rst Name _ Last Name _ General comments regarding council’s proposed SV

[ There has been very limited consdltation with this community.

. as with . lyas aresultof bushfres
1 e o e onts osett Copcatons o 49 yvees s bon ey or 1 of ose v land Covid.
The roads, oot paths, d there has beer r 25 1o how this Council used o fost 500 millon The request to increase rates gnores the proposal ofthe counci o harmonise rates between Wyong and
T admiisrto o s voon sppoies s it v Cosar rtopayors aovg it wo ar o ik nd o wovete o i Counel (Gosford Council. There have been no benefis whatsoever arising from the merger of the two courcls.
We as ratepayers have very it input nto what a council does or does ot do and further, the admiristrator, who is appointed by the State government, gave this Gounci a clean bill o health less than three [ The adminisirator has indicated that pror to any rate ncrease, Gosford ratepayers must pay the same as while
years ago and somehow this Council has lost $500 millon. ratepayers meaning that Gosford ratepayers must pay more to equal that amount that has been paid by Th proposal for
No one has demonsirated where the money went nor have a demonsirated how this problem willbe fixed i the ulure. We have simply been asked to pay more money. Wyong. After ti n d,then th is secking bya i reposing 1o narmonie et beeen Cesford and yong counlsan v ncreaes e oy
Bofore any further money is obtained from the ratepayers, an investigation must be undertaken to determine whather $500 million went and who willbe responsible and accountable in the uture for the frther 10%-15°% further 10%-15%
utisation of ratepayer unds. Prior tothis latest financial catastrophe, there was the loss of amost $300 millon by Gosford Councilin 2008.
This i the second that Gosford Council has simply "lost"a substaniial amount of money and no one has been hald to account. Since 2008 this Counci has losta fotal o S800 millon and in doing o has managed to Other than th indicating that as for our Council the adminis how the  |In some cases some Gosford Gouncil ratepayers will be looking at a tofal ncrease in the viiniy of
1 [Anonymous fiduciary duty to the d the administratoris with tis duty. Simply raising money is ot fiing the problem. staffing leves. increaso in pay levels for Council staffyet there has ot been any increase in services. 5500 milion dollars was lost and how it s proposed that this will not occur again 135%-45% to their current rates
| am angry that Genral Goast Councilare tying to increase the rates on my property. ive in an area of Central Coast Council named Moonay Moonay were only basic work s done. Apart from weeky rubbish
[Aonymous Ik ickups.and the maintenance playgrounds, thereisltte caro
| am a resident and ratepayer of and tosay | lled failue of the Council i a gross understatement. | strongly reject any of
ospeci et s proposls ey arcrasig, s o 2% peses e o, T oy eanes s e poo managemariof e Cour s boyon vl 1 v ot o ster rge Counc
down in Sydney for many years and they o a and upgrade il remain in the black their
variatons. However,even the Councl 1 work forhas major their and business model pending and Thoso auts incide Encossive vl
of upper & middle managers who vi corporation instead of a dised by Council overly
ambilous and high jocts. ettt meetos socaed i s sparaang essonta o abtean proing sssontl saioh
refiir mris slocatod oing bace evel workers 1o cary ot Aih gass oo prysicl ks, vy cotalled and resici procrment poles W reent o sngsgement o ower pricad
consuitants, contract pplirs, poor d follow up by llowing low levels of output from thei staf. | could go on and on s | see this dysfunctional culure every day, and The existing rates are already high and are verging on being unaffordable to the maority of
cverybocy 165 coninus oo gt and nighor 1o unafordabl ovts. Cenl Coael Counllappeat 1 v al 1 8bavs fags on 8 el Scl, henco he mbirraeeng posion ey now ind ratepayers. | only ear a basic salary and | can't affrd another rae fise, partcularly alarge one. The The Council needs (0 take a good hard ook a sef and is culure, pul theirwholo operaion apart and re-
romsavos in And v again, hey of their poor lack 1o bail them out with more rates money, which a jlinot pay. | [The Gounci needs to learn to live withinits means and not over extend to the point where they are constantly 1 do ot support any SV rate rise, only the 2% pegged rate fise. The Council needs tofind lternative funding including recovery of termination funds mpaid  [leve of services provided by the Gouncil do not represent good value for the rates paid bywe |1 would hope takes ahard [structure it effiiently and within i financially. ts time
3lLany COHEN ho eoy the Council remains wih the Council Thak you. Larry Cohen. hunting revenue to fend offnsolvency. out o the offending managers. ratopayers. line on the Council by rejecting ther SV proposals. of acting like execuives in a privte sector corporation.
oo ot aml & Sea s 15 Inorms Do opog ot aly opp inwhich this is being proposed. If rate payers are required o assist alrae
payers shouid pay the same amount. It should not be a % increase dependent on property value.
itis not reasonable yers to be paying more than
[Anonymous others. The fiure payabe by rate payers should be the same for sach home or businesss.
This specal variation s both unfar & unnecessary for the following reasons- 1. F awarded this wil become the base for fufure increases.
2. Council should be kept o hold rates that IPART actually  legislated some years ago to amaxincrease of &
3. Why should allrate payers bear the costof ths poor &
Disgusting effort by this council
4.0 ran got ike council has having to lose my. h mortgage falure, willcouncil fund my situaton as they want thir rate payersomeowners to do?
5. Councilaro about to build a new Library n Gosford at the cost of $8.5 millon, this should not happen wih the debt tis council i in.
6. Counci should be seling off s many assets as possible torepay this deb. This is what every person in Australia & maybe the world would need to do o fin a smilar ituaton.
7. This is un Austalian.
8. This counci are also about o spend $1,000,000 on a safely cage! fencing on the ST Hubert’ Island road bridg don'twant or need. So h ved i hated.
5|James Raiston__|How many more projects can be halted?
Dear M Hart
| note your etter of 13 Jan and the insert inthe recent rates nolice.
| am writing to you on behalf of myself and my husband who ar 65 and 66 respectively and have a property =
This propertyis our retirment plan and when we bought I, we were very surprised to see that the rales for arural lock which is 60% bush were S3784 pa, which s way above the average figure of $208 for
Wyong farming property that you quoled in your leter of 13 Jan. This figure is already very diffcult o pay for rairees.
| understand the diffcity you find yourselves however passing this o to peopl who are paying y high rates is
. 10% sl ut o aes up o 416156 wich i o mor hanyou ol inyour comiatons a0 1% 1 up by $57:54 o S4351.14. Thes gurs et 08727 and 3101 or wek i
are again moro than even the business rates you quoted. This s opertyis y property
| checked 1 st moved in and  though far mor than any other propertes near I don'tunderstand that either.
| totally oppose this method of raising funds to resolve the issues council has found itselfin by ifs own mismanagement.
ook forward to hearing your thoughts.
|Amanda Houghtor I
6lAmanda __|Houghion
e it e T or o Wyony S Wo ey 3 el T ard Goglord ke o No i CG Gl 9
1 do aiso firmiy beliov would i Counl s o usod for o e e rator tanlogaly scuandered

e lotr 1 ecened st low dorrs (with all this rain??!), floods (o dams are full?), bushfires (which received HUGE donations), coastal years ago), THE
7|Anonymous _|Anonymous _[REALITY OF OUR FINANCIAL SITUATION... Why should 1 be paying for Councis mistakes??!

[The Administrator has stated that raising rates is the only option available after already idenifying cuts such as

the sale of assets. However residents are yet to see the full detail of these cuts. A full public meeting needs to It because of th ted ab
lbe held so everything can be explained in detail that's not in the Administrator's reports. There has also been Notinvestigated properly
e council h or referred for potential criminal activity Not explained properly
lor corruption despite illegally accessing and spending unresricted funds, or why the former CEO was given a No public meeting or government inqiry held.
8|Anonymous _|Anonymous should incurred by a council is thoroughly investigated and explained, including the role of the NSW Audit Office. adding to the billfor taxpayers. |A letter was sent to residents explaining a 10-15% rise for but it wasn't made clear that it was permanent. [What has staff and assets and are there further cuts that can be made.
Tha idea that rising heraies 1 e mmmumtymamral ‘coast will not make this council any better financially or provide better services, is not an idea | can agree with and all you are doing s fuelling the fire
that the same people that got us in this situation.
1 am aware that some staff have been terminated and made redundant, but this again adds more costs o the rate payers.
You have a difficult decision to make, but sometimes one needs to look lurlher into what has brought us o this dilemma.
This request to increase rates well above what all afford people to reconsider in how they can pay in these troubling times.
o|Fortunate __|Verduci Please do not allow this increase.
by the NSW state o the the residents.
Only a few years inits L that the council . The cause of which
ack of counciand the lack o governance putin place by -
the State government
| The amalgamated council has been forced by recent events at Wamberal to incur great costs to remediate an
lerosion of the beach (and houses). P policy relating to beach
lerosion and flooding
Itis not at all appropriate for a council lacking proper governance by the NSW state. hed to be slugging COVID stressed residents an additional tax.
[The clear revenue path for council is to the state government to fund the shortfail and the medium term - /As per my 1-itis the NSW in every way is the cause of| There are no cost containment strategies realized in past years - thatis the whole basis of this request for
The council should be making the funding the NSW the NSW be taking resp y affairs they have created. particularly since the state government by its own actions created this situation. I have discovered the intent for council to slug residents with this tax inadvertently whilst seeking information on a council MTB project. the situation that the eoum:ll finds set. Therefor it totaly unreasonable for ratepayers o bear the additional funds - namely that funds were not successfully managed nor appropriated correctly.
burden of cost.
The council has also made an absolutely appalling job of informing residents of no less than a 15% impending rate fise. Clearly the strategy is to sneak this through with little scrutiny. | The revenue path is NOT to slug its COVID stressed residents an additional tax. I read online news daily and have a landiine. Itis highly likely that the majority of residents are not aware of the plan o slug a 15% tax on them. | The cost should be bore by the NSW state government as part of the ratepayers existing taxes. Without the elementary governance framework being put i place for such a council to function any
|Anonymous i have not been aware of any exhibition of IP&R d . additional funding is likely to be spent ay.
The Administrator has requested a special variation on the basis that even afler returning staff head count and CAPEX to there wil still deficitand a rate
increase s the only solution to this. | disagree.
The purpose of the amalgamation was to increase operating efficiency. Not only has the Administrator not been able to vdenﬁiy o ‘such efficiencies, his Interim Report indicates that a significant level of
inefficiency has occurred as a result of the amalgamation. No other reason for the need for a special variation has been pres
Tho Admiisirtor s ot been abl o entythe rassan for this dmp Ineffciency. |can hel. | had  casual conversation rwiina counc plumbing inspector recently. He stated that the maximum travel nme
minutes prior d is now up to on time of day. reduced his work efficiency
vow that rumber ofoher caunc\\ depanmanu were swgnﬂcanl\y stecis
The reason for Pl ‘council, which is simply impractical.
Before approving the spmal Variton IPART wnum e that there is no practical Isubmit reverse the inefficiencies which have led to the need for
the special variation. As detailed above, | submit that council's IP&R documents do not disclose the true cause of the decrease.
Atthe very least, the rate payers should be presented with these facts (which were not disclosed in the Administrator's Interim Report) and be given the opportunity to express their view on the matter. |As detailed above, | submit that council's IP&R documents do not disclose the true cause of the need for the in productivity which has led to the need for the special variation and presents no plan for repairing that
11|GEOFFREY _|CAMERON |special variation, or th perating deficit, which is decrease.
1 am from the old Wyong Shire, which was not broke. All these problems seem to have occurred since merging with Gosford Council. Why should the rate payers from the Wyong shire have to pay for Gosford
councils mmmuewncev We have been told that when the merger took place 200 extra staff that 0 staff, 5o the council offered redundancy. So
the staf who took. y than the 200 staf Ancitrr sign the coundIs wasiing money. Tho counci aso pld out he GEO who auhorsed
|Anonymous _|the spending of restriced funds. Why have these poople not Idonot the rate payers of Wyong Shire should have to pay more money for something beyong our control.
In response to the proposal to increase rates to address the mismanagement of ratepayers’ money at Central Coast Council:
We support a considered strategy to recoup the funds spent in by members of council staff however we do NOT support a 15% rate rise. This amounts to no more than a
|wealth tax and is unjust.
If the money is to be recouped, it should be by a levy payable by ALL residents in equal measure, not just xed according of the value of their property, which often
fails to reflect the owner’s real ability to sustain a huge rate rise or the benefit of what they receive from cwncvl Many of us on acreags hkdings,aleady pay many imes the average resicnta raie sum,
receive almost no benefit in infrastructure from the money we pay and are expected to keep paying even more to account for peopl have known and
in good faith and well paid.
payers of the Central thorough explanation as to how this disaster was allowed and how individuals were able to propel the entire Central Coast population into enormous debt with no
is difficult to believe and the anger of residents justifiable. Our fear is that there will be no consequences for anyone involved in the
mismanagement and all of the repercussions il be ours to fund long o the future,
We must be told how a council was able t or having oversight of such behaviour unti it was too late and severe damage inflicted. Who should have
been watching? How were staff members able to spend funds which should have been quarantined and secured!
“What are the consequences for those involved or have they all been given a gold handshake, redundancy payment and gone off to another well remunerated position? If there are no consequences, including
ihis type of behaviour and what protection do residents have for similar issues in the future?
s impossibl o adequately express our disgust and rago at wha has taken place by staf, employed and wllpaid by ratepayers. ly have we. y
to reach into our own hard earned pay for the “sins’ of unjustand intolerable. Theeffctofsuch alrge rate rise s NOT P iy affer the effects of the p: The council has clearly realised NO cost containment measures in past years, in fact they do not seem to
The community s only aware that we are now being asked to pay for f have known better and  fon tion. This is imposition on Dapu\auon | This appears to be a rubber stamping process. The increase will be approved, council even understand the term and have spent money without due diligence. ff the rate increase is approved this
Whatever strategy is chosen to address this issue, by allresidents, y arate rise. Many of littlein the way of rates, are those | There is no community desire for any increase in rates on the Ceniral Coast. The residents and ratepayers  [acted differently. An increase nraes s a inequiable means of blaning the funds noeded o address the mismanagement of money by councl. Therale _|and shauld /-No one has explained to us why this OUR money willlevy us all, we will be forced to dip into savings to try to meet the extra cost and |will be an imposition on the residents for years to come in order to repay such an enormous, unapproved
from council expe the way of faciliies, services and amenitis. have been badly deceived and let down by no clear explanation as to how this. fergerpropertes wil pay a much arger share ofhe burden despie he fact ha ihey iready pay mare n| was aowed, what the consequences for th indiiduals concerned are and how tissituation s o perpelrators of this moss willmove on fo hef nextjob debt. ly disgusted and the mercy of such We've had no say over
|Anonymous Jwas able to ocour. rates, often recawmg a much lower Dor\von ov ‘council revenue in amenities and lacking even h as street lighting and kerb and guttering. _|be avoided in the future. [Where is the justice? this and yet we, the victims of this appalling i forced to pay for of others.
They have failed going to change? Many ouncil Departments
|were inefficient and ineffective in their operations, this was one of the reasons for the amalgamation. This
Both Coun e financial :s SUPPOSED to save us money. Why is a How can There s no trust in ihe Council will be either honest, staton s goter warso not bt since the amalgamaton, Wh s oingto charge?
|Anonymous _[Why are we paying out people who have failed to perform the roles they were hired for? new revenue path raamram Find out what happened and fix ne fsuos beore throwing them. propsosal and disag igation of the issue and the intent and the scope of proposed changes. rationalised as ed to be. [Where and when? Delays. dup! d artificially created overti ill standard work practices.
Good Evening,
I would simply ke t disgustin Central rd created & now the rate payers are required to pay more to bail them out.

| ave lved hero on (o Gost o 37 yoars, and | work for a national business who i qute lose wih tho council, and | am simpy dsgusted n how things have tmed ot
My rates are annually $1800
My family - who are pensioners (and have worked for 40-50 years paying taxes) mey are paying between $1400-$1500 i rates per annum.
| have o idea where they are pulling the $1100 figure from for my ca(chmen( ts a job
' years for in the local mmmum(y never once a response.
| would like that these counsellors who get on the board of the council chambersto basically push their own agendas & grant the projects for their business buddies.
[Where the hel has the money gone????
They need to be audited & outed.
| would really appreciate the state & even federal government to investigate further & not to put this on to the community to continue to pay this debt - FOR WHAT!
| would love to have an annual bl for $1194 as suggested in this letter (dated 13 Jan 2021) as my rates are nowhere near this. The figures arent even correct.

There needs to be an ICAC investigation here. Fraudulent business is going on & laundering. | am sure of it

| 1ook forward to a reply.

Regards,
15|Ashleigh Deane [Ashleigh Deane.




First Name _ Last Nam

al comments regarding council’s propo:

Dear Ipart,

aly opp Central rates as llors have proven their ineptitude,
and | pass a compl in their ability my money this. situation we all find ourselves in.
This is just not a one-off mi funds, buta people that are cared for by this council

The amalgamation was not managed properly to begin with. | do not see this as my fault, so why should | have to pay extra?
I do see this as unjust, and unfair.

My rates will be proportioned with Wyong to begin with as Wyong increased over time and ours did not, my rates will increase close 1o 45%. Not 10 or 1%
I see no improvement plans, | see debt payments. | see nothing that would interest me or my family.

1 do not consent to a rate rise for Central Coast residents whether of Councilfunds or their oversight of Local government.
There are far reaching considerations of what this will mean o the social costs; the ripple effect will be quite huge. | rate rise for Central hether that be to pay for the.

The majority of residents on the Central Coast are already doing it tough. mvsmanagsmsnl’ of Councilfunds o the mismanagement of State Government n their oversight of
[We do not consent and we do not approve of any Council rate fises or any other publicly owned amenity rises. Local gover

Therero o reachmg considerations of what this will mean to the social costs; the ripple effect will
My rates will be proportioned with Wyong to begin with as Wyong increased over time and ours did not, my rates will increase close to 45%. Not just the 10 or be quite huge.

15%

| understand during the amalgamation that | did see a CEO who was living it up in  villa on a golf course.

|We will have no money to enjoy external activities. | feel upset, frustrated and let down by a council or body
that is meant to be looking after our money and the community.
0 in

| have seen posted letters, but non stated rates will be proportioned with Wyong. | would be happy with 3%, every 2 years for for atotal of 9%, a gradual increase.
Thank you for your of th that lies now in your jurisdiction to assist in rectifying this matter for all parties involved. | do not consent to a rate rise for Central hether that be to pay for the * of My alone rates wil be proportioned with Wyong to begin with. Wyong increased over time and ours
|Councilfunds o the mismanagement of State Government n their oversight of Local government. | see this as unfair and unjust, and is purely a management issue, not a customer issue. did not, my rates willincrease close to 45%. Not just 10 or 15%. | would be happy with 3%, every 2 years for for a total of 9%, a gradual increase. A massive increase, is unjust and unfair.
Thanks, | There are far reaching considerations of what this will mean to the social costs; the ripple effect will be quite
16|Damian Haynes Damian, huge. If this was a business, | would find a another business to provide that service. | see this as unfair and unjust, and is purely a management issue, not a customer issue. Not a whopping big grab for cash.

I understand that IPART is considering a special rate rise for Central Coast Council (CCC) on the back of the Administrator's report that our accumulated debt is $565 million.

Beforo IPART considers this rate isoin May thisyear, it o another (ICAC?) needs to p of th L and post-merger in 2016. | understand
that in 2016 the merged council had in unrestricted funds, yet thi i lohudgemem”) and instead the Council's management staff dipped
o unvesticto fund creating ths huge dob, ading fo o previous Gouncils dobt of$317millon. That dobtslone shoum have raised a red flag to the new Council about its budgeting and spending going
forward, especially on a campaign of major capital works.

|Adding insult to injury, the Councillors failed to inform themselves of the true financial state of the Council's finances and the former CEO and CFO continued to spend without probing the financial state of the.
Imerged Council. In addition to that it was revealed that Grant Thornton hired by the Council in July 2020 found that Council did not actively monitor and manage it cash flow.

[According to the former CEO, firm DMB f
recognised they were restricted funds.

foun had missed for years that the Council was using restricted funds for operational purposes which is unlawful and nobody

Furthermore, the NSW Auditor General's reports for past three financial years did not identify the unauthorised use of resricted fund reserves.
Itis unacceptable that the public ratepayers of the CCC should pay for the mistakes and bungling's of Council staff, councillors and the NSW Auditors General department.
We need an investigation into the financial state of affairs e and post-merger of Wyong and Gosford Councils and the identification of wrongdoing by all parties involved and the actions of the state

lgovernment in imposing this merger on the former count the intervention of contribute to some of the restitution of the missing funds so
it e ratopayersof GC are ot et caring mostof tre burden by way of an ongolng, permanient 16%ale rse.

17Suraya |Coorey

Council really need a closer/betier directors: Regular sanumay Road teams @7am filing in potholes on along Palm Valley Rd. Council worker arrives on a Saturday morning (o invesligate possible tree lopping
unnecessary.

18|Louise. Butiin Just recent waste of fund:

Retired old age pensioner who will not be able {o afford a 45% increase | rates. The administrator
has lied to the rate payers. Its about $10.00 a week extra that | will have to find plus all my other
living expenses and Bills. Everything has gone up except my pension. When I refired | was living
|comfortably now I'm living on the poverty line and will have to lose my house that I'm stil paying offif
this rate rise is given to these money hungry thieves. They spent al that money illegally and want us
to pay it back. Well I can't without iving on the street.

How doe of Central Coast | the old age pension to pay for his special rate ise of 13% + 2% rate peg. Actual fact it will be about 45%. He wants us to pay for council
stuf ups Ther 5 alotofretroes her on the 8 age pension and they didn't get a CPU rise in October, 2020. He says it's about $5.00 a week extra but in fact it will be double that. My only income is my old
age pension and I will not be able to afford another $500.00 a year extra for this council. | hope Ipart doesn't allow them to get away with this ludicrous attempted rate rise as us pensioners will be left homeless
a5 we can't afford this rate hike. Especially when council caused this mess and illegally used funds that they were not allowed to. So | ask you. Why should the rate payers pay it back. Central Coast Council has
19]John Mortimer __|lied about all of this.
I attempted to have a path biut some 6 years ago for Disabled people at The Enlrance. | was continually told after there was no funding After ‘aplan and almost a a peteition
Mr Eaton, Council & council workers said "No Funding available”. They joined Councils & next thing paths were being bt from Budgewoi to to Woy Woy . | asked the State member were the money come
lrom Ha as under the impression the Council were flush with cash My Submission is that we do grant them a Rate increase and No Wyong Council ratepayer bear the a rate rise increase . While we are all
ted fellow from Sydney person could divide the problem by amounty of rate payers and come up with a figure and sell of assets and sack workers . |

20|chris saul absolu'ﬁ\y wnn all the the. f my area in The Entrance i havs spoksn todo not see why we should bear the cost of
Ihave no faith in ‘administrator nor the p he has
|An inquiry into how I's debt was incurred would pi needed informati since appumm A Gosford council meeting live streamed in February showed his | The level of CCC debt has increased exponentially in the last five years. It appears the requested rate rise
Without an inquiry it t are being held responsible [ The purpose of the rate rise is for CCC to recover some of the §: h dered disdain for the rate payers who protested prior to the meeting and his - |is a bandaid solution at best and one that wil cause considerable stress to rate payers, especially those on
|Anonymous _ |l believe the 15% increase requested by the administrator is misleading as the actual rate rise could be as high as 42%. for the debt. | believe the information rate payers have been provided in regard to a 15% rate rise is misleading leaving itin debt. ing in that capacity. a pension and others
'm writing concerning the proposed Central Coast Council variation. As a retired individual I'm alarmed by
i torminated CE, GFO & auditors of ou council. My increase il be a ot moro then the stated average as my base rato s $3330:00 not including wator & sewerage. My ise wm he 3 (vmes the stated
average & therefore a big impost with interest rates at virtualy zero on my super.
I do think council has options including borrowing at very low rates & seriously cutting back on expenditure & new works, plus the stated sale of assets. After the shock losses Gosford council suffered with
investments in the GFC it would seem not much has been leant re financial control. Therefore they need to know that time they stuff up. They l just be back at
IPART asking again in a few years,
re as t costed or contained & it
|Anonymous |Council could borrow at extremely low interest, halt new work & sell asset Well, my average increase would be more than three times the stated average. |As above ok seems
I wish to comment on the lack of honesty & transparency regarding the proposed increase in Council rates for the Central Goast region.
The administrator has repeatedly stated that an increase in rates s required, and they are asking for a 15% increase. From the figures provided by Rick Hart in a letter addressed to all rate payers, the average
increase for the Gosford region will be around 25%, much higher than the stated 15%.
The language used in the explanation for the desired rate rise is also confusing with ‘a 10% one-off increase for seven years' and ‘a 15% one-off permanent increase’ - what does this mean. Are rates rising
Jonce in 2021-22 or will there be a series of rate rises for the next seven years or beyond? This introduces uncertainty for retirees and those approaching refirement. | cannot comment on the timeline for these events as | only have news reports to go
| also note that the administrator is stil pushing forward with a desalination plant. Why not put a pause on this project and other large projects and focus on repaying the restricted reserves. During this time Tha information priced by the Council administrator has not been honest or transparent with the numbers provided in aletter to rate payers being atime of negligible th and in an area with many . an average [

lon. Due to cal news reporting, | do not accept the accuracy and  [From reporting, there has been litle consideration of aspects such as reducing the fleet of Council cars, or
\validity of such reports. o'

23|Elizabeth __|Telford eriod, reconsider the financial position and consult with residents with greater transparency and honesty. The /ey to gauge ratepayer feedback was very limited in alternati local radio by Council 125% (based on Council letter) does not seem to be reasonable. potentially putting large projects ‘on h
Given that Central Coast Councilis in its position of debt s due to unlawful spending. Rate payers should not be responsible for their ilegal activiies. Their proposal to the rate payer including the survey did
|Anonymous _|not include the standard rate rise. The rate did not include any councils from Greater Sydney of witch we are a part of
Gentlemen,
Cental Caast Counil i in i inancial it s owing to gross mismanagement of its finances. In my opinion, this has occurred because of the forced amalgamation of the Gosford and Wyong councils by an
ask for th nor were they asked if they approved. It was forced upon us (and others). C left with a
and foisted upon us. o our rates by 15%! The residents did not cause this situation and should not have be expected to pay for it If the money has | The Central Coast has a very larg population (pe ) sucha
25|Mark |Gattenhof _[to then it shou\d be coming from this problem in the first place. The administrator has advised of the reasons for the rate rise. The residents don't agree! proposed rate rise.
IPART's criterion for assessing SRVs: “Council's need (o show IPART there is community awareness of their plans.”
Central Coast Council has now admitted live on ABC radio this was not the case as you can hear in this clip:
The Ciuncil submission provides nothing concrete on productivity improvements. Itis just ful of waffle and
As you know, IPART's first criterion for assessing SRVs is “Council's need to show IPART there is community awareness of their plans.” i vague promises of jam tomorrow.
Central Coast Council has now admitted live on ABC radio this was not the case as you can hear in this clip: There is a longer version of the same interview on ABC's website. The Executive Leadership Team responsible for past mismanagement are nearly all sill there. How can
they be trusted with 42% more of our money when they have so spectacularly mismanaged our money in

hti 1706 | The Council's application shows o strategic thinking and does not explore all available avenues. Central Coast Council has now publicly admitted the real rate increase in Gosfordshire will be 42%, not either of the 10% or 15% stated during the public the past?

consultation.
There is a longer version of the same interview on ABC's website. It merely slugs the ratepayers (42% in Gosfordshire), cuts services across the board 15%, and sells assets. A The Administrator's 30 day report points to a nose in the trough culture when it states staff numbers

[child of ten with a spreadsheet could have come up with it Somewhat bizarrely (more clearly in the. \u"gsf clip), the Council g IPART for by claiming IPART did increased 12% but staff costs over 40% since amalgamation.
Central Coast Council has now publicly admitted the real rate increase in Gosfordshire wil be 42%, not either of the 10% or 15% stated during the public consultation. not allow the Council to on the final percentage d
[There is no strategic thinking about the difference between core services, community. pnormes, and reduced. The administrator claims he has reduced

This that they did include the impact quoted dur —an increase|
taking over or working in partnership 1o reduce Councﬂ ews Anc no attempt o denty iscratonary senices of §7 a weok in Gesfordshie and decrose o $3. wesk in Wyongshire nmey had been unable to include harmumsaﬂun o finat numbers how come they
priority and do not need |were able to claim a §3 a week reduction in Wyongshire?

Somewhat bizarrely (more clearly in the longer clip), the g IPART for
harmonisation on the final percentage ith

by claiming IPART did not allow the Council to include the impact of but that is smoke and mirrors based on positions already vacant (and never needed) and positions re

classified as no longer *senior staff” or Executive - but retaining their existing salaries.

This doesn't seem to make sense given that they did include the impact of —an increase of $7 a week in Gosfordshire and decrease of $3 )
|week in Wyongshire. Ifthey had been in the final numbers how come they were able to clavm 253 a week reduction in Wyongshire? /And nothing to . productivity, or p

As it happens, they got too— ly
ow admitin e radia Interviow).

will actually be $8.13 and the weekly decrease in Wyong $2.18 (as they |

As it happens, they got the weekly amount wrong too — the weekly increase in Gosford wil actually be $8.13 and the weekly decrease in Wyong $2.18 (as they now admit in the radio interview). | The Council's solution is crude, blunt, and unfair on ratepayers.

- And many of them are put up at ratepayers expense at five star Magenta Shores
[Resort because it is beneath them to commute to work every day like the rest of us.

itis crystal clear from this radio interview that the community was not made aware of Council's actual rate rise plans during the public consultation, and that | The Central Voad is one of the most deprived communities in NSW.

Itis crystal clear from this radio interview that not made aware of Council's actual rate rise plans during . and that g independent regulator could [Nor will it work. The previous Executive Leadership Team are nearly all il there. How can they possibly be  |therefore ly indepe regulator could y have met ts first criterion.
not objectively conclude they have met ts first criterion. trusted with 42% more of my money when they have so spectacularly mismanaged my money in the past? A 42% post Until this nose in the until there is until
| am therefore asking you to please put our its misery and ly hich has caused so much grief and is literally there are concrete reforms (not just future Dmm\sss) to improve financial control, emumnr:y‘ productivity
| am therefore asking you to please put our its misery and y e hich has caused so much grief and is literally tearing us apart. tearing us apart, |Quite apart from individual hardship, businesses already ravaged by Covid will be devastated by and customer relations, they will never meet this criteria and ratepayers will continue to throw good money
the double whammy of higher rates and reduced customer spending power. after bad.
| haven t seen them anywhere? Sn why is IPART ‘even allowing this farce to continue
26|Kevin Brooks (Central Coast Councir isas everything else they do. ifit

A rate increase is only a band aid effect. Placing good money into bad is not good busmess sense.
[ allege through personal experience the Gosford City Council now known has had onl to answer to. Alleged corruption has become the norm culture of this

rotten infested council. This | believe s the root of the problem. Sack this whole council from i botom up. Employees have been hired not on merit basis but on family and friends keeping the you scratch my
ack and i st yours ulura aive. A compusive larususllyands up beleing e own e, Tis has been the way o yearsand yaars that most amployees s deluded no tirking sventing is ok, An
investigation needs to take place to see paper d hands. | am a pensioner and | refuse to pay this increase without any investigation to alleged corruption of
this council

27|Anonymous _|Anonymous See general comments See general comments |see general comments

[-many people on the coast cannot afford this given the impact of COVID refated job loss.

- my they advised pr for hardship but
no new or extra ordinary provisions have been considered.
ot ravenue rasing otons such as parking fees should be employed firsty. -Self funded retirees on fixed incomes are not considered and cannot afford this rate rise. Th i of the and there is no real

-other cost saving e employer . such as staff | The consultation with the community hass been poor and fraudulent- the suvey did not give an option of I believe that the council is mis-representing the rate rise percentage. | suspect that it wil be closer to a 45% rise for the individual and this has been -health and emregency workers did not recieve a CP! rise this year and are also feeling the pinch of mrmauon related 0 costcontainment. If the counci receives more money i accountabilty they will
|Anonymous [choosing no rate rise, and we where forced to elect a 10-15% rise to proceed. articulated on radio. Its lextra costs. just keep spending.
Th ral allowed to remain in their positions without any consequences [The proposed increase for our area will not be just 5% and 2% CPI year on year. They also intend

vet,
AND place the financial burden for mw mistakes onto the rate payers. We purchased a home in the area that was previously controlled by Gosford Council. When we moved here in 2008 the rates and water to harmonise the rates between the former Wyong and Gosford shires.

|were combined in one bill and the total was around $1800 to $2000 pa. Then they split the water rates into a separate bill and started increasing the rates so that we currently pay over $3,000 pa for these This means that we will pay an addiional $14 per week or $748 pa, (based on the average applied
services. to our existing rates of $2,000 pa) in addition to the 16% proposed increase.

Our home and income is modest and on a reasonably large block but we do ot have footpaths or resurfaced road. is really ly from. To apply to remove a tree from |Our council rate alone will be $3,160 pa and this represents a 30% increase in 2021. An additional

for a council inspector thatis per tree - not for 2 you might want to apply for - that is another $500. | am that
implo sorvices and then plead povery: My view s that Gounci noa 0 learm how to manage exDendNure withintheirbudget as il businesses must. s improving infasirucure absoluely necessary at the

1$1,000 pa increase for us will mean we have to budget and itis certainly more than the few cups of
coffees per week that the Councillors are promoting

(Gosford Council has long history of accusations on corruption such as undisclosed donations from property|
developers, project funding allocated to mates and the recycling/landfll controversy. Our concern is that f

moment, can cuts be made across allof council spending and why can'tthey sell assets as we would have 1o if we wer in financial dificulies’ | should be required to be fully transparent with alfuure spending and they should be made to There is also no information to support how they reached the average rates n the region. | am ot his financial ithout .y will continue 1o op restriction
[Anonymous _|Thank goodness that IPART put a ceiling on the water would also face larger ncreases for tha service and for that we are very apprecative. ting costs on inrastructure and facil i convinced that they are being honest and their promoion of the costs. and the problem willnot be solved by increasing rates.
Hello, Not sure how this allworks, heard about his site on the radio. So Gosford council is proposing a 50% rate increase. NOT ACCEPTABLE. Resident are lefl paying for her poor management. Lot start by
them taking a pay cut and giving back to the communty.
| have not seen any improvements. a bunch oftiefs, lining their own pockets. | now they want use to il heir coffers again. They need to be held accountable and there has to be consequences for their actons.
INO to the rate ise.
[Anonymous | Thank
[ have b dentof the Geniral Coast or 71 yoars, having moved here wih my parents circa 1950. They were rale payers (al (mes on more than one property, one being a commercial
property) uniil my mothers dealh in 2002. My immediale family are rate payers on a tota of ive properlies on the Ceniral Coast. | strongly believe tht the rate payers on the Central Coast should nt be held
rosponsibl for allviating the inancial posiion the Council has found themselves in. We are now having public assels sold off without consultation and further being asked o agree [0 araterise [0 cover the
cost of over expendilure. Media reporis have said that some money had been taken from estricted funds and y used. I this wer a p poration those respe bo forced to answer ina
court offaw. We are not even being told who s responsible.
Our ight o pay: our right to know:
Page 34 of the Consaultation Report states that Council invests in roads and paths: | had to pay a percentage of the kerb and guttering in the front of my property and also toward a concrate footpath. The Ifthe Gouncl s over 500 million dollrs n deb,
foolpath problems that | did before. Not really vlue for money. | beleve that staff should be reduced and services cut back untlwe can afford anything but the basics. Cut We have been made aware of the need for arate rise. I st feel tha ratepayers should not be made responsible for mistakes, mismanagement, overspending [Many ratepayers on the Central Coast will xperience exira hardship f rates are increased. Most of and we, the residents have o guarantee tha any sirategies i th future wil work. A staed befre  feel
Anonymous _|expenditure. d run the Council ke most good businesses. or whatever label s put on the problom. these people hat running a business well keeps that business viable. Will e see this in the future?
Ves of coursa 1 do T have followed ths very closely a5 | am a voracious reader and computer savy on FB
It appears their silis a black deep hole inthis Council of which nio one has accepted responsibilty
This is no way rise n ate and o the Judges and evidence needs. The council overspend, one staff mbr was connected with a doveloper
fuhich  have no idea No matter what you say tis goes back to the AUDITORS IN THE GOV'T ABOVE SHELLEY HANCOCK o be colected
nat our rates wil rise by 42... K (/0 £i7HER GOV'T OR COUNCIL NOT GHECKING AUDITORS REPORT | am 77yrs and outh ing and being informed on
! 5 i s gons o 5 Tors el o g 1 25 o0 st K 0 oo ..Th regions around here and ther are somi rural
(WE ARE NOT COPPING THIS AT ALL This whola issue is corrupt or Gov't employees notdoing their job correctly and people need quick transport
Dick never ever said itwould bo 42% 5o this has to be put i the hands of @ Judical enquiry
[Aonymous 42% rate rise We have spread the word for judicial inquiry forthwith
T request for a 15% increase by a council hat has proven ifs mis-management s outrageous. Why should the rate payers have to cover councils incompetence? Gouncll should be borrowing the extra funds [Coundil has prove Ifs Incompeterice in financial management. The merger should have reduced costs and /A 16% increase is anything but reasonable. No evidence has been provided that their service Wil
33]Ton oot land e paig bock ke sverooe ts aving parents constantly bailing you out. Please deny this idiculous request. Thanks Ton staf. Instead they increased it. They propose to spend 27 millon on a library which is not  necessity doos not agre toths. Council s requesting this o cover their own improve Thero aro no productiv oted- only further expenditure
H
Quite simply Council has ot followed proper procedure. Councilhas FAILED to consult with the Community. Councilhas spoken TO, dictated, bulied  buthas ot consuled
(Councils own communication - writen, verba (watch videos, including NBN News interviews. | willleave t at that, and in The stall on basis
offilod process and procedure.
Thark you for your work.
[Anonymous
Twish © opp The rate 6 yfor fances and over spending on unnecessary tings.
vl i et v ot et Ot ot Bekely e 7 o 1 Qi Toods s sl e 0wt 5 ol o g poele, i aceaboraly g ok, on ers e .2 bosull
cyclelwalk way, that in places, it is becoming 10 walk o dogs due o Tiks ol So o reatn s of sericos f we dorL Faveal 150 0k 2 1 ool of sices
since amalgamation is isgusting. Also pensioners and low income earers are struggling now, so any increase Will 10 have been a ot of money splashed around on unnecessary Majority ofrate payers foelthe purpose of tis rate rise s mainly to cover mismanagement of fees,
[Anonymous _|things such as walkways in Terrigal, which will be washed away in first Kings tides. properties. personal tems fc. Needs and desires are not being met now. and their appears no pian for his to change s was very misioading inthe ltter, as our rates now are way higher than was stated. which as allowed to continue for so long




First Name _ Last Name Gm"al comments regarding council’s proposed SV. Comments on Criterion 1 Comments on Criterion 2: Comments on Criterion 3: Comments on Criterion 4:

I hope § the by COC.
o tongly tht esconts should ot hav 0 pay ovr ant a6 our ot ftes o pay for th poor nancial management oftho Council. Punish tho many o he in of a fow, s bibcal osponse and
ot one from a moden socity. The only options provided were varying degrees of ate increase. So where are the other options and wha else can be done
36|Anonymous _|Anonymous |1 would agree to a rate increase ONLY ftis in line with other councils and IPART a broad increase t rates across the state.
37| Anonymous | Anonymous |1 am a Gouncil employee and i supportthe rate rise. Essentialservices and jobs wil be lost to th region f t does
Twould pay more Inrates f{ meant thal w would have belle services, clean public (lels, publc
parandshtro maiiine s mows, couc rat s faard hikingand uiggo g
the central coast counci does ot
(Gentral Goast Council have ilegally sed restricted funds and paid fdiculous and unnecessary mories to consulants. We now have a massive deb. Rate payers should not be held responsible, nor should we Counciave notboa otcoming n advising ofth smount of the roposed s, The urs ke eing change by e, Now ey ar wibding |#onod s ey 0 avec s et v ok far e bttt v 1y v
Selpronmass _pocrymous_jrvetoscepa ol it Councanro ey cn manage pblc money. any more of our  incompetent.illegal,iresp b asa payers agree to.a don't know how much the increase wil be. we
30[sasmine__|Thomas __[Sayin
Ploasa review exireme rate rise, unfair fo rale payers. Mismanagement neads (o be investgated not xed by Tam frightened the ate rse will bs beyond whal my husband and | can affod. | am concerned my.
40|Kelly Stevenson __|Piease review exireme rate rise, unfair for rate payers. 0 be investigated ot fixed by rateri raterise. oftotal rate ise must be provided. Please investigate. chidren willleave central coast o find affordable altemative.
11 Amanda—|Rlerarasor[The peteaes s wall v ing 39 812 o sy 1 o imation vt i ncroase il covr 1 whas ey sl 172 77 75353 i o pacpls [The evidence of nesd of such an ncrease Is not clea. The rate rise is massive and although have not as far as my mail box has seen - been sert Tthe changes
This Central has proven tslf and ot be penalised for that Many of our idents are elderly and retired and are unable
o absord e cutrageous increasss i Councl rates being proposed by the Adminisirator wha has quit cbviously taken the” easy way ou I submitingto IPART 2 18% ncrease - The entire commurity s and alackof g and a cowardice in the failure
outraged that no accountabilty has been demonstrated by the Council, o pursuit of the inept Auciors and o assistance from the NSW Government that ORDERED the amalgamation that neither local [The impact o the proposed increase s totally unreasonable it oly in quantum sought but the 0 address a ey featurs supported by the commuity . Tt key featureis an immediate approach (o the
community sought or supported: [ Aternative revenue sreams and asset divestment need further detailed investigation and community The Counci has been deceptive in s presentation of the alleged need forthis ate increase and consultaton - if it can be called that - has been dictatoral |underpinning logic as to why i it is needed. The sheer incompelence of the Councl, senior SiatoGoverrment o provid he francl osorces necessary o remedy e curten siuaton whih was
42|Davig Dixon Frthr, oo no o has boon sk i rspestto o et of e Adminisrator charged with the merger of the previous Wyong Shire and Gosford City Councis consulation . Approaches to the NSW JST be advanced insofar 25 not al propositions wero allowed to be considered. oxecuives and extornal auditors is breathtaking in fs magnitude. it thal o ofthe two former local councits.
[ he GontalGosst Gouncil mesting on February 23, 2021 he Acdinitor s it aesPrmniaion a1 h roosed e o o d oslordCourl aea il 5o up 42%. This o
disgrace. itwe have covID a y
Please BLOCK any rates rses above 2.2%
There is no basis for the ratepayers to have to pay for corruption to. The Administrator said it was either a 10% or 16% increase.
Anonymous _|Please Limit CCC to 2.2% sell assets We have been led to the actual increase is 425 after so called and fraud. Its actually 42°% after rates Thatis deception. Not seen
as sent aloter o rat tat and used restrcled funds. | completey reject any rate Increase as a resull of unlawful spending unti
4alMichael __|Farrell___|completoinvestigatio has been held and the responsibl peopls are held accounlable
require sewsrage . garbage . waler and road repairs from council. Rates have been paid on my block for 75
vears,  live 2 km fom the heart of Gosford and have o kerb and guttring, no footpath, no provision for | The government appointed adinistrator has lied regarding how much my rates willrise wilh a flyer staing much less than actual cost. naccurate information The administrator has not explained where the st monay has been spent. Beaurocrals responsible sil
4s|Grogory __|Phillips | will be unable to pay the prosposed increase its well above my pay. 1 will be forced to sell and move. stormwater and one of roads i the entre area Jwas aiso included in iye regarding contacting council Rates have been skyrocketing every year since purchase of this property [Access to council i restrcted old offce amid a tesuffle of tgei postions
o e ol aprs G ot it s il s
Touhe sta overseer and power to disband or suspend a council for improper conduct. I thei ignorance along with CCC's incompetance that cuased this mess. Rate payers
4K Houseman _|nave had enough.
Dear Sir,
Itis now painfully apparent tha the ighly pai yet under skiled council b s b of managing the budget for the Central Coast councll
My ist question s how can so many ofthese incompetent individuals just walk away with a golden handshale with no consequence or retrbution or financialfrensic police investigation?
Secondy, why s up to the ratepayers many on low income, o now bail out the abysmal actions of a few highiy paid yet uesless individuals,now siting at home after receiving a golden handshake,
Non o thisis the rate payers fault no rate payer shouid be expected fo pay mor than the agree2% increase
i Pearson has just been on the radio saying there will be a 43% increase i rates for the southern end of the coasL, this in anyone's language is beyond outrageous !
osiess X apororsd making heigge e s i usiales ikory
MASSE
(8 e ol g st oy rawepaysr ana ke s AL o court?
Now that the i ched th oquired for 12m hoping got us here in thefirst place.
Reising e a1 by o than ho Pl il o hardanp or many reSdets. ot of whom a6 Sololy dapendant ot porion 5 ht nly sourcs of ncome
| would request that you NOT ALLOW anyincrease sough by the administrator,
47|Richard __[Leoman ___|None ofthis was our faut and as such we are notlable to cover the costs of perpelrated by others.
hav helast 3 years and
counciloverspand. Limied councl rosouring oplons o provide oves b5, adoauste sence levels a8 |Gontal ot Courcil has ot communicated 1 el 3 s pars, n fct myustan v ave recahed 1o communcatons g he It has airoady boen announced by the Administe, Dick Persson, tha the ate increase of 15% s inevitable
s Ceriral Goast esidntandrto payer o over 30 yars | srongly ojec f 10 proposed raf varaen il hrough Gentral Coast Council funds has been rancial Increased y isnota [proposed SV. word of mouth o find out what's going on. s umessnabl o ncress tes 3 o fctvly xoectstapars o o il verpond and will be ongoing. also that a a condition of joan ho has
[Aonymous ihe people responsible held accountablo. irue facto in this case. haro s boen no propor consolaton with rte pyers. o should be held accountable. arranged
49]od, A
e Council has unlawiully accessed funds for development 1L ol clear tha each ratepayer has bonefied
from this unlawful activity of the Gouncil - or have in fact benefited at all. How is establishing the ocourrence of
unlawiul access of funds a basis for mposing a lawful iabilty on ratepayers fo pay or the crime? tis not.the
individuals who have authorised the unlawiul use should pay - Council must have insurance.
The Council proposes a significant raterise resulting from its mismanagement - the use of controled monays or morieys which have  partcular trust impressed upon it for general purposas. I this occurred as Whera i the st o capital works that the COuncil has used the unlawfully accessed funds to build?
the rsult of recklessness o intent, then the people involved should be punished, o the people ofthe Local Government Area. I tis simple incometence, then punushmen may not be appropriate, but the
Jocaetepayrs haver e o ncressenncome, nd sl 10ay o e Councls adsquacy s egaty. Anfig mor tan aninarary cess s compleelynapproete. | Coun doss ol smply T sl et s, 1 vl ismansge s rances ac the Tho impact on ratepayers willnot be reasonable having regard to current ate lovels . the ratepayer o Counst s ctn o cst g s nd e poonl s of e s, i ity
So[Stephen __|Coleman __|the Council neads to save money. i should employe fewer people and ce (ot have to pay an extra 15% i rates. the Communityis awaro of the alleged need for the rate ise, but is angry about it and has positvely o it base but particularly a it is infended to assistthe counclto address fs unlawful activity and there should be
The amaigamation of Gosford City Counci and Wyong Counci currently known as Cenral Coast Council s a dabolical dsaster. As rate payers we queslion the molivaton of the NSW Government and what
part of the blame and damage should they sholder and accept. ltwas sold o the rate payers as the answer to alof our woes and has furmed out 1o be the worst managed organisation | have ever experienced.
Vi a1 ausors pors and1hor ro oy ot acp osponsiiy 1 abysl rocoss at ey o v udor akentoallowsch  massive e ol b rsparen e
rovealed. I there is an auit company involved where is their professional be lable for position not us as rate payers or as Dick Perssons suggests we are
comehow sharehotders. That s the most iiculous comment or out burst have heard and | o not blieve i adinitrtor o be any bete o cortpetent han the faled CEQ and 15 councilos supposedly
rosponsibl fo this mess. CCC is over stafed and this has been a product of amalgamation. As rate payers of the former GGC we are faced with an expected 42% ncrease to satsfyrate harmonisation tis is
crminal.
51Gibert Lotrer
(The people of e Central q Tobe punished for gdoing of - There needs to be a betler way 1o recoup ther poor management then (o make Us one of e highest rate
52|Anonymous _|Anonymous _|payers in NSW.
55]Anonymous _|Anonymous s oulrageous!
[AS you know, one of IPART's critera for assessing Special Rate Variaions (SRVs) is “Counci's need to show IPART thers is communiy awareness of their
plans.”
(Central Coast Council has now admited live on ABC radio this was no the case as you can hea inthis cip:
ntps:hwow.a
et 13171706
There is @ longer version of the same interview on ABC's website.
|As you can hear in that clip, Central Coast Counci now pi the real be 42%, not sither of the 10% or 15% stated
during the publicconsuitation
Somewhat bizarrely (more cearly in the longer dip), the Council IPART for this by claiming IPART did
ot allow the Councilto pactof on the final percentage with
This doesn't seem to make sense given tha they did nclude the impact of quoted during — anincreasel
o1 $7 a week in Gosfordshire and decrease of $3 a week in Wyongshire. Ifthey hiad been unable to include harmonisation inthe final numbers how come they
were able 1o caim a $3 a week reducton in Wyongshire?
|As it happens, they got k y will actually be $8.13 and the weekly decrease in Wyong $2.18 (as they|
now admit i the radio Interview).
The proposed 1o pay deb the council lated unbeknownst o th rate payers. Not
for senvic o projects o gnuinecommunityreed Itis crystal clear from this radio interview that the community was not made avare of Councif's actual ate ise plans uring the public consultaton, and that | The actual increase of 42% will have a disastrous effect on the Central Coast communiy. As many
The Council h ed Restrced Funds e 10 pay these back thatis why they are [therefore a gencinely independent regulator couid not objectively conclude they have met it firstcrterion. ofthe Central Coast residents are pensioners, slf funded retirees and low income families this will I
{eqvostd s rote icrease het f nt actuly st 15% mease bt 420 Increnso. The pope be a devastating blow to the people who are stil struggling to recover afer a hellish 12months of
responsible for the unlawfulllegal use ofthe restrcted funds need to be held accountable but th rate payers. 1 am therefore asking you t please put our ofts misery and Y reject this application which has caused so much grief and s Iterally |COVID restrictions and lock downs. Many people are sl searching fo work afer being put offcue:
e it o it rsanct 1% e sy okt e s, Th it orsas ke £25 o G Stk e, We s rate payers will see no adcitional work or projecs for this ncrease. In fact we will be seeing a decrease [tearing us apart. o cOVID. We have had o cost containment inthe past. This is why we are now n debtfor the use of resrcted
|An extremely exorbitant amount or individuals Central Coast Council's e have no reason to believe tha thisrate increase wilfix the problem with the council as no measures [in serices and community projects The mental health of our residents is at stakel The pressure of a household  [Th ted b and appears to be funds. The only plan the administrator has in place s to pay the debt o o service the residents or hold
54|Danietie _|Copeland _|have been taken o ensare tis will not happen again incomes will send many of us over the edge working their inerests not those of Central Coast residents ihose i their actons
FThe Ceniral Coast Communily is 8 medium o lower cass wage earners, he ras riss wil badly
ssluisa Rhook | objec to the rate rise, CCC have wasted rate payers money impact home owners especially young families | haven't seen them |A 1ve heard i they have to keep borrowing money, they need to sacked
| just can't afford this rise in rates. f'm a self funded retiree struggling since before covid to meet paying all my bill. | come from a family that were the second settiers o RN :: have [No new Library until our debt has been wiped. Assessing of current staff o make sure they are doing their jobs | don't have in Council now or the . how the hell did
een devastated by the incompetency of our ocal Counci. We are a major torist area and virually have had very it funds in our area to Support our growth on the Central Coast. Our roads are a disgrace _|wha they are paid to do. Reducing running costs .. saffvehicies only o be used for work, thorough Al rates are the same for everyone coast Not paying e.g.: his get s0 out of hand and itand expecting We must have backing and funds provided by the State Government to enable the Central Coast o
56|Anonymous _|Anonymous _|and the prories of where are money i oing needs o be questioned specifically a his time e.g. new Library. I just upsets me too much thinking abo th fulure of boththe Central Coast and for me. background checks on saff and targets they need to mainiain and reach and no payouts i found incompetent._|Just because  person lives in a particuar area they are by having higher rates. other areas do on the Central Coast. ive nto our own pockes when we have some of the highest rtes in NSW already. _|become a thriving community again
57]Anonymous | Anonymous [Have a feir go council
Central coast rate payers are not rssponsibls for the debt 5o why are we being held responsible o bail the Gounci out. On the back of everything 12 year T s going 1o send some famiies and businesses on [This has ot been communicaled well, eliersent o ate payers only gave o opions of 10% or 15%. No option Lo opposs th rate rse. No information on
58|Anonymous _|Anonymous _|struagle street but tha's ok because are sireets will me maintained beauliuly...not! other Poor consulttion withthe public and ransparency non existent . been told we gave no other options.
SoKristin Bamford_[Peliton againt the council submission fo ate ise and request for inqury nto financial mismanagement by elected council offials.
‘Adminisiratorfor the Central Coast Council has been shoiing rom the roof tops that a 15% increase in everyone's rales is needed [0 cover a debt fhat was somehow acoumuialed by mismanagement and
inappropriate use of funds: he keeps tlling us how much this will be to s on an average weekly basis and not actually disclosing how much the tota figure will be and that tis ncrease i not being
proportioned equally. What he is not saying and fonly justfound this out (by myself) is that the rateincrease i a ot more than 15% i fact some figures going around o the interet are as much as 46%
something to o with harmonization between diferent ates charged in the old Wyong Councilarea vs the Gosford Councilarea. If he prior Wyong base rate was higher than the Gosford base ate it may have
been because they were spending mre maney on developing areas or were not managing their monies correctly (who knows - this is ot being cisclosed o us). Why should the peaple rom the old Gosford
Councilarea now be forced to pay up to 46% more; there should be NO harmonization of rates; if e Council want to harmonize then simply don' apply the 2% standard increase in rates to the Wyong area
unti both areas are equal or better st lets go back to the old way and have two separate councils. The majory ofrate payers and residents did not want a merger o stat with
as not provided as tohow bout, does not appear thatalotof people:
(sl k) canpct ffo et incrass s s ko conmay ol e o i s
The fact tht the community has signed a pelifon to have a judicil enauiry must surely mean tha there are a ot of people ot thee that want ansiwers {0 questions tha have ot so far been answered.
60|Anonymous _|Anonymous _|Pease do not approve this SV to the rates and tell the council NO 46% increase i rates isjust ot afordab
am witing as a long tme Patonga resident in supportof ou progress association subrission regarding the matier of fate ncreases
|A gracual payment ofincreased fees is definately the best way for people suich as myself who no longer work and must manage our resources carefuly.
stlchristine _|stead
Justreading we are about 1o bs robbed by The Central Coast Cound, O1d Gosford Counci residents' rates wil fse by Up by 42%. How can IPART allow this. AL he tme of he forced merger, ai o tme where
e told we wouid have to harmonise (Subsidised) ex Wyong Councilresidents,their rates wil fll Firstly halfthe number of counci worlkers, wasn't that th li from Government o reduce cost and more
This s outrageous the State Government has not stepped in and stopped this. We are being penalised for gross and the lack of be [benefis the impact on ex-Gosford Council esidents is absurd, most of the sireels in my suburb don't have
charged and jailed over this. Now we have fewer assets, fewer services, and more debt and worse of all, MORE councilworkers. How can you merge and end p with less, and more siaff? 10-15% rise was communicated. Not upto 42% be aware of and fraud committed, how else can they run up sucj huge |, but the fact some residents rates will o |curb and guttering, o leave the raising of ex-money for the councilto waste should be bared by ail | The Councilis a shambles they oversaw this mess, and dorit mention the.
|Anonymous | Anonymous | Think about the sheer hardsip tis will bring on families, even a the 15% rate that we were lied to was over the top. down whie others go up 42% residents including the Wyong residents
The fairest way o mplement of e Between Gosfors and Wyongwouls be e e Wyong a1 o Gosford vl and Ton pulUp e rte o 07157 o vl T
oringing together of rates shouid have h of not now, when g for extra money. The raising ofrates for Wyong ( 10% /15%) and Gosford
25 anproc) el o  spposss it counci. s payars ok o b et 1o p o o it v revis Counch 5 o €l mamuers e esponse for e iy oy
working of the Council andifs offcers. To blame the former, supposed, incompetent C.E. O. shows that the Councilors were "asleep at the wheel* n alowing him to spend money incorrectly, leaving us in the
63|warwick __|Barwell __|current predicament I have no complaint with eciiying this problem with an equitable rate increase to every ratepayer
[R42% increase s nol reasonable
Due to the pandemic the wages have sither stagnated or have been reduced, however the cost of
lving has increased. A further ncrease to Rates will put many residents in hardship and the
(Councir's hardship policy does not have any new measures to specifically assist those hardest hit by
The Councils request fo an increase is to the unlawfu use of resticted funds. The Administrator has made come that the community has bensfite from the use of these funds, however there is a great deal the proposed increases. The Central Coast has more than 50,000 aged pensioners in receipt of a
s not bong imestete,or 3l ansparoncybln givon Wo oceie o i an cptn f a 10 tamporary e or a prmane 154 ncresonavever (o rmerswero o o (Centelink beneft. Many of these are ratepayers who have high land values simply because they
sis w much we pay Seeing no value n being retumed. Parks and streets ae not being maintained, The councilhas communicated need of a 15% increase, however the dolarterms for the average ratepayer is actually 42% have lived for decades in areas which have now become desirable
foat conditons ar bacaing dangarous it on easin e ofpolhetos. Wi uiies neasing e wages i o o1 12 h gananic s oreas o ¢ wil s st They have also recently confirmed tha the percentage is actually igher, and the Adminisirator has adited he took the view that it wouid be easier to say  |The increase willalso impactrenters as the landiords will have no choice but to pass on an increase
64| uiia Barry mpossiviefor some homeoviners ( affrd.Tis wil also hae & fowon afet o Rericrs now much per week would cost the average ratepayer. in order ends meet, There is no council. they were ai suspended ffunds. ely to pay back the funds used, there will be
Since the e victims of mismanagement, lack of duty ofcare by the Auditor Generals offce, amalgamation and Iack of oversesing by the Ministe for e Central Coast he NSW government
i ke respomsiiny.
s certainly ot ust 1o punish the vicims nstead of the perpelrators.
65Joan e ceis |1 has failed dismaly in consultation with the ratepayers. | received none of his leters, or emails nor did 1 get a phone call, as recently claimed by him.
Following an amended 2ero rate rise and no to 10-15%. The administrator obviously not happy with tha resul, has conducted a PHONE poll o
amoro 430 esants oo s G5 s ofapprox 0041, e oo il P et 45% gt i .t e Folowing i, | v e 3 st oo omsnde 1 vaiom G
| viewed had received a phone call. One was told she was 100 od to particpate, another sai no fise and was told services will be cu, the other was treated very rudely when answering no rate rise. What s the
300,000, agreeing tothis ise would be those that can either cai it in tax,or pass t on o tourism tenans.
e now see tre aaminisiaor agmiting, attr being found out he rise will e 40-45°% with been what has been proposed- (A of AirBrb and rented hoiday be a fairer way of raising
is it affordable” their plans” Wt s sk, 5.t fodable s r v b e o han ScoapIabla bl awars o what 5 A Wa hav en 1. s vl
een given misicading figures and itwould sesm tis phone poll i a downvight unethical atiempt 0 fil your requirements. These properties are investment property mainly and claim rates on tax, o pass on the costs to the rising
The council mesting last Monday, 23rd Feb. had a public orum, one speaker had an approved time of 3 mins, the subjects listed were rate increases and asset sales. The discussion we all wanted to hear,  [interest n fourism accomodation
Ths person is the qualified lawyer who set up the successful peiton, and is well known locally, the adminisrator prevented her from speaking Saying you can talk to me after the meeting but not here. Itis not fir that these properties pay similar rates o residential normal size properties.
Community awareness of thei plans" was silenced . The administrator is not actng at arms length fom the. mirister for local government, he is not acing n our interest, but his employers. The poliical |Our areas are becoming inundated with larger McMansion style accomodation all resuling n valuatins rising
Contictof inferest i playing a role here. The number of signatures for the pefition has now reached the required level or tabing in parliament. The sale of assets and increase in rates has now been requested o exireme levels,this inturn will increase our rates, tis s beyond smaller home owners conirol, and needs fo
o6lEven Wicks o be put aside unti an enquiry is comleted. This has become an absolute necessity now as it seems a stalemate betueen th an has now been reached. |be considered in any approval for tis ncrease. |As explained in my feedback My commentincriteron 1
o not support the special variaton and rate increass proposed for the central coast, neither do balieve we
1 do not support the special variation and rate increase proposed for the central coast, neither do pay between should pay beteer
| and my family of 4 strongly disagres with both. | and my family of 4 strongly disagree with both,
e impacton e rate payers is ot reasoablean aded bl 424 is ntreasoablefr
akes an Isa
67|Anonymous _|Anonymous disgrace
No rate increase. The Central Coasl ralepayers have been fobbed by counci
68|Anonymous | Anonymous _|The Council have been iiegally using the ratepayers'funds for iegal purposes. he te fraudulent We refuse to pay for their My pension wontt permit a rate ise
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General comments regard
Ijust want to have my say regarding these rate fises. | am a pensioner and would like to know how | will be able (o afford these increases. It beggars belief that such a massive rate rise could happen through

\g council's proposed S\

Comments on Criterion 2:

69|Sharon Robertson | t such a hefty increase.
I think the increases are unfair and poorly thought out” the problem, so I think the blame. Furthermore there were 3 Government audits. [Central Coast has the highest level of pensioners in NSW. A big increase as proposed would put [ don't think this has been honestly done. The figures given (o the rate payers have all been smoke and
70|Frank German |which didn't pick anything up. |Council has not been honest with the rate ding the size of the increase. No real has ratepayers them in a dire situation, and could cause mental health It was only decided on by mirrors, and very hard
[Thank you for the opportunity to provide feedback regarding Ceniral Coast Council's proposed SV.
Our rates are increased on a yearly basis. IPART has set the increase to 2% for 2021-22, but in fact, our rates will be higher than 2%. This is because we have recently received our land valuation and, as rates
are based on this valuation and the value of our land has considerably increased, our rates will reflect that increased ris
(Central Coast Council has asked for an additional 13% SV in addition to the 2% making our rates 15% higher than this time last year - with the addition of costs due to our recent land valuation. fm not sure how
much that will add to the total, but it will be a significant amount,
My husband and | are on an aged pension. The cost of iving has increased. Our health care premiums have increased. it seems that most things have increased. Except for one thing - Our pension has
decreased! This is due in part because we have been very thrifty with the money we receive and attempt to save what we can for the future. Why should we be penalised for good financial management?
We live in a rural area of the Central Coast. We have no curbs and guttering. My husband maintains the verge and roadside areas of our property. Our roads are narrow and full of pot holes. We have no
reticulated water, yet we pay water rates. We do not receive the same garbage services of our town neighbours. It is assumed that we will manage any green waste that we might have. This is neither equitable|
nor possible on a small acreage.
We are involved in our community. Part of is the mmunity as the local fre brigade and other community sites. Central Coast Council does not carry out any,
maintenance for these communit.based assefs (and to our knowladga never has). So along with other like-minded Daople v doit. Yet we willstil be charged additional fees just for looking after our own
home and yard. Will on the number of p
We are informed 15% have to Da cul few somees |=4\ m be cutl
I do not shown thatits for this SV will have
| aDDea\ to oy not only for myself and my husbane, bu for 31 pensioners who are "doing it tough" oreject Central Cnast Goumers request for a 15% SV increase to our rates.
7 |Anonymous
lam lmally ‘against any rate rise.
justend up in this situati in a few years?
[ow are costs going fo be managed beffr in the future?
How do we get out of almost corrupt setup with over 20% of cost being overheads? Sounds like to me the gravy train just ran out of money
What are the repercussions of a council ending up in a situation like this'
The only rate rise | would support is one that funds a civil and criminal investigation into the last 15 years of council running costs and where money has been spent
I our roads were pristine and service was great it might make sense, but this place is a mess.
I The council can send in the all the documents under the sun, with all the special
Who on earth would throw good money at a bad situation? (Gravy train ran out of money, they need to get their own house in order before they can raid ratepayers. lgraphs and sheets that show what they will do. As above, there is zero trust in this council.
|Council needs to cut costs and show this clearly and that they can work with the current money correctly They need to clean house, start a fresh and el y
72|Benjamin __|Stewart Same information sent to C: email [They should long ago. and since they didnit | have no faith more money will help this situation _|Community is well aware and by resuls over 70% of people think a rate rise is not what this Council needs |A 15% rise, how is that even in the realm of reasonable? INo one believes it, how all o sudden do they now know how. can even think ab
How is a 40% rate rise reasonable. And it is 40% for Gosford residents when everything is evened Productivity! | wrote to them 3 years ago with a street peition signed by 20 families in the street seeking
The concept that ratepayers need o cover this councils mismanagement i ridculous. Currenty my sireet has so many pofholes s ke @ waterprk for ducks when it rains. lout between Gosford and Wyong, then the addition of the mismanagement bill. This merger has. action on road flooding and disrepair and they never once replied or acknowledged our submission. Even
|Anonymous _[The peopl e held accountable. Not the. ffering substandard d amenities. |Council need to stop funding unneeded projects and We understand that thi I and the staff mismanaged our money. A 40% rate rise been an expensive faill after Their producnvny ‘was and continues to be woeful. Worse after the merger.
The need & extent has been communicated but the Gircumstances that have bought us 1o this have not been mlly disclosed. The problem is more than just _|Itis far beyond reasonable. The extent of the problem has been over simplified with an over ponse fast tracked dministrator. Quote: * fve | Standard 3 trench staff.
|Anonymous _ [Lack of Lack iction & just focussed on massive r: g mluumma\ inquiry. & transparency dipping into restricted funds. The jobs for ‘mates’ & personal expenditure needs to be investigated & made public. simplified solution immediately imposed directly back on to the rate pay | done this many times before with other failed councils" unquote..|. WHAT OTHER OPTIONS DO WE HAVE’” ‘Sl Gostore o ofshore intersts??
'am writing to you as a central coast property owner in regards to your draftfor rate fise . | totally disagree to increase the rates 100
administration fault and unprofessional managemen( from Central Coast City- Counm\ s01am oxpectng 1o keep te services qualfy a s and no increase n th rates meanwhv\a local government should pay
75|Anonymous _|Anonymous g good quality case of any crisis specially i it is the government fauls.
76| Anonymous | Anonymous Espumg the Council Land & Water
[no information on this criteria is included in the Council's submission. This is an atiempt to have ratepayers|
The Central Coast council has knowingly broken local government laws/rules in relationship to how it funded itself over several years. While the council has been put into administration, it needs a full cleanout Impact on rat itis due to malfe pay for their malfeasance and not operating within local government lawsrules and knowingly trying to get
of all middle management and senior executive staff. This is malfeasance, and the executives should be brought to court, and stopped «nm working in any ofher council ever again. This submission by CCC is Tnem is o need for a rate fise. The Council needs to learn how to live within its means. the council doesn't Thare s n0 need for a rate rise. The Council needs tolearn how based on the rates revenue they receive. This is an attempt by counml o coverup thelr srors and away with it. There has not been any y on regret for the errors, rather has done
about covering up the malfeasance, and is not needed. The council needs to learn how 1o live within its (other than i acts in . they pretend it was There [servi Al ser tives should be raplacad Pyt creating this problem, and breaking the law. Replace senior  inabilty to manage, as well as not admitting responsibilty for breaking local government laws/rules 2 good job. any productivit
77|Anonymous _|Anonymous sports fields, etc which and s o aidencs clearly articulates why this different revenue path is necessary. ccuees winony 2 executives, the council is o top heavy, this will related to funding. successfully, that | can determine.
Ratey not responsible for finds itself in. They
[should not be made to bail out council o the state government due to their financial
Ratepaysfs are ot responsible for the financial situation Central Coast council inds itself in. They should
Many ratepayers will be forced to sell and driven into the rental market when there is very limited  |Ratepayers are ot responsible for the financial finds due to their financial mismanagement
Ratey not responsible for finds itself in. They shouid not | The has ot been truthful the increase in ratepayers. They claimed it would be 15% when in fact it will be |stock. This is likely to result in families being made homeless. No person should be made homeless itself in. They should not be made to bail out council or the state government due to Tha proposed rate rise is not intended to contain costs but increase the revenue of council. Their need to
78|Steve Norris Rat the financial situation Central finds itself in. They should not be made to o their financial be made to to their financial 145% jue when they are not responsible for the situation council finds itself in. their financial o this is as a result of their financial insufficient rates from ratepayers.
[Please make CCC accountable for their exorbitant, with nothing to show for it $565+ million expenditure! We the mum and dad homeowners should not be penalised with the proposed rate rise. Nothing short
79|Julia Clarke of ludicrous!
[Please lookinto the survey that was purported to have been recently attended by CCC regarding the proposed rate rise (o cover the cost of CCC_$565million expenditure bungle. We the mum and dad
80|Juiia Clarke lhomeowner battlers in the community should not be held accountable for this!
81| Anonymous _[Anonymous |1 am in petition of Council rate rise.
[The rate payers shoukd not have to pay for mistakes that they did not do. As one | pay.
| pay my rates, nough revenue, mistake. Is lie you giving a | There is no need for a ate rise at all, s0 much money is been wasted at the council with poor decisions and bad management. That includes the my rates, my part is done, | then rely on them and nsw government to do theirs ie build|f in debt stop all projects 1st, S30millkn for new library no no. Time for anyone earning above $100k for job
[How am going to pay for an increase as my wages only went up by .35% GPIlast year due to nsw government blaming covid. How can fford a tm, increasing this will youofthe [chid $2 and thatS21s or lunch, tond they go and buy a cd and then blame you and want you to give them |administrator. Umm where is staying and who is paying for that? What was the average cpi increase of the area for wages? | dont think it would be more than |Cpi this year was at all ime low due to covid, many peopl there jobs and ing, ~|roads etc. In were mismanaged grossly, this is an issue for icac or |review and alot more cost savings. At this stage looks like nothing has changed at council still poor
82|Jamie Dabbs community jet back to normal way of Iife. Imore money. Come on really. 1 covid, Jany increase on any thing is unfair and cruel to saciety Insw government to deal with and to pay for. Not the rate payer. decisions been made and worse they want the rate payer to pay for their mistakes. Is not fair.
[As a rare payer of the Central Coast | do not consent to any rate rise. [The GEO shouid be laiming on s Diectos and Offcersinsurance for their ncompetence. [There are many senior citizens on the coast who cannot afford a rate rise. The Central Coast rates
83|Annemarie _|Sansom | prefer the sale of an unknown rate rise. The mn extent of the proposed rate rise has not been made clear to the public. Jare already high o other similar regions. Have not seen it it
84| Anonymous _[Anonymous _|This should not be happening. An enquir toh: the reasons for mismanaged funds can be invesigated and No rate increase Rate ‘where the money went [No they are not reasonable we are paying way too much for no return. No [No
85]Keith [Taylor [They must be investigated for I activit
86|Richard Bartolo 1 object to Council raising rates above the 2% rate peg. Why should we have to pay for llors disastrous handiing of funds they already received
My council rates are currently $382.90 per quarter
My water rates are on average $200.00 per quarter
Total  $582.90 per quarter.
My aged pension income is  $1888.00 per quarter.
[Without even looking at other essential expenses like Bupa, Gas, electricity, telephone, car
Central Goast Councildid a survey which only allowed the ratepayer to select 10% or 15% rate increase. This was later fixed after Community Oulrage: insurances, house insurance, my income is immediately reduced to $1305.10 because of my
Central Coast Council applied to IPART requesting a 15% increase, when over 70% of noincrease in payments to Central Coast Council. It leaves me $326.00 a week to pay all my other expenses and
Central Coast Council admit that ratepayers in the old Gosford Local Area could be paying up to 42% aﬂar rate *harmonisation” then general living expenses.
Central be held accountable for the monies pay g held resp y
done to us. |Any further increase in rates will cause me much undue hardship and | find that VERY hard to justify
[PART should strike down any ncrease i ates to any ratepayer. beyond the 2.2%rae. We are NOT ATM' o be drawn o fo cover Camtal Coast Councils w\s\anmng bills \ wwld like to know how council expects payers to accept e lgiven this mess was caused by councils incompetence NOT mine. |Getting to approve its own applicati conflict of interest
87|Anonymous _|Anonymous _[There is no justification for IPAR' sse in Central Coast Councilrates unti a full inal +and then expect the. to pay for the short all. [We don't need a rate rise, we need a criminal investigation into Central Coast Councit | am not an ply haven't got the extra money. isn't t? Yes. | want to know where
i should b determined here he funds wers ‘spen
The SV increase applied for by the CC Councilis well above what is reasonable. | believe this increase will cause financial hardship for many rate payers. The rate increase is due to extreme financial (Council need to determine i they are managing their management tear's costs effectively. eg. provision of The rate increase is not reasonable. It will not provided the rate payers with any improvements - it is
88|Linda Wils the council which should not be recouped from rate payers. at Magenta Shores team. | have been advised by the Council of the proposed rate increase wh many rate payers. lonly to replace funds which were. unknown expenses.
Exhibited where? 've neither seen nor been told about any such exhibit o be able to
[comment. We never get any local newspapers etc delivered. The only communication
| have had has been rats 'd ONE of what
but it scems they didt ask everybiody cos | certainly didr't get more than one and |
As the true rise. | cannot find anything online on their website where | can find what my own personal rofused to completo it bocause it was unfai given no choica but 10 or 15% ina They ve gone the complete OPPOSITE direction *in past years” ... no way at all they can claim any such
Council has grossly misrepresented the true SV increase, claiming 15% but when figures were checked and proven for many people to be up to 42% The to |They have fraudulently mismanaged paid and now want hi t paid to bail be. Thoy have NOT ansured that poopl know he fll and accrata nformatin. Surveys novr gave any option alhor than 10% or 15% 670 |Purposo of tho increase is o fx their own serious and ongoing over a long period of fashion ... basically if the higher things!! eaps wasted huge sums of
[Anonymous _|be rejected otight and the authors ol to go back o learn primary schoot maths and gt someons who can actally do maths AND give a true and honest,father than fase deceplive and misleading report!_lou. |way to choose rate peg only. IWE the nothing wrong but are being penalised for their gross errors services' money on unneeded things
[Here is my submission to IPART.
| bl have plive i y are telling the residents and IPART. | believe it borders on fraud.
Firstly they did a survey which only allowed you to select 10% or 15% rate increase. This was later fixed after Community Outrage.
[Second they go to IPART requesting a 1 ‘when over 70% of noincrease in
Then they admit that ratepayers in the old Gosford Local Area could be paying up to 42% as stated by Dick at a meeting last weekafter so called harmonisation.
This is deliberate and confess to thi
IPART should strike down any increase in rates to any ratepayer, beyond the 2.2% rate, which mind you is much higher than the CPL. The CPIin June 2020 in NSW was minus 1%. For the 12 months ended
[December 2020 the CPlwas 0.9%.  Take out the increase of 10.9% in tobacco, the real CPl increase for 12 months was 0.67%. S the 2.2% that IPART seems to think s right for Councils across NSW is
already 328% higher than the CPL.
There is no justification for IPART to rates until a full anal hat and potential d criminal
completed.
|Anonymous _[You can make a hit . orm
| bl have plive i y are telling the residents and IPART. I believe it borders on fraud.
Firstly they did a survey which only allowed you to select 10% or 15% rate increase. This was later fixed after Community Outrage.
Second they g requesting a 1 ‘when over 70% of no increase in the Council's survey.
Then they admit that ratepayers in the old Gosford Local Area could be paying up to 42% after so called harmonisation.
This is deliberate and confess to thi
IPART should strike down any increase in rates to any ratepayer, beyond the 2.2% rate, which mind you is much higher than the CPL. The CPIin June 2020 in NSW was minus 1%. For the 12 months ended
[December 2020 the CPlwas 0.9%.  Take out the increase of 10.9% in tobacco, the real CPl increase for 12 months was 0.67%. S the 2.2% that IPART seems to think s right for Councils across NSW is
already 328% higher than the CPL
There is no justification for IPART to rates until a full analysi 9. hat and potential d criminal i
completed.
91|Mark Bodak
ate ris ‘There has been nothing putin place to stop thi happening again. o were invlved have ol be
fired but only stood down and expect to be: rensatod and appalling funds. prepared and distributed an unfair option to
disagree with the rate rise. The survey was NOT sent to every rate payer. When this was challenged by tha pubnc a second amended survey was sent f a difrent poton of the mmunny BUT wait for it the
results from the first survey were still tallied with the overall rest! A pl I do not know Supposedly
the handful of people who received the call got a ‘scripted” one sided explanation of the rate risell!ll The increase provided in actual numbers of the rate rise to residents is misleading and false and not an
honest and true reflection of the enormous financial burden ratepayers will be Vaeed wvlh ina community that already is a low income area. | simply can not afford to pay a massive rate rise and have no idea
|Anonymous _|why anyone thinks | should be burdened due to complet Cent have paid no penalty. Please help us.
Itis not acceptable to increase spending and then slug the rare payers an addmonal hvke above the acceptable norm.
(Central Coast council need to be accountable fir their spending.
93|Barry Cole There needs to be an enguiry.
94| William Fortier Agree. [Agree Agree. [Agree [Agree [Agree
[ There should not be an increase to rates. expected to p: the cOC . or
wugq\mg families who already work hard o pay their mortgage. The document could not explain in all honesty the productivity improvements and cost containment
| The Council should find other ways to fund the ongoing upkeep of the area as it was their oversight and they first need debt they have created before they can move forward in
mismanagement of funds that has caused the debt. The. with of ge wage struggling to pay| /the maintenance of the CCC area.
the current rates. Pay increases has not kept up with everyday cost of iving.
During the last few years there has been extreme unnecessary spending in the area in parks, lovely | for one am furious regarding the enormous Deb this team of, one would expect very intelligent,
[Residents of the Central Coast already pay too much in rates, especially the northern end. Compared to other council areas. |unnecessary suburb signage to name a few. Whatif of all industries asked for a 10- 14% p: the proposed rate  [In this instance where the Mayor, CEO and Councillors have mismanaged funds that ~|experienced leaders of a company, (Council) have managed to accumulate during their time in charge.
lincrease, | don't they would be lucky to get 2% f any. Also th could apply for a 10- to run CCC, and only to create a very large debt. Should it
Tha residents of the Central Coast Council should not be liable for the mishandiing of funds by said Council. We should not be required to pay for the overdraft the Mayor and Councillors have created through (We need lake care, roads repaired, kerb and gutering, 14% increase in pension, oh that's right they didn't get an increase this year at all, 5o that would be. [not be the residents who vote and approve  The documents prior to applying for A full investigation should be done, not letting them walk away from their mistakes and expecting the rest of
|Anonymous _ [bad /a.n0 to an increase to cover the debt of CCC, they would need to go with out to find the money. __|special variations. the community to pay for it
[Not happy abou the huge difference in rate fise we have been hearing - started at 15% rise now hearing up 1o a 45% rate fise for Gosford Council rate payers. Seems that the rate payers are being held accountable for the mismanagement of funds. Cost
|Anonymous We were told of a rate rise but were unaware of the extent of the rise....told a 15% rise at maximum [The impact will ‘some families, unable to pay their rates. Was the
Ibelieve Central Coast Council have it plive i Y g the residents and IPART. | believe it borders on fraud.
Firstly they did a survey which only allowed you to select 10% or 15% rate increase. This was later fixed after Community Outrage.
Second they go to IPART requesting a 15% increase, when over 70% of noincrease in
Then they admit that ratepayers in the old Gosford Local Area could be paying up to 42% after so called harmonisation.
This is deliberate and only: confess to thi
IPART should strike down any increase in rates to any ratepayer, beyond the 2.2% rate, which mind you is much higher than the CPL. The CPIin June 2020 in NSW was minus 1%. For the 12 months ended
[December 2020 the CPlwas 0.9%.  Take out the increase of 10.9% in tobacco, the real CPl increase for 12 months was 0.67%. S the 2.2% that IPART seems to think s right for Councils across NSW is
already 328% higher than the CPL.
state e merging pication led to milions being paid out from
There is no justification for IPART to rates unil a ull anal what and potential d criminal i ratepayers funds. new COMPUTER let alone payroll The Coniral Coss s for the most part made up o rairaes snd pansianers. You cannotncraasa the.|A compete royalcommisson nothe faud i councllhes underiaken must b
g7|Christine | Macfadyen _|completed. app. INO OTHER STATE IN NSW IS BEING ASKED YO PAY A 15% INCREASE, LET ALONE OVER 50%!! particularly after covid19, job \osses an Al lies no doubt

[Anonymous

The special variation s due to the complete inability for our local council to manage a budget. ffthey are provided additional funds without any checks and balances put i place we are going to be In The same
place for years to come no matter how much exira funds they are given.

The fact illegal acts in the spending
0ing 0 coninuo at & arger scalo.

100s of resricted fund is laughable and if increases are given the corruption and wrongdoing is only

I The council states that without this increase services would have to be reduced.

| fail to see how ths is possible when we do not get out council maintained areas (ie walkways, community
[centres etc) mowed for months/years at a time. We have no response to water main breakages on a Friday

night until Monday morning as they donit want to pay overtime to the frontiine staff...

1 just don't see how our

|service could be reduced

Councvl are still et to

ﬂ" to it they pi
Its all spent or board walks and at Terrigal

inthe north end of the.

hen area in NSW is
lagain \aughable How hey do not getworks dore with tha money they have when other areas doit

The fact that the ured loans based or there
has been no mbemvon to communicate with public, as far as he is concerned itis a

g on being pay
lcurrent rates. No thought has. mn

done deal a

|away the finances that rate payers have paid and expect the general public to bail mam out for their

he kesvs saying I thetwe are stakehoiders anl we selected the peopls -
[charge.. well yes we had a voice between dumb and dumber and then dumb.

|appointed their mates to positions they were not qualified to hold

There has been no strategies other than spend what they donit have... How anyone can say i idn't know'

should not have the abilty to hold a job any higher than a shelf packer...




rst Name _ Last Namo__ General comments regard s proposed S\
absolutely disgraceful and greedy aplication or SV to IPART by CCC, due o their completely inept, and criminal mishandiing of ther financial budget over the last several years. it needs fo be looked at by
Anonymous _|ICAC and .
Th proaceed SV oplcalon wll aly ot payor
The 15% proposed is the counci at ths ! l doing the job of maintaining the roads, paths, and parks.
e peviouscouncl prio 1o amagamaton did i poiocty
For the extra 15% - the ratepayers get absolutely nothing
The pensioners and other disadvantaged residents will be far worse offimpacting the region in other ways..
The elderly will also suffer - ess cashfow will resultn them having to forego medicines and basic essentias
A tomp . of alower value, ofthe residents
This is a fail - they haven't cearly denti payers why a necessary. A The council s under administration. It can hardly be considered exhibited, and
| strongly disagree with a permanent increase. | mosty disagree with a ncrease. s finances, but then, s st uncear whero al the funds went and porovod nan afctvemamor whan ht doiion wes it on prsn
hethr ho stato government holds Fsponeityfor e of (s it o s ratepayers is tall..the total lors dobai the increase, this
Please consider that the permanent increase proposed would only resultinal ratepayers paying more for less for the ong term. Council have faied tojustify the permanent ncrease benefis because if ponsible - then they should be foofing most of the bill,resulting [The need has orly bean based on the minimal detais released by counci, ge ratepay 11100 e I excss o 5% o some e 1 15% wasapproved. Wors sl being s parmanent ey ot s s a1 5 iscvatage an amost hold o e whim of e The period is claimed to be permanent, how can they acceptably dentiy that when they themselves are
[Anonymous _of ratepayers. in ess boing required) 'average'noted. I at around twice that value, s unlkel are impacted will fina lucky to pay staft.?
ot bolive a 7% indefni rat s an be cald reasanabl’- specialy o 0 o5 wa T
lour community, such as low incomer earners.
foot th bil for a CEO, whois il posively spinning al the “wonderful® on this bl more than 200 Fullime Staff
things he did fo Ceniral Coast Councilon his Linkedin profe. m that ould yield effciencies
i e 0 abec o th proposerat s on h i hat her s vy skt Ceriral Coast ol wil ot o mismanage thef fnances, and 1o S shoud b granid unil complte and ent avadocsonnhead ot T il vinageoent oot s h anener
[Anonymous _total reform is applied councits probl
| am against the proposed rals increase above the regulated rate
The Gosford Counci amalgamation with Wyong was meantto bring economies of scale Instead it been a debacle. The people responsible or this shouid be held accountable, and the ratepayers should not
nave to shouider the burden or his.
[Anonymous _|Our rate hike willbe far in excess of the proposed increase and the Councilis being devious in not property explaining this and also presenting a flawed survey to residens.
My household is already sirelched to the maximu. | am a single dad raising a primary school age daughier. | haven'thad a pay rse in years, things are conlinually costing more and more. Now because of
mismanagement offunds within the councl, | have been told that | have no choice but {0 pay for their mistakes outof my pockel, to make up for the get paid much more than [0 from the rate payers? Stop the blufing from council workers. Constantly
103|Shaun Agget ur average person does. | am a molor mechanic. How i that fair? | soe 10 people sianding around awork i doing nothing. | be tht cost us ke $500 per hur.
There is astrong push rom the Central Coast and wider communiies o stop this rate rise rom going ahead The impact of e suggested rate rse wil not be reasonable. 1wl not be able to aford tis rate ise
| disagree withthe ate ise being implemented from Central Coast Council  should payers responsibilty to pay extra money to cover up and made Iwillnot be. [Ther are many other avenues that can be taken to repay some of the rdiculous debt cause by the councilors. and myself and children will suffer because of it Our current rates are high and many willnot be ~[Documents have ben rleased although details and excusas keep changing. The
104[Brooke __|Graham ___|able o afford o pay the raterise. This is not the rate sibily o fix Gounci has not been honest n the amornt the ates wilise. Central Coast and the wider y ble o pay am increased amount. counci have st ther integrity Itall dotais are being released and some keep changing
| would ke our councl T - fod ftseon to be making 0 or_[Our adminisirator s asking for a 15% ate rse bul it actually s 46% rate fise... council id a phone poll asking
the future.. His answer s to make the community pay fr the wrong doings o - This Administrator is misleading o help mysel il f people wold pay the 15% rate rise but didn' el them why there i a nieed to pay back the money thatthe [Back in early January our administrator asked for a 15% rate ise... but he has now come out and said tha theraterise willbe more ke 46% ra fise... which
fnommous_ ot b abeoaltrd e 45% et s council mismanaged alot of people in our community willnot b able to afford
Vi was v bt cfound sone i nancis wer o auiod? Wy s et 10 Fasparoncy of o 0o 5o udh Gt an v ansperancy for o lan o p ek, ey gof oo iyt
will it be going back down again n the future? We had a managed to spend althat and more. What' i place o ensure tis doesnt happen again and We have a ot ofretroes here on the Coast. |own 2 properties here personaly the rate ise will
et proper managers are ot n plac. | derstand the ot noeds 0 o o and trtoavs imed cptons excota atoreeasavor why st w l ufor o ncompitancio. Woaro pyig affoct me but ts affordable. | don't think it willbe for a ot of thers. Its notat all inlino with pay That would be a good thing. f there is o plan to change then nothing will change except they will have.
|Anonymous _|more rates than people in Sydney with land values worth . Ijust doesrit make sense tha tis could be let happen The haven't been up to scratch for some time Understood. Just knowing doesn't make it right increases for people or pension increases efc Noted more money to waste. Will the TOTAL 9o direct 1o paying off the debt?
ot a1 - whre 1 ouid gve a coman abot s Conel Coast Courals pionio tlse o 1o 8 pey ot he st o ol it ara o0 iy Wi and Tar S Tnded oo Who
oo hard alour s saing cr manyfo s oo e Wo rredwo o iinour moansand bl 0 b0 et o aro ow.gpoar it counc 8 ot ot over mary yeur and
o ars now g 1oy  our ot mmunit for them alot of money
et il e managedcorocn iy o ot e o et boon 3 froper inqury nlo s carent mismanagement e 1 arned i peca v
oo scooumale for ht misaos i found rt i makoa. on rate increase, but atthis moment we have recaived no
ncil got intothis situation and how in the futuro it intends to avoid t.
ey 1o sxp6 1 public of s canel saae, o ar on 3 ver i o bail that in private business would probably be in the courts
due ot mismanagement s o o proper and o can ot o a o creaseof 16% o o e e harmrtaonof i s for o v63 kbt o o 5% oy v csgons
107|Anonymous | Anonymous
Tis application by the Central Coast Counci is problemaic
unanswered questons on incurred by The Central Coast Council which have bean lft unanswered and may well be glossed over if  rate increase of 15% is granted.
Poinis I wish toraise:
4 How reviews by three lots of consultants, ncluding Price Waterhouse can yeld a ow risk financial outcome and yet we have a maior financial crisis that requires a 16% rate ncrease to fix
# Has enough work been done to review expenditure in terms of looking at existing projects and slowing them down to spread the cost over longer termes. The adminisirator has not given any detail on whether
this has and has refused o an this other than broad motherhood statements.
Wh d quest CEO ignored and ot d mad o the effet he stands by hs report not investigated thoroughiy.
Wiy s oo o o vy o he oo o eapeyss ant cters it v om aler o 568 s plh Dol ke Sy o an e Aot o s i o
application of the 15% before the closing date of the itzens survey even completed.
14 The simple solution for justincreasing rates by a 15% variation places cks of ithout providing sufficent evidence of a proper transparent forensic
investgation of al of the facis and polential solutions to the problem.
# Beforo any rate increases should be agreed to the citizens should be given a proper opportunit to have a say on in cutting programs and services that could reduce costs. This has ot been done nor
contemplated
# Apubc s s been sk fr i e osss 5 mary e reedsrwers nd 4 caurse shouk bl befrs ay ol s b g
/4 seems thal IPART are In the position to delay or reject and increases until a mre thorough investigation has taken place and the Cenlral aproper say projects
hey vt o kop or scard. Tis cour of acion by IPART would put h ball frmly back  hecourt o th admiistaor 0 6 back o e i nd mtv e Contl Cooe cizons onesty i -
108|Ray [Atkinson may require and been flly explored and not simply solve the proble by pulting their hands in the pockels
Bance 7o pi e e oo s, odcs g ol ooy Vs o s o
109|Caron ___ormsby | beleve 1o charge a higher percentage rate rise o rural propertes i order to bail ut the poor ouncil residents and | have only boen notified through ofher on social media. | have ot yet been nofified by council that my rates wilincrease. This s another fal This is not  reasonable adjustment torates. Anything over 5% YoY is
v nodosir 0 suppora 4% nrcase I e, Apat o 1 boing il ura 1 abshicy | am not awaro that creating an awareness of a 45% ncrease in my rates will mako it aMly farer or affordable. Where am | supposed fo get the money 1o pay.
1 Anonymous [T 45% increase on anybods d undesirable forthis? Totally inequitable Itis in no way a reasonable inorease, 45°% insane and totally nfair
is appaling et we & xpacted 5 e payors 1o pay for i noompeisnes of s counl I g 5 Couel 7 5h G S How is a pensioner expected to sudden deal wih a 42% rate fise when they are Iving below the
We pay rates but have no curb and gutter, no town waer, And 99 forthe p having o provide and maintain our own poverty ine lready. Be realistc. This i not reasonable. We already have to deal with maintenance
11 Anonymous _|Bo the money back. Charge tourist for parking. Hit the state for a bail out. Etc for our own d water a5 we don't have that n our area.
1find it completely disgraceful that in order to fix the mishandiing & gross mismanagement of fnds by the CCG. | am now being asked to pay a 10-15% rise (not to mention the harmonisation bringing 1o Tho administrator Dick Persson nfially proposed either a 10 or 15 % as the orly option fhreatening o take away services (hat barely exsts as s or of very
[whopping 42% increase) without any explanation on why tis happened and no guarantee this willno h Ifthe CEO & CFO th 2 380k payout, how do we as rate payers ar low standard). The option of ot raising rates ever mentioned unti the population roared in anger. He has row completed a survey from 400ppl (out of
responsible to pay for their incompetence, ncluding the use of restrcted funds! Where were the failsafe flags the local government minisiy should have. How did NSW Auditors miss this. This increase will 320000+ population) with a spiel on how not accepting rate rise will mean services cut. Dick also forgot” to mention the harmnisalion rate which would also
mean we will struggle to pay our rates and for many mora Close neighbours, many of whom are single household income or pensioners, they will 100% lose thei house. There is already a housing crisis on the siam the former Gosford councilproperties, unti confronted by the rate payers. There has been no transparency and no creaive thinking on any other ways to My rates will be going up by r under the proposed 15% plus How wil Ip are not going to be asked again for a huge ncrease without
GC, this will only worsen the situation. fthe CEO & CFO didn' do ther ob they were hired by the government to oversee. It i the government s responsiblty o now pay for their poor hire & failed due. et councl bk onack alrr i smpig el ayers wih s crease DIkl s bteen 3 Bk orase i oube Worosemy hme bt el besesrely mpaced sy, My 2 g sands o loss i into how tho firstplace. For partto  |1d plan. | think all v o pont. Don't
1 [Anonymous _|processes. NOT the tax payers. hat figure. Not to mention Dick got the loans from the bank with a promise of rate rise before omes i this goes through aran tis increaso wil moan many people wi ose thir home. give this counci any more money until we know whero the leaks are.
| am aghast at this exorbitant ate rse,
| find it hard to beleive that such a deb cold have ever occured and shows gross mismanagement.
My rates do not appear to be improving my area when | see numerous roads in disrepair and councilstrps that nead cleaning or mowing. It coninually sirkes me as odd that Woy woy rd the main road and
entrance into Woy woy stil has no guttering on one side.
Ths extra charge places further strain on my family increasing the cost o iving
It unfar for such gross mismanagement of funds to be shafted onto the public when they act n good faith and trust thattheir council will operate i inegrity and it s an nsult from council o expect locals to We do not need a g a and misuse of funds. This needs not reasonable,  feel o:and our moniey not spent wisely.On top needs o rustuith its commurity feels lied to and
ay without any recourse or inquiy. considered. oftis,fa too many rules and reguiations or the people n the area wanting to improve thei iving | Council shouid have been transparent earler before this accumulative debt became |betrayed.
1 [Anonymous _|Kind regards. m ot sure | can g on anything at this point. This is extremely unfair and very un-Australian. spaces and much red tape to ha y 5o dire.
TialJonnifer___|Refalo ' unfai tht rate payers have to pay for the incompetent counci
ofrales across he od Gosford and Wyong councl areas is an extremely unfair
olicy which discriminates against those of the old Gosford councilarea, unfairy.
Land values in Gosford However, block in Gosford does
ot recieve any moro services than one in Wyon. Nor i it necessarily a household with more
income - land values in the Gosford area have recenty changed rapily, but incomes have ot
Inecessariy followed!
Th change as proposed represents a really good example of the unfairmess of a single land value
rea becomes o
"Harmonisation" of rates across the old Gosford and Wyong council areas is an extremely unfai policy which discriminates against those of the old Gosford council area, urfaily.
o be tte, and justto hep ilustrate: 1 propose a merger of the Cenral Coast council with Hornsby
Land values in Gosford are generally higher. However, Gosford does not than one in Wyong. Nor s it necessarily @ household with more income - land council, in order that the "harmonisation” of rates leads to a reduction of rates i the Gosford area,
s i he Gosford ares o recantly changed rpily. bt incomos nave not necassarty flowed! and a massive cross subsidy from Horsby residents. Would that be fir o reasonable to Horsby
residents?
The change as proposed represents a really good example of ofasinge land councilarea ge.
There is no moral case for a subsidisation of the Wyong area, by the Gosford area. It represents
Tobe s, s ol s rpose  merger ot el Gosst it ,in ordor that the " ofrates leadis ofrates inthe Gosford area, and a lcompletely unfar policy. There ought to be separate rate schedules for council sub-regions and
1 [Anonymous nsby residenis. Would that be fair o reasonable to Hornsby residens? for any intra-regional cross-subsidisation
Wo cantafford a rate s 1 Tho counc mosporsibly & aroganty wasiod massivo amounts f money
(Courcils need o operate with n there means !
We dontwant this too keep happening !
Nearty everyday we see council workers hanging around not working !
re needs to change
[As above s above [Veah you guess it AS ABOVE [As above I
Pinkerton d in hemil I
15 Anonymous —[Anomymass [ shoui no have o pay thepric orour soune's complels
This council I a joke why should we pay or thlrproblem they have more hen o 0 gethem out of rouble and y il asser ot a
Lot of people who can't afford i, It needs to b rectified changes L | ploy . ding the 10 millon in assets stolen, sack incompetent Lets have a quantly surveyor report on there works and viabiltyfor 6 months. Us as sharefolders should be s s ok rt e 1 b vt fre g frward ac aprove by
120|Anonymous _|Anonymous _|people bad management breads bad workers and i i a joke. Sl assets they can't maintain and give us the public a break given the financials The only need s driven from poor management no a necessity This is simply were lied to up and unt thero last breath nowly voted council Thoy have not explained there 16 not have reached this point
121]Anonymous | Anonymous | can't believe we have to ump through so many hoops yo get things
Documents wil be doctored, Fidden or destroyed If ef o Coundi fo provide. These
(Gentral Coast Council s just revenue aising due 1o thei incompetence and over spending. | understand us as hat y . repairs and are the same people who spent mony they didrit have including $200 MILLION on [Documents wil be doctored, hidden or destroyed if toprovide. Thase are
ot devocpmets it o I NOT boping 57 it Ousgeos ard ot el win ol s COVDTD s W re oy iruggling unlk the frmmer GEO an is payout ofneaty|No and No. There was options Itis completaly two options 10% and 15% | wages for mor middle two 200 MILLION on wages for more middle management
400K and bt former Wyonar Gosfrd Councl.Spaning 200Mnon age i e ihen ks sho v b 0% 5% o heyar ackly essin by 45% 0 "harmomse" oo st st . No s N, hers s 10 ot gvan st No s n the vy, Yau wee ooy ghen optons 0% and 5% androw ey aracusly o oy s ety e o 457 0 ‘v i wi e Gt owrers I [Coui. 10 e a pratssompas sk 1o ot b G 2 noasy S4B arsenas o suposedy el o Coucl, s wos o riars company homcs el
ncnymes_imminae. Wt thecre o lcking up e plecss and wl b o mush worse off I hese rdiclously igh financialrin because of increasing by 45'% to "harmonise" which will leave Gosford owners in financial rin because of C financial ruin because of Councis pathelic payout. be given a nearly $400K payout
Prease only general raterise for Contral rate payers . of our council inds .. please look elsewhere for tha .. an unusual rat rise will put many including myself,a
[pensioner, into great hardship to pay .t wil come dow catons . food or counci rates and 1 know w would personally serve me batter te ise | say o the state gov foo the Bill
then weed out the perpelrators and piease don't et thoslB back on councilhey should all be banned ... se of good revenue .. have you seen th new park in Gosford (though | heard funds
123|Anonymous _|Anonymous _|ca ind the shiny new metal n timber areas on the coast .. what a waste of good funds ...come on someone had to get tright .. come on IPART fxit.... Many thanks
124]Joanne | McSherry |1 am against a ate increase. We should ot be punished for councls poor financil t [An incroase o atleast 6% will be defrimental to many low income earmers
s aged pensioners we are now at the current rate level being forced to sel our home at Fountaindale, [Ask pensioners about the current level f rates, get the rea reason many are forced (o downsize,
I additon the extra quarterly 75.00 almost broke the bank, just because rain alls on our property, disgusting quarterty ey, blatant revenue generating outside of normal state provisions. | Communtynes i ssesec by s kg lckratesets 0 st e sy s st rates have become cost prohibitive o this demographic.
It appears being selfproficient on tank water on a smalL 2 5acro with ectio Again look at the figure a pensioner gets fully loaded of around 915.00 per
the pensioners discount on these huge amounts offers no soluion. st wo re o perng o docten s, contrutoncf sy s fortnight, married pension $715.00, how inthe hell does a pensioner pay $3,215.93 less pension
Shameul and the golden is to pour more money. unts toware , rampant and . discount of $250.00 ,965.00 add to per year,
oy paying his on $715.00 a0 ponsin, 515,63 048 peion iscauntof$250.00 Amaunt payable 965,69 add he ranal oy of 7500 por quarier $500.00pe yr ha's $3.2 2 oty projects et Il being. back to $3,265.00
discount, plus the sepic tank lovy per year! Worktoa needs budget ul stop and adhers ot Those not on a pension, partiularly single income families would pay $3,216.93 plus $300.00 i
This need addressed Or loose your job, should work along the fines of p prise, as good as your last No rate rse until Counci can manage the funds provided eficienty, its rathe ke throwing petrol on a firel Just more money to burn, this s an ineflctive. lving on tank water acreage or pay the full amount plus water rates. only need based hould be allowed, the Councl s playing dress ups and
[Anonymous _|Stop the vote o ensure a seat next election, budget and work to budget. ot the door. band aide not a fx! Taxing SOME cit o od
I have just used the Central Coast Council rates increase calculator and my rates are going Up 46.5% with e 15% increase option proposed by Central Goast Gouncil. IFIPART reject s and we have the.
standard 2% increase, then my rates go up 28.1%
Who do they tink they are Kidding, how do they expect anyone to pay that outof COVID,
I PART approve the 1 pact on mental health and rectly IPART. ~IPART has toblock this. Dot
Tho 26% increase that we are getting anywayis a joke and should not be allowed. ~ We get Council poor service, the roads at Saratoga and Davistown are terrible. No foofpaths and no gutter (Council have not ol the residents of the true increases, i February 26 and hastly produced a calculator.  They have been lying for months and in the st
150 10t pothtes, whic s o oy, Ufianad v vk s b e o o 3 e o Do oot benvecn Yol - St Tha ety soios Coun vt us g8 fow days we get the truth.
service,which is good. The water we get from the water supply is brown and has a taste. Thats been happening for years.  You cannot drink t. We have complained so many times.
o, Tococumats vt al, oy ke b 107 157, s, e e ro 6% | PART shoud ot o an s, Courl shou sl st andcalln P s
50 IPART, the mental health of residents is in your hands, you are 100% responsible. and over 45% is nonsense. y or rates than parls of Sydney and There are no productivty improvements, s all motherhoods. Milions (around $17 millon) wasted on
126|Mark Fietcher we don' have curb and gutters and we have brown water from tap. The impactis or $1000 a yearis No there were not. We were not told ofthe real increases with well |global warming programs. nothing to do with Central
Gouncihave hathe fow ol 3 waek n s Powevar 15 pprosimately a 45% [This IS NOT reasonabl. Coiral Goast Gouncl 2 most poor soo sconomic area (v 2 ge
i i v, Counch ar ot goin o provid ay nw senios o profcts, inatt ey s roucing all_|ereas o 1 ity of e mnér Gt o Gl lamount of pensioners) with many peole losing thei jobs duo to Covid and barely surviving. Those [ have no idea are exhibied ! local hard copy
127|Debbie __|Ryan 1 do not support any rate rise by the Central g are totally responsible for their own fiscal non essential services. Nothing is being maintained. other than bins being empliod. hat have jobs haven't had decent pay rises (above 1 to 2%) for years. paper any longer that would this nows Again, | havent seen this document
Dear IPART
twould seem that central coast residents are being hald to ransom i regards to the proposed 429% increase for ratepayers in the old Gosford Gity region. Ratepayers inthe former Wyong Council region are
liely o pay 10% less than their current rate levy.
tseems council atention the OC region fcant number of reirees, retirement homes and aged caro faciltes. A large number of CG serior ciizens are
o gely cannol aford such a
This d impost s purely a result of gross CCC for which being held responsible.
1 Government must approving CCC'c audited accounts during the period of forced
128 Serem Linton-Mann
|Arate ise amidst obvious budgetary mis- management i simply UNREASONABLE!!
Getto the cause of the Cenlral s0as
Withouta how & found themselves , itwould be 'NEGLIGENT to te ise. Due diigence s required before [Due diligence has not justied a diferent revenue path look tnedogroo of potetal et ising . is astoundingt Wiha rteris ange.. of between 1010.42%..approximatey Surely th alo_[ooabish a vl o Gooawil L. belor requesig e ncome i the residans i aerise
129|Dean onis oy stoise s e s budget beor any now incroase inrates as a paying council residents d e d justifcaton. s s resident .. am ot aware or has the P& R available to me!? ___|This should be mailed and  resident i the Central firsty,
IWy e fm not opposed o @ igher than norma rals e {0 ncrease the councis income, e proposed increase 1 a very he standard. 1 hat for many, such a ise would
130] o ven der oo _|add otk areadyncresting ot ofIving i ey ing ames.
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I do not There is ram to be implemented in 2021. This will see southern areas of the old Gosford Council have a rate increase of
approxmately 26% occu. The D\d orhor rea, Wyong Shire il 60 3 20%+ rtefeducion ocout

This being the case, the increase 1o the old Gosford ratepayer will not be 15%, but rather 42%, an untenable amount in my opinion.

The administrator has continued to offer a blinkered position that itis a 0%, 10% or 15% rate increase being considered, It was never going to be a 0%, as harmonisation ensures there will be substantial
change this year. Itis only now many ratepayers are beginning to understand the full effect of change that i to occur.

Please consider the fact tis not 15% to be applied. The impact in southern regions will be 42% on average. Will anyone have taken OVID? I for

|Councir's submission has obf

unemployed since APRIL 2020 and have had o Job Keeper or Job Seeker allowances given in that time; | have been forced to live on savings. How many others would fitin this category, or similar. A 42%

d the real outcome. not been informed of the full effect of
their submission, being a rate harmonisation change as well as the 15% increase (up to approx. 42% increase.

The 15% has been ringfenced from rate harmonisation. Council has turned away from any questioning on this matter, stating the harmonisation has no part to|

Under COVID-19 employment and subsidisation, a 42% increase is in no way reasonable. It may

| agree the variation detail has been promoted, but as stated above, they obscure the
ted.

Council has promoted savings initatives and has recently advised a slightly better fiscal position.
it may be better to grant the rate variation, but to direct the halving of harmonisation and the conclusion of
that

131|Graham [Jones increase would make me destitue. in tota). play i this process. introduce further hardship on many ratepayers. real variation to be effect ay. three years.
Last year we recieved an increase of $548 per year
on our rates due to
the valuer general
[Now the council s expecting us to pay a further substantial increase which is due to the inabilty of our councilto run efficiently or pay any attention to their auditors advice.
[According to The Pelican Post newspaper on 12/1/21 page 34 an amount of $388M is in investment funds. This ratepayers money should be spent on the ratepayers needs before any rate increase.
Jon and Therefore we vote for no increase in rates because hardship will be caused and the council doesn't seem to be able to manage money efficiently as has been shown previously
132|Gloria Saley
1 do not support the special variation. The council is highly inefficient. Giving more funds via the SV induces them to not to try to , espe too high.
There has been poor amalgamation management, with costs increasing not reducing. The council continues to operate as separate Gosford and Wyong entities. Staff answer some questions with | only deal
with Gosford maters, | no nothing about Wyong®
‘Savings from amalgamation not realised such as reduction WHERE IS THE ISATION PLAN and a review process for the
community to ensure savings will arise. Council increasing staff numbers by over vty positions when Ihey were meant o with isa financial
[Many recent capital projects are not essential and wasteful, such s the new $50 million administrative IT system & regional library/meeting rooms building in Gosford
There has been no adequate explanation of why development, water authority, and government specific grants (resticted funds') were used for unauthorised purposes, just bland statements that "ratepayers
benefited" from the spending. A detailed measurable plan of how the councilwill ensure that the financial mess will not reoccur is required. This is not the first time Gosford based managers have got the the impact of the increases is not reasonable especially in a region with a large number of retirees
ratepayers in a mess - remember the GFC investments of the former Gosford Council and denials there was any loss., which proved manifestly false /and low income earners.
— Per the council it the ncrease for my property is
before | could support a rate rise above the cap | suggest Council needs to clearly outline in detail not platitudes, what they willdo to fix the mess and put policiesiprocedures in place to “2021  $1502
ensure council can in future live within its means. This includes: 2022 $2020. (Harmonisation impact) an increase of $429
52041 (peg increase ) Atotal impact of $449
“Benefitrealisation plans, ongoing reviews of progress with independent oversight and assessment after the project completes to ensure delivery. | The Central Coast community through a petition to state parliament have clearly shown their opposition to the $2318 (15% increase ) Atotal impact of $726.
Ispecial increase. The council survey did unti recently not cover the option of no special increase and loaded There has been no cost containment or productivity improvements achieved, in fact the reverse has
“Meaintaining a budget with regular review to ensure at least annual break even outcomes plus controls of staff numbers based on positions not the background in the survey to the increase. The council small phone survey was similarly biased and who Ifthe SV is granted my general rate increase is 45.6% relative the the prior year and is absolutely occurred more waste and mismanagement. (Refer my initial comments.)
p rveyed was The council have not communicated this effectively. The central coast has a very wide range of property values and separated communities. Havingan  |unjustfiable.
“Four year rolling budgeting which allows for ongoing costs and new projects coming on line that have ongoing funding requirements such as new regionallibrary. (All new projects should have a financial average for the whole area is meaningless, instead there should have been a range of impacts for each suburb. |Council has not outined what fut will detail for There.
impact statement similar to NSW Government requirements including details of material assumptions on which the project is based such as increased revenue projections or costs savings form staff |Council has resourcing alternatives through: | There will be a lot of us in this situation many of whom are on fixed incomes such as pensioners and i no lst of asset sales or plans for rationalise services only platitudes
reductions. )  the sale of surplus assets (e.g. Gosford Council chambers and relocate administration staff to Depots and | This is complicated by the move to a single rating methodology across the former Gosford and Wyong area, which has resulted in much larger increases for |self funded retirees
[Wyong Chambers (Gosford than Wyong. This is further complicated by the new VG values applying for the first time in 2020721 Council have engaged staff where there was no money available and have accessed restricted funds to
“Where state government grants are offered to council,a clear outine of who will be responsible for ongoing maintenance and what existing capital projects need to be stopped to meet the council contribution  |* reviewing the salary levels closer to those in the onal castcommunityratver thn i Sydney cover their tracks. As someone who has been responsible for financial management of special deposit
requirements before any funds are accept achieving amalgamation savings s promised by the (Confusion runs wild in the community. | This was communicated in a glossy sales brochure. Another example of waste for by [fund monies valued in the hundreds of millions, | am disgusted. Uni systems and staff with integity are in
 reversing the creation of an additional 300 staff pusmuns in2020 la wasteful council place there can be no assurance it will not happen again. Giving a SV will not induce council to take action
|As a final plea please do not support the restoration of the existing councilors as they are ultimately to blame for the financial mess, as they did not undertake appropriate governance of council. Having to get  |* reducing capital projects that provide minimal direct benefitto the community The process should have been a maximum increase and a maximum decrease in rates with the full impact being phased in over 3 years. This was the to improve financial management
|Anonymous Ioan from the state to pay staff wages and not being unable to repay restricted funds that were misapplied., is akin to trading while insolvent. - introducing a better targeted user pays philosphy process used in the past for works rif retes between industries | The council did not have any commur they had been sacked
Al NSW councils have implemented IP&R. The special d IPART'S
Jare based on that councils will in a discussion about the funding
required to deliver community priorities through the IP&R process.”
| This application process has not been completed in guidance with the guidelines for completing an application
toincrease rates.
The council has not provided an opportunity for discussion. We ply sent a letter
putting us on notice for said rate increases.
[ There has been no adequate opportunity for local residents to speak o this proposed rent increase and nor | imagine that since the councilitself has stated that they
There has yet to be an offcial inquiry and assessment of where these millions of dollars of local rate payers money has gone. Ihas there been appropriate evidence of where the council debt has been spent, Residents have yet to be “do gone” referring that has
itis unjust & unlawful to have rate payers cover this deb using a huge is unaffordable to including mine. As a local business owner | will not be able to afford both my lappropriately informed of a breakdown of costings, expenses and spendings that total councils debt which they o time t a billion dollars, even if
residential and commercial rate increases. Jare attempting rate payers to pay. s been fled out-there are holes where thess missing’ funds have not been
| refuse to pay this rate increase unti a third party has been able to totalling amost half a billion dollars. Before applying to IPART for a special variation to get approval for this increase- they need to be providing | We have yet to see evidence or a breakdown of spendings that the council has accrued as a large scale debt. | This prescribed rate increase places an unfair and unjust increase that is not affordable to my lappropriately tracked and accounted for. Untilthese funds are accounted for, it is
134|Leanna vcneil INo one has been held accountable- and | am putting the council on notice - | will not be paying their debt unless they want to pay the debt I've accrued over the ratepayers with for discussion We are not yet able to approve a rate rise for we have yet to see proof of the spending that has occurred by council on behalf of ratepayers. household. Itis not a i pt this rates. unjust and unlawfulto attempt to have the rate payers pay said debt
[My name is Kathy Payne and i live in the Ceniral Coast suburb of Somersby (part of the old Gosford Council area). | have serious misgivings about the rate fise applied for by the current Central Coast Council
in 2019 our land was valued by the NSW Valuer General at a price that was higher than what we paid for the entire property with house, sheds and fencing 7 years agol Due to the new valuation our base rates
have increased $775 per year from 2020 to 2021. Using the CCCouncil online rate calculator (15%) our new rates will increase by a further $1200 or $23 per week. This $2000 increase in 2 years is an
unacceptable rise. Our home has no access to town water connection, no sewer service and no curb and guttering or stormwater services. | feel the rise in rates is unfair and will have an adverse effect on
people like me and my family who cannot afford them. Please consider this when making your decision to support a price rise from an inept and mismanaged Council, who has lost the confidence of the local
population.
Regards,
135 Kathy Payne
Dear Madams and Sirs
I believe the Council's request for a special variation should not be granted this year and not be granted ur
i foct havo been presened ety th crent tte o fnances (rumbers sl soem i koop changmg 7 restructuring plans (mcmmng g indepondent reviou?), where ings et urong since dgamaton.
why not enough synergies were realised, how the risks will be managed
* significant progress towards a balanced budget on the expenses side can be shown (eg i sovings ovr e et 1224 montre 08 pmven track record for improvement that instils confidence) and
better custodianship (by the Council and its has - even under the current leadership, rojects (eg Gosford library) or expense decisions (eg
material payout to the terminated CEO) are progressing withou it seems sufficient iscussion,consulaton ana regard to o e g being pvesenled otherwise.
* the petition to the NSW Parliament, signed by a significant number of Central Coast residents, has been heard and a potential investigation, as requested by the electorate, has been conducted
We all want sound local service delivery from Council, with quality and efficiency, that is ready for the future, and | believe it is important frst to reestablish confidence in the leadership and its plans, before:
releasing further taxpayer | rate payer funds. INo proven track record. Since amalgamation (when synergies should be expected), Council hired more
employees and increased expenses materially. Current leadership has also not established a proven track
1 thank you for your consideration of these points. INo compelling track record on savings, neither against amalgamation synergies nor new restructuring plans. | Numbers seem to keep changing on the council's situation, as new facts are uncovered. Also, and impacts record for the Central Coast, and leadership may or may not change again in Q3 this year (Sep/Oct). The
| This should be demonstrated first (over the next 12-24 months), before a special variation on revenue is fromrate harmonisation (between the former Gosford and Wyong councils) and the special variation impact on rate payers in the iferent e hoe boen SV request should be put on hold until a track record has been proven and leadership be firmed up (at
436|Anonymous _|Anonymous lgranteq limited and seems not very clear. east for the next 12-24 months)
PART needs 1o clearly understand that the CCC SRV is purely and simply because they mismanaged rate payers money. Looking through other council SRV they are almost all for new projects, or (o make
things better. CCC submission is to fx their own mistakes by gouging people who have already paid for what should have been done, and should not have to pay again.
its like if CCC were car service centre, you'd take your car for a set service. Go pickit up and pay. Sometime later they'd contact you and say "hey look, we know you booked and paid for that service, but we
didn't do all the things we were supposed to. We did do some nice other work on your car, to the value you paid, but now you need to bring it back and we'll do what we should have done the first time, oh and
137|Darren Rickett |we're going to bill you fr it again®
[CCC want more money to fill the huge hole they themselves have dug, by gouging the rate payers for more money after we have already paid. Theyre not looking to build some new facility, or to make existing
resources better, but to fix their own mistakes that they made “unlawfully”. IPART MUST say NO to this. IPART needs to tel the State Government that they are vicariously liable for the actions and omissions
of their servant and as such need to face up to their own failures, take responsvity and pay e monoy rt CCC and the Gov want the rate payers to pay. There must be NO approval to rate rises, i any form
beyond "peg", unless and until s in place legislation and any other that this same or similar situations can never happen again, AND there is an
absolute guarantee by the State Gov that IF the proposed rate rise fals to meet the claimed outcome: meywm NOT pursue anothr, and wil make good any shortl.
[Further, IPART needs that CCC by claiming the rate rise is 15%, and "average" is $3.20/week, when in fact for very many it will be more like 45% and
58.90/week ie SIGNIFICANTLY different to what s claimed.
[When | questioned the true impact with CCC, an email variables in this process is extremely difficut and there was a very tight timeline to
odge the request with IPART." So ather than tling IPART th truth, they macis up what n one circumsiance MIGHT scem vaguely reasonable, butn fact was HIDING a very SIGNIFICANT impact for many
138|Darren Rickett many ralepa s
any rise to cover lostby pidity of the council, and all peopl The council at Tose their payouts ,and be charged the same as any other CEO and
130]Anonymous _|Anonymous _|directors sent o prison.The same as HIH recirs | The money already being payed to the council is enough to carry on with all the requirement of the rate payers|the community is aware of the need and why to cover the miss management of the council and no it should not happen noit should not happen ldocuments can be supplied to support itis real or not |ame as above, do not believe that we should have to pay extra for
| do not believe the SRV is necessary. Whilst the financial accounts show a loss, this loss is only a result of a
large amount of depreciation. If the depreciation is omitted, the councilis profitable.
INSW Accounting guidelines for Local Government clearly states that depreciation shall not be used as a
mechanism to justify an increase in rates. This is exactly what the council are doing. Permitting the SRV on the
lgrounds of financial deficit, due to depreciation would be in breach of NSW goverment guidelines. As such,
IPART would be complicit i this breach
Technicalities side, 1also do ot o them. The domestic
waste charge generates $15m in surplus per yea, withthe surplus going it restricted funds. The domestic
waste management service is outsourced on a fixed price contract. Both the annual surplus and the restricted
funds are unnecessary and can be legally accessed under the LGA. However, the council have refused o~ [Whilst there has been consultation about the SRV, there has been f transp: the impact with rates
lengage with this idea. | The accounts for the last financial year have not been finalised soit s not possible to
The council misled on the %' impact due to this omission. The Dollar figure has also proven to be incorrect impact with rates is completel, for residents to mest  [evaluate the financial situation properly. The council has explained this well, although | do not agree with their strategy
| This criterion has not been met
140|Stephen __|sizer 1 do not support the SRV. Not only do I feel itis punitive on a community that doesn't have capacity to pay it | do not believe tis necessary s th hasn't considered all the options open to them |As such, | do not feel o criterion has been met [ This criterion has not been met [ This criterion has not been met This criterion has been met
[We would like to put our objections forward towards the extreme rate rises the above councilis proposed. The main reason being, as pensioners, its going to make Iie very hard._Already we have had to
cancel our private health due to higher costs,of living happening now, 50 we will Have to find other necessities to get rid of now.. Also we don't think it fair that the rate payers have to fund the incompetence of
frepoor management of councillors. The Central Cuast is beginning to look disgusting due to the lack of upkeep of areas such as median strips, council walkways, lack of curb and guttering and poor
gs such as Terrigal that will be washed away in firstlong rides. So to threaten removal.of services is a joke as these are
aiready lacking o got behind n our morigage, or ot paying bls, we would be chased and made to pay. So we would all 5o like answers as to why this wasn't picked up.and how was it llowed to get o the
large amount. Also assurances and measures taken so it doesn't happen again. Those be charged and D this money. It has been stated that we are sharenolders of the
141|Anonymous _|Anonymous _|Council, i so, where are our dividends to the last 30 plus years we've been paying rates We don' feel itis fair that this extreme rate rise goes ahead. It will make our cost of living impossible. Definitely not reasonable
itis totally ununacceptable to expect ratepayers to pay for the Central Coast Councif's mishandiing of ts finances. Neither can the councillors be held totally responsible for the bad decisions made. The real
power and decision moking e with re managermen,uho egard o councilrs as unquaifd isances,refusing e sggestons repestedy
[Many did not support the amalgamation of Gosford and Wyong, particularly when Wyong Council were i the blact
142/ ANDREW __|NICHOLAS | Money is cheap to borrow at this time, rather than fleecing the over burdened, covid affected and ralepa s Borrow the money There is no ned for a rate rise. We do not need to be burdened weith local No raise in rates is acceptable
[A rate peg of 2% ok 50 how is our councils intention 1o raise rates on Central Coast o significantly and all as a
result of mismanagement ok?? Its not right .. nor is it fair. For this vast increase we residents will not benefit
with improvements just clear a debt that we ARE NOT RESPONSIBLE for!
Fairs fair and this is not fair.
Ift were the operation of a public company then those who mismanaged would be responsible and liable.
|Seems in council those responsible can wipe their hands and ask for recoupment from rate payers. A BIG NO /ages as a nurse went up by 0.3% yet it is ok 1o be hit with a rate rise that s simply too much  |Council will provide this information so that it clears the "Slate* and does the job to fix
143|Anonymous _|Anonymous | Council WAV Evidence of mis management. ask the administrator? He has all his information. |and not justified to benefit the ratepayers 2 problem that T RESPONSIBLE for Will to see how this s explained??? And justified without
[The council area badly needs extra funds to support the needs of the community. One only has to walk around
the district and Poor roads and poor is not
I fully agree with a rate fise. It should be 100% s the district can at least start looking more like Port Macquarie than a third world count lenough finances to gt gt seme repars doneproperty the firstime the same patch up 0b get patched up
My son has a 2 bedroom unit in 10-unit complex at Port Macquarie, | live in a 3 bedroom unit i a 8-unit complexin Gosford. His rates are exactly twice my rates. The comparison says it al lover and over agai
144|Anonymous _|Anonymous
Hello,
1 am writing to support the 16% rate variation for the central coast
| acknowledge that any increase in people’s bills isnit an easy thing to accept, however | believe that f this rise doesn't happen now, it will have to happen in the near future in order to address the practical
infrastructure and socio/cultural needs of the 3rd largest LGA in NSW.
Income for council has not kept pace with the regions growth and | believe the services provided are already inadequate for our population needs
[Councilis already purging staff and services at a time when the community of the coast needs council services more than ever. We are considered greater Sydney. We have a massive population over a huge
sccgrapticars, yt our commrityaulock s sl Teonal Liraries,spcialssoce,cidcarecoirs ol are very bi asneceseay s o prastca reurments of rosd matnance, e 1o he
continued economic and cultural growth of our region. We can'tafford to not get the rates rise! To not get it would reduce the central coast to a malaise that would see social issues get larger and larger and
condemn the central coast to a stagnation it may never recover from.
While nitially a financial hit to households, | support the 15% increase, as to not do 5o robs the region of any future. | implore you to do the same.
145|Darryl Kane Thank you | m. it sure of any atter that could make the necessary impact Iit's an unpopular position, because people are looking with only short term vision. Council has been clear on its position and the impacts of these decisions.
[This incompetent Central Coast Council brought all of this debt on itself and expects we ratepayers to
|contribute to fixing this utterly disgusting debt in which we had no doing at all. | firmly believe it s time for a full
lon overhaul of Councils right across NSW by letting the respective CEO of Council and his or her senior
lexecutive managers to manage their organisation and report direct to the Minister for Local Government. In the|
lcase of the Central Coast Council it patently clear in my view that the appointment of a Mayor and a
callection of Councillors has with the effcient and EO and
Jsher senior managementfeam. I the case of GCC, irmly beleve the ime has arived 1ol the managers If Council rates are raised ratepayers wil be seriously disadvantaged especially retirees on
ranag axd s to formaly abandon e employment of o Mayor and a cllecon o Caunclers. A policy et lsuperannuated pensions and also ratepayers on the government pension. | understand interest o |The Council IPART request by the Council should be rejected. | o
nin the Council It defies logic in my view to hav |savings of ratepayers is now down to around point 01 % and itis mooted these savings will be  [load us ratepayers with increased debt as, contrary to claims by
he serious financial mess Cental Coast Councis i has noting o do withihe ratepayers who are i ealty ust customers o tis Councll and ot Shareholders as rallyclamed by the lamporary CEO a M |overiy of th present siruciure which 1 the case of Gosford Gouncil has serously contribed fo the matsve 1 unerand more than 20000 felow ratepayers on the Central Coast expressed their angst to proposals put up by Mr Perssons and his advisors to the NSW affected with no interest increase to occur within the next 3 years. As well ratepayers raising ratepayers are not "shareholders" of this pathetic gosford Council but rather
[Perssons and which title he orally classed we ratepayers with that ttle! deot now garin at us atspayers i sourat and unprofesional i my iew of ng experiene n government children will also be affected by increased rates given man , school fees and so on it
146|Anonymous _|Anonymous “Thank you |and many have been out of work with the so called Corona virus et al. on this aspect as | have in Council




ast Name

General comments regarding council’s proposed SV.
public monies and should
Steps needed before any consideration i given 0. ate rise:

for their

1. Implement policies that must be auditable to prevent this happening again and I ive powers to overspend (or borrow) without going to the rate payers for approval.
2. Set the cilture within the council of serving the community and not treating them with disdain.
by selling off . review staff contracts, review efficiency of each department, reduce services if needed. As a rate payer | would prefer a reduction in

councl serices raer ha hveto pay more o ovarcome debt. This shoud b6 managed by a ot disclalinary team which musthave signifoen i peyer membersip (notJust counclles),
/4. Give rate payers more say (and rights) in running the council other than through councillors. The current situation has come about as a result of no rate payers knowing anything. Make the council more open
and accounts more visiible.

Democracyis afoser in ths process. With no coumcillors the decision o alter ratesis being managed by one ter of government (stae) fo another ter (loca) and as a voter we really have no choice butfo.go~|The current claim is to recover debt and Until Gourcil Rate payers should NOT have to pay off Councils debt dus to mismanagement, The Council should
Anonymous _|with please hear i the abiity ge i finances no increases torates shouid be permitted. I pockets. people are aware. Council has done a very poor job of explaining the situation and the need to repay the rate payers _|work teir way back king for increased rates. N have been Not fhing. As far as | know i's all about reducing dabt brought
1 6o NOT believe  10% or 15% SV is in anyway at il reasonable when The Reserve Bank forecasts|
proposed SV as the bo asked to pay fo the total incompetence of the CCG and it financial mismanagement. the CPY tobe <2% 1!
Ther s no istory of responsibl fscal management by councl o ratepayers shoul not b askee t hand over more money il the counci can demonsrateteir abilly o baance a bucge. Rate payers should NOT be expected to pay off the COC debt caused by ts own financial
The Reserve Bank has forecast a <2% CP (which i in keeping with the IPART rate peg of 2% for 2021-2022), given the year we've had with CoVid how dare council consider such an oulrageous ncrease in mismanagement.
rtes o pay for i oun ncampotonce. The Council naeds to work their way out of debt without a handout from the ratepayer.
1 do ot them ofthei rights to submit their objections to iPART most of the nformation to me has come through smal ocal action groups | do ot trust council and how it will manage any IPART approved rate rise.
o ncabook Throhas beer 1 opportuiy o have e o awar f fo geningcomtyconotatan. Oy 5 rtht sk on I el vy 2013 when IPART approved the then Wyong Council6.9% SRV our rales ncreased by
(One man, Council administrator Dick Persson seems to have ailthe say and allthe conirol. Who says his solution is the bestl! The administrator's solution seams to have been a knee jork response, the The community has been TOLD by Mr Persson what s to happen with a smallinsert i thei rate nofices. There has been NO CONSULTATION wihthe  [32.72%.
ounc st of s it o ipayerocoer o dtanig ot T coun e o i s vyt Gt i cuenug and o 2% 1 og and sl f rncossay ssos RATEPAYERS. IfiPART itneeds tostate be applied the
(such as the giant the funds income in the form of rates). The council needs to ncrease effiiency and become Ratepayers have had to be very proactive in sesking information shire
s ansentand comeay scoomil. Until CCC can abilty o norate bo | believe there s sil a igrificant the CC population the impact of the rate rise and most importanty their rights ~[However | strongly recommend that IPART DO NOT APPROVE any SRV above the Rate peg of
iPART Please do NOT approve this SV rmitted. to make a submission to PART. 2%. | or even been
frerymous _|CCC must s emonsit s shiy o blanco o bodgsand responsy manag ot pyer monoy boor any enses even o b considre Essential services only with any new projects put on hold. cCC needs abilty to manage public money before i gets any more. oxhibited. Again. of
We were told that the CCC rate increase would be 15% which was bad enough, given that he ratepayers of the CCC were not esponsible for the horrendous financial mess the Councillors Teftus with butin
thelocal paper we now read that or atepayers in th old Gosford Council region, he increase will be more like 42%. Thatis toally outrageous - nearly half again as much s we are currentl paying. For that
Ironoywo goriin o do o have curbed andgutred o, wodo o havo foads il ro smoothand oo on - o v e kst consianly rk p whonover . Wo
v, beaches th and pathways on to them that are faling apart. Over the years that | have lived on the Perinsuia i the Gosford Council | have no received anything from Council o shaw exacly what | would have to pay f the increaso in ou rates goes through. Instead, thelocal paper has the
Lecion. i has beceme increasngly apparent et wo a6 h vl as ar o Council r concerne nd espacialy 20 o forced o be partof Shire Area. Ido ratopayers in the Gosford rogion paying 42% more (not 15% which s bad enough). Are they right? Whero are we as ratepayers supposed fo get that money
ot understand why these CC Councilors are not up on charges of fraud and mismanagement offunds - they quite happiy grant themselves a pay increase - but carit bother tolook at the books properly fo see from. A itis we get nothing from Council. They spend most ofthe timo - they ot spend it on [As a ratepayer in the old Gosford region, the proposed 42% increase to our rates is neither
iftheir spending can be covered by available funds. These Councilrs should never be allowed to get back into power again and | would like fo see if they could be held personaly responsible or paying back o and guteing,on maintaiing cur foads or Genera nffasiuctrs. They spend orageoue amocets of money on waterront parks i Gosfod that will ok reasarable nor o  bleve it an b jusified. How are peaple, aged,perioners, thoss fha have
som of e money ey alwid to b misaporcpriaed. They ar ol at utan shoud be mado 0 b responsie at v for i acians. Porhapsconfscao o semeof of propory woul 9o some g fw poople isiing e an ey wil o bothr fomainian e area proerly s wl. Witinafow monihs o e park opein, herowilbobrfen o ot obs . supposed nearlya 50% they
14| nonymous _|Anonymous _|way to pay back what they have cost us. A fuljudical enguiry should be held and laid ate fixtures and just ke Ettalong Beach whero they can't bother to maintain th airoadly have to pay.
150]Ming Huang Say Notrise
[As a resident on the ceniral coast who hias resided on the central coastfor over 30 years I eel
lutraged that we are now being asked to pay for the mismanagement of funds by the now outed
council
|As a resident on the central coast who has resided on the ceniral coast for over 30 years | eel outraged that we are now being asked o pay or the mismanagement f funds by the now outed counci. iicat I know I speak for many tatsucha
Prease do not grant there application o incroase rates. | know | speak for many who feel that such a rate rise would impose great hardship on themselves & thero familics. rate riso would impose great hardship on themsalves & there famies.
151 Golts thank you thank you
This Goundi have I Just being greedy, and causing gref forrale payers, bacause of her napproprials Use of Goundi Funds, and be stopped from raising coundi ralss (o cover helr own miss use of rae
[Anonymous
We pay far to much fo very il i return Just garbage and water and sever.
[Anonymous _|We get very e for what we pay now and even less if you raise the rates Fines should enforced many offences by residents They can't hande many
Being a resident of M o otaly rate increase. Council own mismanagement caused tis situation.
Why shold the Taxpayers of the Cental this trala Let them trade out of this situation via
1. Reducing Council Head Count
2. Reducing Councilor wages and Perks
3. Selling excess Council Assats.
154 sTam . Sell and lease back the Council Ofces
My husband has been made redundant from s job 1772721, As he s aged 59, he s inding It exremely afficull & aven gt an interview Iet aione a job. He has been (od s experience and education s of
el alor b sy o s acasr... . W rsnow an a i f$70per wek ot andcamot o ary croasinanyfouroporss. Ou elh nanc s g row ich wa
oo very scared ofosing. Please do not makotis any harder for us. 1am unable o vork place nry2 g my pre injury pay - 80% of that which wasn't
155 Edwards btors. Poopte are doing i ough eind atho cosed doos thl you nave o dos about uloss e iead i you
have sy 3on an mal b car S¥oss ancugh how i e b 1o poralse s payer. o o nompetene o GO I of . ncung mysal, a7 pereinars wha cam et oo
substantial rate rise being suggested. Why should we.
Aiso I believe all suspended councillors should be sacked & lets start a fresh with Government helping us out financialy.
156 Browne __[Tis whole situation is ot the rate payers fault or responsibilty to fix
Rate ot be forced to pay for We are all suffering greatly s a resultof Covid and this ate rise will break many familes
1 had even the siightest hope that this rate ncrease wouid help to fxthe regions third world nfrastruciure, | would support it However, 1o it trus th directors orleadership that are making vital decisions.
i also grossly unfair that the south of the region will b it with such massive . is barely impacted. y jority of fuur to favour the north ofthe
region, leaving the south to siowly crumble!
ARy oo 042 500m st o oad ot s st sido 0, s o mln o t prviesasige st ot Sarsogaand avitoun Workron e, oo
and six years later i's a worse mess than when it was started
The PAMP that COC produced (put together by a consuitant)did't even mention our region (Saratoga Davistown). We were left out of th sirategy!
Our drains are left open and tis creates a mosquito infestation ever summer, so bad that our kids can'tplay outside in the daytime.
The Gosford swimming pool is so decrepit, od and dirty | won't take my kids there. Hand it to a private operator o build a world cass facilty with siides otc that makes the most o the facilty being located in a
|world class location on the foreshore of Brisbane Waters.
| have lived i ing countries 09
Itis notjust a case of changing the the Gouncillors.. the Director's oles need seriously reviewing too. They have had the greatest role n the decisions that have led o tis catastrophe.
Tho area is simply t0o large to be run by a single Council. Many of the merged councils are struggling
GCG requires NSW government supportto help redress this mess they created by forced amalgamation. It does take a genius to realise that merging a Councils doesrit save money. The number of people
that require services doesn't change, the km of roads and drains requiring repair doesn't change, the number offacilles that noed to be managed remains the same. You may save a couple of directors.
salarios, but this cortainly does balance the cost of the actual merger, the Impact on staf and the need to manage all ofthese things over a much greater area
[What an almighty mess!
157 [Anonymous
TSupport the councils 15% Rale ise. I you wan! good services, you have o pay for . Also without a rate ise,  believe many more jobs could be lost al counci, 5o 1 am happy 1o pay a il more of il means
pronmous i
[We have fived on the Cenral Coast since 1976.
For the bulk of hose years we have put up wilh some of the worst roads in Australia and tisis no exaggeration, o make maters worse we have no kerb and gutering, no oolpahs and no sewer conneciion
but yet we are required 0 pay appry$4.000 in rates per year. Why?
|We have continued to watch a delerioraton i services whilst the Central Coast Council has squandered milions and millons of dolar held accountable and now we
boing asked to pay more for someone else’s negligence.
\Why?
g e oo
159 Rhoinberger
ive in the OId Gosford Area council boundaries and f e proposed rate Fikes of over 2% go ahead as planned, with the Inside word being it wil actually amount to nearly 42% rate ke, our family wil be
riven out of the home in which we have resided for the past 29 yrs.
My husband is a medically retired teacher who i too young to access his super or age pension and thus is reliant on my meagre income from my superannuation o sustain us both. Since the government has
wice raised the age of eligibityfor me to receive the pension from 60 o 64 and now o 67, | am now forced to stretch my limited super (40% lower than most men of my age group) for 4 more years before |
can access the pension. We are aiready iving on less than § 50,000 per annum for the 2 of us and this rate hike willrive us even further ino poverty, esp with recent ncreases in food prices due fo the
drought and pandemic.
This ral increase is for 10 of 1000s who will r homes and away from our familie i it goes through. Surely the local government Arate ise of 42% for Ol Gosford region would rive us out of our home of 29 yrs. We are 2 people
can et the peiod over which the oans' o st oney’ can ba repaid fom 7 3rs t0 18-20 1 sincs it was ot our Taulthat cur Incompetent and possible riminl counci creaed tis situatio, ssp wih in the 56.63 yr age range who e both lready dependent on my single superannuation - less than
interestrates a histori lows. 852000 et seeum - 3 bl qualty o 1 prkon o many e yars. Such  plrned
e urg proposal and {0 ethink ways of epaying the money and sacifcing we residents. rato i 2% would be an burden on our fe
iy Suppressed oy the urentpandomic and ncreased os offoad and ol and ol 60
160 Mackey Moira Mackey us to have to sell our home and move away from our family.
| cannot afford the 40 plus percent rates increase i the Gosord area. We have Just g Govin. Thow Poct s o afford tis?
We should not be punished for incompetence, mismanagemen, greed and fraud by the previous Council members and staf
Nothing is . excopt 10 52y tand The impactis a wipe out for us, you are asking for an exira S900.a year. How do we fund this on job They were hidden on Ceniral Coast Councilwebsite, ot easyto find, was ths
161 Border Please do NOT improve tis ncrease. iissing, we do no know why th reserve funs were used We are not aware, there has been no Police, fraud or ICAC investigation keeper? deliberate provement have been isted
[Cut the pay of cental coast counselors. A 45% offective increase s tofally unacceptabe.
T couni s boenciminalynegectul o sy of care. s wasied monoy, knowing tat o wero n deb and atempied 1 borrow out of (Cut back administration numbers. This has again been clandestinely introduced with udged numbers and doctored praganda et KPs with penalty clauses.
T end s at wo,on h il Coast e expecied o pay th ighes rats o, al bt the council it d (Cut back or eliminate all urnecessary costs. We were advised of the debtfar too late o designed to confuse and LIE to the ratepayers. Mako this document plain English. et Targets and specific tmaframes.
this mess, The be et scsckntabio e o e Stop employing consultants and contractors, if the council does not have the know how t do the job, remove [t was hidden from the raepayers, those who pay the wagers of the councl. Ifthe ratepayers have to pay 45% increase, the administration of the COC must suffer a 45% wage |State facts, tate the truth, something that appears very very diffcultforthe CCG o [Moritor and report on a 6 monthiy basis as to the progress and or faiures.
[Anonymous _[Thatis, of course,f thereis anyjutice, famess or honesty eftin them and employ someone who can. Rate rses should be minimal, with the onus being on the councilto perform within the lmits of their budget. redustion swallow No more lies.
1o not support the extraordinary rate iselises proposed by Cound
Furthermore, | would like to know who i responsible for breaking the law in regard toilegal use of funds and what paina are in place to p ponsible partes for thir unbelievable abuse of power
163 johnson ___|and responsibilty thank you
The document has not been clearly provided to the residents. Their has been no
Gentral Coast Council was previously spitin two councils, with the special variation ncrease that has been indication of where the lin of the report is. When affempting to access the
put forward to consume most of the deb from Gosford city council and the projects the counci to bencfit the How was an impact analysis compeled, n essence, how were they ge. reports a 404 error appears so
communit okt benei the gt Wyong counc re ad iy benefih suber nd of e given thatp the central of Who' [The problem we sl
oast, being the Gosford region. This We have received a noificaton from the administrator aboul the rate raise including option a and option b dollar variances, however the document s not [nas defined ‘reasonable’ inthis statement? One person has determined this instead of an open  [ihings are nottransparent, we dor't have the abilly o freey view the informaion, we
o et o1 fommer Wy oo ars sk bonaliing o e amgariedsounc bocaus. (wtenin i i, HR 1 Harret P et ot et el s v it boa oo o o proosed kst bk [ th oy come vough e, Thedecision makar dossrhavean v 1squst o . ich s henmt i pushback ac commen rgarcig the
st of o farmer Wyong courl it hf land sl bon maraind on s s (uch 3. nd onvha s bee e ot sues v o ccd toficand iyrate payers of the |understanding of the demographics of the central coast, they are heavily swayed by their own prior _[way olher residens are expressing thar views o the adminisirator, essentially |Again the council proposed community projects and how they are going to get the funds and budget back
arasses not being mowed in suburbs on counciland, ack of weed management on those lands, roads ral understand r o, scons e 5 qvesormalre s a e Sussionnales o orward s taking into account coast councils ot a major |categorising al residents s being rude and ignorant when we are just waniing up into a positve status only benefits the southern partof the central coast and not inciuding the former
164 Murra o increase. romaining damaged with weeds aiso). rove boonn i ménner 8o cur ey rte payors ar no nving i vices oor city base lie the decision makers previous poss. informaton freely provided and more of cor Wyong
Hi,
Preaso consider my comments in the light of the pending Genral Coast Council application to IPART for a special Rate variation from 2021
The Council has sent us a ltter today re i time to talk about water, sewer, and stormwaer prices.
4o o sl 2acr e kg s 4 M Dan. et o Tansge cur Wl uppy v rks an 1 raparyturcost. Wo sl andie cur o sewerage iaposlanpropey ia
(Councillicence at our cost, and only depend on the Council for weekly mow and mainain the Zorana Close. The storm
[water, as of now, finds s way out to the Tuggerah Lakes natural
I the lght giibie above, why is there not  speca rate reduction for sef suficant and retired rate payers? Please give this your eamest consideration
olingsworth
165 Holingswortn
rato increases are Unacceptable. Local rate-payers should not be expected to fund council financial otallack of oo focused on their own
poltical ideologies to ocus on the greater good. | do not agree to any rate increases or specal levies.
| agree wit SN s 0nse to the application - it lacks strategic and innovative thinking. We o retain ratepayer servi financial restraint
[Anonymous _|in adiiton, identication of continued high (over is Who i auditing the auditor? Not enough consultaton provided This substantial unfair Lack of and in unclear future goals for the commity at farge.
There are now more people working at Central Goast Counclthat earn above 300
There are now more peopl g at Central bove $300 thousand than [inousand than when the Adminisirator ook over the running of Counci even though [ There are now more people working at Gentral Coast Council that earn above $300 thousand than when
There are now more peopl that earn above $300 thousand than when the \when the Adminisirator fook over the running of Council even though the Administrator said that he |the Administrator said tha he had reduced the number from 9 to 5. Therefore at this _[the Admirisirato took over the running of Councl even though the Administrator said that he had reduced
[Administrtor took over the running of Council even though the Administator said that he had reduced the ad reduced the number from 9o 5. Thereforo at this stage peop g [stage o the number from 910’5, g over this amourt,
rumber from 9.0 5. Therefore at this stage thera are more than & people earring over tis amount, Why? lover this amount. Why? Theso are ll exra costs that Why?
These are al extra costs that as rateps 2 them prior o the crisis we | There are now more people working at Ceniral Coast Council hat earn K over the runring of Gouncil | Theee are allextra cost that s ratepayers we cannotaffrd. fwe coultafor them prior o the [them pfor 0 he crsis we canleastafrd hem now. costs that afford. 1 we couldn't aford them prior to the crisis
an least afford them v i v Aresoor st oduced v i form o105, Therd st i hrear o i peca e cvr 45 (ot oo aford e o The Administrator hasn't suffciently educed the spend at Counci but we as Jwe can least afford them norw.
] tnan whon the Administrator ook over e running o Councieve ough e Adminisalor sad that hohad e Admimisvalr hasn uffcienty rducec th spend at Councilbut w asratepayersareexpecid o pay, [amoun The Adminisrator hasnit sufficentl reduced the spend at Councl but we as ratepayers are ratepayers are expected 1 pay, pay and pay somo more Tho Administrator reduced the spend at Council but we s ratepayers are expected to
cducod oo numbor fom 810 &, Tharclos 1 s a129 ther a6 e tha  peaple oo aver s amount. Why? pey o oy somemars o7 out g spard b an s st caln el n cmisrtr It afford them prior o the crisis we canleast afford them now. xpected 0 pay, pay and pay some more for pyensang anasing imselfan Adminsialorwhen b knows el hathe (o, pay and pay some morofor (i autrageous spend by an aging bureacat g il an
it aford them prior o the crsis we can least afford them now. when he at and senor managersaCouncl has gt us|Th Adminretor hast suffiioty educed h spend a Counc bt wo s ralepayers e epecied o pay, payand ay rimself when he knows ful well that d d  senior managers at Council has ot us into this |Administrator when he knows full well that the outrageous spend by bureaucrats and serior managers at
Tho Admiristrator hasn' suffiiently reduced the spend at Council but wo s ratepayers are expected fo pay, pay and pay d by an aging o i i n s sl et PART argoing alow o Conch et ee? IPART [spand by s o bresueah sl el Al ho Kot ot e v soior mamgea st [1omor ranagers s Gounll s g o s anil ot v et s At PART re |l ety nh place A PART e ging sl b Gour o porsase | Counc s ot st il s n e st lacs, A PART regaing alow s Gourl o
ciminsator whon e ks il ol a1 ourageous pond by ureaucrals an o managers aL Counl s g usnio i nancial i o st lac. And PART re gong allow s Couri o ods 0 do i befor any b soecity | |Couni p g o i manls 1 o et s, A AR v g ko 145 Counl o essses s PART o 00 ek o 9o 9 e s Coul 1o e e, PART need 1000 et o ligon blcs pmrning rtos? AT nnts o RT needs to do thei due diigence before approving any increase in rates. Not (o do.
[Anonymous IPART needs to do their any increase inrates. Not to do 5o would be absolutely immoral. immoral. before approving any inrease in rates. Not o do so would be absolutely immoral, Jany increase inrates. Not to do so would be absolutely immoral. Not o do so would bo absoltay mmoral 50 would be absolutely immoral.




ral comments regarding council’s proposed SV.

|As a ratepayer of the Central Coast thank you for considering my submission. Iisagro il n propose spocial varia lication. Please see my below. My general
[feedback is that fthe Central Coast Council is trying to unfairly by:
| resticting in the first public survey p a vt nt contain a“noraterise” option

by combining the there where two different surveys with two different sets of questions

: atermpting o apply pressure on e assessment process by using @ coniractwhich presumed the decision of PART 1o b s rs 6. “The foan were provided on the basis of Council seeking and
receiving a 15% rate variation" (page 14 Special Variation Application Form Part B for 2021 zz;

4. threatening the Central Coast ratepayers with reduced services e. g facilties and as road, footpath and drainage if a rate rise was not agreed to.
The Central Coast Council states funds were ot s nesds referred for investigation and prosecution if required. In addition the NSW Audit Office and the
s o Loca Government fale {0 dotect rrrs n ocal government reporing and and itis towhether there is a increased rates.

A different revenue path for the council's General Fund is ot required s the Central Coast Council should
lobtain funding from:

/A the NSW Government for ts decisions and cost shifing activites including the following

1. reduction in revenue of @ $2.7m in the third quarter 2013-2020 and this has been ongoing since beginning
/of 2020. (Council Minutes 25.5.20: “There has been a decrease in application income (fees for lodgement of

fees p: y
i till required to work for ol ). (Using the reported $2.7m

figure by the end of 2020-2021 Council would have lost $16.2m in fees)
2. establishment of planning panels and ongoing costs
3. funding for emergency infrastructure work where the decision to zone the area was prior to Council
lestablishment e.g. flooding, coastal erosion
4. appointment and costs of Administrator of the Central Coast Council and increased costs associated with
the Administrator's decision making e.g. CEO payout, borrowings
B. Increased Compliance and User Pays
1. Identify and raise funds on developments with no DA or not in accordance with DA.

harge two residental rates were there is more than one dwelling or overlarge house structures on site e.g
lover 2,500 holiday rentals online. This can be obtained by searching online, looking at how many waste bins

0 asoecking of walr usago (advantag o Cenlra\ ‘Coast Council who owns this utiity). This of course.

[would not include pensioners who are not s
3. Charge for use of Council land e g. numerous, it o everyday overflow parking on sides of roads on
(Council fand.
4. Charge business rates (where itis higher than residential rates) for properties whose sole purpose is
lconducting a business i.e. rental holiday market

of Planning Industry & Environment.... Note that Council

|As admitted by the Central Coast Council it did not process
into the rate rise which has made it confusing for rate payers some believing that the impact could be a 42% rate increase. It should be noted that other
|Councir's have provided individual ratepayers with the

of the th

to their individual properties not general figures.

Ifthe impact on affected ratepayers is anywhere near 42% as reported itis not reasonable. In the.

| Attachment F presented by the Councilts opening line s "In determing capacity to pay, .." and then

it goes onto compares. rales charged by councils. This does not show a capacity to [ However

income was $1,256 per
(compared to $1,481 for N and 31 745 for Greater Syaney)" (sourced from the ABS) hows that
there is no capacity to pay. With the low employment rate, impacts of Covid-19 and withdrawal of
liob seeker and job keeper there is most likely going to be less capacity to pay. The bottom line wil
be increased homelessness and suffering on Central Coast residents as some residents would be

forced to sell as they would not be able to afford ths increase.

This criterion cannot be addressed by Council as the proposed need for a rate rise has only come to light

this financial year and no productivity improvements or cost containment strategies have been realised in
ast






