described in paragraph 8, namely ensuring that the terms 
of the Order are being complied with and to make any 
record of the property and its conditions. We have already 
informed the Public Prosecution Services of Canad&. of 
our concern that the property is not being well main
tained." 

"The Order also states that no person shall dispose or 
otherwise deal with the property except as provided in the 

(continued on page 9) 



... appeal parks assessment 
(continued from page 3) 
rate and we will lose 
$100,000 in taxation," said 
Ms. Beauvais. "And we 
have been receiving pay
ment in lieu (of taxes lost) 
on the parks (from the 
province), but yes, we 
expect this will be decreas
ing as well." 

Ms. Beauvais pointed out 
that Killarney council has 
not yet decided to appeal 
the MPAC ruling, "but 
probably will." 

"We have been in discus
sion with Ken Noland 
(reeve of Burpee~ Mills) 
and he suggested that per
haps we could work 
together as municipalities 
on this issue," said Ms. 
Beauvais. She noted that, 
during a webcast meeting 
with MPAC officials earli-

er this month, the Minister 
of Municipal Affairs was a 
participant, "and the min
istry's office wasn't even 
aware of the changes that 
have been made. We were 
told that communities have 
appealed the assessment on 
about 18-19 parks so far." 

Fern Dominelli, CAO of 
the Manitoulin-Sudbury 
District Services Board 
(MSDSB), said "we have 
seen an increase of 2.21 
percent in our budget for 
2013. Killarney has lost 
about $18 million in 
assessment on its parks, 
and this means everyone 
else is going to have to 
pick up a share of the taxes 
being lost." 

... Court of Revision for drains 
(continued/rom page 3) 

Mr. Stephen's appeal was a little different as he was?,!ot 
happy with the lack of notification between counciland 
landowners. "The real reason I'm here is the lack of com
munication;" Mr. Stephens told the court. "I did not 
receive pertinent information and thus filed an appeal. If 
we are going to do these kinds of things, we need to have 
some kind of communication with homeowners." 

In response to Mr. Stephen's concerns, Mr. Sheach 
explai~ed that, _under· Section 65 of the Drainage Act, 
there ts no pubhc process. The engineer does an assess
ment and sends out notices. 
It was recommended at the meeting that council accept 

the revised assessment schedule and do a new court of 
revision on the revised assessments. In asking if a new 
court of revision has to be held, Mr. Orford was told by 
the engineer that it is part of the Act to hold another Comt 
of Revision. This court was then suspended and new 

. assessment schedules were sent out to homeowners. The 
second sitting of the Court of Revision will be .held in 
Mindemoya Council Chambers on December 12 at 7 pm 
to hear appeals on the new assessment schedules. The last 
day to file an appeal is December 3, 2012. 

Friday, December 7th 
6:00 - 9:00 pm 
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