MINUTES : ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING : 28 OCTOBER 2@0

SouthPer

ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING

Table of Contents

1. DECLARATION OF OPENING / ANNOUNCEMENT OF VISITORS.......ccccitiiiiiiieee e 5
2. DISCLAIMER ...ttt e e e o4 e bbbttt et e e e e saennr et e e e e e e e e bbb e e e e e e e e e e e e b ree e 5
3. ANNOUNCEMENTS FROM THE PRESIDING MEMBER.......ccccciiiiiiiiiiiiiee e 5
3.1 ActivitieS RePOrt MayOr BEST .........uuiiiiiiiiiiiiiii e e e e e e 5
3.2 Audio Recording of CoUNCIl MEETING ........... e 5
3.3 Statement on Item 10.6.2 Monthly Statement of Fuhml&stments an d Debtors.................... 5...
A, ATTENDANCE ..ottt ittt ereet et e e e oo e e ettt ettt e e e e e s o s e b bbbt teaaaassb bbb et e e e e e e e e e s ansbbbeneeeeaeeeenanns 5
o R Y o To] (o o 1= PSPPSR 6
4.2 APProved Leave Of ADSENCE.........ciiiiie s ettt ettt et ee ettt ittt eeeesaeteeneeeaeaaeeaaeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeees 6
5. DECLARATION OF INTEREST ....iiiiiiiiitiee e immee sttt e e e e e rmmnne e e e e e e s asbbbneeeea e s 6
6. PUBLIC QUESTION TIME .......ciiiiiiiiiieee e iiieiee e e sttt a e e e e e s st e e e e e eeaennseeeeeeeeeaaannsnsnneeneaaeeas 6
6.1 RESPONSE TO PREVIOUS PUBLIC QUESTIONS TAKEN ON N@HE..............cooviiuvvvrirennnnn. 6
6.1.1. Mr Barrie Drake, 2 Scenic Crescent, SOUth Perth...........ccccvvuiiiiiiiiiiei e 6
6.1.2Mr Geoff Defrenne, 24 Kennard Street, KENSINGLON.............uuiiiiiiiiaaaaaae e 6
6.2 PUBLIC QUESTION TIME : 28.10.08......ccccciiiimmmmmuiiiiiieieeee e e ssiiiieeeeee e e e e e s asmnneee e nnnnsenees 7
6.2.1 Mr John Stewart, 7 Keaney Place, Waterford.................ccccoieeee, 7
6.2.2 Mr Barrie Drake, 2 Scenic Crescent, SOUth Perth.........coooviiiiiiii e 7
6.2.3 Mr Geoff Defrenne, 24 Kennard Street, KEnsington...........ccccoeeeeiveieiiieiiiiie e 8
6.2.4 Mr Robert Simper, 32 Sandgate Street, South Perth...........cccccoviiiiiiiiieees 9
6.2.5 Mr Barrie Drake, 2 Scenic Crescent, SOUth Perth.........coovoiiiiiiii e 9
7. CONFIRMATION OF MINUTES / BRIEFINGS........cootm ittt 11
7.1 MINUTES. . ...ttt ettt 24 ettt e e a2 e e e e e e e n sttt et e e e e e eaaaanseeeeaaeeeeeannsssseneeeneeaaessanns 11
7.1.10rdinary Council Meeting Held: 23.9.2008 .....ccceeeiiiiiiiiiiiiiieeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee e 11
7.2 BRIEFINGS ...ttt ettt e e e e e e e e sttt e e e e e e e e e e s s rneaeeeaaasssetaaeeaaaeeeesensnsennees 11
7.2.1Agenda Briefing - September 2008 Ordinary Coultgkting Held: 16.9.08 ..................... 11
7.2.2Concept Forum Major Town Planning Developments ngdtield: 1.10.2008 ................... 11
7.2.3Concept Forum Canning Bridge Railway Study Updad&dH8.10.2008 ..............ccceveveeeeeee. 11
7.2.4Concept Forum Committee for Perth Presentation:H&ldL0.2008 ..............ccceveveeeeeinniinns 11
8. PRESENTATIONS ...ttt st ettt e e ettt et e e e e e e e e bbbt e e e e e s b bbb e et e e e e e e e e e e bbb eeeeeeeas 11
8.1 PETITIONS - A formal process where members of the community present a written request to ..........
LA L= O U PSPPI 11



MINUTES : ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING : 28 OCTOBER 2@0

10.

8.2 PRESENTATIONS QOccasions where Awards/Gifts may be Accepted by Council on behalf of Community....... 12
8.2.1. Presentation from Western Australia Police - Solthst Metropolitan ..........
District Kensington PoliCe ..., 12
8.2.2. Presentation from the South Perth Aboriginal ComitgunGroup ..........
“Moorditch Keila” (Healthy Dolphin) ..o, 12
8.2.3.  Presentation of Certificate of Merit in FinancialaWagement from Minister ...........
(0] g e To= I €10 )Y/ =T g ] 4= o | SRS 12
8.2.4. Presentation of Letter of Thanks and CertificateAppreciation from .............
South Perth Primary SChOOL..............oooicommmmeeevviiiiiiiiii e venennee 12
8.3 DEPUTATIONS - A formal process where members of the community may, with prior permission, ..........
address the Council on Agenda items where they have a direct interest in the Agendaitem. .......c..ccovvevviiiiiiniinnnen, 12
8.4 COUNCIL DELEGATESDelegate’s written reports to be submitted to the Minute Secretary priorto —............
10 October 2008 for inclusion in the COUNCIl AGENAA. ... ..cverueieeeri e eet e e er e e e e e e e e e e er e eeeeas 13
8.4.1. Council Delegate: WALGA South East Metropolitan 2o@4 September 2008........... 13
8.5 CONFERENCE DELEGATE®elegate’s written reports to be submitted to the Minute Secretary ...........
prior to 10 October 2008 for inclusion in the CouNncil AGENA. ........oveereni e e e e 13
METHOD OF DEALING WITH AGENDA BUSINESS ...ttt ieeeeens 13
O O I S I TS EERRR 14
10.0MATTERS REFERRED FROM PREVIOUS COUNCIL MEETINGS.........cccccuiiieiiieeeeeeiie 14
10.0.1  Certificate of Occupancy : Policy P399 “Final Cleace Requirements for ...........
Completed Buildings”(Iltem 10.0.2 referred Council Meeting 27.11.2007)............. 14
10.1GOAL 1: CUSTOMER FOCUS........eutiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiei e sinnnrneeee e 6.1
10.2GOAL 2: COMMUNITY ENRICHMENT......cciiiiiiiitiiiiiiie ettt e e 16
10.2.1 Community Sport and Recreation Facility FundinggPam (CSRFF) - Annual ...........
Grants CONSIAEIALION. ........coooiiii i e 16
10.3GOAL 3: ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT.......cuttiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiee e reeeree e 22
10.3.1 Draft Amendment No. 16 to Town Planning Scheme@NtRatios and Pergolas”........ 22
10.3.2 Proposed Change of Use from Office to Consulting®® - Lot 409 (No. 56) ........
LY SIrEEl, COMO. ...t ittt e et e s e e e e et e et s e e e e eeeeteenaarsa e eeeaeeennnes 25
10.3.3 Application for Informal Preliminary Support for &yosed Mixed Development ..........
Lot 3298 Murray Street, COMO ........ it eeeeeeeeeaaans 29
10.3.4 Proposed Modification to Existing Approved SignEsplanade River Suites” .....
Lot 103 (No 112) Melville Parade, Como (PreviouBlpadwater Pagoda Hotel)......... 38
10.4GOAL 4: INFRASTRUCTURE. ......oiitiiiiiiiie ettt e e e e e e e e e nnnneeeeeesd 42
10.5GOAL 5: ORGANISATIONAL EFFECTIVENESS.......ccoi it ee e 42
10.5.1 Applications for Planning Approval Determined Un@alegated Authority................ 42
10.5.2 Use of the COmMMON SEaAl .........uuiiiiiiiiiiiee e 43
10.5.3  Annual Report 2007/2008 ..........ceoeieiiiiimmmmmiiieie e 44
10.5.4 Claim for Reimbursement of Costs from Mr Barrie ka2 Scenic Crescent, .........
SOULN PEITN ... e e e e e 46
10.5.5 Invitation to Attend Inaugural Meeting of AustraliaCouncil of Local .............
Government (ACLG) iN CaANDEITA. ....ccooiiii i e 49



MINUTES : ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING : 28 OCTOBER 2@0

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

10.6 GOAL 6: FINANCIAL VIABILITY, .. .utitiiiiittit ettt 51
10.6.1 Monthly Financial Management Accounts - SeptemB&82............cccoeeevveeviiiiiiieeneenn. 51
10.6.2 Monthly Statement of Funds, Investments and Delzato89) September 2008 .............. 55
10.6.3  Warrant of Payments LiStING .......ccooiiiiimmimmriiiiiceee e e e 58
10.6.4  Statutory Financial Statements for Quarter endédsept ember 2008 ........................ 59
10.6.5 Budget Review for Quarter Ended 30 September 2008............ccccoivveeeeiiiniiiiiieeen. 62

APPLICATIONS FOR LEAVE OF ABSENCE .......ccoiutimmiiiiee et 66
11.1 Application for Leave Of ADSENCE : CI TIeNT..ceevveeeieeeirieriiieiiiiiiieeeeeeeeeeereeeeeeeeeeeeees 66

MOTIONS OF WHICH PREVIOUS NOTICE HAS BEEN GIVEN ........oooiiiiiiiiiiiicieec e 66

QUESTIONS FROM MEMBERS WITHOUT NOTICE.........commieeieiiiiiiee i 66

13.1RESPONSE TO PREVIOUS QUESTIONS FROM MEMBERS WITHONDTICE................ 66

13.2QUESTIONS FROM MEMBERS WITHOUT NOTICE .........mmrriieeiiiiiee e 66

NEW BUSINESS OF AN URGENT NATURE INTRODUCED BY DESION OF MEETING........ 66

MEETING CLOSED TO PUBLIC ...ttt ettt 67

15.1 Matters for which the Meeting May be Closed. ..., 67
15.1.1 City of South Perth Volunteer of the Year AwardsCONFIDENTIAL Not to be

DiISCIOSEA REPORIT.....cciiiiiiiiiiiititee ettt e st a e e e et e e e e e e e e s rnns 67

15.2 Public Reading of Resolutions that may be madei®ubl.................cooo 67

CLOSURE ...ttt e+ttt 44t e 4ot e 44 ettt e e eamn e e e okttt e e e ek et e e e n b e e e e e e e e 67

RECORD OF VOTING ...ttt ettt ettt e same e e st e et e s st ne e e e s snneeeeean 68



MINUTES : ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING : 28 OCTOBER 2@0



MINUTES : ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING : 28 OCTOBER 2@0

South

ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING

Minutes of the Ordinary Meeting of the City of South Perth Council

held in the Council Chamber, Sandgate Street, South Perth
Tuesday 28 October 2008 at 7.00pm

1. DECLARATION OF OPENING / ANNOUNCEMENT OF VISITOR S
The Mayor opened the meeting at 7.00pm and welcoswedyone in attendance. He then
paid respect to the Noongar people, custodianshef land we are meeting on and
acknowledged their deep feeling of attachment tonty.

DISCLAIMER

The Mayor read aloud the City’s Disclaimer.

3.1

3.2

3.3

ANNOUNCEMENTS FROM THE PRESIDING MEMBER

Activities Report Mayor Best
Mayor’s Activities Report for the month of Septemhagtached to the back of the Agenda.

Audio Recording of Council meeting

The Mayor reported that the meeting is being awdamrded in accordance with Council
Policy P517 *“Audio Recording of Council Meetingahd Clause 6.1.6 of the Standing
Orders Local Law which state$A person is not to use any electronic, visual oocal
recording device or instrument to record the prodesgs of the Council without the
permission of the Presiding Membkrand stated that as Presiding Member he gave his
permission for the Administration to record prodegd of the Council meeting.

Statement on Item 10.6.2 Monthly Statement ofunds, Investments an d Debtors

The Chief Executive Officer said that he wishedlarify a statement contained on page 53
of the Council Agenda relating to report Iltem 1B.t%h connection with Funds, Investments
and Debtors. He said that the statement undehelaeling - (b) Investments - in the
second paragraph thatthe portfolio currently comprises at-call cashertn deposits and
bank bills...relates to our policy position that allows inveshinan bank bills and does not
relate to the current practice as wWe not have investments in bank bills. The CEO
confirmed that the report will be amended accongiimgthe Council Minutes.

ATTENDANCE

Present:
Mayor J Best

Councillors:

| Hasleby Civic Ward

P Best Como Beach Ward
B Hearne Como Beach Ward
T Burrows Manning Ward

L P Ozsdolay Manning Ward

C Cala McDougall Ward

R Wells, JP McDougall Ward

R Grayden Mill Point Ward

D Smith Mill Point Ward
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Officers:
Mr C Frewing Chief Executive Officer
Mr S Bell Director Infrastructure Services
Mr S Cope Director Development and Community SEvi
Ms D Gray Acting Director Financial and Inforrmat Services
Mr R Kapur Manager Development Assessment (8r@Dpm)
Mr N Kegie Manager Community, Culture and Recagafuntil 8.00pm)
Mrs G Fraser Acting Strategic Urban Planning Advi
Ms R Mulcahy City Communications Officer
Mrs K Russell Minute Secretary
Gallery There were 9 members of the public and 1 membigreqpress present
4.1 Apologies
Mr M Kent Director Financial and Information Seres
4.2 Approved Leave of Absence
Cr G W Gleeson Civic Ward
Cr KR Trent, RFD Moresby Ward
Cr S Doherty Moresby Ward

Nil

DECLARATION OF INTEREST

6. PUBLIC QUESTION TIME

6.1

RESPONSE TO PREVIOUS PUBLIC QUESTIONS TAKEN ONNOTICE

At the Council meeting held 23 September 2008 tilowWing questions were taken on
notice:

16.1.1. Mr Barrie Drake, 2 Scenic Crescent, South Pt |

Summary of Question

Did the Building Licence that was issued by they®@it South Perth for the construction of
two Multiple Dwellings at 11 Heppingstone Streetmpdy with the conditions of the
Planning Approval that was previously issued byQitg of South Perth?

Summary of Response
A response was provided by the Chief Executived@ffi by letter dated 1 October 2008, a
summary of which is as follows:

Yes. This is confirmed in a memorandum from forrRanning Officer, Greg Bowering,
dated 22 February 2002 which itemises the condititirat needed to be met before a
building licence was issued. The memorandum explaow the conditions have been met.
At that time, only Condition 16 was outstanding. check of the building licence plans
against the planning consent plans has confirmatdGbndition 16 has also been met.

16.1.2 Mr Geoff Defrenne, 24 Kennard Street, Kensirign |

Summary of Question
In past years | have asked various questions #@tioel to the use of temporary staff. Can
Council provide a similar table as in previous geam the use of temporary staff?

Summary of Response
A response was provided by the Chief Executive ceffi by letter dated 24 September
2008, a summary of which is as follows:
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6.2

The City uses temporary staff to ensure that ap@@pservices and standards of service are
maintained when vacancies exist in approved permasteff positions. Temporary staff are
used only to cover approved vacancies caused bgutrent skill shortage in the WA job
market. All temporary staff costs are recordegally against the budgets for approved
staff positions.

At year end, the combined total of both permanemt gemporary staff costs was 5.5%
under the approved Budget. The State Government ComdsenAgreement (CUA) for
temporary staff is the first source of temporagffstout when the suppliers on the CUA are
unable to provide a suitable candidate within tbguired timeframe, the broader private
sector providers are approached.

Suppliers 2007/2008
Flexi Staff $ 36,714.79
Drake $ 38,133.00
Hays Personnel $184,624.24
Flex Health $ 1,480.85
Sure Personnel $217,231.33
Gel Group $ 59,528.35

PUBLIC QUESTION TIME : 28.10.08

Opening of Public Question Time

The Mayor advised that Public Question Time woulel Ibnited to 15 minutes, that
guestions, not statements, must relate to the @r€uncil’s responsibility and requested
that speakers state their name and residentialessldThe Mayor then opened Public
Question Time at 7:05pm.

16.2.1 Mr John Stewart, 7 Keaney Place, Waterford |

Summary of Question

Has any consideration by the City been given toctimeent ingress or egress at the Conlon
Street junction either by closure or any other neaAinHas Main Roads made any approach
to the City along similar lines?

Summary of Response
The Mayor responded that the question was takerobtoe.

16.2.2 Mr Barrie Drake, 2 Scenic Crescent, South Pt |

Summary of Question

Apart from myself, has any ratepayer from the Cityof South Perth ever

complained/objected to the Minister about a buddsite being over built, and had that
complaint/objection referred by that Minister t@t8AT with the SAT confirming that the
site had been overbuilt by 18%? - Has what | digl éappened in the history of Council?

Summary of Response
The Mayor responded, no, that he was not awarayof a

Summary of Question

To date, how much (dollar value) has the City ofitBdPerth spent defending the property
owners of No. 11 Heppingstone Street for havingatined the condition of the Building
Licence which was issued to them by the City oftBdrerth?
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Summary of Response
The Chief Executive Officer replied, nothing.

Summary of Question
How much time has been devoted (ie officers tine)defending the property owners of
No. 11 Heppingstone Street?

Summary of Response
The Chief Executive Officer responded that it wolddincalculable.

The Mayor further stated that the City would beeteling its own position and not the
owners of the property at No. 11 Heppingstone &tree

Summary of Question

With respect to Agenda Item 10.5.4 - Why do yoergd the payment by the City of my out
of pocket costs in proving the building at No. 1épdingstone Street was overbuilt as being
dangerous?

Summary of Response

The Chief Executive Officer said the statementteslao the City Setting a Dangerous
Precedent’ as it would not be usual for someone in a SAT ihgdo claim costs against the
City. In report Item 10.5.4 under the same headingfers to six successful appeals against
the City in the last 18 months and a dangerousegient would be set if parties who have
had success in SAT claimed costs from the City.

Summary of Question
The answer to my first question was - that theaeehbeen no other complaints to the
Minister such as mine that have been successfhl/-would this create a precedent?

Summary of Response

The Chief Executive Officer said that whether ot 8T has upheld a decision or not the
report states that the essential issue is thatoiinCil agrees to pay legal costs then a
precedent would be made which would enable otheh slaims to be made. Every case
before SAT would have its own unique features.

|6.2.3 Mr Geoff Defrenne, 24 Kennard Street, Kensigton |

Summary of Question

In regard to legal expenses relating to planningeraand ltem 10.5.4 on tonight’'s Agenda,

so that residents are fully informed and in theispf open government please advise the

legal expenses the Council has paid directly, muiph insurance claims for:

- Gorrill and others vs City of South Perth

- Canning Mews vs City of South Perth

- No. 12-14 Stone Street, South Perth

- the cost of producing what I think is called tBelmont Report’ in various buildings in
the City

- an estimate of the cost of the time the officeirshe City spent assisting or preparing
documents in relation to these legal matters?

To assist in minimising the costs to the City atineste to the nearest $20,000 for amounts
under $200,00 or $50,000 for amounts over $200v@fild be acceptable.
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Summary of Response

The Chief Executive Officer said that as a respdosthe questions raised would take a
huge amount of time and resources to researchéabould require a Council resolution to
this effect.

The Mayor further stated that as the City is shtatfed, and in view of the fact that a lot of
the information requested is available, that if G@allors felt it appropriate the request could
be discussed later in the Agenda at Item 10.5.4 aldo advised that the Budget in the
Annual Report identifies legal expenses incurredheyCity.

Summary of Question
In relation to the use of Temporary Staff - woute Council accept my congratulations on
reducing the temporary staffing costs by nearly 5% pproximately $500,0007?

Summary of Response
The Mayor said there are reasons for this redudboreg some of the City’s projects have
been rolled over which would account for the dowmtin temporary staff.

The Chief Executive Officer commented that he lvelte Mr Defrenne is referring to 2/3
years ago when temporary staff from employment eigsrwere being used which reflected
a period where the City could not retain permarstatf whereas currently we have been
having some success in retaining permanent staff.

Summary of Question
Is the Legal and Governance Officer able to gigal@dvice?

Summary of Response
The Chief Executive Officer responded yes.

Summary of Question
In report Item 10.5.4 it states there have beeswgcessful appeals against the City in the
last 18 months. How many unsuccessful appealsistghie City have there been?

Summary of Response
The Chief Executive Officer said the question vadeh on notice.

|6.2.4 Mr Robert Simper, 32 Sandgate Street, SoufPerth |

Summary of Question

| have raised the issue of Elected Members’ Digamaty Funds three times previously and
have yet to receive any answer. It relates to it&suncil Members' discretionary funds
have been spent and a request to make this inflamavailable to the public. How much
longer before | get an answer?

Summary of Response

The Mayor advised that a Press Release in relatitinis matter had been forwarded to the
Southern Gazette newspaper several months agdandttthe same time the information
was made available on the City’s website. He frrtated that a copy of the Press Release
would be forwarded to Mr Simper.

16.2.5 Mr Barrie Drake, 2 Scenic Crescent, South Pt |

Summary of Question
In relation to the second question | asked eaipierhaps it should be framed to readbuld
you advise the legal costs with respect to Drak€itssof South Perth

Summary of Response
The Mayor responded that the question was takenotice.

Close of Public Question Time
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There being no further questions the Mayor clogddip question time at 7.20pm

10
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7.

8.

CONFIRMATION OF MINUTES / BRIEFINGS

7.1

7.2

MINUTES
7.1.1 Ordinary Council Meeting Held: 23.9.2008

COUNCIL DECISION ITEM 7.1.1
Moved Cr Wells. Sec Cr Ozsdolay

That the Minutes of the Ordinary Council Meetingdh23 September 2008 be taken as read
and confirmed as a true and correct record.
CARRIED (10/0)

BRIEFINGS

The following Briefings which have taken place sinbe last Ordinary Council meeting, are
in line with the ‘Best Practice’ approach to CounBblicy P516 “Agenda Briefings,
Concept Forums and Workshops”, and document tuiic the subject of each Briefing.
The practice of listing and commenting on briefisgssions, not open to the public, is
recommended by the Department of Local Governmemtd Regional Development’s
“Council Forums Paper” as a way of advising the public and being onipukelcord.

7.2.1 Agenda Briefing - September 2008 Ordinary @ncil Meeting Held: 16.9.08
Officers of the City presented background informatand answered questions on
items identified from the September 2008 CouncikAdp. Notes from the Agenda
Briefing are included a&ttachment 7.2.1.

7.2.2 Concept Forum Major Town Planning Developmerst Meeting Held: 1.10.2008
Officers of the City / applicants presented infotior in relation to the proposed
major developments at No. 6 Parker Street, Soutth Bed Lot 3398 Murray Street,
Como and responded to questions raised.

Notes from the Concept Briefing are includedAtschment 7.2.2.

7.2.3 Concept Forum Canning Bridge Railway Study Ugate Held: 8.10.2008
A meeting was held at the City of Melville with regentatives from Project Team
GHD who provided an update on the Canning BridgéwRs Study. Questions
were raised by Members and responded to by themegofficers.
Notes from the Concept Briefing are includedAtsichment 7.2.3.

7.2.4 Concept Forum Committee for Perth PresentatioHeld: 14.10.2008
The CEO of the Committee for Perth, Marian Fullddrassed the Elected Members
on Chicago’s cultural venue and creating a cultuealue with an economic impact.
Questions were raised by Members and respondegdttelpresenter.
Notes from the Concept Briefing are includedAtsichment 7.2.4.

|COUNCIL DECISION ITEMS 7.2.1 TO 7.2.4 INCLUSIVE
Moved Cr Grayden, Sec Cr Cala

That the comments and attached Notes under ltethg % 7.2.4 inclusive on Council
Agenda Briefings held since the last Ordinary Megthf Council on 23 September 2008 be
noted.

CARRIED (10/0)

PRESENTATIONS

‘ 8.1 PETITIONS - A formal process where members of the community present a written request to the Council ‘

Nil

11
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8.2 PRESENTATIONS -Occasions where Awards/Gifts may be Accepted by Council on behalf of Community.

8.2.1.

8.2.2.

8.2.3.

8.2.4.

Presentation from Western Australia Police South East Metropolitan District
Kensington Police

The Mayor presented a Certificate of Appreciationthe City of South Perth
Council from the Kensington Police in acknowledgateof the City's
professionalism, commitment and dedication in @sgiKensington Police Station
in Emergency Management during the special evdriky Show and the Red Bull
Air Race that has led to many successes and achéis in recent years.

Presentation from the South Perth AboriginalCommunity Group “Moorditch
Keila” (Healthy Dolphin)

The Mayor presented a book from the South Pertbrigimal Community Group
“Moorditch Keila” entitled Walwalinj “The Hill thatCries” on the Nyungar
Language and Culture in recognition of Council’'g@ing support.

Presentation of Certificate of Merit in Finaacial Management from Minister
for Local Government

The Mayor presented a Certificate from the Minidkar Local Government in
recognition of the City’'s achievements in being ednifirst runner up’ to the
overall winner of the Certificate of Excellence Awain Financial Management.

Presentation of Letter of Thanks and Certi€ate of Appreciation from South
Perth Primary School

The Mayor presented a letter of thanks and a @ate of Appreciation from the
South Perth Primary School for the City’s donatiowards the annual “Artist-in-
Residence” program and for supporting the “WalkeSato School Day”.

8.3 DEPUTATIONS - A formal process where members of the community may, with prior permission, address the

Council on Agenda items where they have a direct interest in the Agenda item.

Note: Deputations in relation to Agenda Item 10.3.4 weeard at the October Council Agenda
Briefing held on 21 October 2008.

Opening of Deputations

The Mayor opened Deputations at 7.26pm

Mr Barrie Drake, 2 Scenic Crescent, South Perth .... Agenda Item 10.5.4

Mr Drake spoke against the officer recommendatibttean 10.5.4 “Claim for Reimbursement of
Costs” on the following points:

e background on issue of building at 11 Heppingsteineet

e wrote to the City in 2002 about 11 Heppingstone@traised concerns about height

« if City had addressed concerns then would be nd fardurther costs by myself

e to prove building was over-built needed represeantéxpert advice at SAT

« breakdown of ‘out of pockets’ costs in support lafimn for costs to be reimbursed

Close of Deputations

The Mayor closed Deputations at 7.53pm

12
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8.4 COUNCIL DELEGATES Delegate’s written reports to be submitted to the Minute Secretary prior to
10 October 2008 for inclusion in the Council Agenda.

8.4.1. Council Delegate: WALGA South East Metropotan Zone: 24 September 2008
A report from Mayor Best and Cr Trent summarisiigpit attendance at the
WALGA South East Metropolitan Zone Meeting held 3éptember 2008 is at
Attachment 8.4.1. The Minutes of the WALGA South East Metropolitanngo
meeting of 24 September 2008 are available oniG@leincil website and in the
Council Lounge.

RECOMMENDATION
That the Delegate’'s Reports in relation to the WALSouth East Metropolitan
Zone Meeting held 24 September 2008 be received.

COUNCIL DECISION ITEM 8.4.1 \
Moved Cr Burrows, Cr Ozsdolay

That the Delegate’s Reports in relation to the WALSouth East Metropolitan
Zone Meeting held 24 September 2008 be received.

CARRIED (10/0)

8.5 CONFERENCE DELEGATES Delegate’s written reports to be submitted to the Minute Secretary prior to
10 October 2008 for inclusion in the Council Agenda.

Nil

9. METHOD OF DEALING WITH AGENDA BUSINESS
The Mayor advised the meeting that with the exoeptf the items identified to be withdrawn for
discussion that the remaining reports, including dfficer recommendations, would be adopted en
bloc, ie all together. He then sought confirmatioom the Chief Executive Officer that all the
report items had been discussed at the Agendairigyib€ld on 21 October 2008.
The Chief Executive Officer confirmed that this veasrect.

WITHDRAWN ITEMS
The following item was withdrawn for discussionebate:

* Item 10.5.4 at the request of Cr Smith - ProposkelrAative Motion

COUNCIL DECISION ITEM 9.0 - EN BLOC RESOLUTION
Moved Cr Hasleby, Sec Cr Smith

That with the exception of Withdrawn Item 10.5.4igthis to be considered separately, the officer

recommendations in relation to Agenda Items 10.0012.1, 10.3.1, 10.3.2, 10.3.3, 10.3.4, 10.5.1,

10.5.2,10.5.3, 10.5.5,10.6.1, 10.6.2, 10.6.%.4010.6.5 and 15.1.1 be carried en bloc.
CARRIED (10/0)

Note: Managers Development Assessment and Community, Culture agctedtion together
with the Acting Strategic Urban Planning Advisetine from the meeting at 8.00pm.

13



MINUTES : ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING : 28 OCTOBER 2@0

10. REPORTS

10.0

MATTERS REFERRED FROM PREVIOUS COUNCIL MEETING

10.0.1 Certificate of Occupancy : Policy P399 “FinaClearance Requirements for
Completed Buildings” (Item 10.0.2 referred Council Meeting 27.11.2007)

Location: City of South Perth

Applicant: Council

File Ref: LP/801/5

Date: 1 October 2008

Author: Rod Bercov, Strategic Urban Planning Advise

Reporting Officer: Steve Cope, Director, Developtreamd Community Services
Summary

This report presents Policy P399 “Final ClearaneguRements for Completed Buildings”
for adoption by Council. The Policy has been pregan response to a resolution from
Council. The need for such a policy came into fofallowing Council’s consideration of

issues associated with developments at Nos. 12Styreet and 21 South Perth Esplanade.

The Policy is not a “Planning Policy” and therefasenot subject to statutory advertising
requirements prior to adoption by Council. Howeveis proposed that the development
industry be notified of the adoption of the new i®plprior to implementation of its
provisions.

Background
Attached to this report af\ttachment 10.0.1is Policy P399 “Final Clearance Requirements
for Completed Buildings”.

During the preparation of Policy P399, three pregreeports have been presented to
Council meetings. Those reports and the relatedn€b resolutions are identified as
follows:

June 2007 (Agenda Item 10.p.1
Progress report advising of the intention to obtageal advice. Council resolved to defer
further consideration pending receipt of the leaghlice.

July 2007 (Agenda Item 10.0:3

The report focused on the lengthy and detailedcadweceived from McLeods Lawyers.
Council resolved to note the legal advice and retpoe a draft outline policy for
consideration.

November 2007 (Agenda Item 10.0.2

The draft outline Policy P399 was presented. Bpent noted that, due to the complexity of
the development projects covered by the Policy raagliring final clearance certificates,
McLeods would be engaged to prepare a more compbdesion of the Policy for review by
City officers. Council resolved to note the pragef investigation regarding the issuing of
final clearance certificates and of the preparatibthe related policy.

Since having received the draft Policy preparedvimieods, it has been the subject of
further detailed scrutiny and consideration by Gifficers in consultation with the City’s
Legal and Governance Officer. It is understood thatPolicy is the first of its kind to have
been prepared by any Council in the Perth regioth possibly in Western Australia.
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Therefore, it was necessary to proceed with cawatimhto ensure that the Policy is framed in
a manner which will best serve the City. The Boigcnow in a form suitable for adoption
by Council.

Comment

The new Policy P399 has been prepared in the Bttené enhancing existing processes for
comprehensive and accurate assessment, priortification that completed buildings have
been constructed in a compliant manner. The dbged to ensure that, for any completed
building within the scope of the policy, final cteace certificates are not issued until an
independent expert as well as City officers hawessed the building and confirmed that it
is consistent with the approved building licencewnents and the requirements of the
relevant statutes. The policy will apply to:

(@) a residential development which is higher thab metres, or contains 5 or more
dwellings;

(b) a non-residential development which is higliemt 7.0 metres, or has a plot ratio area
of 1,000 sq. metres or greater; or

(© a development consisting of a mixture of nosidential and residential components
incorporating any of the attributes referred tatéms (a) and (b) above.

In accordance with the Policy, the independent gxamsessing the completed building is to
be a suitably qualified and experienced LicensettlLlaurveyor. Under the Policy, the City
is to establish a panel of experts from whom thaiegnt will select and engage a suitable
firm or individual. The applicant is obliged toyp#he full cost of engaging the expert,
although the terms of engagement are to stiputetiethe compliance assessment process is
being undertaken on behalf of the City, as prinicipa

While the attached Policy is in suitable form foral adoption by Council without the need
for public advertising, as previously advised,sitproposed that the implementation of the
Policy be delayed until the development industry been given prior notice of the intended
implementation. To allow sufficient time to appriately inform developers and other
interested parties, it is proposed that the imphaateon of the Policy be delayed until 2

January 2009. In the interim, the new policy wil jpublicised on the City’s website and by
way of newspaper advertisements. Notices will dsodisplayed in the City offices and
libraries.

Consultation

In the course of preparing the Policy the City’sdator, Development and Community
Services; Legal and Governance Officer; Team Led&lelding Services; and Manager
Development Services have been consulted. McLkadsers have also made a valuable
contribution to the formulation of the Policy.

No community consultation is required prior to Coilia adoption of this Policy. However,
as previously advised, following adoption, the Bplivill be widely publicised prior to
implementation.

Policy and Legislative Implications

In relation to final inspection of the kinds of llihgs dealt with by Policy P399, the Policy will
enable the City to more effectively discharge itdigations. Those obligations relate to the
issuing of a “certificate of local government” puasit to section 23 of thStrata Titles Act
1985and a “certificate of classification” pursuantragulation 20 of théuilding Regulations
1989and Section 374C of tHeocal Government (Miscellaneous Provisions) @60
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10.1

10.2

Financial Implications

The proposed policy will not have financial impliceas for the City, but will impose a new
financial obligation on some developers who arepaesible for meeting the cost of
engaging licensed land surveyors for final inspedi

Strategic Implications

This matter relates to Goal 3 “Environmental Mamaget” identified within the Council’s
Strategic Plan. Goal 3 is expressed in the folhgwierms: To effectively manage, enhance
and maintain the City’s unique natural and built enronment.

The report is also aligned to Goal 5 “Organisatidifiectiveness” within the Council's
Strategic Plan. Goal 5 is expressed in the folowtierms:To be a professional, effective
and efficient organisation

Sustainability Implications

The new policy will have positive sustainability piications to the extent that more
rigorous inspection and certification procedurelt e implemented before final clearance
certificates are issued for completed buildings.

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION AND
COUNCIL DECISION ITEM 10.0.1

(@) Policy P399 “Final Clearance Requirements fom@leted Buildings” afAttachment
10.0.1,be adopted;
(b)  prior to implementation of Policy P399, notmiethe Council’'s adoption of the Policy
and of the date of implementation be publicisethfollowing locations:
= City’'s web site.
= notice in the Local Government Notices section me dssue ofThe West
Australiannewspaper.
= Southern Gazetteewspaper notice in one issue: ‘City Update’ calum
= Civic Centre at the front counter and on the netioard.
City’s Libraries.
(© Pollcy P399 be implemented as from 2 Janua®@20
(d) the Policy be implemented in respect of eveppliaable completed development
where a final clearance certificate is issued oaftar 2 January 2009.

CARRIED EN BLOC RESOLUTION

GOAL 1: CUSTOMER FOCUS
Nil

GOAL 2: COMMUNITY ENRICHMENT

10.2.1 Community Sport and Recreation Facility Funthg Program (CSRFF) -
Annual Grants Consideration

Location: City of South Perth

Applicant: Council

File Ref: GS/109

Date: 6 October 2008

Author: Matthew Hunt, Recreation Development (iimator
Reporting Officer: Steve Cope, Director Developm&Community Services
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Summary
To consider applications for the annual Communjtpr8ng and Recreation Facilities Fund
(CSRFF) Grants.

Background

The Department of Sport and Recreation (DSR) ahniralites applications for Western
Australian Government financial assistance, to sassommunity groups and local
governments to develop basic, sustainable infreistre for sport and recreation. The
program aims to increase participation in sport mudeation with an emphasis on physical
activity, through rational development of good dwalwell designed and well utilised
facilities. Priority is given to projects that letmfacility sharing and rationalisation.

Annual grants of $2,500 - $100,000 will be allocate projects requiring a less complex
planning process. The totals project cost for AhrBeants must not exceed $300,000.
Grants given in this category must be claimed m fihancial year following the date of
approval. For projects with a grant request bel@b®0 it is expected that the applicant
should be able to fully fund these. Grants in taitegory will be allocated to the 2009/2010
financial year.

Forward planning grants of $100,001 up to $1,80D,00l be allocated to the more
complex projects where the total project cost edse8300,000 and may require an
implementation period of between one and threesy€amrants given in this category may be
allocated in one or a combination of the yearfettiennium 2009/2010 - 2011/2012.

The types of projects which will be consideredftording include:

» Upgrade and additions to existing facilities whehey will lead to an increase in
physical activity or more rational use of facilitje

» Construction of new facilities to meet sport antivacrecreation needs;

* New or replacement (not resurfacing) syntheticame$. Where an application is made
for a new or replacement synthetic surface, evidexidong-term community planning
for all nearby facilities is required;

» Floodlighting projects; and

» Resurfacing of synthetic playing pitches or courlsis expected that facility managers
will budget for these items as part of the ongoipgration of the facility, frequently
over 7 to 10 years. Whilst eligible, they are ¢desed a low priority for funding and
may only attract a one-sixth grant.

The maximum grant awarded by the Department of tSpwt Recreation will be no greater
than one-third of the total cost of the projecte TWSRFF Grant must be at least matched by
the applicants own cash contribution, with any riging funds being sourced as required by
the applicant. In some cases, funds provided bypt#martment do not equate to one-third of
the project costs, and the applicants are advisadthey are expected to fund any such
shortfall.

There is no obligation on the part of a local goweent authority to make any contribution
to a community project, but in the past the Citys matched the contribution by the
Department of Sport and Recreation of up to onettlf the total cost of successful
projects.
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As stated in the CSRFF guidelines and in accordawitte the City’s funding guidelines,
annual grants for this round of applications mustkimed in the next financial year, in this
case 2009/2010. It is also important to note tiet City’s inclusion of funds for
consideration on the 2009/2010 Draft Budget dogsgnarantee funds should the club be
successful in its application to the Departmerbpdrt and Recreation.

Invitations were forwarded to all local sportingila$, organisations and relevant community
groups through a direct mail out, two electronigites and through promotion in the

Southern Gazette and Spirit of the South to makenfasions, in addition to Department of

Sport and Recreation and advertising in the Wegtralian newspaper on Wednesday 2
July 2008 that the Community Sporting and Recredfacilities Fund (CSRFF) 2009/2010

Funding Round was open.

Comment
One project is proposed by an external communitytspg club. Refer summary hereunder.

® Trinity Aquinas Amateur Football Club (TAAFC)

CSRFF Grant Sought $19,519.43

City’s Contribution $19,519.43

Club’s Contribution $19,519.43

Estimated Total Project Cost $58,558.27
Assessment

A panel comprising the City’'s Manager, CommunityltGre and Recreation, the Manager,
Parks and Environment, the City’'s Sport and Remeatlub Development Officer, the

City's Parks Operations Coordinator, the City’s IBiigs Coordinator and the City's

Recreation Development Coordinator assessed arkkdathe application against the
following criteria set by the Department of SpartidRecreation.

Well planned and needed by municipality

Well planned and needed by applicant

Needed by municipality, more planning required
Needed by applicant, more planning required
Idea has merit, more preliminary work required
Not recommended

mMMmogo|0|w|>

These results are summarised below.

Applicant Project Rankin | Rating City’s Total project Cost
g Contribution
Trinity Aquinas Amateur Installation of two | 1 B $19,519.43 $58,558.27
Football Club (2) lighting towers

with 4 (four) 2000
watt lights on each
tower
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0] Trinity Aquinas Amateur Football Club (TAAFC)

The project is best summarised as the additionvof18 meter light towers, each
with four 2,000 watt lights, to the reserve knowsRill Grayden Reserve, which
currently has three 18 meter light towers. The gubjs designed to provide the
reserve with lighting compliant with Australian 8tkird 2560.2.3: Sports Lighting
— Football (all codes) and is anticipated to prevalerage luminance of 60 lux
which is sufficient for training but not match playhe project is anticipated to
provide an improved and safer training facility fbe existing users in addition to
attracting new users to the reserve.

The reserve is currently used primarily by:

- Trinity Aquinas Amateur Football Club (TAAFC)
- South Perth baseball Club (SPBC)

- Wesley College (WC)

- School Sports WA (SSWA)

- General Public

There is strong evidence that the primary usersheffacility (TAAFC and SPBC) are
experiencing fast growth in participation levelshwthe addition of junior, women’'s and
veterans teams in particular in the past few yaarkthe proposal to introduce associated
versions of the respective sports i.e. Tee balis Gnowth is limited by the quality of the
facility and in particular safety concerns thasarirom the current inadequate lighting. With
a lighting upgrade it is felt that the already gitogv participation levels will continue.
Further to this, the installation of floodlightirigr training purposes will provide a greater
space allocation for traffic and usage and as tesllow the grounds recovery and
improvement opportunities through rest.

The Trinity Aquinas Amateur Football Club’s (TAAFG)rategic Plan 2008-2010 identifies

as a weakness, the Club’s existing lighting fomirey purposes and under objective three
includes as a strategy to work with the LGA to @uolgr this facility. This is designed to

improve one of the Club’s key result areas, beiagigpation, and as such this project is
consistent with the Club’s Strategic Plan.

Recent initiatives by the West Australian Footb@bmmission (WAFC), Community
Football WA and the Perth Football Club to imprdke standard of floodlit facilities, and
increase the number of identified compliant fodtlatilities in West Australian football
have and are being launched throughout the regigpporting this CSRFF application in
particular

In May 2007 Community Football WA released a memdtan stating that “the continued
improvement of community football facilities is angoing issue that the Community
Football Council, District Development Councils, daithe WA Football Commission
(WAFC) are working cooperatively to address”. Themo identified the upgrading of
lighting facilities to enhance training with thegsibility of conducting night games in the
future as a major issue. In recognition of this\M&FC arranged a company to conduct lux
tests for clubs with serious intentions of upgragdights.

The Community Football Future Directions Report FOf was prepared by CFWA of

which the WAAFL and TAAFC are affiliated, statesase of its key recommendations that
“facility audits are conducted in all districtséonjunction with local government authorities
to ensure the optimal use of existing and propdaedities.” This recommendation has

already been implemented by CFWA and the WAFC bjledentifies the reserve’s existing

lighting as being in need of an upgrade.
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The City of South Perth’s Strategic Plan 2004-2608ed “to foster a strong sense of
community and a prosperous business environmantl to sustainably maintain, manage
and enhance the city’s infrastructure assets. progect should help achieve this goal by
providing a safer and more appropriate sportingéaonal facility within the CoSP
encouraging greater participation in sport/recoeally the local community.

Associated benefits of the project for the Club amder community include:

- Combating poor health in general, increasinggaff obesity

- Meet the need for a facility which meets thendtads of AS 2560

- Increased usage and participation of the reserve

- Provision of a safer training environment espigifor a sport such as Australian Rules
Football which involves a high level of physicahtact

- Provide for the development of player skills

- More efficient usage of the reserve during timepeak demand

- Provide safer public access to access and et the reserve during times of peak
demand.

In addition, the project relates to providing ligigt on parts of the Oval that will provide
alternative options to the wider community regagdan extended use of the reserve and
could increase community safety while in use aeinvhen it would otherwise be too dark
for active and or passive activity. Local commurgtpups, schools and sporting groups such
as, the South Perth Church of Christ, Penrhos @gmleEnd South Perth baseball Club in
addition to numerous football governing bodies halé® shown interest and support for this
project.

It is recommended to Council that the City rate d@pglication for funding as a medium to
high priority and allocate supporting funds accoglly, to the extent of funding 1/3 of the
cost of the suggested quote of three presentedraisfigthe application.

Should the project proceed, strict conditions woafiply, in addition to those that are
standard for all projects involving the installatiof reserve lighting and the upgrading of
playing fields within the City. These conditionglinde the applicant’s requirement to:

» Submit a confirmed electrical consultants repottiong that the power supply both on
the grounds and at the facility can cater for maximpotential demand required;

» Ensure a Sub-Meter power box is installed on sitarfeasurement and accountability of
expenditure to the Club;

» Further detailed specifications of the projecthte City and obtain appropriate approvals;

» Confirmation of spill light analysis prior to degsigaicceptance from the City including
potential use of hoods on light towers to prevefiective glare to community members;

» Liaise with the City at all stages of the projestido ensure that the works do not impact
on other regular and or casual users of the facilit

» Forward a letter to all residents in streets adjaEnelma and Murray) to areas affected
by the proposed lighting advising that as a parthef on-going development of the
reserve, further floodlighting towers would be ad and that the towers would be
positioned so that there is no light spillage ojaeeht properties; and

* The applicant (TAAFC) bear all pre-site requirenserihstallation, maintenance and
operating costs with no cost to the City.

CSRFF Grant Sought $19,519.43
City’s Contribution $19,519.43
Club’s Contribution $19,519.43

Estimated Total Project Cost $58,558.29
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This project has been rated “BVell planned and needed by applicath making this

assessment the panel noted;

« The addition of project conditions required inghgd Spill light assessment, community
consultation with adjacent streets, minimal usgvdot through works to be commenced,
and power supply and measurement requirement daigghtonfirmation

e The upgrade will assist broader community usagautjitout the year

e The upgrade project benefits the club and will intpdirectly on growth and competency
in competition and training, with additional potahtflow on effects for non sporting
community groups through lighting safety

» The proposed upgrade is consistent with the SgpRarilities Needs Study undertaken
on behalf of the City in March 2006, and associaBab and affiliated organisation
strategic Plans.

Comments from the City Environment Department

A significant benefit identified in this projectagicularly with the anticipated increase in
the number of people participating in the clubdivdites is the ability to spread sporting
activity over a larger area on the reserve, theeefeducing wear on smaller sections of the
playing surface.

Consultation

Consultation has been undertaken with local spprtlobs by way of the City conducting a
direct mail-out to local clubs informing them ofetifunding program, how to obtain
guidelines and inviting applications; potential kgants liaising directly with appropriate
City Officers; advertising in the local and stawmspaper providing opening dates for the
rounds and continued liaison with the DepartmerSpdrt and Recreation. In addition, the
City’s Club Development Officer maintains regulamtact with sporting clubs in the area
ensuring that opportunities to participate in tf&REF program are canvassed.

As part of the City’s Future Directions and Needtisd$ (Creating Communities 2006), the
City has also entered into extensive consultatiith the 22 user clubs of 16 City-owned
facilities including all four (4) sporting paviliesnand the tennis, bowling and croquet clubs.
Information gathered from clubs through site vigit®us groups, surveys and investigations
into best practise provision. Information gathededing that study had assisted in informing
the recommendations of this report.

Policy and Legislative Implications
This report relates to Policy P222 - Support anch@ainity and Sporting Groups.

Financial Implications

A provisional amount of $30,000.00 is incorporatetb the indicative annual budgeting

process to support CSRFF applications. The amdu$1®519.43 as recommended in this
report to support project proposed by the Trinityukhas Amateur Football Club is within

this forecasted estimate.

Strategic Implications

This report is complimentary to Goal 2: CommunityriEhment, Strategy 2.2:

‘Develop community partnerships that will be mutilbeneficial with stakeholder groups
including educational institutions, service clubghe business community and other
organisations’.
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10.3

as well as Goal 2: Community Enrichment, Strateg@y 2

‘Develop strategic direction for events, arts indimg public arts, leisure, recreation and

heritage that encourages a vibrant and participativcommunity. This includes
initiatives relating to the George Burnett Leisur€entre, libraries, parks, river,

Fiesta and other community programs’.

It is also complimentary to Goal 6: Financial Vil Strategy 6.2:
‘Maximise community benefit and value for money froCity expenditures and the use of
our assets’.

Sustainability Implications

Strong, thriving sporting clubs make up a majort pHrthe social infrastructure of the
community. The social and physical benefits thamedform an active involvement in
organisations such as sporting clubs contributattyr¢éo the resilience and sustainability of
the community.

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION AND
COUNCIL DECISION ITEM 10.2.1

That...

(a) the application from Trinity Aquinas Amateurdtoall Club, for funding as part of
the Community Sporting Recreation Facilities Fugdi(CSRFF) program be
submitted to the Department of Sport and Recreatigether with the supporting
comments from the officer report including the riaigkand rating; and

(b) an amount of $19,519.43, as the City’s contiilbu towards the CSRFF Grant,
subject to the application being successful witlp&enent of Sport and Recreation,
be included for consideration in the 2009/2010tdBafdget.

CARRIED EN BLOC RESOLUTION

GOAL 3: ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT

10.3.1 Draft Amendment No. 16 to Town Planning S&me No. 6 “Patios and

Pergolas”
Location: City of South Perth
Applicant: Councll
File Ref: LP/209/16
Date: 1 October 2008
Author: Rod Bercov, Strategic Urban Planning Adwise
Reporting Officer: Steve Cope, Director, Developtreamd Community Services
Summary

The purpose of this report is to introduce a pregasmendment to Town Planning Scheme
No. 6 (TPSB6) relating to the control of patios adgolas. The existing TPS6 definition of
‘pergola’ differs from the R-Codes definition ofighterm. The R-Codes also contain a
definition of ‘patio’. In combination, the differg definitions of ‘pergola’ and the ‘patio’
have caused some confusion regarding correct net@tipn. The R-Codes do not address
certain kinds of roof covering for structures dedntie be patios, notably “vergolas”
(adjustable louvres used for roofing) and shade.sdihe Scheme Amendment will rectify
various anomalies and omissions regarding patidgargolas.

22



MINUTES : ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING : 28 OCTOBER 2@0

The Scheme Amendment will also insert in Clause & list of minor garden structures
which do not constitute “development” and therefdeenot require development approval.
Among other structures, the list of exempt struegtuincludes all pergolas as well as cubby
houses and dog kennels situated behind the fraitade line. The amendment will
formalise long-standing practice and interpretatiegarding the kinds of minor garden
structures which do not require development approva

The recommendation is that Council resolve toatatithe Scheme Amendment process for
the proposed Amendment No. 16 and to proceed tontonity consultation.

Background

The attached Scheme Amendment Report expands hgosutmmary set out above. The
proposed Amendment No. 16 will enable Planning ¢@f to deal with development
applications for patios more effectively. Pergadas not classified as “development” and
therefore do not require development approval,dnly a building licence. The Scheme
Amendment will provide greater clarity regarding tkinds of structures that are exempt
from the need to obtain development approval.

Comment
The Scheme Amendment will implement the followitngueges to the Scheme Text:

* Deletion of the definition of ‘pergola’ from Schddul of the Scheme Text, thus
reverting to the R-Codes definition of this term.

» Addition of definitions for ‘patio’ and ‘shade saib Schedule 1 of the Scheme Text.

* Addition of a new paragraph () to clause 4.3(1)tte¢ Scheme Text stating that the
Residential Design Codes definition of “patio” &red by the Scheme.

* Replacement of paragraph (f) of clause 7.1 (2hef3cheme Text expanding the list of
minor structures exempted from the need for plagaipproval.

Consultation

At this stage, no community consultation has beedettaken. Formal advertising
procedures will be implemented in this regard felloy Council’s endorsement of the draft
Amendment No. 16.

In the course of preparing the draft Scheme Amemtntee Manager Development
Services, Senior Strategic Planning Officer andSkaior Statutory Planning Officer have
been consulted.

Policy and Legislative Implications
The proposal will directly affect the No. 6 TownaRhing Scheme, being a statutory
amendment to that Scheme.

The statutory Scheme Amendment process is sehdbéTown Planning RegulationsThe

process as it relates to the proposed AmendmentlBlés set out below, together with an
estimate of the likely time frame associated wahhestage of the process:
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Stage of Amendment Process Estimated Time
Council resolution to initiate Amendment No. 16 to TPS6 28 October 2008
Council adoption of draft Scheme Amendment No. 16 proposals | 28 October 2008
for advertising purposes
Referral of draft Amendment proposals to EPA for environmental | 3 November 2008
assessment
Public advertising period of not less than 42 days 19 January to 6 March 2009
(Not to be undertaken between mid-December and mid-January)
Council consideration of Report on Submissions in relation to | April 2009 Council meeting
Amendment No. 16 proposals
Referral to the WAPC and Minister for consideration: Early May 2009
« Report on Submissions;
« Council's recommendation on the proposed Amendment No.
16;
* Three signed and sealed copies of Amendment No. 16
documents for final approval
Minister’s final determination of Amendment No. 16 to TPS6 and | Unknown
publication in Government Gazette

Financial Implications
The proposed Scheme Amendment has financial intgita in relation to statutory
advertising costs (local newspaper and Governmaaette), and all operational costs.

Strategic Implications

This matter relates to Goal 3 “Environmental Mamaget” identified within the Council’s
Strategic Plan. Goal 3 is expressed in the follgwierms:To effectively manage, enhance
and maintain the City’s unique natural and built enronment.

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION AND
COUNCIL DECISION ITEM 10.3.1

That....

() Council in pursuance of Section 75 of fkanning and Development Act 2005
amend the City of South Perth Town Planning Schiime6 in relation to patios
and pergolas;

(b) the Report on the Amendment containing thetdkaiendment No. 16 to the City
of South Perth Town Planning Scheme No. 6A&chment 10.3.1,be adopted
and forwarded to the Environmental Protection Adtgofor environmental
assessment and to the Western Australian Planrengn@ssion for information;

(©) upon receiving clearance from the EnvironmeRtaltection Authority, community
advertising of Amendment No. 16 be implemented dooadance with the Town
Planning Regulations and Council Policy P104, tm@ose the following:

. A community consultation period of not less thand&s, to begin after
mid-January 2009.

. Southern Gazette newspaper notice in two issuéty. Update’ column.

. Notices in Civic Centre customer foyer and on tbtice-board.

. Notices in City’s Libraries and Heritage House.

. City's web site: Notice on the ‘Out for Commenége; and

(d) the following footnote shall be included by way explanation on any notice
circulated concerning this Amendment No. 16:

FOOTNOTE: This draft Scheme Amendment is currently only a proposal. The Council
welcomes your written comments and will consider these before recommending to the Minister
for Planning and Infrastructure whether to proceed with, modify or abandon the proposal. The
Minister will also consider your views before making a final decision.

CARRIED EN BLOC RESOLUTION
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10.3.2  Proposed Change of Use from Office to Consing Rooms - Lot 409 (No. 56
Ley Street, Como.

Location: Lot 409 (No. 56) Ley Street, Como

Applicant: Michael Gargett

Lodgement Date: 6 August 2008

File Ref: 11.2008.360 LE5/56

Date: 1 October 2008

Author: Laurence Mathewson, Trainee Planning Office

Reporting Officer: Steve Cope, Director Developmemi Community Services
Summary

To consider an application for planning approval o change of use from Office to
Consulting Rooms on Lot 409 (No. 56) Ley St, CofBased on Town Planning Scheme
No. 6 requirements the development applicationahdsficit of 2 car parking bays, however
site visits conducted by the assessing officer hdegatified that on-street car parking and
the public car park are not being used to theilaciy and can cater to this demand. The
proposed use does not conflict with any other @spleCouncil Policy, the provisions of the
City’s Town Planning Scheme No. 6, or the 2008 Ri€x0

It is recommended that the proposal be approvegsiuio conditions.

Background
The development site details are as follows:

Zoning Highway Commercial
Density coding R80

Lot area 1017 sq. metres
Building height limit 7.0 metres

Plot ratio 0.50

This report includes the following attachments:
Attachment 10.3.2(a) Site photographs.
Confidential Attachment 10.3.2(b) Plans of the proposal.

The location of the development site is shown below
3B

N3|5|7|9\11l1m 15 o
54 51-53 j
’

— Development site
[ 16 /LU " 57

59

|/

60

LEY ST

DAVILAK CR

60A
PA

A 62 - 62A

CLYDESDALE ST

40

51

25



MINUTES : ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING : 28 OCTOBER 2@0

In accordance with Council Delegation DC342, theppssal is referred to a Council meeting
because it falls within the following category désed in the Delegation:

6.  Amenity Impact
In considering any application for planning apprbvine delegated officer shall take
into consideration the impact of the proposal oa ¢fieneral amenity of the area. If, in
the opinion of the delegated officer, any signifiicdoubt exists, the application shall
be referred to Council for determination.

Comment

(@) Description of the proposal
A two storey shop and office development was apguiofor the subject site at the
August 2007 council meeting. The building is cuthernn the process of being
constructed.
The proposal involves a change of use from Offic€bnsulting Rooms, as depicted
in the submitted plans &@onfidential Attachment 10.3.2(b) There is no proposed
alteration to the existing building, however thare modifications to the car parking
bay requirements. The application does not inchrdapplication for a sign.
The aspects of the City’s Town Planning Scheme &I¢TPS6), the Residential
Design Codes of WA 200@he R-Codeg and Council Policies relevant to this
application are discussed in more detail below.

(b) Plot ratio
Plot ratio is not being alterddom the existing development .

(c) Building height
The building heights are not being altefiemin the existing development.

(d) Street setback
The street setbacks are not being altéreh the existing development.

(e) Boundary walls
There are no boundary (parapet) wadbsisting or proposed.

(H  Wall setbacks
The wall setbacks are not being altefienin the existing development.

(g) Visual privacy setbacks
There is_no visual privacy implicationexisting or proposed, in regards to Element 8
of the R-Codes.

(h) Solar access for adjoining sites
The area of overshadow is not being altdrech the existing development.

()  Finished ground and floor levels - minimum
The ground and floor levels are not being altdrech the existing development.

() Finished ground and floor levels - maximum

The ground and floor levels are not being altdrech the existing development.
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(k)

(m)

(n)

Car parking

Under Town Planning Scheme No. 6 the car parkirguirements for Highway
Commercial Centre is 1 per 20 sg. metres gross doma. The floor area of the office
is 62 sg. metres therefore 4 car parking bays vegraired for the use.

Town Planning Scheme No. 6 requires 1 bay for et®ngq. metres of gross floor
area with a minimum of 6; plus 1 for every persompkyed on the premises for a
consulting room use. The applicant is thereforekingea dispensation for 2 car
parking bays.

The applicant has sought dispensation on the Heesis

1. The business will operate as a sole practitioneremployees will be taken on,
and a maximum of only two clients will be on themises at one time; one being
seen by the practitioner, the other in the waitiogm. Therefore the maximum
number of car parking bays that will be used at@mg time is three, which is less
than the required number for the approved offia aad

2. There is underutilised street parking along S&get.

It is also noted that a public car park with a céyaof approximately 40 cars is
available on the corner of Ley Street and Downédyd)rapproximately 50.0 metres
from the subject site. A number of public transenvices also operate along
Manning Road.

Staff have inspected the site on three occasiong,2®0 pm on Wednesday, 1
October 2008, 10:30 am on Thursday, 2 October 2048 9:30 am on Friday, 3
October 2008. On all three site visits there wengimber of bays available along Ley
Street and in the public car park no more thandt2 were parked on each occasion,
refer Attachment 10.3.2(a) However it should also be acknowledged thatlen t
second site visit at least 4 on-street parking bagse occupied by contractors
involved in the construction of the 56 Ley Streetelopment.

Noting that the two storey shop and office develeptrwas approved by Council
with a car parking bay deficit of 5 bays (20 baydiéu of 25 bays), the application
should be supported, with the additional deficitofar parking bays, as there are a
significant number of bays provided off site in@eenient and close location to the
subject site which are not being used to their cidjpa

Number of practitioners
The number of practitioners proposed is one, thisglies with the Town Planning
Scheme No. 6 requirements.

Scheme Objectives: Clause 1.6 of No. 6 Town RlaEing Scheme

Having regard to the preceding comments, in terimth@ general objectives listed

within Clause 1.6 of TPS6, the proposal is congiddp broadly meehe following

objectives:

(d) Establish a community identity and “sense ahownity” both at a City and
precinct level and to encourage more community Wtat®n in the decision-
making process;

(e) Ensure community aspirations and concerns atdressed through Scheme
controls;

(i) Create a hierarchy of commercial centres acawgdo their respective designated
functions, so as to meet the various shopping dner @ommercial needs of the
community;
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() In all commercial centres, promote an appropgiaange of land uses consistent
with:
() the designated function of each centre setiouthe Local Commercial
Strategy; and
(i)  the preservation of the amenity of the logalit

(o) Other Matters to be Considered by Council: Clase 7.5 of No. 6 Town Planning

Scheme

In considering the application, the Council is riegg to have due regard to, and may

impose conditions with respect to, matters liste€Clause 7.5 of TPS6 which are, in

the opinion of the Council, relevant to the prombsevelopment. Of the 24 listed
matters, the following are particularly relevanttie current application and require
careful consideration:

(@) the objectives and provisions of this Schemeluding the objectives and
provisions of a Precinct Plan and the MetropoliRaegion Scheme;

(b) the requirements of orderly and proper plannimguding any relevant proposed
new town planning scheme or amendment which has dre@ated consent for
public submissions to be sought;

() the preservation of the amenity of the locality

() the amount of traffic likely to be generated the proposal, particularly in
relation to the capacity of the road system inldeality and the probable effect
on traffic flow and safety;

(w) any relevant submissions received on the agific, including those received
from any authority or committee consulted undemu€a7.4; and

(x)  any other planning considerations which the @ulconsiders relevant.

Consultation

(@) Design Advisory Consultants’ comments
The DAC comments are not required as there arercinit@ctural changes to the
current development.

(b) Neighbour consultation
Neighbour Consultation has been undertaken forptuposal to the extent and in the
manner required by Policy P104 “Neighbour and ComitguConsultation in Town
Planning Processes”. No submissions were receivgdgithe neighbour consultation
period.

Policy and Legislative Implications
Comments in relation to various relevant provisiofithe No. 6 Town Planning Scheme,
the R-Codes and Council policies have been provédiselvhere in this report.

Financial Implications
The issue has a no impact on this particular area.

Strategic Implications

This matter relates to Goal 3 “Environmental Mamaget” identified within the Council's
Strategic Plan. Goal 3 is expressed in the follgvierms: To effectively manage, enhance
and maintain the City’s unique natural and built enronment.

Sustainability Implications
There are no sustainability implications relatingdttis application.
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Conclusion

The proposed parking bay dispensation will not haweetrimental impact on the general
amenity of the adjoining area, and meets all ofrétevant Scheme objectives. Provided that
standard conditions are applied as recommendedcansidered that the application should
be conditionally approved

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION AND
COUNCIL DECISION ITEM 10.3.2

That pursuant to the provisions of the City of ®oBerth Town Planning Scheme No. 6 and
the Metropolitan Region Scheme, this applicationplanning approval for a change of use
from Office to Consulting Rooms on Lot 409 (No. 36y Street, Comde approved
subject to:

(@) Standard Conditions
661  Validity of approval

Footnote A full list of Standard Conditions is available for inspection at the Council Offices during
normal business hours.

(b) Specific Conditions
A maximum number of one practitioner shall consudim the premises along with
one support staff.

(c) Standard Advice Notes
649  Planning consent is not a Signs
License
651  Appeal rights - SAT

Footnote A full list of Advice Notes is available for inspection at the Council Offices during normal
business hours.

(d) Specific Advice Notes
(i) The applicant is advised that a Building Licens required for any internal
modifications.
(i) It is the applicant’'s responsibility to liais&ith the City’s Environmental
Health Department to ensure satisfaction of athefrelevant requirements;

CARRIED EN BLOC RESOLUTION

10.3.3 Application for Informal Preliminary Support for Proposed Mixed
Development Lot 3298 Murray Street, Como

Location: Lot 3298 Murray Street, Como

Applicant: South Perth Church of Christ

Lodgement Date: 16 June 2008

File Ref: 11.2008.268 MU2/L3298

Date: 1 October 2008

Author: Matt Stuart, Senior Statutory Planning Cdfi

Reporting Officer: Steve Cope, Director, Developtreamd Community Services
Summary

To consider an application for informal preliminaypport, in accordance with Clause 7.10
of Town Planning Scheme No. BKS6).
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The proposal is a Master Plan for 74 Multiple Divgls, Café Local Shop and Religious
Activities (auditorium), within 4 buildings of 2 dn3 storeys, on Lot 3298 Murray Street,
Como.

The proposal does not conflict with Council Polidye City’s Town Planning Scheme No.
6, or 2008 R-Codes. It is recommended that thegsalde supported in principle.

Background

The development site details are as follows:
Zoning Private Institution
Density coding R30
Lot area 35,047 sq. metres
Building height limit 7.0 metres
Development potential 116 Dwellings
Plot ratio 0.6:1

This report includes the following attachments:
Attachment 10.3.3(a) Site photographs
Attachment 10.3.3(b) Plans of the proposal

The location of the development site is shown below
[

MCNABB LOOP

MCNABB LPOP

]

Development site

0 50.00 100.00

In accordance with Council Delegation DC342, thappsal is referred to a Council meeting
because it falls within the following categoriesci#ed in the Delegation:

2. Large scale development proposals
()  Proposals involving non-residential developmettich, in the opinion of the
delegated officer, are likely to have a significaffect on the City; and
(i) Proposals involving 10 or more dwellings.

Comment

(a) Description of the Surrounding Locality
The subject site is located adjacent to the SowttihPTennis Club and Penrhos
College to the north, Collier Park Golf Coursehe east, Como Secondary College to
the south and the Collier Park Retirement Villagethe west, as seen Kigure 1
below:
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(b)

(c)

" i 3 i

Figure 1: Surrounding locality and land uses.
Existing Development on the Subject Site
The existing development on the subject site ctigrd@atures land uses of ‘Religions
Activities’ (church & associated facilities, comnitynhall and community workshop),
and ‘Radio and Television Installation’ (Sonshird,Fadio facility only), as depicted
in the site photographs fttachment 10.3.3(a)

Description of the Proposal

The proposal is for a master plan, or planning ephcwhere the exact design and
compositions of uses are subject to change, asra pmecise design is created at the
Development Application phase. Accordingly, a prétiary and informal (in-
principle) decision is sought by Council in accorda with Clause 7.10 of the
Scheme, which does not constitute planning appriovdahe purposes of clause 7.9 of
TPS6. Consequently, this matter will be subjech tiuture development application
requiring determination by the Council.

The Applicant’s report describes the concept armp@sal in extensive detail, as
provided to Council at the Major Development Brigfiheld on 1 October 2008.

The master plan proposal involves retaining thesteyg development, and the

construction of 74 Multiple Dwellings, Caféocal Shop and Religious Activities

(auditorium), within 4 buildings of 2 and 3 storegs depicted in the submitted plans
of Attachment 10.3.3(b)

The proposal complies with the Town Planning Schiime6 (TPS6), theResidential
Design Codes of WA 2008he R-Codeg and relevant Council Policies. This is
discussed in more detail below.
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(d)

(e)

(f)

(¢)]

(h)

(i)

Residential Density

The permissible residential density is 116 dwelin&30), whereas the proposed
residential density is 74 dwellings; therefore, pheposed development complieih
Table 1 of the R-Codes.

Land Uses
The break-up of the proposed uses and floorspguesented below ihable 1

Table 1: Land Uses and Floorspace
Building Land Use Type | Land Uses (TPS6) Use Class Floorspace
Location (TPS6) (m2)
South-west Residential 18 Multiple Dwellings D 1945
West Mixed 24 Multiple Dwellings D 2595
Development "4 ocal Shop P 500
1 Religious Activities DC
North-west Mixed 32 Multiple Dwellings D 3460
Development 1 Consulting Rooms P 750
Central Non-Residential | 1 Religious Activities DC 2,800
(1,000-seat auditorium)
1 mixed Café DC 200
and Local Shop P
Total 12,250

Subject to neighbourhood consultation at the dereént application phase, it is
considered that the proposed land uses are appt®dor the site, and therefore
complywith TPS6.

Finished Ground and Floor Levels- minimum

As the site is suitably elevated above ground amfhse water levels, all ground and
floor levels_complywith Clause 6.9.2 “Minimum Ground and Floor LeVetd the
Town Planning Scheme No. 6.

Finished Ground and Floor Levels- maximum

The level of detail of in this master plan does @oable an assessment of maximum
ground and floor levels, however this matter widl kesolved at the Development
Application phase.

With the limited information at hand, it is considd that the proposed development
could be designed to complyith Clause 6.10 “Maximum Ground and Floor Levels”
of the Town Planning Scheme No. 6.

Boundary Walls
None proposed.

Wall Setbacks
The level of detail of in this master plan does paable an assessment of wall
setbacks. This matter will be resolved at the dgwekent application phase.

With the limited information at hand, it is congidd that the wall setback are

generally_compliantgiven that there is only one lot, and therefossell number of
boundaries to be set back from.
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()

(k)

()

(m)

(n)

(0)

Street Setbacks

1. Residential building: south-west

The permissible averagadreet setback is 4.0 metres, whereas the profdmsting
setback is approximately 8.5 metres. The requiexbrsdary street setback is 1.5
metres, whereas the proposed building setback progimnately 6.5 metres.
Therefore, the proposed development complits Table 1 of the R-Codes.

2. Mixed Development building: west

The minimum street setback is 7.5 metres; wherd@s groposed setback is
approximately 8.5 metres, therefore the proposedldpment compliesvith Table 3
of the City of South Perth Town Planning Scheme &o.

3. Mixed Development building: northwest

The minimum street setback is 7.5 metres; wherdw@s groposed setback is
approximately 8.5 metres, therefore the proposeeéldpment compliesvith Table 3
of the City of South Perth Town Planning Scheme &o.

The minimum ‘other’ street setback is 4.5 metrebgrgas the proposed setback is
approximately 4.5 metres, therefore the proposedldpment compliesvith Table 3
of the City of South Perth Town Planning Scheme &o.

4. Non-Residential building: central

The minimum street setbacks range from 4.5 to 7efram; whereas the proposed
setback is approximately 14-100 metres, therefdre proposed development
complieswith Table 3 of the City of South Perth Town PlangnScheme No. 6.

Building Height
The level of detail in this master plan does naabd® an assessment of building
heights. This matter will be resolved at the Depetent Application phase.

With the limited information at hand, it is congidd that the buildings are generally
compliantwith Clause 6.2 "Maximum Building Height Limit" dhe Town Planning
Scheme No. 6.

Solar Access for Adjoining Sites
All overshadow will be cast upon the subject sitied therefore fully compliant with
the maximum overshadow requirements of the R-Codes.

Visual Privacy Setbacks

The level of detail of in this masterplan does eoable an assessment of visual
privacy setbacks, however, this matter will be he=th at the Development
Application phase.

Plot Ratio

The plot ratio permitted is 0.6:1 (21,028 sq. n&ttee proposed plot ratio is 0.43:1
(15,002 sq. metres), therefore the proposed denadop complieswith the plot ratio
element of the R-Codes.

Open Space

The required minimum open space permitted is 4qmer (15,771 sq. metres),

whereas the proposed open space is approximatepeitent (25,000 sgq. metres),
therefore the proposed development compliéh the open space element of the R-
Codes.
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(P)

(@)

()

In addition, it is noted that the Master Plan psgman attractive community square
within the open space.

Landscaping

The amount of landscaping proposed is not clednisitearly stage, however there is
ample room available for landscaping, and furtheetbe Applicant’s report makes a
commitment to achieve the required 25 percenteatidvelopment application phase.

Car Parking

The method used by the Applicant's transport plasin®loth and Associates, to
calculate the required car parking is based uparesmssumptions and conditions (see
Applicant’s report), as outlined below.

The parking bays of some of the uses (existing @g@osed), such as the Sonshine
FM building, will not be required during the peadripd of the auditorium, which is
during the Sunday religious services. Accordingdgme bays have been shared
between the various uses (reciprocal parking).

Additional parking bays are proposed in the Murgtneet road reserve.

Grassed overflow parking is proposed, rather thxensive hard surfaces that will not
be used for 6 days of the week, purportedly simidachurches in Canning, Joondalup
and Mount Pleasant.

Using the above assumptions, the required numbeaobays is 470; whereas the
proposed number of car bays is 486. During the Idpweent application phase, this
matter will be assessed in more detail, howeveéhiatstage it is considered that the
proposed development compliegth the car parking element of the R-Codes.

Scheme Objectives: Clause 1.6 of No. 6 Town Plaing Scheme

Having regard to the preceding comments, in terimth@ general objectives listed

within Clause 1.6 of TPS6, the proposal is considep broadly meete following

objectives:

(@) Maintain the City's predominantly residentiabtacter and amenity;

(c) Facilitate a diversity of dwelling styles andndities in appropriate locations on
the basis of achieving performance-based objectivaish retain the desired
streetscape character and, in the older areas@fiihtrict, the existing built form
character;

(d) Establish a community identity and ‘sense ohmoinity’ both at a City and
precinct level and to encourage more community Wtat®n in the decision-
making process;

(e) Ensure community aspirations and concerns atdressed through Scheme
controls;

(H Safeguard and enhance the amenity of resideat@as and ensure that new
development is in harmony with the character aralesof existing residential
development;

(g) Protectresidential areas from the encroachnadmappropriate uses;

(h) Utilise and build on existing community fa@ and services and make more
efficient and effective use of new services anltititss; and

(i) Create a hierarchy of commercial centres acdaugd to their respective
designated functions, so as to meet the variougpiig and other commercial
needs of the community.
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(s)

Other Matters to be Considered by Council: Clage 7.5 of No. 6 Town Planning
Scheme

In considering the application, the Council is riegg to have due regard to, and may
impose conditions with respect to, matters liste€lause 7.5 of TPS6 which are, in
the opinion of the Council, relevant to the prombsievelopment. Of the 24 listed
matters, the following are particularly relevanttie current application and require
careful_consideratian

@)
(b)

©
()

(i
0)

(n)

(P)
(@)
("

©)

®

(u)
V)

)

the objectives and provisions of this Schemeluding the objectives and
provisions of a Precinct Plan and the MetropoliRegion Scheme;

the requirements of orderly and proper planniimguding any relevant proposed
new town planning scheme or amendment which has dreated consent for
public submissions to be sought;

the provisions of the Residential Design Cadebany other approved Statement
of Planning Policy of the Commission prepared urfsisetion 5AA of the Act;

any planning policy, strategy or plan adoptsdtlie Council under the provisions
of Clause 9.6 of this Scheme;

the preservation of the amenity of the locality

all aspects of design of any proposed developnmecluding but not limited to,
height, bulk, orientation, construction materialsgdegeneral appearance;

the extent to which a proposed building is afiguin harmony with neighbouring
existing buildings within the focus area, in terofsits scale, form or shape,
rhythm, colour, construction materials, orientati@etbacks from the street and
side boundaries, landscaping visible from the stie®d architectural details;

any social issues that have an effect on trenéiynof the locality;

the topographic nature or geographic locatidrite land;

the likely effect of the proposal on the natweavironment and any means that
are proposed to protect or to mitigate impactstariatural environment;
whether the proposed access and egress toramdtiie site are adequate and
whether adequate provision has been made for tlalirlg, unloading,
manoeuvre and parking of vehicles on the site;

the amount of traffic likely to be generated thg proposal, particularly in
relation to the capacity of the road system inldeality and the probable effect
on traffic flow and safety;

whether adequate provision has been made fmsady disabled persons;
whether adequate provision has been made ®iahdscaping of the land to
which the application relates and whether any treesther vegetation on the
land should be preserved; and

any other planning considerations which the @mlconsiders relevant.

Consultation

(@)

Design Advisory Consultants’ Comments

The design of the proposal was considered by thés@esign Advisory Consultants
at their meeting held in August 2008. The propegas favourably receivedy the
Consultants. Their comments are summarised below:
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(b)

(€)

DAC Comments

Officer Comments

The architects generally supported the proposed master plan of the
development as well as the site planning, noting that the church and radio
communications buildings already exist on site.

The comment is NOTED.

Comments on the proposed built form can only be provided once large
scale drawings are provided to the City. These were not available at the
time of the meeting.

The comment is NOTED.

The architects considered that the proposal may well comply with the
building height provisions of the Town Planning Scheme No. 6. The
proposed two storey building at the highest point of natural ground level
will clearly comply with the Scheme provisions. With the existing slope of
ground, increased building height could be achieved and should comply
as well. The proposed higher portions of the building were not seen to
have any adverse amenity impact on the adjoining land uses, hence were
supported.

The comment is UPHELD.

The architects also pointed out that the height of the existing pine trees
on site and in the surrounding areas should also be considered when
assessing compliance with height limits for the proposed built form, as
they needs to correlate.

The comment is NOTED.

The architects recommended that views of the golf course from the
proposed development could be also utilised through effective design.

The comment is NOTED.

The architects encouraged the Applicant to provide justification for the
lesser number of proposed car parking bays by addressing reciprocal
parking requirements.

Amended report
adequately covers this
matter, see above
discussion. The comment
is UPHELD.

The architects encouraged street parking as proposed. They enquired as
to how the Church intends to maintain the grassed areas where parking
has been proposed on the lawns.

Amended report
adequately covers this
matter, see above

discussion. The comment
is UPHELD.

Neighbour Consultation

Being an application for in-principle support, rf@gurhood consultation has not
been sought, however upon lodging a Developmentiégion, consultation will be
carried out.

Other City Departments
The Strategic Urban Planning Adviser, Developmentvises has provided the
following comments:

In the course of preparing TPS6, a collection gores known as ‘Precinct Plans’
(one for each of 14 precincts) were prepared byguitents appointed by the Council.
The subject site is situated in Precinct 9 (‘Como”)

The Precinct Plan for Precinct 9 has been examiheldes not contain any reference
to the Church of Christ site, although objectives dther parts of the precinct are
discussed. The proposal in the Church of ChristeMBtan is not in conflict with the
TPS6 Precinct Plan for Precinct 9.

From a Strategic Planning viewpoint, the Applicargroposals are considered to be
entirely satisfactory. It is particularly pleasitmg note that the Master Plan has been
formulated with a view to promoting interaction Wween activities and land uses on
the subject site and those of neighbouring sites.
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Policy and Legislative Implications
Comments in relation to various relevant provisiofithe No. 6 Town Planning Scheme,
the R-Codes and Council policies have been providiselvhere in this report.

Financial Implications
The issue has a no impamt this particular area

Strategic Implications

This matter relates to Goal 3 “Environmental Mamaget” identified within the Council's
Strategic Plan. Goal 3 is expressed in the followtermsTo effectively manage, enhance
and maintain the City’s unique natural and built enronment.

Sustainability Implications

The City’s Sustainability Coordinator has providgmmments with respect to sustainability.
She advises that where relevant to issue and tjrfuniper investigation and documentation
is required of the Applicant at the Development Bgation phase, into ESD principles, the
City's 2030 Visioning project and TPS No.7.

Conclusion

The proposal will have no detrimental impact oroadpg residential neighbours, and meets
all of the relevant Scheme Objectives. It is comed that the application should be
conditionally supported

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION AND
COUNCIL DECISION ITEM 10.3.3

That pursuant to the provisions of the City of $oerth Town Planning Scheme No. 6, this
application for informal preliminary support for k&d Development Additions comprising
74 Multiple Dwellings, Café, Local Shop and an Aodum (within 4 Buildings of 2 to 3
Storeys) to Existing Religious Activities on Lot @ Murray Street, Combe supported
subject to the followingSpecific Advice Notes

(a) In accordance with clause 7.10 of the City ofith Perth Town Planning Scheme
No. 6, this is not a planning approval for the msgs of clause 7.9 or any other
provision of the Scheme. The Applicant is advisédhe need to obtain a formal
planning approval from the City in accordance wttause 7.2 “Application for
Planning Approval” of TPS6. The proposed developmeéth be required to comply
with the relevant provisions of the Town Planningh&me, Residential Design
Codes and Town Planning Policies. These planningigions include, and are not
limited to, the prescribed building height limilppratio, car parking, landscaping,
visual privacy and setbacks.

(b) A building licence must be obtained from Colisduilding ServicedDepartment
prior to commencing any works of a structural natur

(© It is the Applicant’s responsibility to liaisgith the City’s Environmental Health
Department to ensure satisfaction of all of thevaht requirements;

(d) It is the Applicant’s responsibility to liaisgith the City’'s Parks and Environment
Department prior to designing a landscaping plantfie street verge areas and
proposing the removal of trees from site as require

(e) It is the Applicant's responsibility to liaisaith the City’s Sustainability
Coordinator to ensure satisfaction of all of thievant requirements; and

() Any activities conducted will need to comply tlvithe Environmental Protection
(Noise) Regulations 1994t all times.

CARRIED EN BLOC RESOLUTION
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10.3.4  Proposed Modification to Existing Approved f§n. “Esplanade River Suites”
Lot 103 (No 112) Melville Parade, Como (PrevioushBroadwater Pagoda

Hotel)
Location: Lot 103 (No 112) Melville Parade, Como.
Applicant: Allerding & Associates
File Ref: 11.2008.213; ME3/112
Date: 1 October 2008
Author: Lloyd Anderson, Planning Officer
Reporting Officer: Steve Cope, Director, Developtreamd Community Services
Summary

This application for planning approval is for madittions to a previously approved roof-
mounted sign, granted approval in 1998. Clause @1&f Town Planning Scheme No. 6
(TPS6) prohibits any new roof-mounted signs. Howewedifications to existing approved
roof signs can be approved. Council’s discretions@aight in regard to the modified
configuration of the sign. The recommendation isgfioproval.

Background

The development site details are as follows:
Zoning Residential
Density coding R30/50
Lot area 6752 sq. metres
Building height limit 7.0 metres
Development potential Existing hotel

This report includes the following attachments:

Attachment 10.3.4(a) Letter from Allerding & Associates, Town
Planners, dated 19 September 2008 including plans
of the modifications.

Confidential Attachment 10.3.4(b) Approval issued 9 July 2008.

Confidential Attachment 10.3.4(c) Approval issued 23 February 1998.

The location of the development site is shown belolihe site is adjoined by residential
uses to the north and east. The freeway is to #s and ‘Comer Reserve’ to the south.

N | [ = \B\

%

%,
@
3

141

143

147

COMER 3T

19- 34
19-34 [19-34 [ 0-19 (21,23 2

19-34

\ 19.34 o 50,00 101
ey
10 A 19 meter:

38




MINUTES : ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING : 28 OCTOBER 2@0

In accordance with Council Delegation DC342, theppisal is referred to a Council meeting
because it falls within the following categoriesci#bed in the delegation:

3. The exercise of a discretionary power
(i) Proposals representing a significant depagurom the No. 6 Town Planning
Scheme incorporating the Residential Design Coddsyant Planning Policies
and Local Laws where it is proposed to grant plagrapproval.

If, in the Council’s opinion, the current proposas deemed to be a ‘new’ sign, rather than
modification to an existing sign, this would coh#i a significant departure from TPS6,
having regard to Clause 6.12 (3) “Signs” which piodk new roof mounted-signs.

In the way of background, a planning applicatiors@dged with the City for three new
signs on 9 July 2008 and approved, as @enfidential Attachment 10.3.4(h, with the
following specific condition:

(2) Having regard to Clause 6.12(3) “Signs” of tkity’s Town Planning Scheme
No. 6, the proposed roof mounted sign ‘C’ is prdbith and is to be removed
from the proposal.

As mentioned above, the May 2008 determination BR86 prohibition on roof signs was
critical to the consideration of sign ‘C’. An apmtion for review of the condition was
lodged with the State Administrative Tribunal (SA@) 5 August 2008. At the SAT the
applicant produced a sign licence approved by Oitycers in 1998 under Town Planning
Scheme No. 5 as péonfidential Attachment 10.3.4(c) This information stated that the
roof sign was already erected in accordance withptieviously approved plans and that the
current application relates to proposed modificatioo that sign. Subsequently the SAT
ordered that the Council consider the delegated€¥f§ decision and has listed a further
hearing for 29 October 2008.

Comment

(a) Description of the proposal
According to the applicants letter dated 19 Sept&rb08 the:
e existing sign structure would remain in place;
* sign would be ‘re-badged’ reflecting the changewhership of the hotel; and
* sign would be reconfigured as shown on the planattachment 10.3.4(a)to
cater for change of ownership.

The applicants letter dated 19 September 2008 ibescthe application in more
detail.

(b) Signage
Following the 9 July 2008 approval @onfidential Attachment 10.3.4(b),the City
confirms a similar sign to sign (C) was approved 28 February 1998 as per
Confidential Attachment 10.3.4(c). The Council may approve the -current
application having regard to clause 6.12 (5) of @R®ovided that the proposal is
deemed to be a modification to the existing sig @ot a ‘new’ sign. Clause 6.12(5)
reads as follows:
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(c)

(d)

(e)

(5)Signs which:
(@ were lawfully erected, placed or displayedptd the gazettal of this Scheme;
or
(b are permitted to be erected, placed or displgyecuant to a licence or other

approval granted by the Council prior to the gaaetif this Scheme, may,
except as otherwise provided, continue to be dieplaor to be erected and
displayed in accordance with the licence or appltova

In accordance with Clause 6.12 (5) (b) the exissign may continue to be displayed.
In addition, however, the signs message and the afizhe sign is being modified.
Council's discretion is sought in relation to theodifications and ‘re-badging’
reflecting the change of ownership mentioned iniseda) of this report.

The following factors are relevant in relation t@nsideration of the current

application:

* The total area of the revised sign is less thandhthe existing sign. The existing
sign has an area of 10.8 sgm while the revisedlsagran area of 10.1sgm;

e The sign is not visible from any residential prdjgsr within the City. The sign
would predominately be visible from the freewaygan

e The sign does not impact on the amenity of thelilyca

In accordance with Clause 6.12 (5) of TPS6, aptbeosal relates to modifications
to an existing approved sign and not the erectfoa mew sign, the application could
be approved. Having regard to the preceding conmsmiéns recommended that the
sign be approved.

Other planning controls:
The proposal does not generate any plot ratio,dimgjl height, setbacks, visual
privacy, ground or floor level requirements.

Scheme Objectives: Clause 1.6 of No. 6 Town RlEing Scheme

Scheme Objectives are listed in Clause 1.6 of TP$Be proposal has also been
assessed under, and has been found to meet, kheifg relevant general objectives
listed in clause 1.6(2) of TPS6:

Objective (f) Safeguard and enhance the amenity of residentedsaand ensure
that new development is in harmony with the charaahd scale of
existing residential development;

The sign is seen to comply with objective (f) aiude 1.6 of TPS as it will not impact
the amenity of the residential area.

Other Matters to be Considered by Council: Clage 7.5 of No. 6 Town Planning
Scheme

In addition to the issues relating to technical pbamce of the project under TPS6, as
discussed above, in considering an applicatiorpfanning approval, the Council is
required to have due regard to, and may impose ithomsl with respect to, other
matters listed in clause 7.5 of TPS6 which arg¢h@opinion of the Council, relevant
to the proposed development. Of the 24 listed ergtthe following are particularly
relevant to the current application and requireftdrconsideration:

(h) the preservation of any object or place of tage significance that has been
entered in the Register within the meaning of theritige of Western
Australia Act, 1990 (as amended), or which is ideldi in the Heritage List
under clause 6.11, and the effect of the proposaltlee character or
appearance of that object or place;
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The sign is seen to comply with matter (h) of c&aus5 of TPS6 as the sign

modification does not impact the heritage comporudrthe site, being the original

‘Pagoda Ballroom’ conserved for aesthetic, histaia social heritage significance.

(i)  the preservation of the amenity of the locality

()  all aspects of design of any proposed developmecluding but not limited
to, height, bulk, orientation, construction matdsiand general appearance;

(n) the extent to which a proposed building is aisuin harmony with
neighbouring existing buildings within the focuarin terms of its scale,
form or shape, rhythm, colour, construction matkiarientation, setbacks
from the street and side boundaries, landscapisil from the street, and
architectural details;

The sign is seen to comply with matters (i), (jil&n) of clause 7.5 of TPS6 as it will
not impact the amenity of the residential area.

Consultation
Neighbour consultation was not required in accocdawith Policy P104 “Neighbour and
Community Consultation in Town Planning Processes”.

Policy and Legislative Implications

Comments in relation to various relevant provisiohgshe No. 6 Town Planning Scheme,
the R-.

.Codes and Council policies have been providedublsee in this report.

Financial Implications
The issue has a minor impaut this particular area, to the extent of paynednhe required
planning fee by the applicant.

Strategic Implications

This matter relates to Goal 3 “Environmental Mamaget” identified within the Council’s
Strategic Plan. Goal 3 is expressed in the folhgwierms: To effectively manage, enhance
and maintain the City’s unique natural and built efronment.

Sustainability Implications
There are no sustainability implications relatingdttis application.

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION AND
COUNCIL DECISION ITEM 10.3.4

That pursuant to the provisions of the City of $oRerth Town Planning Scheme No. 6 and
the Metropolitan Region Scheme, this application gtanning approval for an amended
sign on Lot 103 (No. 112) Melville Parabie approved, subject to:

(@ Standard Conditions
660  Validity of the approval

Footnote A full list of Standard Conditions is available for inspection at the Council Offices during
normal business hours.

(b) Standard Advice Notes
648  building licence required
649A minor variations - seek approval

Footnote A full list of Advice Notes is available for inspection at the Council Offices during normal
business hours.

CARRIED EN BLOC RESOLUTION
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10.4 GOAL 4: INFRASTRUCTURE
Nil

10.5 GOAL5: ORGANISATIONAL EFFECTIVENESS

10.5.1 Applications for Planning Approval Determinel Under Delegated Authority. |

Location: City of South Perth

Applicant: Council

Date: 1 October 2008

Author: Rajiv Kapur, Manager, Development Asgemst
Reporting Officer: Steve Cope, Director Developm&Community Services
Summary

The purpose of this report is to advise Councilapplications for planning approval
determined under delegated authority during thetmohSeptember 2008.

Background
At the Council meeting held on 24 October 2006, i@iduesolved as follows:

That Council receive a monthly report as part of ghAgenda, commencing at the
November 2006 meeting, on the exercise of Delegafedhority from Development
Services under Town Planning Scheme No. 6, as catle provided in the Councillor’s
Bulletin.”

The great majority (over 90%) of applications fdarming approval are processed by the
Planning Officers and determined under delegatéubaity rather than at Council meetings.
This report provides information relating to thepbgations dealt with under delegated
authority.

Comment

Council Delegation DC342 “Town Planning Scheme N&O. identifies the extent of
delegated authority conferred upon City Officersrahation to applications for planning
approval. Delegation DC342 guides the administeatprocess regarding referral of
applications to Council meetings or determinatioder delegated authority.

Consultation
During the month of September 2008, fifty two (5@velopment applications were
determined under delegated authority, réftachment 10.5.1

Policy and Legislative Implications
The issue has no impact on this particular area.

Financial Implications
The issue has no impact on this particular area.

Strategic Implications
The report is aligned to Goal 5 “Organisationakgfiveness” within the Council’s Strategic
Plan. Goal 5 is expressed in the following teriie: be a professional, effective and
efficient organisation

Sustainability Implications
Reporting of Applications for Planning Approval Banhined Under Delegated Authority
contributes to the City’s sustainability by pronmgtieffective communication.
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OFFICER RECOMMENDATION AND
COUNCIL DECISION ITEM 10.5.1

That the report andttachment 10.5.1relating to delegated determination of applications
for planning approval during the month of Septenf#8, be received.

CARRIED EN BLOC RESOLUTION

| 10.5.2 Use of the Common Seal |
Location: City of South Perth
Applicant: Council
File Ref: GO/106
Date: 3 October 2008
Author: Sean McLaughlin, Legal and Governanccef
Reporting Officer: Cliff Frewing, Chief Executiv@fficer
Summary

To provide a report to Council on the use of then@mn Seal.

Background
At the October 2006 Ordinary Council Meeting thibdi@ing resolution was adopted:

That Council receive a monthly report as part of éhAgenda, commencing at the
November 2006 meeting, on the use of the Common,Sisting seal number; date sealed;
department; meeting date / item number and reasonuse.

Comment
Clause 21.1 of the City’s Standing Orders Local La@07 provides that the CEO is
responsible for the safe custody and proper usigeofommon seal.

In addition, clause 21.1 requires the CEO to retoalregister:

0] the date on which the common seal was affixed tiocument;

(i) the nature of the document; and

(i) the parties described in the document to \hite common seal was affixed.

Register

Extracts from the Register for the month of Septen#H08 appear below.

Nature of document Parties Date Seal Affixed
Surrender of CPV Lease CoSP & Thomas Aplin 9 September 2008
CPV Hostel Residency Agreement CoSP & Mavis Avery 10 September 2008
Surrender of CPV Lease CoSP & Rose Stewart 17 September 2008
Building Grant Agreement CoSP & Lotteries Commission | 18 September 2008

(Lotterywest)

Deed of Agreement to enter CPV Lease CoSP & Anne Higgins 18 September 2008
CPV Lease CoSP & Anne Higgins 18 September 2008
Registration of CPV Lease CoSP & Anne Higgins 18 September 2008
Notification under s. 70A Transfer of Land Act | CoSP & The Housing Authority 19 September 2008
Amendment (Parking & Penalty Units) Local | CoSP 24 September 2008
Law
Deed of Variation CPV Lease CoSP & Lily Wheildon 26 September 2008
Deed of Agreement to enter CPV Lease CoSP & Shirley Denton 30 September 2008
CPV Lease CoSP & Shirley Denton 30 September 2008
Registration of CPV Lease CoSP & Shirley Denton 30 September 2008

Note: The register is maintained on an electronic dase laad is available for inspection.
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Consultation
Not applicable.

Policy and Legislative Implications
Clause 21 of the City’s Standing Orders Local L&d@2 describes the requirements for the
safe custody and proper use of the common seal.

Financial Implications
Nil.

Strategic Implications
The report aligns to Goal 5 “Organisational Effeetiess” within the Council's Strategic
Plan. Goal 5 is expressed in the following terms:

To be a professional, effective and efficient orgsation.

Sustainability Implications
Reporting of the use of the Common Seal contributeshe City’s sustainability by
promoting effective communication.

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION AND
COUNCIL DECISION ITEM 10.5.2

That the report on the use of the Common Seal Her month of September 2008 be
received.
CARRIED EN BLOC RESOLUTION

| 10.5.3 Annual Report 2007/2008 |

Location: City of South Perth

Applicant: Council

File Ref: KM/302

Date: 6 October 2008

Author: Kay Russell

Reporting Officer Cliff Frewing, Chief Executiveff@er
Summary

The purpose of this report is to present for adwoptthe Annual Financial Statements as at
30 June 2008, and the Annual Report for the Gitgauth Perth for the year ended 30 June
2008 and to set a date for the Annual Electors’tivge

Background

Section 5.53 of th&ocal Government Aatequires that the Annual Report be adopted by
Council. A draft copy of the 2007/08 Annual Repads circulated to Members via the
Bulletin on 3 October 2008. No comments wereiweckin relation to the draft document.

The Audit Report relating to the 2007/08 Finan8tdtements was considered and approved
by the Audit and Governance Committee on 9 Septe2{ES.
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Comment

The Annual Report, incorporating the Financial &tagnts, is contained on the October
Agenda asittachment 10.5.3. Following adoption at the Council meeting, Puliatice is
required to be given that the document is availéftenspection. An Annual Meeting of
Electors is also required to be held within 56 dafysr receiving the Annual Report.

The 2007/2008 Annual Report incorporating the foiahstatements for the year, contains
all of the necessary statutory requirements and been designed with commercial
principles in mind, ie it contains the full setfofancial statements. Copies of the Annual
Report will be produced and will be made availgiier to the Annual Electors Meeting.

The audit for the 2007/2008 financial year has bemnpleted and the Auditors’ Statement
is contained in the report that was consideredhey Audit and Governance Committee
Meeting held on 9 September 2008.

It is proposed that pagdbree to nineteen of the 2007/2008 Annual Report will be
summarised in aeport to the communityp be printed in a newsletter style and format and
distributed to the City’s 20,000 households follogvthe Annual Electors Meeting.

It is suggested that the Annual Meeting of Elechirset on a date determined by the Mayor
and Chief Executive Officer. The date set willoall time for the Annual Report to be
printed and to be available for inspection during statutory advertising period (minimum
14 days).

Consultation

A Public Notice will be placed in the City Updategular column featured in the Southern
Gazette newspaper advising of the availabilityef Annual Report for public inspection

together with details of the proposed Annual Electdeeting. A suitable notice will also

be placed on the City Noticeboard and will be digpt at the City Libraries as well as
appearing on the City website. In addition, 20,00pies of the Community Annual Report
will be distributed to residences throughout thiy Ci

Policy and Legislative Implications
Adoption of the Annual Report and holding of Anniéctors’ Meeting required by the
Local Government Act.

Financial Implications
Nil

Strategic Implications

Action required in accordance with thecal Government Act.The recommendation of this
report is consistent with Goal 5 “OrganisationalfeEfiveness” identified within the
Council's Strategic Plan. Goal 5 is expressedhénfollowing terms:To be a professional,
effective and efficient organisation.

Sustainability Implications

Adopting and circulating the City’s Annual Repartorporating the financial statements for
the year end 30 June 2008 contributes to the Laystainability by promoting effective
communication.
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OFFICER RECOMMENDATION AND
COUNCIL DECISION ITEM 10.5.3

That....
(a) the City of South Perth Annual Report incorpiagathe financial statements for the
year ended 30 June 2008 be * adopted; and
(b) the Annual Meeting of Electors be held on a&datbe determined by the Mayor and
Chief Executive Officer.
CARRIED EN BLOC RESOLUTION
And By Required Absolute Majority

10.5.4 Claim for Reimbursement of Costs from Mr Barie Drake, 2 Scenic
Crescent, South Perth

Location: City of South Perth

Applicant: Council

File Ref: GO/101

Date: 6 October 2008

Author: Sean McLaughlin, Legal and Governancicef
Reporting Officer Cliff Frewing, Chief Executiveff@er
Summary

The City has received a letter from Mr Barrie Drak@ming reimbursement of costs which
he states that he has incurred as a result ofractie has taken in relation to alleged non-
compliance with certain aspects of the planningeyad granted by the City in 2000 for the
property at 11 Heppingstone Street, South Perth.

In view of the absence of a lawful obligation oe ity to make a payment to Mr Drake or
any other relevant consideration in support of ¢hem, it is recommended that it be
declined.

Background

In March this year, the City received a letter frifnBarrie Drake, addressed to the Mayor,
in which Mr Drake outlined a claim against the Clity $34,090.70. This related to costs
which Mr Drake stated that he had incurred as altre$ the application which he made in
2004 to the then Minister for Planning, the Hon mklah MacTiernan concerning alleged
non-compliance with the planning approval grantedhe City in relation to the building at

11 Heppingstone Street South Perth.

Acting upon Mr Drake’s request, the Minister regéerthe matter to the State Administrative
Tribunal for a hearing. The matter was heard bySA& in 2005 and a decision containing a
number of recommendations was delivered in Octabes.

In accordance with thé&lanning & Development Act 200%under which Mr Drake’s
application was made, the SAT recommendations aeento the Minister who is able to
adopt, vary or ignore them. In January 2008 theid¢tin ordered the City to issue a direction
to the property owner to comply with the termsted SAT recommendations. The direction
which was subsequently issued, was appealed tdSKE by the property owner, the
proceedings for which have recently concluded. ¢fprehensive history of the matter was
contained in the report to Council for its July 80@eeting.]

46



MINUTES : ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING : 28 OCTOBER 2@0

Mr Drake’s letter contains a list of items and tost said to have been incurred under each,
spanning the period from 10 May 2002 to July 2086significant proportion of the total is
made up of planning consultant’s fees and lega éssociated with the SAT proceedings of
2005. No invoices or breakdown of the costs saidaive been incurred have been received
by the City in support of the claim.

Comment

Generally a party to litigation in the circumstanoé Mr Drake, who effectively initiated the
proceedings before the SAT, would apply to the Unid at the end of the hearing to make
an application for costs. Mr Drake made such ariegdjpn at the conclusion of the SAT
hearing in October 2005 that the City and the landkr pay his costs. The SAT dismissed
the application and determined that Mr Drake wasemtitled to be reimbursed by the City
or the landowners, noting that the discretion t@m@costs is to be exercised in the same
way as in ordinary SAT review applications - whre convention is that parties bear their
own costs in such proceedings and partial or compaccess does not warrant a costs
order. [See (2005 WASAT 271(S).

Setting a Dangerous Precedent

The Tribunal noted the implications of accedindgvioDrake’s application and although the
Tribunal made a finding that the City had failedetaforce its own town planning scheme,
the making of such a finding in contested proceggizould not of itself, warrant the making
of an order for costs against a responsible authorithe exercise of discretion. If this was
not the case, an order for costs would be madeynpaoceedings in which the Tribunal
recommends to the Minister that the representatoasvell-founded.

Obviously the City had no involvement in the choarequality of the consultants or legal
representation obtained or the frequency or neeslith advice.

An unwelcome precedent would be set if the Cityeded to Mr Drake’s claim. To be
consistent, the City would need to reimburse thatscof all parties in the SAT who have
been partially or completely successful in theiplegations to review decisions taken by
Council. In the past 18 months alone, there haea Is&x such successful appeals.

LGIS advice

The City has received advice from Local Governmiasurances Services WA (LGIS)
which administers the Municipal Liability Schembat Mr Drake’s claim has no basis and
should be rejected. The City is not covered by iasyrance policy for claims such as this
(as there would be no reason for such cover).

Is the expenditure within the scope of the localegoment’s function?

Section 3.1 of the Act provides that the generatfion of a local government is to provide
for the good government of persons in its distetction 6.7(2) provides that money held in
the municipal fund may be applied towards the perémce of the functions and the
exercise of the powers conferred on the local gowent by the Act or any other written
law. Expenditure in the circumstances of this claincluding the fact that the SAT
dismissed the application for the City to pay Make’s costs, could not be considered to be
consistent with this statutory prescription.

Legal Liability

“The established position in planning and othelia@vproceedings in the Tribunal is that
the broad discretion conferred by section 87(2}hef State Administrative Tribunal Act
should be exercised, such that the parties ushaby their own costs. Partial or complete
success in review proceedings does not itself waaa order for costs in the exercise of
such a discretion”.
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Basis of the claim

In addition to the absence of any lawful obligatimm the City to make a payment to Mr

Drake (in fact the contrary applies), Mr Drake does provide any reasons for his request
for reimbursement other than to suggest, on pagfends letter, that he feels that the way he
has been treated since making his complaint “dagssaend a very positive message to
others who are interested in seeking the propeirastmation of local government law”.

In response to this sentiment, the point need® tmdde (as it was in the July 2008 report to
Council) that the City has at all times dealt wiflh Drake’s complaints professionally and
comprehensively. The March 2004 report to Counrkikirates the point - apart from the
issue of plot ratio, no other condition or aspdagplanning approval relating to the building
at 11 Heppingstone Street has been determineddoyiking other than compliant. And the
issue of plot ratio only arose, in the SAT's detieration, due to ‘a well-established but
mistaken practice’ concerning its calculation.

In these circumstances, there is very little ojustification for Mr Drake to feel that he has
been treated badly or in a way which may adveraéflsct other residents or ratepayers in
South Perth in their dealings with the City. To ttemtrary, apart from a small number of
submissions at the planning approval stage, thel@is not received a single complaint or
piece of correspondence about 11 Heppingstonet$tome any person other than Mr Drake
throughout the entire eight year period.

Other considerations

Notwithstanding these considerations, should thg @tcede to Mr Drake’s claim, there
would be no compelling reason for the City to refasclaim from the property owner who
would have incurred significantly greater legaltsp$n addition to the cost of complying
with the Minister’s/City’s direction.

Conclusion
In conclusion, the City considers that there islameful or other basis for acceding to Mr
Drake’s claim and recommends that Mr Drake be adivecordingly.

Consultation

The claim for reimbursement of costs has been dersil and rejected by SAT. The City’s
insurers have been consulted on the merits oflthm @nd have advised that the City has no
insurance cover for liability in this instance.

Policy and Legislative Implications

There is no policy in existence that deals withinstaof this nature. Having been dismissed
by SAT it is doubtful whether the claim would b@rfthe good government” of the City. A
precedent would also be created whereby other padpb were successful against the City
in a jurisdiction such as SAT may then lodge anglagainst the City.

The claim is also inconsistent with S 87(2) of 8tate Administrative Tribunal Act.
Financial Implications
The amount claimed is significant ie in excess 84,800. It is likely that a budget re-

allocation would be necessary.

Strategic Implications
Payment of a claim of this nature is not relatetheCity Strategic Plan.
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Sustainability Implications

A decision to pay the legal and other costs oféhwbo are successful against the City in a
jurisdiction such as SAT will generate the needrtwate a separate budget allocation for
such payments in addition to existing allocations.

|OFFICER RECOMMENDATION 10.5.4

That Council advise Mr Barrie Drake, 2 Scenic CeascSouth Perth that the City does not
accept that it has any liability with respect te dtaim lodged by Mr Drake.

MOTION
Cr Cala moved the officer recommendation, Sec EHV

FORESHADOWED MOTION

Cr Smith foreshadowed that he would be movingThat this matter be deferred to next
month’s Agenda and in the interim, Mr Drake be restad to provide the necessary
documentation in support of his application formbiursement of his costsf the current
Motion is Lost.

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION AND
COUNCIL DECISION 10.5.4
The Mayor Put the Motion

That Council advise Mr Barrie Drake, 2 Scenic CeascSouth Perth that the City does not
accept that it has any liability with respect te tlaim lodged by Mr Drake.
CARRIED (8/2)

10.5.5 Invitation to Attend Inaugural Meeting of Australian Council of Local
Government (ACLG) in Canberra.

Location: Canberra ACT

Applicant: Council

Date: 6 October 2008

File Ref: GOJ/106

Author: Kay Russell, Executive Support Officer
Reporting Officer: Cliff Frewing, Chief Executiv@fficer
Summary

The purpose of this report is to give consideratiorthe attendance by the Mayor at the
Inaugural Meeting of the Australian Council of Lb&overnment (ACLG) to be held at
Parliament House in Canberra on 18 November 2008.

Background

An Invitation has been received from the Hon. AmhoAlbanese MP, Minister for
Infrastructure, Transport, Regional Development andal Government on behalf of the
Prime Minister for all Mayors and Shire Presidetaisattend the inaugural meeting of the
Australian Council of Local Government to be hodbgdthe Prime Minister at Parliament
House on 18 November 2008. The invitation alsduiles a welcoming function on the
evening of 17 November 2008 where the winners ef20608 National Awards for Local
Government will be presented.

The Government will meet the costs of holding theeting but each attendee is asked to
bear their own travel and accommodation costs.
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Comment

Formal invitations have been issued to all Mayard hire Presidents from Australia’s 565
local governments to attend the inaugural one-dagtimg of the Australian Council of
Local Government.

The proposed agenda for the meeting includes ttewiog important subjects:

» priorities for national and local infrastructure;

» identifying challenges for major cities; and

* recognition of local government in the Australiaon@nonwealth Constitution.

The Rudd Labor Government is working in partnershith local government to plan for
the future to address its infrastructure challenged want this historic meeting to be a
success. The creation of the Council has beenrgeddoy the President of the Australian
Local Government Association, Cr Paul Bell AM.

The attendance of the Mayor at the inaugural mgedinthe Australian Council of Local

Government in Canberra presents a unique oppoyttimitmeet with national leaders in
Government and Local Government. In particulare tdiscussion on identifying

infrastructure needs is very relevant given the dRuBovernment’'s commitment to
establishing a $20 billion Building Australia Fun@ihe City will have lodged an Expression
of Interest to this fund by the closing date orQidiober 2008.

Following the first meeting of the Australian Coilraf Local Government the Government
proposes to announce the ongoing membership anteclud the Australian Council of
Local Government to establish a regular dialoguth iocal government on issues of
national significance that will give local commue# a real voice in the future of
Australia’s national infrastructure.

Consultation

This is a unigue opportunity to meet with natiotehders in Government and Local
Government and the proposed discussion on idemgifiyifrastructure needs is very relevant
given that the City will have lodged an Expressibinterest to the Building Australia Fund

by 15 October.

Policy and Legislative Implications
Council Policy P513 requires that:

A Council Member must obtain the approval of Colimy way of resolution) before

travelling in the course of his or her duties:

(a) outside Western Australia;

(b) by plane within Western Australia; or,

(© to a conference or other scheduled event tlibkaep the Council Member away
from the City for three or more days.

This report is therefore made in accordance williciP&513.

Financial Implications

The Government will meet the costs of holding theeting but each attendee is asked to
bear their own travel and accommodation costs.

The total estimated cost of the Mayor’s attendanckiding airfares, accommodation and

meals is approximately $2,500 Note: this codtdsed on economy airfares made up as
follows:
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10.6

Air Fare $ 671.00 (as at 13 October)
Accommodation (3 nights) $ 558.00
Meals/incidentals approx. $ 500.00

$1,729.00

Funding for Elected Member attendance can be acoatated within the current budget.

Strategic Implications
It is important that the Mayor be provided with tbpportunity to participate in such a
significant meeting.

This report is consistent with Goal 5 “OrganisasibEffectiveness” of the City’s Strategic
Plan: To be a professional , effective and efficient aigationand compliments the areas
relating to Goal 2 “Community Enrichment” and G&tEnvironmental Management” of
the Strategic Plan.

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION AND
COUNCIL DECISION ITEM 10.5.5

That Council approve the attendance of the Maytineatnaugural meeting of the Australian
Council of Local Government to be hosted by thenBrMinister at Parliament House on
18 November 2008 at an estimated cost of $1,729.

CARRIED EN BLOC RESOLUTION

GOAL 6: FINANCIAL VIABILITY
|10.6.1 Monthly Financial Management Accounts - Septmber 2008
Location: City of South Perth
Applicant: Council
File Ref: FM/301
Date: 5 October 2008

Author / Reporting Officer: Michael J Kent, Directéinancial and Information Services

Summary

Monthly management account summaries compiled dowprto the major functional
classifications compare actual performance aghindget expectations. These are presented
to Council with comment provided on the significéinancial variances disclosed in those
reports.

Background

Local Government (Financial Management) Regulatsgnrequires the City to present
monthly financial reports to Council in a formafleeting relevant accounting principles. A
management account format, reflecting the orgaoisalt structure, reporting lines and
accountability mechanisms inherent within that ctiee is considered the most suitable
format to monitor progress against the budget. ififi@mation provided to Council is a

summary of the detailed line-by-line informationpplied to the City’'s departmental

managers to enable them to monitor the financidglopmance of the areas of the City’'s
operations under their control. This also refletts structure of the budget information
provided to Council and published in the Annual geid
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Combining the Summary of Operating Revenues anceidifures with the Summary of
Capital Items gives a consolidated view of all @pens under Council’s control. It also
measures actual financial performance against hedgectations.

Regulation 35 of the Local Government (Financial nsigement) Regulations requires
significant variances between budgeted and acemllts to be identified and comment
provided on those identified variances. The Citg lagopted a definition of ‘significant
variances’ of $5,000 or 5% of the project or linem value - whichever is the greater.
Whilst this is the statutory requirement, the Gitpvides comment on a number of lesser
variances where it believes this assists in digghgraccountability.

To be an effective management tool, the ‘budgetiirsgs which actual performance is
compared is phased throughout the year to rethectyclical pattern of cash collections and
expenditures during the year rather than simplyndpe proportional (number of expired
months) share of the annual budget. The annualdidds been phased throughout the year
based on anticipated project commencement dategxgmetted cash usage patterns. This
provides more meaningful comparison between aetudlbudgeted figures at various stages
of the year. It also permits more effective manageinand control over the resources that
Council has at its disposal.

The local government budget is a dynamic documedtvall necessarily be progressively

amended throughout the year to take advantage ahged circumstances and new
opportunities. This is consistent with principlesresponsible financial cash management.
Whilst the original adopted budget is relevantdy vhen rates are struck, it should, and
indeed is required to, be regularly monitored aendewed throughout the year. Thus the
Adopted Budget evolves into the Amended Budget thia regular (quarterly) Budget

Reviews.

A summary of budgeted revenues and expendituresifgd by department and directorate)
is also provided each month from when the firstgaidamendment is recognised. This
schedule reflects a reconciliation of movementsvben the 2008/2009 Adopted Budget and
the 2008/2009 Amended Budget including the intrdidncof the capital expenditure items
carried forward from 2007/2008.

A monthly Balance Sheet detailing the City’s assetd liabilities and giving a comparison

of the value of those assets and liabilities wiith televant values for the equivalent time in
the previous year is also provided. PresentingBlance Sheet on a monthly, rather than
annual, basis provides greater financial accoulitialbdo the community and provides the

opportunity for more timely intervention and cotiee action by management where

required.

Comment

The major components of the monthly managementustsummaries presented are:

= Balance SheetAttachments 10.6.1(1)(A)and 10.6.1(1)(B)

= Summary of Non Infrastructure Operating Revenue Bmrgenditure Attachment
10.6.1(2)

* Summary of Operating Revenue & Expenditure - Iriftacsure ServiceAttachment
10.6.1(3)

* Summary of Capital ltemsAttachment 10.6.1(4)

» Schedule of Significant Varianceg\ttachment 10.6.1(5)

* Reconciliation of Budget Movements- Attachment 10.6.1(6)(A) and
Attachment 10.6.1(6)(B)

« Rate Setting Statemenittachment 10.6.1(7)

52



MINUTES : ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING : 28 OCTOBER 2@0

Operating Revenue to 30 September 2008 is $27.94thwrepresents 101% of the

$27.77M year to date budget. Significant factonstibuting to this variance are receipt of
insurance premium and advertising rebates, a signif ($50,000) DSR grant revenue
towards costs associated with the Recreation Clekeldpment Officer position, higher

subsidies for residents at the CPH and the recéipehicle disposal proceeds (budgeted to
occur before June 2008), insurance claim revenuk camtributions towards parks and

environmental works. Offsetting this is a less tleapected interest revenue from the UGP
project (due to better ‘in full’ collections thanerve anticipated - less people on the
instalment payment plan and also from downwardsisigjents to UGP service charges
levied).

All other revenue items were on, or very near, leidxpectations at month end. Comment
on the specific items contributing to the varianeeay be found in the Schedule of
Significant VariancesAttachment 10.6.1(5).

Operating Expenditure to 30 September 2008 is $8which represents 99% of the year to
date budget of $8.55M. Operating Expenditure t@ daton budget in the Administration
area, 3% under budget in the Infrastructure Sesvécea and 6% under for the golf course.

There are some favourable variances in the admatist areas that relate to budgeted (but
vacant) staff positions - but these are partlyaiffsy increased use of consultants to assist in
maintaining service delivery in the face of the aing staff shortage and an increased
staffing cost for the Collier Park Hostel due te ttontinuing need to use temporary staff
due to the uncertainty whilst the future directiohthe facility is being determined by
Council. Most other items in the administration @udf course areas are at, or near, budget
expectations. Variances in the Infrastructure amdate primarily to timing differences
whilst operational and maintenance programs ardéiated for parks and building
maintenance - and whilst designs are prepared anttactors secured for road and path
works. Golf Course expenditure remains favouradnigdly due to vacant staff positions.

The salaries budgetin€luding temporary staff where they are being udedcover
vacanciey is currently around 10% under the budget allerafor the 216.3 FTE positions
approved by Council in the budget process - aftgmay staff invoices were received at
month end. Increased use of external consultantassssting in covering for current
vacancies which exist in areas such as EngineeBuaiyling Services, Human Resources,
Information Technology and Planning.

Comment on the specific items contributing to tiperating expenditure variances may be
found in the Schedule of Significant Varianc&tachment 10.6.1(5).

Capital Revenue is disclosed as $0.19M at 30 Sdyeteimgainst a year to date budget of
$0.15M. Most of the revenue received to date reltdeunits at the Collier Park Village that
have been leased since June and a road grant éisainwoiced in July - slightly ahead of
budget phasing. The City has also received a grieantribution towards environmental
works. Validated adjustments to previously billetlarground power service charges have
resulted in a negative revenue of approximately,Gi0@

Comment on the specific items contributing to thpital revenue variances may be found
in the Schedule of Significant Variancéétachment 10.6.1(5).

Capital Expenditure at 30 September 2008 is $3.881ith represents 102% of the year to

date budget - being some 19.4% of the full yeargetudApproximately 45% of the year to
date capital expenditure relates to payment of calik on the UGP project.
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The table that reflects capital expenditure pragjresrsus the year to date budget by
directorate has been re-introduced back into #yi®nt now that the September quarter has
concluded - because from now on it presents meandinmformation. Updates on specific
elements of the capital expenditure program andnoemts on the variances disclosed
therein are to be provided bi-monthly from the figetion of the October numbers for that
similar reason.

Each month, a summary of the progress of the réwa@ital program (including the carry
forward works approved by Council at the August timeg by directorate will be provided

as below:

Directorate YTD Budget YTD Actual % YTD Budget | Total Budget
CEO Office 26,500 22,671 86% 1,551,000
Financial & Info Services 65,000 64,301 99% 397,500
Planning & Community Services 175,500 178,537 102% 1,622,344
Infrastructure Services 1,606,543 1,688,791 105% 9,158,964
Golf Course 22,500 19,592 87% 273,800
Underground Power 1,600,000 1,609,248 101% 5,500,000
Total 3,496,043 3,583,140 102% 18,503,608

Consultation

This financial report is prepared to provide finahanformation to Council and to evidence
the soundness of the administration’s financial ag@ment. It also provides information
about corrective strategies being employed to addany significant variances and it
discharges accountability to the City’s ratepayers.

Policy and Legislative Implications
In accordance with the requirements of the Sediidnof theLocal Government Acand
Local Government Financial Management Regulatighs 3

Financial Implications

The attachments to this report compare actual giahperformance to budgeted financial
performance for the period. This provides for tinaentification of and responses to
variances.

Strategic Implications

This report deals with matters of financial managetwhich directly relate to the key
result area of Financial Viability identified in éhCity’s Strategic Plan ‘To provide
responsible and sustainable management of the Cftgancial resources’.Such actions
are necessary to ensure the City’s financial susidlity.

Sustainability Implications

This report primarily addresses the ‘financial’ @imsion of sustainability. It achieves this on

two levels. Firstly, it promotes accountability fiesource use through a historical reporting
of performance - emphasising pro-active identifaratand response to apparent financial
variances. Secondly, through the City exercisirsgiglined financial management practices
and responsible forward financial planning, we esmsure that the consequences of our
financial decisions are sustainable into the future
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OFFICER RECOMMENDATION AND
COUNCIL DECISION ITEM 10.6.1

That ....
(a) the monthly Balance Sheet and Financial Sunasaprovided asAttachment
10.6.1(1-4)be received; and
(b) the Schedule of Significant Variances providasl Attachment 10.6.1(5) be
accepted as having discharged Council's statutobpjigations under Local
Government (Financial Management) Regulation 34.
CARRIED EN BLOC RESOLUTION

10.6.2 Monthly Statement of Funds, Investments andebtors at 30 September 2008

Location: City of South Perth

Applicant: Council

File Ref: FM/301

Date: 5 October 2008

Authors: Michael J Kent and Deborah M Gray

Reporting Officer: Michael J Kent, Director Fingalcand Information Services
Summary

This report presents to Council a statement sunsingrithe effectiveness of treasury

management for the month including:

. The level of controlled Municipal, Trust and Regefunds at month end.

. An analysis of the City’s investments in suitabl@may market instruments to
demonstrate the diversification strategy acrosanionl institutions.

. Statistical information regarding the level of datgling Rates and General Debtors.

Background

Effective cash management is an integral part obpg@r business management.
Responsibility for management and investment of @ig’s cash resources has been
delegated to the City's Director Financial & Infation Services and Manager Financial
Services - who also have responsibility for the aggament of the City’s Debtor function
and oversight of collection of outstanding debts.

In order to discharge accountability for the exszmf these delegations, a monthly report is
presented detailing the levels of cash holdingbeimalf of the Municipal and Trust Funds as
well as the funds held in “cash backed” Reservégnificant holdings of money market
instruments are involved so an analysis of cashlihgé showing the relative levels of
investment with each financial institution is alpoovided. Statistics on the spread of
investments to diversify risk provide an effectitaml by which Council can monitor the
prudence and effectiveness with which the delegatiare being exercised. Finally, a
comparative analysis of the levels of outstandiigs and general debtors relative to the
equivalent stage of the previous year is providedmonitor the effectiveness of cash
collections.

Comment

(a) Cash Holdings
Total funds at month end of $39.72M compare vemptaably to $36.92M at the
equivalent stage of last year. Reserve funds amee s$4.5M higher than at the
equivalent stage last year due to higher holdirfigsash backed reserves to support
refundable monies at the CPV and accumulated freldting to the civic buildings
refurbishment. Municipal funds are $1.9M lower dige an increased level of
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(b)

outstanding debtors ($0.6M) and higher cash outfltiw the UGP project cash calls
($1.6M). The free cash position is still good - twitollections from rates within
1.2% of last year’s result. The City again has mlner of convenient and customer
friendly payment methods in place and has usedRtttes Early Payment Incentive
Prize to encourage positive early cash collections.

Monies brought into the year (and our subsequestt callections) are invested in
secure financial instruments to generate interast those monies are required to
fund operations and projects later in the yearpfeviously noted, astute selection
of appropriate financial investments has meant that City does not have any
exposure to higher risk investment instruments sashCDOs (the sub prime
mortgage market) - an issue noted very positivelyobr auditor’'s field staff in
conducting our annual audit.

Excluding the ‘restricted cash' relating to cashkeal Reserves and monies held in
Trust on behalf of third parties; the cash avaddbl Municipal use currently sits at
$15.5M (compared to $17.4M at the same time in Z0W0B). Attachment
10.6.2(1)

Investments

Total investment in money market instruments at ttn@mnd is $38.74M compared
to $36.50M at the same time last year. This isdigrglue to higher holdings of
Reserve Funds at this time.

The portfolio currently comprises at-call cash dadn deposits. Analysis of the
composition of the investment portfolio shows tlagiproximately 83.0% of the
funds are invested in securities having a S&P gaditAl (short term) or better. The
remainder are invested in BBB+ rated securitiese Tity’s investment policy
requires that at least 80% of investments are imetgcurities having a S&P rating
of Al.

This ensures that credit quality is maintained eBtinents are made in accordance
with Policy P603 and the Dept of Local Governmemtefational guidelines for
investments. All investments currently have a téwnmaturity of less than 1 year -
which is considered prudent in times of changingrigst rates as it allows greater
flexibility to respond to future positive changesates.

Invested funds are responsibly spread across &dpproved financial institutions
to diversify counterparty risk. Holdings with eafoiancial institution are within the
25% maximum limit prescribed in Policy P603. Theuwmr-party mix across the
portfolio is shown imAttachment 10.6.2(2).

Interest revenues (received and accrued) for ther ye date total $0.697M -
significantly up from $0.48M at this time last yedihis result is attributable to
higher reserve cash holdings and timely, effedtigasury management - despite the
fall in interest rates. Throughout the year it vidlt necessary to balance between
short and longer term investments to ensure tleCity can responsibly meet its
operational cash flow needs. The City actively ngasaits treasury funds to pursue
responsible, low risk investment opportunities tlg@nerate additional interest
revenue to supplement our rates income whilst @mgtinat capital is preserved.

The average rate of return on financial instrumémtshe year to date is 7.72% with

the anticipated yield on investments yet to matureently at 7.70% - but this is

likely to fall further after further official inte&st rate cuts in the next few months.
Results so far reflect careful selection of investis to meet our immediate cash
needs. At-call cash deposits used to balance da#yational cash needs are now
providing a return of only 6.75%.
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(©)

Major Debtor Classifications

Effective management of accounts receivable to edritie debts to cash is also an
important part of business management. Detailsaoh ef the three major debtors
classifications (rates, general debtors and undengl power) are provided below.

® Rates

The level of outstanding rates relative to the same last year is shown in
Attachment 10.6.2(3) Rates collections to the end of September 20p8sent
65.8% of total rates levied compared to 67.0% ateituivalent stage of the previous
year. This is an outstanding result to date. Ry®pfredback has suggested that the
rating and communication strategies used for tHe8ZMO9 rates strike have been
well received - and this is reflected in the goodrfdation that has been established
for successful rates collections during the year.

The range of appropriate, convenient and userdlygpayment methods offered by
the City, combined with the Rates Early Paymenehiwe Scheme (generously
sponsored by local businesses) will again be supgdoy timely and efficient
follow up actions by the City’s Rates Officer tosene that our good collections
record is maintained.

(i) General Debtors

General debtors stand at $1.91M at month end exgudGP debtors - which
compares to $1.35M at the same time last year. fidflects the fact that GST
refundable by the ATO is higher than at the same tast year and there is a much
higher level of unclaimed rebates due to a delajodging a claim for pension
rebates with the Office of State Revenue.

(iii) Underground Power

Of the $6.78M billed for UGP in May 2008, some &\bwas collected by 30
September with approximately 51% of those in tHecd#d area electing to pay in
full and a further 46.5% opting to pay the firsstmment. The remaining 2.5% have
yet to make a payment and are to be the subjefdllofv up collection actions in
October.

A small number of properties have necessarily hadcharges adjusted downwards
after investigations revealed eligibility for coss®ns that were not identified by
the project team before the initial invoices wexised.

Invoices for the second instalment of UGP wereadsin late August with a due
date in mid September. These were the first ingatmotices to reflect the interest
charges which are currently accruing interest loa outstanding balances (as
advised on the initial UGP notice). It is importdatappreciate that this ®t an
interest charge on the ‘yet to completed UGP sehdcbut rather is an interest
charge on the funding accommodation provided byGhg's instalment payment
plan (exactly like what would occur on a bank lodr)e City encourages ratepayers
in the affected area to make other arrangemergaytdhe UGP charges - but it will,
if required, provide an instalment payment arrang@n(including the specified
interest component on the outstanding balance).

Consultation

This financial report is prepared to provide evickerof the soundness of the financial
management being employed by the City whilst disgihg our accountability to our
ratepayers.
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Policy and Legislative Implications

Consistent with the requirements of Policy P603nvektment of Surplus Funds and
Delegation DC603. Local Government (Financial Mamagnt) Regulation 19, 28 & 49 are
also relevant to this report as is The DOLG Openatli Guideline 19.

Financial Implications

The financial implications of this report are agawbin part (a) to (c) of the Comment
section of the report. Overall, the conclusion bardrawn that appropriate and responsible
measures are in place to protect the City’s firglraessets and to ensure the collectability of
debts.

Strategic Implications

This report deals with matters of financial managetwhich directly relate to the key
result area of Financial Viability identified indéhStrategic Plan “To provide responsible
and sustainable management of the City’ financiagsources’.

Sustainability Implications

This report addresses the ‘financial’ dimensiorso$tainability by ensuring that the City
exercises prudent but dynamic treasury managemeatféctively manage and grow our
cash resources and convert debt into cash in dytimanner.

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION AND
COUNCIL DECISION ITEM 10.6.2

That Council receives the 30 September 2008 StaieofeFunds, Investment & Debtors

comprising:
e Summary of All Council Funds as per Attachment 10.6.2(1)
e Summary of Cash Investments as per Attachment 10.6.2(2)

« Statement of Major Debtor Categories as per  Attachment 10.6.2(3)

CARRIED EN BLOC RESOLUTION

|10.6.3 Warrant of Payments Listing

Location: City of South Perth

Applicant: Council

File Ref: FM/301

Date: 5 October 2008

Authors: Michael J Kent and Deborah M Gray

Reporting Officer: Michael J Kent, Director Fingacand Information Services
Summary

A list of accounts paid under delegated authofitgl¢gation DC602) between 1 September
2008 and 30 September 2008 is presented to Cdonaiformation.

Background

Local Government Financial Management Regulationréduires a local government to
develop procedures to ensure the proper approdahatiorisation of accounts for payment.
These controls relate to the organisational puinfaand invoice approval procedures
documented in the City’'s Policy P605 - Purchasimgl anvoice Approval. They are

supported by Delegation DM605 which sets the aighdrpurchasing approval limits for

individual officers. These processes and theiriapfbn are subjected to detailed scrutiny
by the City’s Auditors each year during the condafcthe annual audit. After an invoice is
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approved for payment by an authorised officer, paynto the relevant party must be made
from either the Municipal Fund or the Trust Fundl @ine transaction recorded in the City's
financial records.

Comment

A list of payments made since the last list was@néd is prepared and is presented to the
next ordinary meeting of Council and recorded mhinutes of that meeting. It is important
to acknowledge that the presentation of this Mafrant of Payments) is for information
purposes only as part of the responsible dischafgecountability. Payments made under
this delegation can not be individually debateevithdrawn.

Consultation

This financial report is prepared to provide finahdnformation to Council and the

administration and to provide evidence of the soesd of financial management being
employed. It also provides information and disckarfinancial accountability to the City’s

ratepayers.

Policy and Legislative Implications
Consistent with Policy P605 - Purchasing and Inedipproval and Delegation DM605.

Financial Implications
Payment of authorised amounts within existing btiggevisions.

Strategic Implications

This report deals with matters of financial managetmwhich directly relate to the key
result area of Financial Viability identified in &hCity’s Strategic Plan ‘To provide
responsible and sustainable management of the Chityancial resources’.

Sustainability Implications
This report contributes to the City’s financial sisability by promoting accountability for
the use of the City’s financial resources.

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION AND
COUNCIL DECISION ITEM 10.6.3

That the Warrant of Payments for the month of Sapt 2008 as detailed in the Report of
the Director Financial and Information ServicAgachment 10.6.3, be received.

CARRIED EN BLOC RESOLUTION

|10.6.4 Statutory Financial Statements for Quarteended 30 Sept ember 2008

Location: City of South Perth

Applicant: Council

File Ref: FM/301

Date: 12 October 2008

Author/Reporting Officer: Michael J Kent, Directémancial and Information Services
Summary

An Income Statement is provided for the period e@n8@é September 2008 with revenues
and expenditures disclosed by the local governpegrams specified in Schedule 1 of the
Local Government Financial Management Regulatid896). Figures are also presented by
nature and type classification. Statutory schedatesparing actual performance to budget
for the period in relation to Rating and Generalpg@se Revenue are also provided.
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Background

The Local Government (Financial Management) Regprat 1996 require the City to
produce financial statements in the specified stagiformat and to submit those statements
to Council for adoption. Although the monthly maaagent accounts presented in
departmental format are believed to be the mostct¥fe mechanism for the City's
Administration and Council in monitoring financiptogress against the budget; the highly
summarised, program-classified statutory IncometeBtant is required by both the
Australian Bureau of Statistics and Grants Commissi who are able to derive some
comparisons on a broadly aggregated basis detptdimited validity or integrity of
comparisons made on an individual basis.

The statutory format Income Statement is to be mpemied by a Schedule of General
Purpose Revenue and supported by a supplementaeglde of Rating Information for the
corresponding period. Although not mandated bylégslation, a Statement of Financial
Position as at the end of the period is also iredudb provide a more complete and
accountable set of financial reports.

Comment

Total Operating Revenue for the period of $27.94Whpares favourably with the year to
date budget of $27.76M. This represents 101% ofyttee to date budget. Analysing the
Operating Revenues by nature and type, the signifitavourable variances are in Fees &
Charges (Housing program) which relates to thedrigfan expected turnover of units at the
Collier Park Village and also in Asset Sale Prose@ulant items budgeted for trade-in
before 30 June 2008 but actioned after that d&ents and Subsidies are above budget due
to higher RCS subsidies at the CPH and succesciuriag road funding grants earlier than
expected.

Interest Revenue is slightly below budget despiggadr cash holdings as a consequence of
falling interest rates (global credit crisis) aedd than expected numbers of people taking up
the instalment payment option for UGP. Service gbar(UGP) have been negatively
impacted by adjustments that have had to be madactmmmodate previous UGP
connection work and concessions not identified Hey piroject team before the billing was
initiated in May 2008.

The principal variances disclosed by program aeef#lvourable variances in the General
Purpose Funding and Housing programs. General Bergeunding is unfavourably
impacted by the factors noted in the precedinggvagh in relation to interest earnings and
UGP charges. The significant favourable variamcéhe Housing Program is due to the
higher turnover of units at Collier Park Villagedaslightly higher than expected RCS
subsidies. Revenue in the Governance program appeflaited because of a favourable
timing difference of vehicle trade-ins from transags budgeted to occur before 30 June
2008 but actually occurring afterwards.

The remainder of programs are close to budget ¢xti@as for the year to date in when
analysed in aggregate. Individual significant vaces are separately identified and
addressed by either appropriate management agtioy the items being included in the Q1
Budget Review.

Operating Expenditure classified according to stayuprinciples to 30 September 2008
totals $10.32M and is close to the year to dategBudf $10.38M. Analysing those
Operating Expenditure items by nature and type, IByae Cost are 5.3% under budget (as
expected due to the previously noted vacant positioMaterials & Contracts are within
0.9% of budget for the year to date - reflectingré@sed use of contractors to cover staff
shortages. Utilities & Insurances are around 13%r budget mainly to the retrospective
adjustments to prior year workers compensationrarste premiums for claims just settled.
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Most programs have small variances with the mogaifscant being in the Governance,
Law and Order and Housing programs. The favouraignce in the Governance and Law
and Order programs relate mostly to vacant stagitipns. The Housing program reflects
above budget expenditure mainly as a consequeneddifional staff costs offsetting the
higher RCS subsidies and accelerated refurbishroests. Relevant items are being
addressed by management action or are includéai@Q1 Budget Review.

The Schedule of Rating Information shows that &&0abeptember 2008, the City had levied
some $20.57M in residential and commercial ratespared to a budget of $20.61M. As
often occurs in a revaluation year, interim rates/ements have been negative rather than
positive due to appeals against the Valuer Gersefaffice valuations being upheld. This
accounts for the unfavourable variance in this.area

Salaries for budgeted and approved positions wetend 10.3% below budget expectations
to September 2008. There are currently a numbefaocéncies in the Human Resources,
Planning Services, Health, Golf Course, Engineerinfprmation Technology, Library and
Community, Culture & Recreation areas that are dpeiecruited for. In the Human
Resources and Building Services areas, consulfaame® been used to ensure service
continuity during the periods of staff vacanciearty offsetting the savings in employee
related costs is an increased use of consultactsignificant retrospective adjustments to
workers compensation insurance premiums.

The Statement of Financial Position provides a amispn of asset and liability categories
at 30 September 2008 and at an equivalent timbar2007/2008 financial year. Current
Assets stand at $51.18M as at 30 September 200Bacechto $46.25M in September 2008.
The major aspects of this change are the much highkel of cash and investment funds
resulting from quarantined cash backed reservesfphds held for significant construction

projects later in the year. Cash backed reservesapprox $3.2M higher than at the

equivalent time last year whilst Municipal funde ar little lower - because funds relating to
capital works that could not be completed last ryeave already been transferred to
Reserves. Receivables are higher at Septemberd2@8 the impact of UGP debtors (not
included at September 2007), slightly higher outditag rates debtors, higher ESL debtors
and a much higher debtor balance for pension emtéhts claimable from the Office of

State Revenue. Staff shortages and a softwareh diidwe delayed the lodgement of the
pension claims - but they are all considered ulityacollectible. Rates collections to date
are still good, being just 1.2% below last yeagsult - a commendable effort given the
current economic climate.

Non Current Assets of $188.11M compare with $18&66eptember 2008. This increase
reflects the higher valuation of infrastructure etssafter these classes of asset were re-
valued at 30 June 2008. Non current receivablestimgl to self supporting loans have
reduced relative to last year.

Current Liabilities are disclosed as $6.19M comgaoe$5.60M at 30 September 2007. The
principal reason for this apparently higher valdecoeditor invoices outstanding from
suppliers was an accrual for $0.4M of work commldtet yet to be invoiced for the SIMP
Beaches project (no equivalent in the previous ydamployee entitlements accrued and
cash backed in accordance with statutory requirésram® also some $0.20M lower than at
the equivalent time last year.

Non-Current Liabilities stand at $26.20M at 30 $emgber 2008 compared with $25.62M
last year. This is distorted by a much higher (toldal $1.2M) holding of refundable
monies for the leaseholder liability at the ColllRark Complex this year because of the
leasing of previously vacated units at the villag&igher values.
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City borrowings undertaken as part of the ovenatiding package are $0.3M lower than at
the same time last financial year whilst non curfBnust Funds have also been reduced by
$0.2M relative to this time last year.

Consultation

As this is a comparative financial information repgrimarily intended to provide
management information to Council in addition tosatiiarging statutory obligations,
community consultation is not a relevant considenrain this matter.

Policy and Legislative Implications
Actions to be taken are in accordance with Sedidrof theLocal Government Acnd the
Local Government Financial Management Regulations.

Financial Implications
The attachments to this report compare actual fimdactivity to the year to date budget for
those revenue and expenditure items.

Strategic Implications

This report deals with matters of financial managetwhich directly relate to the key
result area of Financial Viability identified inglCity’s Strategic Plan Goal 6‘T-o provide
responsible and sustainable management of the Chityancial resources’.

Sustainability Implications

This report primarily addresses the ‘Financial’ dimion of sustainability. It achieves this
on two levels. Firstly, it promotes accountabilfiyr resource use through a historical
reporting of performance - emphasising pro-actdentification and response to apparent
financial variances. Secondly, through the Cityreising disciplined financial management
practices and responsible forward financial plagnime can ensure that the consequences of
our financial decisions are sustainable into thertu

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION AND
COUNCIL DECISION ITEM 10.6.4

That Council receive the statutory Financial Staets for the period ending 30 September
2008 comprising:

* Income Statement Attachment 10.6.4(1)(A)and 10.6.4(1)(B)
e Schedule of General Purpose Funding Attachment 10.6.4(2)

e Schedule of Rating Information Attachment 10.6.4(3)

« Statement of Financial Position Attachment 10.6.4(4)(A)

« Statement of Change in Equity Attachment 10.6.4(4)(B)

CARRIED EN BLOC RESOLUTION

10.6.5 Budget Review for Quarter Ended 30 Septemb&008

Location: City of South Perth

Applicant: Council

File Ref: FM/301

Date: 14 October 2008

Author/Reporting Officer: Michael J Kent, Directémancial and Information Services
Summary

A review the 2008/2009 Adopted Budget for the petrio 30 September 2008 has been
undertaken within the context of the approved buggegrams. Comment on the identified

variances and suggested funding options for thaeetified variances are provided. Where
new opportunities have presented themselves, orenthese may have been identified since
the budget was adopted, they have also been ircchupividing that funding has been able
to be sourced or re-deployed.
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The Budget Review recognises two primary groupsdpdistments
« those that increase the Budget Closing Position
(new funding opportunities or savings on operaticoats)
« those that decrease the Budget Closing Position
(reduction in anticipated funding or new / addiaboosts)

The underlying theme of the review is to ensuré éhkalanced budget’ funding philosophy
is retained. Wherever possible, those service aseaking additional funds to what was
originally approved for them in the budget develeptprocess are encouraged to seek /
generate funding or to find offsetting savingshait own areas.

Background

Under theLocal Government Act995 and the Local Government (Financial Managéynen
Regulations, Council is required to review the AopBudget and assess actual values
against budgeted values for the period at least anear - after the December quarter.

This requirement recognises the dynamic naturecal lgovernment activities and the need
to continually reassess projects competing fortéohifunds - to ensure that community
benefit from available funding is maximised. It altbalso recognise emerging beneficial
opportunities and react to changing circumstancesughout the financial year so that the
City makes responsible and sustainable use ofrihadial resources at its disposal.

Although not required to perform budget reviewgyagater frequency, the City chooses to
conduct a Budget Review at the end of the Septenilmzember and March quarters each
year - believing that this approach provides mosmathic and effective treasury
management than simply conducting the one statitalfyyearly review. The results of the
Half Yearly (Q2) Budget Review are forwarded to Bepartment of Local Government for
their review after they are endorsed by CounciisTaquirement allows the Department to
provide a value-adding service in assessing th@inggdinancial sustainability of each of
the local governments in the state - based on rnf@mation contained in the Budget
Review. However, local governments are encouragedntlertake more frequent budget
reviews if they desire - as this is good finanei@nagement practice. The City takes this
opportunity each quarter.

Comments in the Budget Review are made on variathatshave either crystallised or are
quantifiable as future items - but not on itemst themply reflect a timing difference
(scheduled for one side of the budget review perimgt not spent until the period following
the budget review).

Comment

The Budget Review is presented in three parts:

« Amendments resulting from normal operations indbarter under revievttachment
10.6.5(1)

These are items which will directly affect the Mipal Surplus. The City’'s
Financial Services team critically examine recordesllenue and expenditure
accounts to identify potential review items. Théepbal impact of these items on
the budget closing position is carefully balancggiast available cash resources to
ensure that the City’s financial stability and saiggbility is maintained. The effect
on the Closing Position (increase / decrease) ancgplanation for the change is
provided for each item.
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« Items funded by transfers to or from existing CR&serves are shown Astachment
10.6.5(2).

These items reflect transfers back to the Municipahd of monies previously
guarantined in Cash-Backed Reserves or plannedstess to Reserves. Where
monies have previously been provided for projecheduled in the current year, but
further investigations suggest that it would bedant to defer such projects until
they can be responsibly incorporated within largetegrated precinct projects
identified within the Strategic Financial Plan (SFRhey may be returned to a
Reserve for use in a future year. There is no impacthe Municipal Surplus for
these items as funds have been previously provided.

e Cost Neutral Budget Re-allocatidtitachment 10.6.5(3)

These items represent the re-distribution of fusddsady provided in the Budget adopted
by Council on 8 July 2008.

Primarily these items relate to changes to moreueaely attribute costs to those
cost centres causing the costs to be incurred. &eno impost on the Municipal
Surplus for these items as funds have already Ipeevided within the existing
budget.

Where quantifiable savings have arisen from coreglgtrojects, funds may be
redirected towards other proposals which did nateige funding during the budget
development process due to the limited cash resswreailable.

This section also includes amendments to “Non-Casdths such as Depreciation
or the Carrying Costs (book value) of Assets Disdax. These items have no direct
impact on either the projected Closing Positiortlor City’s cash resources.

Consultation

External consultation is not a relevant consideratin a financial management report
although budget amendments have been discussedregpionsible managers within the
organisation where appropriate prior to the itemmdpéncluded in the Budget Review.

Policy and Legislative Implications

Compliance with the statutory requirement to condudeast a half yearly budget review
and to forward the results of that review to the&ément of Local Government is achieved
through the presentation of this report to Council.

Financial Implications

The amendments contained in the attachment todpiart that directly relate to directorate
activities will result in a change of ($59,333)tte projected 2008/2009 Budget Closing
Position as a consequence of the review of opesfithe budget closing position is now
calculated in accordance with the Department ofaL@overnment’s guideline - which is a
modified accrual figure adjusted for restrictedicdsdoes not represent a cash surplus - nor
available funds.

It is essential that this is clearly understoodess than anticipated collections of Rates or
UGP debts during the year can move the budget &dwalanced budget position to a deficit.

The changes recommended in the Q1 Budget Review redlult in the (estimated)

2008/2009 Closing Position being adjusted to $10d,&down from the revised Closing

Position of $163,186) after allowing for requiredjwstments to the estimated opening
position, accrual movements and reserve transfers.
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The impact of the proposed amendments in this QdgBuReview report on the financial

arrangements of each of the City’s directoratetisslosed in Table 1 below. Figures shown
apply only to those amendments contained in theclathents to this report (not previous
amendments).

Table 1 includes only items directly impacting dme tClosing Position and excludes

transfers to and from cash backed reserves - wdrelmeutral in effect. Wherever possible,

directorates are encouraged to contribute to tlegjuested budget adjustments by sourcing
new revenues or adjusting proposed expenditures.

Any adjustments to the Opening Balance shown intabées below refer to the difference
between the Estimated Opening Position used abtidget adoption date (July) and the
final Actual Opening Position as determined after ¢tlose off and audit of the 2007/2008
year end accounts.

TABLE 1: (Q1 BUDGET REVIEW ITEMS ONLY)

Directorate Increase Decrease Net Impact
Surplus Surplus
Office of CEO 0 (10,000) (10,000)
Financial and Information Services 253,500 (253,000) 500
Planning and Community Services 290,500 (260,000) 30,500
Infrastructure Services 221,667 (308,000) (80,333)
Opening Position 0 (72,353) (72,353)
Accrual Movements & Reserve Transfers 80,000 0 80,000
Total 851,667 (903,353) (51,686)

A positive number in the Net Impact column on tmeceding table reflects a contribution
towards improving the Budget Closing Position Ipaaticular directorate.

The cumulative impact of all budget amendmentsthar year to date (including those
between the budget adoption and the date of thiswg is reflected in Table 2 below.

TABLE 2 :

(CUMULATIVE IMPACT OF ALL 2008/2009 BUDGE T ADJUSTMENTS) *

Directorate Increase Decrease Net Impact
Surplus Surplus
Office of CEO 0 (10,000) (10,000)
Financial and Information Services 253,500 (253,000) 500
Planning and Community Services 290,500 (260,000) 30,500
Infrastructure Services 412,667 (853,000) (440,333)
Opening Position 0 (72,353) (72,353)
Accrual Movements & Reserve Transfers 440,000 0 440,000
Total change in Adopted Budget 1,396,667 1,448,353 (51,686)

Strategic Implications

This report deals with matters of financial managetrwhich directly relate to the key
result area of Financial Viability identified inglCity’s Strategic Plan Goal 6'To provide
responsible and sustainable management of the Clityancial resources’.

Sustainability Implications

This report addresses the City’s ongoing finansiadtainability through critical analysis of
historical performance, emphasising pro-active fifieation of financial variances and

encouraging responsible management responsess® Yadances. Combined with dynamic
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treasury management practices, this maximises canityrioenefit from the use of the City’'s
financial resources - allowing the City to re-dgpavings or access unplanned revenues to
capitalise on emerging opportunities.

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION AND
COUNCIL DECISION ITEM 10.6.5

That following the detailed review of financial pemmance for the period ending

30 September 2008, the budget estimates for Revandicexpenditure for the 2008/2009

Financial Year, (adopted by Council on 8 July 208 as subsequently amended by

resolutions of Council to date), be amended as tper following attachments to the

September 2008 Council Agenda:

« Amendments identified from normal operations in tQearterly Budget Review;
Attachment 10.6.5(1);

« Items funded by transfers to or from Reserv&gachment 10.6.5(2) and

« Cost neutral re-allocations of the existing Budggtachment 10.6.5(3).

CARRIED EN BLOC RESOLUTION
And By Required Absolute Majority

11. APPLICATIONS FOR LEAVE OF ABSENCE

11.1  Application for Leave of Absence : Cr Trent

| hereby apply for Leave of Absence from all Colinbleetings for the period
28 to 30 October 2008 inclusive.

COUNCIL DECISION ITEM 11.1
Moved Cr Hearne, Sec Cr Ozsdolay

That Cr Trent be granted Leave of Absence fromCalncil Meetings for the period

28 to 30 October 2008 inclusive.
CARRIED (10/0)

12. MOTIONS OF WHICH PREVIOUS NOTICE HAS BEEN GIVEN
Nil

13. QUESTIONS FROM MEMBERS WITHOUT NOTICE

13.1. RESPONSE TO PREVIOUS QUESTIONS FROM MEMBERS WTHOUT NOTICE
Nil

13.2 QUESTIONS FROM MEMBERS WITHOUT NOTICE
Nil

14. NEW BUSINESS OF AN URGENT NATURE INTRODUCED BY DECISION OF MEETING
Nil
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15.

16.

MEETING CLOSED TO PUBLIC

15.1 Matters for which the Meeting May be Closed.

15.1.1  City of South Perth Volunteer of the Year Awrds CONFIDENTIAL
Not to be Disclosed REPORT

Location: City of South Perth

Applicant: Council

File Ref: CR/109

Date: 26 September 2008

Author: Seéanna Dempsey, Community Developmefit€f
Reporting Officer: Steve Cope, Director Planning £ommunity Services
Confidential

This report is declare@onfidential under Section 5.23 (h) of thecal Government Acs
it relates to the selection of a community memberttee recipient of an Award to be
announced and presented at the Thank a Voluntee€Bgemony on 30 November 2008.

Note: Report circulated separately.

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION AND
COUNCIL DECISION ITEM 15.1.1

That, following consideration of the nominationsew®ed for the 2008 City of South Perth
Volunteer of the Year Awards, the nominees recontedrfor awards as peConfidential
Report Item 15.1.1 of the 28 October 2008 Coungiéda, be approved.

CARRIED EN BLOC RESOLUTION

15.2 Public Reading of Resolutions that may be madrublic.
Note: The Resolution at Item 15.1.1 was not read aloutl@anembers of the public.

CLOSURE
The Mayor thanked everyone for their attendanceciogkd the meeting at 8.26pm.

DISCLAIMER

The minutes of meetings of the Council of the City of South Perth include a dot point summary of comments made by and
attributed to individuals during discussion or debate on some items considered by the Council.

The City advises that comments recorded represent the views of the person making them and should not in any way be
interpreted as representing the views of Council. The minutes are a confirmation as to the nature of comments made and
provide no endorsement of such comments. Most importantly, the comments included as dot points are not purported to
be a complete record of all comments made during the course of debate. Persons relying on the minutes are expressly
advised that the summary of comments provided in those minutes do not reflect and should not be taken to reflect the view
of the Council. The City makes no warranty as to the veracity or accuracy of the individual opinions expressed and
recorded therein.

These Minutes were confirmed at a meeting on 25 Nemnber 2008

Signed
Chairperson at the meeting at which the Minutes wes confirmed.
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17. RECORD OF VOTING

28/10/2008 7:21:38 PM

Item 7.1 Motion Passed 10/0

Yes: Mayor James Best, Cr lan Hasleby, Cr Brian Hearne, Cr Peter Best, Cr Travis Burrows, Cr Les
Ozsdolay, Cr David Smith, Cr Rob Grayden, Cr Roy Wells, Cr Colin Cala

No: Abstain: Cr Bill Gleeson, Cr Kevin Trent, Cr Susanne Doherty, Casting Vote

28/10/2008 7:22:13 PM

Item 7.2 Motion Passed 10/0

Yes: Mayor James Best, Cr lan Hasleby, Cr Brian Hearne, Cr Peter Best, Cr Travis Burrows, Cr Les
Ozsdolay, Cr David Smith, Cr Rob Grayden, Cr Roy Wells, Cr Colin Cala

No: Abstain: Cr Bill Gleeson, Cr Kevin Trent, Cr Susanne Doherty, Casting Vote

28/10/2008 7:55:49 PM

Item 8.4 Motion Passed 10/0

Yes: Mayor James Best, Cr lan Hasleby, Cr Brian Hearne, Cr Peter Best, Cr Travis Burrows, Cr Les
Ozsdolay, Cr David Smith, Cr Rob Grayden, Cr Roy Wells, Cr Colin Cala

No: Abstain: Cr Bill Gleeson, Cr Kevin Trent, Cr Susanne Doherty, Casting Vote

28/10/2008 8:00:43 PM

Item 9.0 En Bloc Motion Passed 10/0

Yes: Mayor James Best, Cr lan Hasleby, Cr Brian Hearne, Cr Peter Best, Cr Travis Burrows, Cr Les
Ozsdolay, Cr David Smith, Cr Rob Grayden, Cr Roy Wells, Cr Colin Cala

No: Abstain: Cr Bill Gleeson, Cr Kevin Trent, Cr Susanne Doherty, Casting Vote

28/10/2008 8:27:32 PM

Item 10.5.4 Motion Passed 8/2

Yes: Mayor James Best, Cr lan Hasleby, Cr Brian Hearne, Cr Peter Best, Cr Travis Burrows, Cr Les
Ozsdolay, Cr Rob Grayden, Cr Colin Cala

No: Cr David Smith, Cr Roy Wells

Abstain: Cr Bill Gleeson, Cr Kevin Trent, Cr Susanne Doherty, Casting Vote

28/10/2008 8:28:23 PM

Item 11.1 Motion Passed 10/0

Yes: Mayor James Best, Cr lan Hasleby, Cr Brian Hearne, Cr Peter Best, Cr Travis Burrows, Cr Les
Ozsdolay, Cr David Smith, Cr Rob Grayden, Cr Roy Wells, Cr Colin Cala

No: Abstain: Cr Bill Gleeson, Cr Kevin Trent, Cr Susanne Doherty, Casting Vote
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