From: Don Henry

To: Local Government Mailbox
Subject: Complaint Kempsey Council
Date: Thursday, 1 March 2018 7:49:06 AM
Attachments: cinema -le.pdf
Cinema-2.pdf
Dear Sir

I am concerned as well as man¥ residents of Kempsey NSW that the Kempsey
Shire Council is wasting 2 million dollars on a Cinema Complex that the
majority do not want.

The mayor Liz Campbell has already indicated the she will apply for a huge
Rate Increase to help pay for the 2 million dollars.

I have attached a copy of an article placed in the local newspaper last
Friday 2018.

I wou d hope with many other residents you may be able to something about

The Mayor has continually wasted rate payers funds on in necessary
projects and it has to stop.

The Council should be sacked and be replaced by an Administrator to sort
out the mess.

Regards

Don Henry


mailto:localgovernment@ipart.nsw.gov.au

Council
votes on
cinema

Cinema planning agreement
to progress despite concerns
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AT THE Kempsey Shire
Council meeting on Tuesday
February 20, council resolved
to proceed with the Kempsey
cinema Voluntary Planning
Agreement (VPA) despite a
letter from the Office of Local
Government (OLG) raising
concerns over the legitimacy
of the agreement.

The VPA is the contract
which outlines the funding
agreement between council

- and the organisation respon-

sible for constructing the

~ cinema, Gowings Bros.

Since council received
the OLG’s letter, council has
made contact with the OLG
with further information
however, has not received
a reply. It was decided at
the meeting to wait for
aresponse.

Regardless of whether or
not the OLG agrees with the
VPA, council will proceed
to place the VPA on public
exhibition for 28 days after
receiving communication.

The purpose of allowing
the OLG to respond before
proceeding “will show that
council values working with
the OLG” however “we are
well within our legal rights
to move forward’, the council
meeting heard.

After the November 2017
council meeting, the OLG
requested that council re-
frain from placing the VPA
on public exhibition, nor
that it enter into any agree-
ment regarding the cinema
project pending clarification
of a number of matters, ac-
cording to a statement in the
February 20 council business
papers.

The OLG expressed its
view that the project may
still be a Public Private Part-
nership (PPP) and therefore
remain subject to the PPP
guidelines.

In response to this, coun-
cil provided the OLG with a
copy of the legal advice it re-
ceived which states that the
project is an eligible VPA and
that under that definition, it
cannot also be a PPP.

Since then, the OLG pro-
ject review committee has
not responded to council,
and has declined to meet
with council despite council
making contact on January 8,
January 23, and January 30,
the business papers stated.

Tuesday’s meeting saw
councillors weigh up how
much power they wanted
to give the OLG over the ...
Continued page 2.
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FROM page 1.. cinema
project’s decision making
process.

Cr McGinn, with the sup-
port of Crs Williams, Baxter
and Patterson, argued that
council should allow the
OLG to respond, secing as it
has not provided a response
since late last year, in order
to show that council values
working with the OLG. How-
ever, regardless of whether or
not the OLG agrees, the VPA

should progress to the public
exhibition immediately fol-
lowing.

“We should request that
the OLG respond expedi-
tiously to show that council
values working with the OLG,
but the VPA should be put on
public exhibiton rogardless
ol whaether ar not the QLG
conours (agrees) with ("
MeGinn safd, "I don't wint
torglve the decislon making
on this project (o anathe
01

Cieneral

manager  Craly
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Cinema plan debated

Milburn said council was
well within its legal rights
to progress with the VPA
regardless of the QOLG's con-
cerns. “Council has met all
its legal obligations with the
OLG. I have seen examples
with other councils in the
past where they have held
ofl progressing with projects
an advice fram the QLG and
thione profects have suffered
WA conseuenee, We lnve
i poodd relatonstip with the
(LG

I O Merris nogued

the OLG's approval of the
VPA was important. “I don’t
want to be going against
what the OLG has asked us to
do. I suggest that the council
not proceed to place the VPA
on public exhibition or to
execute the VPA until such
e as the OLG responds
and 'eoncurs’ with the VA"

Cr Flavville sadcd that se
curing the QLGS approval
was Key 1o demonstrate
due diligence. “We  spent
L 000 and were knocked
Back on the Public Private

Partnership so we've gone
and done it again under a
VPA. It is in our code of con-
duct that we must ‘Act in a
way that enhances public
confidence in the integrity
of local government! If we're
not here next month, it's e
ciause ot your negation of due
dilfgence,” Cr Hauville said.

The majority vote was in
favour ol allowing the O1LG o
provide a response, regard
less of concurrence,  after
which the VPA will be placed
on publie exhibition,

M e meE am S g mma

-

t






