416 Henry Kendall Village
WYOMING   NSW   2250

Ms Julie Johnston
Charities Definition Inquiry
Dept of Treasury
Langton Cres
PARKES   ACT   2600

Re: CHARITIES DEFINITION INQUIRY

We were listening to the religion report concerning charities (ABC Wednesday 21st February).  We are supporters of Technical Aid to the Disabled, a very deserving charity.  In 1990 we became residents of Harbourside Haven, a community retirement village, also a charity.  We were asked to give a freewill gift "of $10,000".  This was supposed to go towards ongoing care - hostel and nursing home.

From the discussion on the ABC, this company, Nelson Bay RSL and Citizens Retirement Villages Limited, fulfils the definition of a charity, as their aim AT THAT TIME, was housing for the frail aged and ex-servicemen OF THE AREA.  Port Stephens council donated $250,000 and the RSL donated $100,000, and the community worked hard to raise money.  Mr Wran handed over prime crown land, with strings attached.  Later one member of the board engineered himself into the position of chairman, and became virtual dictator, with his own nominees on the board.  The popularity of the location, the climate and the reasonable price of the villas (due of course to the free land), attracted so many applicants that there was a waiting list of 300, all paying a deposit.  Mr Greiner was persuaded to donate more prime land for an extension for 50 villas.  The new residents also paid the freewill gift, raised later to $25,000.  Originally the government had stipulated that, when the community was secure financially, there would be discounts for indigent residents, but the supremo said "they can pay like anyone else".  The new residents also paid higher residents' fees, as opposed with the original villagers.  Compared with other villages, the services do no justify the maintenance charges.  The so-called donations have never been put into a trust fund.  If residents died in their villas, or vacated to reside elsewhere, the villa was recycled with another donation.

When the government produced an Act, 1989, the supremo managed to convince the dilatory department that he obeyed everything.  By seeing his yes men were on the executive of the residents' committee, he kept the residents ignorant of their legal rights.  Because of the title of the village, people believed the RSL guaranteed a fair go for residents - in fact the RSL, early on, ceased to be involved in any way.

The village population altered:  they were neither frail or local.   Some were wealthy, and many from other areas of the state, especially when another extension of more upmarket villas were built at Fingal Bay.

The government policy concerning nursing homes, was completely altered.  No preference was given for occupying the local nursing home, so why the compulsory donation?

We ourselves went to Tribunal four times over flagrant breaches of the Act, having got nowhere with the disputes committee in the village.  The Tribunal claimed "no jurisdiction".

We left the village, management kept the donation, and saw we had no recompense for the additions we need to make for these very basic units.

One can now read the recent Tribunal findings in a case involving friends of ours from Fingal Village.  Like us they were a thorn in the side of management.  Management exaggerated an incident in which they were involved, and served an eviction notice on them.  Our friends' victory was resounding (see Newcastle Herald for details).

Does this fit any reasonable definition of a charity?

Yours faithfully,

(Dr) E. R. Dalziel

