
EV BOARD RESPONSES TO RESOLUTIONS PROPOSED BY SUE INNESS AND CHRIS 
HARTIGAN.  

 

MOTION 1 & 7 were formally withdrawn by SUE INNESS 

MOTIONS 2 TO 6 and 8 to 10 Fall outside the powers of the members of E, and 
any vote in relation to these would not bind the association. They also relate to 
EA so a further discussion will take place on the night of the AGM re these.  

Motion 11: The board does not support this resolution. This stream of 
membership would have difficulty in being able to be measured from a 
performance perspective, and is considered to be impractical in current 
circumstances. EA is also reviewing membership streams already with further 
information available in the New Year which may well cover off this aspect.  

 

Motion 12: The Board does not support this resolution. The definitions appear 
as presented to be too vague.  

 

Motion 13: This resolution is not supported on the grounds of privacy of the 
member’s information.  

 

Motion 14: This resolution is not supported, on the basis that its definition is 
too vague and how do we define “exposure to Equestrian”. On the basis of 
how this has been worded it is not supported.  

 

Motion 15: This motion is not supported. It is considered unworkable to have 
the conditions covered as detailed in the motion.  

 

Motion 16: The Board does not support this resolution; on the basis that how 
would it work for areas such as Interschools. 



 

Motion 17: This motion is not supported. If the accounts already have an 
independent audit and accounting process, and are published why do we need 
to change? Also questions asked by any member in writing would be answered 
now if requested.  

 

Motion 18: This resolution is not supported.  

 

Motion 19: This resolution would be supported by the Board and agrees here.  

 

Motion 20: This resolution would be supported by the Board and agrees here.  

Motion 21: This resolution is not supported by the Board, it encompasses high 
Performance and Sporting Members and this membership stream has not been 
supported earlier.  

 

Motions 22 to 32: fall outside the powers as noted earlier, and a general 
discussion re these will be held.  

 

Additional motion 34 (there was no 33): The Board does not support this 
motion. The motion doesn’t specify any timeframes for lodgement of 
information. 

 

Additional motion 35: This motion is not supported on the grounds the 
previous motion is also not supported and they are linked.  

 



Additional motion 36: This motion is not supported as described. It is felt the 
Board already does this and has the power to terminate a CEO with all legal 
considerations taken into account.  

 

Additional motion 37: This motion is not supported. It is felt the avenues are 
already available for any member to have input as suggested.  

 

Additional motion 38: This motion is not supported. Primarily due to the sub 
clause (iv). We have input into what EA does, but don’t solely control EA. 

 

 

CHRIS HARTIGAN MOTIONS 

 

1. This motion is not supported on the basis that the majority of feedback 
has been that our members are competing on weekends and would 
have less chance attending weekend meeting as opposed to mid-week. 

2. The board supports this motion 
3. The board supports this motion 
4. The board supports this motion and in essence makes comment that 

that is how the financials have been presented.  
5. This motion is supported, subject to agreement from WPNEC Board 

which has been obtained.  
6. This motion is not supported. On the basis the registered organisation 

Friends of Werribee Park, is in no way linked to WPNEC. The “Friends of 
Werribee”, are a group formed from the constitution of WPNEC, and 
don’t require separate registration. The accounts are maintained 
separately and are then consolidated in the reports provided.  

  


