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1.

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 25 August 2009 at 7.00pm

DECLARATION OF OPENING / ANNOUNCEMENT OF VISITOR S

The Mayor opened the meeting at 7.00pm and welcanedyone in attendance. He paid
respect to the Noongar people, custodians of the e are meeting on and acknowledged
their deep feeling of attachment to country.

DISCLAIMER
The Mayor read aloud the City’s Disclaimer.

ANNOUNCEMENTS FROM THE PRESIDING MEMBER

3.1 Activities Report Mayor Best / Council Represetatives
Mayor / Council Representatives Activities Repant the month of July 2009 attached to
the back of the Agenda.

3.2 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 oooal
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.

3.3 Public Question Time Forms
The Mayor advised the public gallery that if anyavished to ‘table’ a written question that
a quantity of Question Forms were available infdyer outside the Council Chamber.

3.4 Local Government Reform
The Mayor reported that in response to a request the Minister for Local Government;
Heritage; Citizenship and Multicultural Interestset Hon John Castrilli, the City’'s
Submission Report on the proposed Local GoverniRefarm will be available on the City
web site on Friday 4 September 2009. He furtreedtthat the City is inviting Deputations
on the Submission Report to the September Coumyghda Briefing on 15 September
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4. ATTENDANCE
Mayor J Best

Councillors:

G W Gleeson Civic Ward

| 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 Grayden Mill Point Ward

D Smith Mill Point Ward

K R Trent, RFD Moresby Ward

Officers:

Mr C Frewing Chief Executive Officer

Mr S Bell Director Infrastructure Services

Mr M J Kent Director Financial and Informationr@iees
Mr S Bercov Acting Director Development Services

Mr S Camillo Manager Environmental Health and Ratguy Services (until 8.55pm)
Ms D Gray Manager Financial Services

Mr R Kapur Manager Development Services (un@Bgpm)
Ms C Husk City Communications Officer (until 9.16p
Ms W Patterson City Sustainability Coordinator (U&tLl5pm)
Mrs K Russell Minute Secretary

Gallery Eighteen members of the public present and 1 meofbthe press (until 9pm) .

4.1 Apologies
Cr R Wells, JP McDougall Ward (ill health)

4.2 Approved Leave of Absence
Cr S Doherty Moresby Ward

5. DECLARATION OF INTEREST
The Mayor reported that a Declaration of Interestl lbeen received from the Chief Executive
Officer in relation to Agenda Item 15.1.1. He het stated that in accordance witlcal
Government (Rules of Conduct) Regulations 2084t the Declarations would be read out
immediately before the Item in question was disedss

6. PUBLIC QUESTION TIME

6.1 RESPONSE TO PREVIOUS PUBLIC QUESTIONS TAKEN ONNOTICE

At the Council meeting held 28 July 2009 there ware questions taken on notice.
Questions submitted in writing by: Rick Hughes oénsington Community Association,
Steve Neates of Manning Community Association amdh&@m Nicol of Charles Street,
South Perth were ‘taken as correspondence’ asutimitters were not in attendance at the
meeting. Nine Questions ‘tabled’ during Public &ien Time by Mr Defrenne, 24
Kennard Street, Kensington were also ‘taken asespondence’. Written responses have
been forwarded to the submitters.
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6.2

PUBLIC QUESTION TIME : 25.8.2009

Opening of Public Question Time

The Mayor advised that Public Question Time formeyavavailable in the foyer for use
however stated it is preferable that questions drevdrded 5 working days prior to the
Council Meeting in order for responses to be predid He further stated that in accordance
with the Local Governmen#ct regulations question time would be limited & thinutes
and questions will be dealt with in the order thase received with long questions
summarised and same or similar questions not relggbto. The Mayor then opened Public
Question Time at 7.05pm.

Note: Written Questions submitted prior to the meetingewprovided(in full) in a
powerpoint presentation for the benefit of the pugallery.

|6.2.1 Mr Barrie Drake, 2 Scenic Crescent, South Ptr |

Summary of Question

My questions relate to the Motion moved by Cr Geyat the May 2009 Ordinary Council
Meeting at Item 14 with respect to questions alddutHeppingstone Street and Standing
Orders Local Law Caluse 6.7(7)(a).

In the Commentsection of the Notice of Motion Councillor Grayddmmas made the
statement.”The Minister has issued an Order and work has m@&n completed”

1. Is this statement correct - has all the worknbemmpleted correctly?

2. Who inspected the work that was ordered by thedtér?

3. Did the Officer who inspected the work submwrétten report ie photos etc?

4 In the Order from the Minister, Alannah MacTi@nn dated 30 January 2008 at

(b)(iv) have the fire-rated doors and partitiongiéitted at the lobbies of Levels 2
and 37

Summary of Response
The Mayor responded that:

1. The work has been completed to the City’s sattgin

2. Staff of the Planning and Development Services.

3. Yes

4 Doors and partitions have been fitted in acamcdawith Clause 3.11 of the Building

Codes of Australia

|6.2.2 Mr Lindsay Jamieson, 14 Tralee Way, Waterford |

Note: As Mr Jamieson was not present at the Meeting tladvl stated that the six
guestions submitted in relation to a claim for lefges would be dealt with as
correspondence by the Administration.
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16.2.3 Ms Yvette Stott, 130 Ryrie Street, Como

Summary of Question

In relation to the Sir James Mitchell Park Treenfeg Project:

1.
2.

On what basis has Council interpreted “vistaans“a view framed by trees”?
Plantings undertaken by Council over the lasye@rs and proposed new tree
plantings have not been planted in a manner tegrthe unique Swan River, city
vistas and Kings Park, from within the Park norniréhe road edge as current
photographs show. Most of the foreshore has tpémsted like a hedge and the
proposed tree plantings extend the problem. Whyasth Perth Council not
following the blueprint of its ongoing commitmemnt ithe vision and mission
statement and how is Council going to rectify tnigblem?

Summary of Response

The Mayor responded that:

1.

The reason the word “Vista” was used in the Jaimes Mitchell Park Foreshore
Management Plan and not the word “view”, is tha tilan considered that the
views to the City skyline, river and Kings Park wemportant, so were trees in the
park. The City and the Swan River Trust attemptegdrovide a balance between
the two sometimes competing objectives. This wamahstrated in the actions of
the plans, particularly about the need for consiolia

There have been minimal plantings undertakenhbyCity in sir James Mitchell
Park in the last six years. The plantings thatehascurred replaced existing trees
that have died or were destroyed in storms. All r@antings in the park are
proposed to be planted in accordance with the rid the Foreshore Management
Plan to respect vistas. The Council believesntégting its ongoing commitment in
the Vision and Mission Statements of the ForesMammagement Plan by following
a consultative and sustainable process.

|6.2.4 Dr Jennifer Nevard, 195 Mill Point Road, Sout Perth

Summary of Question

In relation to the Sir James Mitchell Park Treenfeg Project:

1.

2.

How many trees are there in Sir James Mitchalk Rt present between South Perth
Esplanade car park and Ellam Street?

The revised Tooby Landscape Plan calls fora tft1142 trees in the area defined
in part (a) of this questions. Has the Counc8urad that the remaining trees (if
there is a number still required) be planted te@ree the view corridors for people
enjoying the park (86% park users and 70% residehen surveyed) and will this
proposal be available for public comment?

Given the contested nature of the subject & plantings and of the outcomes of
informal surveys on the topic, will the Council cmib to conducting any future
surveys through the WA Electoral Commission to eres the integrity of the
results of the opinions gathered?
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Summary of Response

The Mayor responded that:

1.

2.

There are 981 trees in the park at presenthoftfsll of 161 trees as identified in the

Foreshore Management Plan.

The Foreshore Management Plan was developed tiienTooby Landscape Plan

and provides:

* no removal of any remnant native vegetation

* 94 trees proposed to be planted in locations ek $0 preserve vistas as much
as possible

» significant consultation was undertaken. Half paagdverts in the local
community paper resulted in a good level of pufdedback

Council believes that the tree plantings are gwitested by the general public.

Given that 403 written submissions and a petitib2G8 signatures were received,

the City is confident of a robust consultation mex that was embraced by over

1000 members of the community. The process wakitdted by two independent

academics who provided the framework for the nfalttorial analysis and involved

the Sir James Mitchell Park Advisory Group.

16.2.5 Mr Geoff Defrenne, 24 Kennard Street, Kensirign |

Summary of Question

1.

2.

3.

= © o

11.

Is the council aware that that it is breachltbeal Government Act 1995 and its own
Standing Orders by attempting to force questioosfthe public to be in writing.

Has the council sought a legal opinion on i&nsed “protocol” or “practice” of its
apparent insistence having questions in writing?

Has the council sought an opinion from the Depeant of Local Government on the
proposed Item 10.7.1 “Question time Policy”.

If an opinion has been sought, what is thatiopih

Will the Council seek an opinion from the Depaeht of Local Government on the
proposed Item 10.7.1 “Question time Policy”.

If the Council seeks and receives an opiniomftbe Department of Local Government
on the proposed Item 10.7.1 “Question time Politl®& opinion be made public in the
spirit of openness and good governance.

Has the CEO complied with S5.41 (a) and (ihelocal Government Adh advising
the Council of the functions of the local governinand made that advice available to
the Council in respect to Item 10.7.1 of tonigi&genda.

| believe the CEO’s 5 year contact of employnexqires in May 2010.

Will the Council advise the CEO that his 5 yeantract expires in May 2010?

Will the Council advise the CEO that his &yeontract expires in May 2010 and it
gives the CEO six months notice of the expiry @& Bmployment Contract and that he
is welcome to apply for the position when it is edised?

Given the time it has taken in the past to finduitable candidate for the position of
CEO and that a suitable candidate may be requirgilve three months notice to their
current employer, when does the Council intenddieeetise the position of CEO.
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Summary of Response

The Mayor responded that:

1.. The City does not agree that the Council ibrizach of thd.ocal Government Adty
requiring questions to be put in writing. This apgch is in common with other
Councils who require questions to be in writing

No, the Presiding Officer determines procedures

No, not required

Not relevant

No, If and when Standing Orders are revised burCil, The Department of Local
Government will provide a comment on its content.

The response would be considered by the AuditGovernance Committee and as a
consequence would be publicly available.

7. The CEO is satisfied that the current practimes consistent with Clause 6.6 of the
Standing Orders Local Law and Regulation 7 of tbedl Government Administration
Regulations.

8. Yes

9. Process underway in accordance with the terrttseofontract

10/11. This matter is includedréport Iltem 15.1.1 on tonight's Agenda and oafidential
item. The resolution adopted by the Council willhade public.

aghwnN

o

16.2.6 Ms Yvette Stott, 130 Ryrie Street, Como |

Note: Written Question ‘tabled’ during Public Questionmié and therefore not part of the
power point presentation.

Summary of Question

Was the Council definition of ‘vista’ as a view finad by trees specifically defined in the
2001 Sir James Mitchell Park Foreshore Managemkm?P If not, why is the dictionary
definition of vista not being accepted / followed?

Summary of Response

The Director Infrastructure Services respondedtterte was a clear understanding between
the Swan River Trust and Council that they did want the Management Plan specifically

to be about views and it was their interpretatioat & ‘vista’ was an important statement to

ensure that trees were not lost in the overall énaaork of the vision for the park.

Close of Public Question Time
There being no further questions the Mayor closguli® Question time at 7.18pm

7. CONFIRMATION OF MINUTES / BRIEFINGS

7.1 MINUTES
7.1.1 Ordinary Council Meeting Held: 28.7.2009

COUNCIL DECISIONITEM 7.1.1
Moved Cr Trent, Sec Cr Burrows

That the Minutes of the Ordinary Council Meetingdh28 July 2009 be taken as read and
confirmed as a true and correct record.
CARRIED (11/0)

10
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7.2

7.1.2 CEO Evaluation Committee Meeting Held: 4.8.21D

7.1.3 Audit and Governance Committee Meeting Held4.8.2009

COUNCIL DECISION ITEMS 7.1.2 AND 7.1.3

Moved Cr Grayden, Sec Cr Cala

That the Minutes of the CEO Evaluation Committeel dhe Audit and Governance
Committee Meetings held 4 August 2009 be received.
CARRIED (11/0)

BRIEFINGS

The following Briefings which have taken place €hbe last Ordinary Council meeting, are
in line with the ‘Best Practice’ approach to CounBblicy P516 “Agenda Briefings,
Concept Forums and Workshops”, and document tguiic 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 Governmemd Regional Development’s
“Council Forums Paper” as a way of advising the public and being on ipuielcord.

7.2.1 Agenda Briefing - July Ordinary Council Meeing Held: 21.7.2009
Officers of the City presented background informatand answered questions on
items identified from the July Council Agenda. Blefrom the Agenda Briefing are
included adAttachment 7.2.1.

7.2.2 Concept Forum “Visioning Outcomes’ Meeting Hiel: 4.8.2009
Officers of the City and Consultant Tim Muirheacegented an overview of the
process in developing the City's “Vision Ahead".
Notes from the Concept Briefing are includedAtschment 7.2.2.

7.2.3 Concept Forum TP Major Development BriefingMeeting Held: 5.8.2009
Officers of the City and applicant presented anrades of the proposed
development at 3 Parker Street, South Perth
Notes from the Concept Briefing are includedAtsichment 7.2.3.

7.2.4 Concept Forum Sir James Mitchell Park Tree Rinting Project Meeting Held:
11.8.2009
Officers of the City gave a presentation/Updatelen SIMP Tree Planting Project
and responded to questions from Members.
Notes from the Concept Briefing are includedAtsichment 7.2.4.

7.2.5 Concept Forum Local Government Reform. Meetig Held: 11.8.2009
Consultant C Liversage gave a presentation on thealLGovernment Reform
review findings and responded to questions from ke
Notes from the Concept Briefing are includeddtschment 7.2.5.

COUNCIL DECISION ITEMS 7.2.1 TO 7.2.5 INCLUSIVE

Moved Cr Trent, Sec Cr Ozsdolay

That the comments and attached Notes under ltethg % 7.2.5 inclusive on Council
Agenda Briefings held since the last Ordinary Megtf Council on 28 July 2009 be noted.

CARRIED (11/0)

11
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8.

PRESENTATIONS

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

Nil

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

8.2.1.

8.2.2.

Water Campaign - Milestone 3

The Mayor presented a Certificate to the City friti@ Australian Government, the
Government of Western Australia and the Westerntralisn Local Government
Association in recognition of the City having acted Milestone 3 ‘Corporate and
Community’ in the Water Campaign. He further addighat the City joined the
Water Campaign in August 2004 with Milestone Th¢Aetion Plan) submitted to

Council in June 2009, completing the recognitior that Milestone. The

comprehensive Water Campaign Action Plan encompa€sy and community

actions aimed at improving water quality and coveton

Cities for Climate Protection

The Mayor presented two Certificates to the Citgnir the Minister for the
Environment, Heritage and the Arts in recognitibattthe City of South Perth has
made a formal commitment to the Cities for ClimBtetection Australia Program
and has produced a Sustainable Purchasing Actamdd a Planning and Review
program. He further advised that the City joinbe CCP in 2001, progressed
through the five milestones and recently complétedPlus program. CCP is aimed
at improving the City's efforts in energy efficignand the reduction of greenhouse
gas generation. The Plus program included a Rigremid Review Report (verified
by ICLEI CCP) , and significant achievement towardustainable project. The
project chosen was Sustainable Procurement. dtioelto Sustainable Procurement
the Mayor said that he advised that this projegian in 2008 as a result of the
requirement for CCP Plus program, and progressedilestone Three, an Action
Plan. This program is aimed is improving the Gitgfforts in its procurement
practices and embedding sustainable purchasingehoiThe Action Plan was the
best that ICLEI had received (consultant Cesiragheaindertook this work). The
Action Plan will be implemented mostly over thisdncial year.

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 Items 10.3.33#4).10.3.5 and 12.1 were heard at the
August Council Agenda Briefing held on 18 augu420

Opening of Deputations

The Mayor opened Deputations at 7.28pm.

18.3.1

Mr Geoff Defrenne, 24 Kennard Street, Kensgton Agenda ltem 7.1.1

Mr Defrenne spoke in relation to the Minutes of flidy 2009 Council Meeting at Item 7.1.1
on the Agenda and raised the following points:

¢ Questions submitted not recorded in the Minutes

« denying a person the right to ask questions

* Council responsibility to ensure Minutes are cdrrec
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8.3.2 Mr Geoff Defrenne, 24 Kennard Street, Kensgton Agenda Item 10.7.1

Mr Defrenne spoke in relation to Item 10.7.1 ‘Reocoemdations from the Audit &

Governance Committee Meeting Held 4 August 2009tloa following points:

* Public Question Time Guidelines ‘flawed’

« guidelines need to accept ‘preambles’ in ordemtenstand questions submitted

« many Councils do not require questions in writing

« many Councils only requirement is that questiomaply with the Act

« Chair may accept/reject questions - denying a petts® right to ask a question

e Chair’s decision is final - giving the Chair diatel power

« Question on Notice has been a practice for ever

e Questions as correspondence will not be recordederMinutes - therefore person has
been denied the right to ask a question

e guestions should be answered honestly and fully

e accurate recording of questions - at June meetinguastions were summarised

8.3.3 Mr Barrie Drake, 2 Scenic Crescent, Southd?th Agenda Item 10.7.1 \

Mr Drake spoke against the officer recommendatanlifem 10.7.1 ‘Recommendations

from the Audit & Governance Committee Meeting Héldugust 2009’ on the following

points:

e endorse comments made by Mr Defrenne

« PQT Guidelines do not say that officers will undké& to answer questions

« ratepayers should have a voice - Guidelines aresioteel

e guestions need to be answered honestly/correcshytiine

- for 6 years have been asking questions about lgail building at 11 Heppingstone
Street - if answered correctly the first time itwanot have gone on so long

* Mr Drake provided an example to questions raisaasivers provided by referring to the
background on issues relating to No. 11 Heppingsg&ineet

« believe Public Question Time has been changed bkecaf my questions on
11 Heppingstone Street - do not hide behind thetores raised.

CEO STATEMENT ON DEPUTATION 8.3.3

The Chief Executive Officer stated that he was mpsénted to note that the Deputation on
report Item 10.7.1 from Mr Drake on the topic obkRti Question Time Guidelines received
by the Audit and Governance Committee at its mgetiald on 4 August 2009 had been
‘highjacked’ to become a further debate on No. l4ppingstone Street, contrary to
Council’s resolution adopted in May 2009.

Close of Deputations
The Mayor closed Deputations at 7.50pm.
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8.4 COUNCIL DELEGATES

8.4.1. Council Delegate: WALGA South East Metropotan Zone: 29 July 2009.
A report from Mayor Best and Cr Trent summarisiigpit attendance at the
WALGA South East Metropolitan Zone Meeting held 2aly 2009 is at
Attachment 8.4.1.

The Minutes of the WALGA South East Metropolitann2ameeting of 29 July 2009
have also been received and are available oiCtcil website.

RECOMMENDATION
That the Delegate’'s Reports in relation to the WALSouth East Metropolitan
Zone Meeting held 29 July 2009 be received.

COUNCIL DECISION ITEM 8.4.1
Moved Cr Hasleby, Sec Cr Burrows

That the Delegate’s Reports in relation to the WALSouth East Metropolitan
Zone Meeting held 29 July 2009 be received.
CARRIED (11/0)

8.4.2. Council Delegate: Two Rivers Catchment Grouftl February 2009
Cr Ozsdolay attended the Two Rivers Catchment Gidepting on Wednesday
10 June 2009 at the Canning Eco Centre, Canningfidme Minutes of the Two
Rivers Catchment Group Meeting are available on i@&uncil website and at
Attachment 8.4.2.

RECOMMENDATION
That the Minutes a®ttachment 8.4.2 of the Two Rivers Catchment Group
Meeting Held : 10 June 2009 be received.

| COUNCIL DECISION ITEM 8.4.2 |
Moved Cr Burrows, Sec Cr Grayden

That the Minutes aiAttachment 8.4.2 of the Two Rivers Catchment Group
Meeting Held 10 June 2009 be received.
CARRIED (11/0)

8.5 CONFERENCE DELEGATES ‘
Nil

9. METHOD OF DEALING WITH AGENDA BUSINESS
The Mayor advised the meeting that with the exceptf 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 confirmatfoom the Chief Executive Officer that all the
report items had been discussed at the Agendairigyib€ld on 18 August 2009.

The Chief Executive Officer confirmed that this wasrect with the exception of Item 10.6.4 which
was circulated as a ‘late item’ prior to the ColiMeeting.

WITHDRAWN ITEMS

The following items were withdrawn for discussiatebate
* Item 10.0.2 Discussion

e |tem 10.0.3 Alternative Motion proposed

* Item 10.2.1 Discussion

e |tem 10.3.3 Alternative Motion proposed

* Item 10.3.5 Discussion
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10.

COUNCIL DECISION ITEM 9.0 - EN BLOC RESOLUTION

Moved Cr Cala, Sec Cr Hasleby

That with the exception of Withdrawn Items 10.(.2,0.3, 10.2.1, 10.3.3 and 10.3.5 which are to be
considered separately, the officer recommendationeelation to Agenda Items 10.0.1, 10.3.1,
10.3.2, 10.3.4, 10.4.1, 10.5.1, 10.5.2, 10.5.36.10.10.6.2, 10.6.3, 10.6.4, 10.6.5 and 10.7.1 be
carried en bloc.

CARRIED (11/0)

REPORTS

10.0

MATTERS REFERRED FROM PREVIOUS COUNCIL MEETING S

10.0.1 Proposed Amendment No. 18 to TPS6 - Performee-Based increase in
Building Height Limit for Penrhos College (Iltem 10.3.1 June 2009 Council

Meeting)

Location: Lot 2199 (No. 6) Morrison Street/Thelmaest/Murray Street,
Como

Applicant: The Planning Group WA Pty Ltd (TPG), Tiowlanning and
Urban Design consultants on behalf of Penrhos Gelle

Lodgement Date: 15 May 2009

File Ref: LP/209/18

Date: 3 August 2009

Author: Gina Fraser, Senior Strategic Planning ¢@ffi

Reporting Officer: Rod Bercov, Acting Director, Bdgpment Services

Summary

To consider the draft Amendment No. 18 documentefiodorsement for the purpose of
community consultation. The proposal is to inceef®e maximum permissible building
height to 10.5 metres on the Penrhos College camguigiect to meeting all of the
performance criteria being introduced by this SoheAmendment. The proposed
performance criteria are site-specific and havenbdesigned to achieve a desirable
sustainable outcome.

It is recommended that the draft Amendment No. ®8uchent be endorsed, and that
Amendment No. 18 to TPS6 be advertised for pubbpéction and comment.

Background

In June 2009, the Council resolved to initiate dehoe Amendment as requested by the
applicants. The purpose of the Amendment was dbestfully in the relevanteport and
Attachment presented to the June 2009 meeting aliso described iAttachment 10.0.1

to the current report.
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The Amendment site location and details are shasiowa
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Site name Penrhos College

TPS6 zoning Private Institution

Density coding R30

Lot area 8.1468 hectares

Current building height | 7.0 metres

limit

Proposed increased 10.5 metres, subject to meeting all of the required performance criteria
maximum building height

Predominant development | Educational Establishment and Student Housing

The statutory Scheme Amendment process requiresetuest to be referred to a Council
meeting for consideration. In addition, after tieheme Amendment has been finally
approved by the Minister, the subsequent developrapplication will be referred to a

Council meeting because it falls within the follogi category described in Council

Delegation DC342:

2. Large scale development proposals
(i)  Proposals involving buildings 9.0 metres highhigher based upon the Scheme
definition of the term “height”. This applies tooth new developments and
additions to existing buildings resulting in thelding exceeding the nominated
height.

Comment
The draft Scheme Amendment document is contain@dtathment 10.0.1

The purpose of the Amendment is to provide for reréase in the height of buildings
located towards the centre of the site, while miging the impact on any adjoining or
nearby neighbours. The intention is that the exgs@.0 metre Building Height Limit would
remain on the Scheme Map and continue to apply¢ostte. However, in line with the
overriding Scheme Objective to encourage ‘perforeamased development’, a range of
performance criteria would need to be met in ofdera proposed development to ‘qualify’
for a building height of more than 7.0 metres toaximum of 10.5 metres.
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To accommodate this concept, site-specific perfoceacriteria will be added to TPS6
clause 5.4 ‘Development Requirements for Certai@sSi

The proposed Amendment relates only to the buildiegght limit. No other Scheme
provisions will be affected.

The proposed performance criteria relate to thHewehg aspects of development:

® no overshadowing of Collier Village site;

(i) restriction of building height in the vicinitgf neighbouring low density housing;

(i)  exceptional design quality;

(iv)  attractive landscaping that will also enhattee natural environment;

(v) replacement of trees;

(vi)  heritage assessment statement for demolitiorsubstantial modification of any
building;

(vii)  photographic record of building facades prito demolition or substantial
modification.

Consultation

At this stage, no consultation has been undertak€allowing the Council resolving to
endorse the draft Amendment No. 18 document, it véladvertised for public inspection
and comment. Consultation will be undertaken dhktent and in the manner required by
Policy P355 ‘Consultation for Planning Proposalmd theTown Planning Regulations
Initially, the proposals will be referred to the AFor clearance, with community
consultation commencing after clearance has bemiviel. The consultation will involve a
minimum 42-day advertising period. During that swaltation period, signs will be placed
on site, notices will be published in ttf8outhern Gazett@mewspaper and the proposals
displayed in the City’'s Libraries, Civic Centre amlthe City’s web site.

Policy and Legislative Implications

The Scheme Amendment will have the effect of moddythe City’'s operative Town
Planning Scheme No. 6 in terms of the building hempntrols applicable to the Penrhos
site. The Council initiated the Scheme Amendmendune 2009, and must now follow
statutory procedure with the final decision beingde by the Minister for Planning
following consideration of submissions and all ottedevant factors.

Amendment No. 18 will follow the statutory Schemendndment process set out in the
Town Planning RegulationsThe key stages of the process are set out bela®ther with
an estimate of the likely time frame for each stage

Stage of Amendment Process Estimated Time
Council decision to initiate Amendment No. 18 to TPS6 23 June 2009
Payment of Planning Fee by Penrhos College following Council | Unknown
decision to initiate Amendment No. 18

Council adoption of draft Amendment No. 18 Report and 25 August 2009
Scheme Text for advertising purposes (current stage of

process)

Referral of draft Amendment No. 18 documents to EPA for Early September 2009

environmental assessment during a 28 day period, and to
WAPC for information

Public advertising period of not less than 42 days - the City Anticipated to be October, November 2009
normally allows a slightly longer period than the minimum 42
days, to provide for mail deliveries and slightly late submissions
Council consideration of Report on Submissions in relation to First available Council meeting following the
Amendment No. 18 proposals conclusion of the statutory advertising
period - anticipated to be February 2010
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Stage of Amendment Process Estimated Time
Referral to the WAPC and Minister for consideration of: Anticipated to be March 2010
« Report on Submissions;
» Council's recommendation on the proposed Amendment No.
18;
 Three signed and sealed copies of Amendment No. 18
documents for final approval
Minister’s final determination of Amendment No. 18 Unknown
Publication by the City of Notice of the Minister’s approval of Unknown - following receipt from
Amendment No. 18 once in the Government Gazette, once ina | PlanningWA of the Minister’s final approval
local newspaper; and notification by mail to all submitters

Financial Implications

The issue has some impact on this particular doetihe extent of payment of the required
Planning Fee by the applicant. TR&nning and Development Regulations 2@0®I the
City of South Perth Fees and Charges Schedule 2000/provide for a Planning fee to be
charged with respect to the preparation and proggsd a requested Scheme Amendment.
Maximum hourly rates applicable to certain levelsQfficer and other investigative and
process costs are prescribed in the Regulationdavel been adopted into the Council’'s fee
schedule. The Regulations provide for the feedaqaid at the time of lodgement of the
rezoning request.

The Planning Fee is required to be determined erfitBt instance based on an estimate of
the amount of time likely to be spent on the prepdyy relevant officers. In the current
case, an estimated total Planning Fee of $10,000 wgosed by the Council for
Amendment No. 18.

Strategic Implications
This matter relates to Goal 3 “Environmental Mamaget” identified within the Council's
Strategic Plan. Goal 3 is expressed in the folhgwerms:

To effectively manage, enhance and maintain the y&t unique natural and built
environment.

Sustainability Implications

The applicant's site-specific performance-based r@ggh to the requested Scheme
Amendment meets the criteria of sustainable desihe proposed performance criteria
ensure that any development which results fromAhendment will be sensitive to the

community, the site and the environment. Cityasffs have further refined the consultants’
originally suggested performance criteria to endinag any proposed development will

achieve an outcome that demonstrates adherenasttrsble design principles.

Conclusion

Having regard to the discussion contained in taport, City officers are satisfied that the
proposed Amendment No. 18 document should be esdiots enable community
consultation to be undertaken. The Scheme Amentpreness is designed by statute to be
open and accountable, and inclusive of communipytin When the Amendment proposals
have been advertised for public inspection and cemtmthe Amendment will be
reconsidered by the Council in the context of anmynsissions received. A further decision
will then be made regarding the Council’s recomnagioth to the Western Australian
Planning Commission and the Minister for Plannirihe Council’s final recommendation
would be either to proceed with the Amendment, fiyaitli or not proceed with it. The final
decision will be made by the Minister.
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OFFICER RECOMMENDATION AND
COUNCIL DECISION ITEM 10.0.1

(©)

(d)

the Council of the City of South Perth under gowers conferred by thilanning

and Development Act 200Bereby amends the City of South Perth Town Plannin

Scheme No. 6 in the manner describedtiachment 10.0.1;

the Report on the Amendment containing thetdkaiendment No. 18 to the City

of South Perth Town Planning Scheme NoAtachment 10.0.1 be adopted and

forwarded to the Environmental Protection Authofiy environmental assessment
and to the Western Australian Planning Commissoonnformation;

upon receiving clearance from the EnvironmeRtalttection Authority, community

advertising of Amendment No. 18 be implemented dooedance with the Town

Planning Regulations and City Policy P355, to casgthe following:

e A community consultation period of not less thardégs;

* Notices by mail to property owners within Area 2laifected service agencies;

» Signs on site in accordance with clause 10(b)6ii) Policy P355, in the
following approximate locations:

0 generally opposite No. 110 Thelma Street;

0 generally opposite the end of Brittain Street;

0 generally opposite No. 7 Morrison Road; and

o atthe corner facing the junction of Thelma Stezet Murray Street;

» Southern Gazette newspaper notice in two issudy. Update’ column;

* Notices and Amendment document displayed in Civenit€: customer foyer,
City Libraries, Heritage House and on the City’sovete (‘Out for Comment’);
and

the following footnote shall be included by way explanation on any Notice

circulated concerning Amendment No. 18:

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

| 10.0.2 Community Visioning(Item 10.0.3 May 2008 Council meeting refers) |

Location: City of South Perth

Applicant: Councill

Date: 11 August 2009

Authors: Helen Doran-Wu, Community Development (diimator

Sandra Watson, Manager Community Culture anddéon

Reporting Officer: Cliff Frewing, Chief Executiveffizer

Summary
The purpose of this report is to present the fimalings of theOur Vision Aheadisioning

project.
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Background
Council adopted a Notice of Motion at the Septen2@®7 meeting as follows:

COUNCIL DECISION ITEM 12.1

That....

@) the Chief Executive Officer be requested topare a report for the Ordinary
Meeting of Council to be held in February 2008 afisioning,” and the “Visioning
Process” in relation to the 2008 reviews of, but lvmited to the following:

« Town Planning Scheme;

e Strategic Plan;

e Connected Community Plan; and
e Sustainability Strategy Action Plan

(b) the “Visioning” include:
(1) but not be limited to, public workshops, teleph polls, website and written
surveys; and
(a) all stakeholders including, but not limited to, idEnts, ratepayers, Elected
Members and Council staff.

It was noted in the September 2007 report thatraouat of $50 000 was allocated in the
2007-2008 budget for the purpose of undertakingisioming project. A report was
subsequently considered at the February 2008 dddeeting that presented background
information on the Visioning process and how itldaapply to the City of South Perth.

A Councillor Workshop facilitated by Tim Muirheadaw held on the 8 April 2008. At the
workshop Council considered the implications of emaking a visioning project and the
benefits of a visioning project were presentedesehincluded:

Engagement and Belonging
Direction and Leadership
Partnership — ‘us together’
‘Creative Tension’

D NANNIN

Further, the Steven Ames’ Oregon Model of visionimngs outlined and it was noted that
this model was considered to be the best pracuseidentifying the vision of the
community. The model focuses on a process througbh any community can create a
shared vision for their future and in essence, tbégimake that vision a reality. It is a
framework for planning, policy and decision-makihgt focuses on asking the following 5
questions:

1. Where are we now?

2 Where are we going?

3. Where do we want to be?

4, How do we get there?

5 Are we getting there?
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Following on from the workshop, Council adopted thdowing recommendations at the
May 2008 Council meeting:

COUNCIL DECISION ITEM 10.0.7

That....

(@) the City embarks upon a Visioning project asioed in this report;

(b) an amount of $110,000 is allocated in the 22089 draft budget in order to
complete the visioning project; and

(© reviews are undertaken of the current StratégJn, Connected Community Plan,
Sustainability Action Plan in line with existingnieframes but taking into account
the need to incorporate the outcomes of the Vispmrocess at the earliest
practical opportunity.

The project scope as presented in the May 2008rtrdprs been used to guide the
implementation of the project. It describes thages, actions and associated timeline.
Currently, the project is in the final phase ofg&t8.

COMMUNITY VISIONING - PROJECT SCOPE
Aim Action Completed
by

Stage 1
‘Where are we | Literature review - Internal review of strategic documents, plans,
now?: Internal | strategies to summarise and priorities and key focus areas identified
perspective through previous research and consultation

Identify key demographic and social trends anticipated over the vision
period

Two facilitated workshops with officers and elected members to consider
& endorse summarised information

Information is collated into a report used to inform Stage 2 August 2008
Stage 2
‘Where are we | Establish a Roundtable Reference Group comprising community leaders
now?": The | and City representatives, representative of a broad range of interests
community Three facilitated workshops for the Roundtable Reference Group to
perspective identify, prioritise and summarise key issues for further consideration

through broad community consultation.
Produce a discussion paper to inform Stage 3

October
2008
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Stage 3
Collaborate to create | Develop, in collaboration with the Roundtable Reference Group, a
the Vision: broad based community consultation and promotion strategy that
1) ‘Where are we | best suits the outcomes of stage 2. This strategy would comprise
going?’ initiatives in three key areas;
2) ‘Where do we want
to be?’ 1) Utilise existing networks - broad based discussion with existing
groups eg. P&Cs, Churches, Seniors Centres, NHW, Service
Organisations, Advisory Groups etc.
2) Utilise existing initiatives - Fiesta, Community Art, relationships
with schools, Partnership with Millennium Kids, Library projects etc
3) Community Visioning Conference - one day series of forums on
key issues with experts involved where required (eg. climate change,
community safety, ageing population etc.) November
2008
Launch the broad Community Engagement phase of the project. February
2009
Community Visioning Conference April 2009
Complete the community engagement phase of the visioning project | May 2009
Roundtable Reference Group reconvenes to consider community
input and develop the draft vision document incorporating an
indicative implementation strategy
Draft Vision Document presented to council and put out for public | August 2009
comment
Feedback considered before presenting final document to council November
2009
Stage 4
‘How do we get | Translate broad objectives of the Vision document into the City's
there?": Translate | strategic and business planning documents. This phase will
Vision into agreed | incorporate reviews of the City's Strategic Plan , Connected
strategies Community Plan, Sustainability Action Plan etc. July 2010
Stage 5
‘Are we  getting | Develop a strategy to ensure ongoing support for outcomes in
there?": Ongoing | Council decisions:
implementation, 1) Annual internal review of progress; and
reporting and | 2) Forward planning as part of the strategic/business planning cycle | Annually
collaboration
Develop a reporting and marketing strategy to show the progress on
implementation strategy to the community to include: Annually
1) Reconvening the Roundtable Reference Group every 4 years to
review the Vision
2) Community input via newsletter and feedback form, utilising
existing networks and initiatives Every 4
years

Relationship to key strategic documents

As identified in the report to Council in May 2008he main outcome of the visioning
should be a document that describes the broad lefvebmmunity aspirations over a 20
year time period. The Vision developed will guisebject to ongoing consultation, the
development of strategic documents and projects thenext 20 year period.Once the
document is finalised, the review of the City’s ldgycuments can be progressed.

22



MINUTES : ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING: 25 AUGUST 2009

The City’s district Town Planning Scheme No. 6 (6P%as due to be reviewed in 2008 as
it is s subject to a statutory review process. Tiitg's current Strategic Plan, Connected
Community Plan and Sustainability Strategy ActidanPwere also due for review in 2008.
When developed in 2004 and 2005 respectively, etiens were the focus of considerable
community consultation involving round table dissios with stakeholders such as
community groups, service organisations, local iesses and churches, followed by the
draft documents being made available to the comipdmi comment. It was considered that
the visioning project would be complementary to tegiew of the City’s key strategic
documents and that the findings from the visionprgject would make a significant
contribution to the subsequent formal review preessassociated with all of the strategic
documents including the future review of TPS6. d@rdingly, the visioning project is
regarded as the first stage in the review of thims@iments.

As the visioning project has involved similar l&vef consultation required for the review
of the City’s strategic documents and with the agpnate timeframe of twelve months to
complete the process, it was therefore necessadglty the timeframe for the reviews of
the abovementioned documents.

Comment

Tim Muirhead and Associates was engaged by the Mitugust 2008 to facilitate
visioning workshops with Council and the communagiyd prepare draft documentation.
The facilitators were Tim Muirhead and Mary Del &las

Community Driven

The Our Vision Aheagroject has been led and directed by the commundayfacilitate the
community’s involvement the City held a Communitial&holder Workshop on October
16" 2008. Forty people attended comprised of reprasigas from 24 community groups,
as well as 16 individuals. The aim of the workshegs to set the overall direction of the
visioning project, debate the structure of theorisig project, encourage ongoing group
participation, identify existing networks and tooprote the role and membership, of the
Visioning Round Table. People who attended thekslmp continue to be engaged
through updates as to the progress of the projgtpeomotion of the survey kit.

The next phase of the project was to develop tlsoxing Round Table. This group was
comprised of 10 community groups, 4 state govermmaepartments, 6 business
representatives and 4 members of staff from actbesorganisation. The members
represented key demographic groups and networkseilCity. The role of the Roundtable
was as follows:

» Advise the Project Team on ways to ensure theniisipprocess was appropriate

» ‘Champion’ the Visioning Process (and later thei&#i} within the community

» ‘Make Sense’ of the information that came in frdme #isioning Process. (including —
responding to dilemmas and tensions in communéws)

The group has, to date, met four times. Considerf@edback was received from the group
which has enabled the process, conference and ofdbk project to be as comprehensive
and successful as it has been.

Process

The visioning process was designed to maximisetiidic exposure of the project, reach as
large and as diverse a population as possible. cbhsultation was developed around the
following concepts:
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* A survey was designed based on the Oregon Modiak questions were as follows:

1. What do you mostalueabout the communityi2 those things that you wouiée to
remain the same in the future.

2. What do you think are the késsueswve will face in the future?

3. Imagine that the City of South Pemtireets youhighest expectationis 2030.What
are the key features of your vision?

4. What is one or morlcal actionin thecommunity that would help us motewards
your vision for 20307?

5. Groups: The survey was compiled into a Do It Yolird2!Y) kit that could be used
by groups hosting their own focus groups. Alter@dy, a focus group, utilising the
kit could be facilitated by the project consultarithe kit contained the survey, a
visioning fact sheet, a facilitator's and workshguyade, information on the City of
South Perth and local government, and an outlinglaifal trends that will influence
the future.

* The Youth Summit, facilitated by Millennium Kidstilised a similar group survey
process. In this instance, the young people fat#hl their own sessions and utilised
other creative methods for discussing issues fofuture and articulating their vision.

* Individuals: The survey was available to individuat facilitated workshops, public
events, stands at public places eg ferry and slopisioning stand at the Manning and
South Perth Libraries and online.

As can be seen, the survey was designed to elialitgtive responses. This enabled people
to express their ideas and as many ideas as tisagde

Promotion

City staffedOur Vision Aheadstands at the Australia Day Skyworks event Jan@dlti
2009, the Totally Best Family Day Ever"$®larch, and the Mend’s St Carnivale on March
29". Further stands were held at the ferry, the Vitat@rPlaza and Como IGA over April
16-18.

The project was heavily promoted using the CityemiRsula newsletter, the City Update in
the Southern Gazette, the Fiesta '09 brochure wivieh distributed to every household in
the area, paid advertising, press releases, emaitligect mail-outs, and the website. In all
the project was formally promoted on 28 occasiorBurther, information and fliers were
distributed at all events, in the libraries andthe Fiesta brochure. Word of mouth
promotion was achieved by the enthusiastic VisignRound Table members, existing
neighbourhood networks and promotion at public gegsents.

Data collation
Given the substantial number of surveys expectdubtoeturned, a method of handling the
diverse and extensive information was developedhvis detailed below:

» Group responses: Groups, including facilitated $ogroups, used the sheets provided in
the DIY kit to facilitate a discussion on visioningThe Individual Response Sheets
allowed them the opportunity for self-reflectiondaassisted in prompting discussion.
The next phase was for the group to then estapliishities utilising the Group Priorities
Sheet.

» Individual responses: People had the opportunityfitoout the survey either in
discussion with staff or on their own.

* Youth Summit: Responses were collated on the dde responses were presented in a
report format and priorities listed.
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The Individual Responses, Group Priorities sheedistie Youth Summit findings were then
collated into spreadsheets and themed. Analystheofdata indicated five emergent key
themes: ‘Community’, ‘Place’, ‘Housing’, ‘Transpbénd ‘Environment’. Importantly, the
five themes provided a useful framework for presgnactions and debating key dilemmas.
It is understood that within each theme there idegas and suggestions that are relevant to
more than one theme. Under each theme, key visioilsactions were drafted into a
document that was to be used to facilitate the evenice, develop the key priorities under
each theme and commence the development of tleavisi

Special Events
The City held a number of special events to helplrate and promot®ur Vision Ahead
and encourage a diverse group of people to paatieip the process.

The Our Vision Aheadroject was launched at a workshop with intermatily acclaimed
visioning practitioner, Steven Ames. The workshiogld on September 10th 2008 at the
Como Secondary School, was attended by 105 pedj#eple who attended were treated to
an inspirational and informative evening, expodoreisioning from around the world and
experienced their own mini visioning summit. Thgthlevel of enthusiasm generated led to
fruitful discussions and a desire for further imf@tion and participation by the community.

A Youth Summit was hosted by Millennium Kids orn®Qctober 2008 at Wesley College.
The 55 young people between the ages of twelvditiedn years who attended, undertook
a visioning process and associated activities. vEations about a youth vision, diversity
and the environment were explored through danceiegaand the creative arts. Special
guests included members of a wheelchair baskea#zath, snake handlers, urban artists and
the City’s Recreation, Youth, Cultural Development Graphic Design team. At the end of
the day, the youth presented their vision to thegddaJames Best. Further consultation
occurred with students from Wesley and Como Seagnidaearly 2009. In all Millennium
Kids helped the City reach 130 young people thrahghprocess.

In collaboration with the City’s Sustainability Treaa Speaker Series was held during the
annual Fiesta program held throughout March andl 2009. Three speakers were invited
to speak on interesting themes to assist the coiityndevelop ideas for a vision and
sustainability. The speakers were: Dr Ray WIllEGCWA Sustainable Energy Association,
‘Renewable Energies Powering the City’; Dr Rich&ller, UWA, ‘Boomtown 2050’;
Roxane Shadbolt, Swan River Trust, ‘The River Ritida Strategy’. On average 60 people
attended each talk. Each talk was enthusiasticatlgived by the audience and stimulated
further discussions about some of the big issugadahe community.

Also during Fiesta, the ‘As We See It' project wadewere displayed for viewing and
comment. The three videos were developed by yduim the Esther Foundation,
Kensington Secondary College and Communicare. ydweg participants were from
diverse backgrounds and were aged between foudaegreighteen years. The films were
used as a vehicle for young people to express thgion for the City in a creative and
interesting way and were subsequently presentaddouncil briefing on May"72009.

The penultimate event was tfeir Vision AheadConference held on May 92009. The
60+ participants received a kit with informatiorllated from all the survey responses and
background information. During the day, the comityunsed the occasion to prioritise
actions and ideas, ask further questions from algarfive experts and share their vision.
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The conference was an opportunity to engage themuoity about the dilemmas that had
emerged from the vast number of surveys and omnidResearch from other Councils had
indicated that not addressing the emergent dilenroatd put the implementation of the
vision at risk. As an example, some key dilemmaduded the nature and intensity of
housing density and the diversity of recreation Emslre promoted in our open space and
around the river. The post-conference evaluatidicated that everyone felt that the quality
of the debate and presentations was excellent.iddovof the day has been placed on the
visioning web site.

Number of Participants

The number of active individuals participating lire tdevelopment dDur Vision Aheadvas
1450. The number of surveys returned, includingugrpriority sheets, was 940. Twenty
groups helped the City promote the survey and Hofsteus groups,.  Overall thirty six
groups attended and participated in project evehtsaddition, the website was visited by
106 people from December 2008 to July 2009.

Through the promotion campaign and attendance etitsythe project was promoted to
every household, thousands of visitors and maninbas in the City.

Our Vision Ahead

Having collated and themed the survey results, tiets of documents will be produced.
The first tier will be a promotional document dewd to provide an overall view of the
visioning project and the visions developed. Tkeosd tier presents the key themed
visions and suggested associated actions as f@&oriby the community. Each document
will contain a message from the Mayor, the mainovisthe five themes and an outline of
the process.

In both tiers, each theme has a section entitlexy ‘guestions for the future’. This section
indicates dilemmas that have been identified irm@aalysis of the surveys. With so many
people participating, not all ideas will be the saammd may contain opposing points of view.
At the conference, participants were given the opmity to discuss the dilemmas and
identify the foundations for resolving many of theniowever, some dilemmas remain.
These have been collated and highlighted to engeufarther discussion within the

community. A draft copy of both tiers has beeadited to this report.

Below is the key vision and five themes for er Vision Aheagbroject:

THE VISION

We belong to an engaged and cohesive community thatlinked by
vibrant local centres and shared spaces. We livend travel in ways
that nurture our environment and our housing and anenities meet the
diverse needs of a changing society.

COMMUNITY

We all - regardless of our age, ethnicity, religimmrome level, gender and
ability - feel we belong together in communitieatthre vibrant, cohesive,
safe and supportive.

Our communities are enlivened by neighbourly cotioes and
interaction along with a range of community evenitere our local talents
will be on show for all to enjoy.

We have a genuine sense of citizenship and ‘sédfraénation’ with an
excellent relationship between community and Cdunci
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We enjoy equitable rights and opportunities, and théve easy, local
access to a range of high quality community, govemt and business
services that enrich our lives.

ENVIRONMENT

We are living in a natural environment that nougshus physically,
emotionally and spiritually. Our beautiful and pelul open spaces,
wildlife and the Swan and Canning Rivers, are elvealthier and more
accessible.

In turn, we are living in ways both individually ércollectively that
cultivate, rather than damage, our local area amglanet.

HOUSING

We are living in accommodation that offers us athatever our stage of
life and household size, a great place to call habwg homes are situated
in streetscapes that allow fulfilling, safe, heglénd connected lives. Our
heritage and the evolving nature of architectureé smciety is visible in
our buildings and streetscapes

The way we design our streets and homes accomnsodateresponds to
the pressures of a growing population, and an asengly fragile global
and local environment.

PLACE

Our City is a vibrant place for visitors, touristsjsinesses and residents.
We have shared spaces within our suburbs thathemnir lives both
individually and as a community, and provide ushwptaces to interact
and recreate outside of our homes. Our placescds®rand celebrate our
unique heritage, our cultures, our creativity and diversity, and give us
a shared sense of belonging and connection tddlee p which we live.

TRANSPORT
The ways we move within, between and beyond oughtmiurhoods are
accessible, enjoyable, and do little damage tceauironment.

As identified in the project scope, the next phaks&tage 3 is for Council to consider the
draft vision document and advertise it for publarenent. It is the officers’ intention to
send out a copy of the first tier document to projarticipants and make the full second
tier document available on the website and to pewblo request a copy. It is envisaged that
given the significant community input into the moj and the acknowledgement of
dilemmas and methods for moving forward, that thenmunity will support the final
product.

Policy and Legislative Implications
The Communication and Consultation Policy P10&isvant to this report.

Financial Implications

At the May 2008 council meeting a budget of $160 ®as approved for the visioning
project. At a budget review, an increase of $30 @@s approved to cover the cost of the
website and other items. Other project income dexsved from the co-sponsored of the
‘Speakers Series’ by the visioning and sustairtgltidiams. The estimated final cost of the
visioning project is approximately $197 000. Soroenponents of the project, such as the
catering and printing and distribution of the fimllcument have yet to be completed. As a
conseqguence, some costs may be reduced. The fofdalble provides an outline of costs.
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Facilitators $63,800
Community newspaper advertising $10,000
Audio Visual & other equipment hire $10,000
Website development $23,950
Support for existing initiatives and networks $2,400
Printing/distribution $18,000
Catering (workshops/conference) $8,000
Staff overtime (for out of core hours initiatives) $350
Support staff (including on costs) $60,000
Contingencies $500
TOTAL $197,000

Strategic Implications
Goal 1.3:Undertake research in order to assess performamtgaage opinions and
priorities for future service delivery.

Goal 1.7 Establish consultative community mechanisms @eoto involve the community
in the planning and development of local area pisi

The district TPS6, Strategic Plan 2004-2008, Commtk€ommunity Plan 2005-2008 and
the Sustainability Strategy Action Plan 2006 - 20@&e all due for review in 2008. The
visioning is seen as complementary to, and infognthe review of the various documents
and would be considered to be the first stageef tieview.

Sustainability Implications

The development of a Community Vision for the GafySouth Perth will ensure that the

community actively participates in shaping and plag for its future. This will help to

foster:

e Sustainable, inclusive, communities within the City

» Sustainable community groups who will gain fromwatking and knowledge sharing
opportunities provided by the visioning

« Develop a greater understanding of the impactiofate change across the community

« Ensure that the City is responsive to identifiechomnity priorities

MOTION
Cr Best moved the officer recommendation. Sec £&dOlay

PRESENTATION
Cr Best provided a power point presentation in suppf the officer recommendation at
Item 10.0.2.

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION AND
COUNCIL DECISION ITEM 10.0.2
The Mayor put the Motion

That....
(@) the outcomes of theOur Vision Ahead” visioning project be endorsed and
advertised for community comment; and
(b) at the conclusion of the community comment gukra report on the outcome be
presented to the earliest available Council meeting
CARRIED (10/1)
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10.0.3 Parking Permit Consideration for Ratepayerdflectors in Commercial and
Business Precincts

Location: City of South Perth
Applicant: Council
File Ref: TT/905
Date: 7 August 2009
Author: Sebastian Camillo
Manager, Environmental Health & Regulatory Services
Reporting Officer: Cliff Frewing, Chief Executiv@fficer
Summary

The purpose of this report is to consider a “Noti¢eMotion” relating to the provision of
parking permits for ratepayers and electors inGbemmercial and Business precincts.

The issue of parking permits has been the subfeséweral articles in the local Southern
Gazette Community Newspaper. The articles typicediierred to several aspects of the
change to parking arrangements that the City impfeed in the Business precinct, such as
the lack of community consultation, Docent parkargd parking permits. In particular an
article published on the 16 June 200R#achment 10.0.3(a) referred to a local Business
in Charles Street and its director Mr Nicol of Exeee Apartments, specifically suggesting
parking permits to the City as early as Septembé62

The notice of motion stated as follows:

“That in relation to the introduction of paid parig in several areas of the Commercial and
Business Precincts of the Peninsula area, the maftproviding ratepayers / electors in the

area bounded by the south side of Richardson Stiedtouchere Road, Melville Parade

and Judd Street with parking permits be the subjéca report to the August Council

meeting.”

Background

The City became aware of the increasing numbepwifnauters parking in the streets within
the Peninsula, Commercial and Business areas an®ithardson Street and Richardson
Reserve public car parks, and then catching ptialicsport to the Perth CBD.

Council resolved to conduct a parking study withim area known as the "South Perth
Station and Peninsular area". Uloth and Assochates appointed to conduct the study and
provide a report to Council for consideration.

The consultants study purpose and objectives were:

» Identify and document the supply of existing pulpiazking within the overall study area.

» Study and assess the overall parking demand wileiistudy area.

* Consult with key stakeholders such as Perth ZogaReerth Golf Club, and the sporting
clubs using Richardson Reserve to establish thgirels and concerns.

e Develop a parking strategy to best manage the tbveasking situation, taking into
account the impact that parking restrictions mayehan the surrounding areas.

« Make recommendations for both the short and long,teaking into account the planned
construction of the South Perth Train Station.

Uloth and Associates conducted a comprehensivey stldll parking facilities both public
and private within the Commercial, Business andir®eiia Precincts before presenting
these to a Council Briefing. A report on the colappn of findings and recommendations
from the consultants and notes from the CouncikefiBrg was provided to Council in
February 2009 for consideration.

29



MINUTES : ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING: 25 AUGUST 2009

Council at its February meeting considered a cohgmsive report on the “South Perth
Station and Peninsula Area Parking Study” beformptidg the following recommendations:

(a) Peninsula Precinct a four hour limit time restriction be introduced the Jet Ski
Area car park and the Narrows Bridge car park bedwehe hours of 8.00 am to
6.00 pm Monday to Friday;

(b) Business Precinct

® paid all day parking be introduced at the Ricttson Street (Reserve) car
park and Richardson Street between the hours dd & to 6.00 pm
Monday to Friday;

(i) a two hour limit time restriction be introdudeon the southern side of all
streets between Judd Street and Charles Streeebattine hours of 8.00 am
to 6.00 pm Monday to Friday;

(i) paid all day parking be introduced on the tloern side of all streets
between Judd Street and Charles Street betweehahes of 8.00 am to
6.00 pm Monday to Friday;

(iv) free restricted timed parking be introducedfa@ Amherst Street and Sports
Club car park for a time period of six hours betwdige hours of 8.00 am to
6.00 pm Monday to Friday.

(© Commercial Precinct

® parking at the South Perth Esplanade car pask fmodified to permit
parking between the hours of 8.00 am to 6.00 pmddpriio Sunday up to
six hours; the first two hours free with paid pantsifor periods greater than
two hours; and

(i) all day paid parking at the Windsor Hotel caark under City control be
introduced at the same rates as the balance oté#nepark not under the
City’s control, ie $2.50 per hour with a maximunilgaharge of $10.

Comment

Following the Council Meeting in February, the Gitfficers proceeded to call tenders for
the Supply, Delivery, Installation, Commissioning Blaintenance of Ticket Parking

Machines in the areas identified in the recommeadst At the close of the tender period
the City received three tenders and Council resbleits meeting in May to award the
tender to Wilson’s Technology.

At the same time the City officers proceeded to &mlon designing and drafting the
Parking Sign Plans for the respective areas whiehewsigned off by the Director of
Infrastructures Services in accordance with DelegaDM539. The City appointed an
external company, Allmark Signs to manufactureoélihe street signage necessary for the
impending parking changes in the respective afHas.installation of the Ticket machines
and signage was completed in July.

To inform the residents and businesses, an infoomaletter was delivered to every
premises within the effected area during April/MaRefer Attachment 10.0.3(b)
Additionally, the Community Rangers placed “infotina leaflets” under the windscreen
wiper blades on vehicles in the effected areasnduiay and June advising of the
impending changes to take effect in July. Onceirtktallation of the ticket machines and
the parking signs was completed a further inforamagperiod was provided by the City's
Community Rangers in July for two weeks, cautionmgtorists of the changes to the
parking arrangements. The information period legdip to and after the implementation
period was considered extremely essential to enthatefair and adequate dialogue had
occurred with the users of the street parking asdpark facilities within the Peninsula,
Commercial and Business areas.
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Following the implementation of the parking changethe Commercial and Business areas
in particular, the City has received a number ofjugries for the provision of parking
permits for residents in particular. Although theoypsion of parking permits were not
included in the recommendation adopted by CoumciFébruary, they were part of the
consultants report and discussed during the priefilgs to Council.

The consultants recommendation #5 stated the follpw

It is also recommended to introduce a permit paglsgstem to allow local residential and
employees to park all-day within these four-hourcgs, with permit availability as shown
in Figure 7.

The Officers response to this recommendation sthtedbllowing:

One of the reasons why this recommendation is megbdor the long term is because of the

extensive research and administration cost thatlevdn@ necessary to implement such an

initiative.

Again, notwithstanding the abovementioned commdémsteason for the recommendation

is not fully understood or supported by the Admiatgon. The business precinct consists of

a range of different properties:

« New or relatively new multi-level residential dvimgis - all of which would have been
required to provide adequate parking for residemt®en approved;

* Residences converted into businesses - a similatgin applies;

* Single residences - whilst there are not many piggee left in this category, parking
would not be an issue;

» Offices - adequate parking would have been providedmployees and visitors.

From the earlier analysis conducted in relatiortthe consultant's recommendations 2 and 3
it would appear that there is adequate parking &lze within the precinct at the present
time and no excess parking demand occurs. It isvhrihat the administration of parking
permits is very labour intensive. The use of paykiermits is certainly a tool that can be
used to assist with parking control measures, bus inot believed that this needs to be
considered at this point in time. If the alternatrecommendations are adopted, there is no
reason why further parking studies cannot be cotetl@fter say a period of 12 months
from the implementation of the proposed changes tad need for parking permits
reviewed.

From the comments in the officer response abovg,dbnfirmed that the Business Precinct
currently has a total of 471 Commercial and Regideproperties. Of this number, there
are 116 (24%) residential premises which requiresiten parking in accordance with the
City’'s Town Planning Scheme. Of the 24% of resiggnpremises within the Business
Precinct many of the occupants use their onsitkimpgmand either commutes to their work
place or take public transport leaving their vedgobn-site.

On-site parking was also a requirement for resideptemises which have been converted /
re-zoned into commercial/office premises within Business precinct.

Many commercial premises provide on-site parkingtfeir clients and in some instances
staff however there is an obvious shortage of marking for all employees/employers to
be fully accommodated on-site within the Businesscipct. There is an expectation that
many employees will be required to park off-sitetba street or seek alternative transport
means to their workplace. This is not dissimitaaty other Business precinct in any other
local government districts in Perth
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The Consultants report indicated that 8 out of ti€es$ sections within the Business Precinct
were close to or fully occupied during the surveyigd, with the south side of Bowman
Street reaching occupancy of 130% on 2 occasiblmsvever, 4 out of the 18 street sections
had peak occupancy rates of less than 40 percent.

Average durations were as low a 1.1 hours on sectib Melville Parade and as high as 4.7
hours on the southern side of Bowman street, 6u2shon the southern side of Lyall street
and 7.1 hours on the western side of Melville Parbetween Lyall street. The consultant
also concluded that 66% of the vehicles parkedess those 2 hours, 20% for more than 4
hours and 9% for more than 8 hours.

Based on this information, it is assumed that efwtkhicles within the Business precinct that
parked between 4 and 8 hours (29% of the vehiclese a combination of staff employed
within the area and commuters to the City CBD. Tgescentage of vehicles identified by
the consultant is unrelated to the number of residieoccupants residing in the Business
precinct. If a permit system was to be considengdCbuncil these motorists should be
excluded from them.

The numbers of residential complexes within theiBess precinct have on-site parking

available to them. Many of these premises havepanking bay per residential unit and

minimal visitor parking on-site. Where occupants/ér more than one vehicle then one
resident may be required to park on the streetstMocupants work between 8 am and 6 pm
Monday to Friday, during the parking restrictionsieh are applicable in the Business
precinct, with the exception of shift workers, stots or residents who commute using
public transport.

In researching this matter with other local goveents within the metropolitan area it was
determined that there are some common areas weih rifspective permit systems. City
staff has consulted with the local governmentshef €ities of Subiaco, Fremantle, Vincent
and Perth to determine what forms for permits exitgtin those Councils.

Whilst it is acknowledged that there may be otlveal governments that provide parking
permits, for the purpose of this exercise the fogal governments previously mentioned
are most likely to represent the situation that@ity has in the Business and Commercial
areas of the Peninsula.

The following table provides a comparison of wisab&ing provided:

Parking Permit | City of Perth City of Subiaco Town of Vincent City of Fremantle

Conditions

Residents Permit | Residents only Resident & Visitor | Resident & Visitor | Resident & Visitor

permit permits permits

Commercial Not Available Not Available Not Available Not available

Permit

Permit Valid Residents in | Residents for parking | Restricted street | Residents for paying
designated  locality | on allocated street. where nominated on | for parking between 9
only. Within 300 metres of | permit. -11amand 3 -5 pm.

residential address.

Permit exclusions | Parking outside the | Hay Street and high | No standing/stopping | No standing areas,
designated areas and | volume areas. areas, loading zones, | loading zones, no
non-permit streets. 1 hour or less time | no stopping areas, | stopping areas, taxi

Zones. taxi/bus zones, ticket | zones, bus zones,
parking areas, 30 | tour coach zones ,
minute or less parking | authorised  parking
areas. zones, private

property parking
Z0nes.
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Parking Permit | City of Perth City of Subiaco Town of Vincent City of Fremantle
Conditions

Permit validation | Maximum  of 12 | Twelve months only, | Maximum of 12 | 12 Months from date

period Months from date of | up to the 31| Months from date of | of Issue
Issue. December in the year | Issue.
Shorter terms | of issue.
available
Maximum number | 1 permit per | 3 Residential and 2 | 1 resident and 1 | 2 permits per property
of Permits issued | residential unit Visitor permits visitor  permit  per
unit/flat.

2 residential permits 1
visitor  permit  per
single residence.

Fees for Permits | Nil Nil fee for permits. | Nil. $26 Appl fee
$30 for replacement $10.50 renewal fee
permits. $10.50 replacement

In consolidating the research information from #t®ve table, the following points can be
determined as being consistent amongst the valdcatgovernments:

Permits are issued to Residents only.

Visitor Permits are issued by 2 local governmecusditions do apply.

Resident Permits applicable to allocated areas.eTiestrictions apply to one local
government.

Permits excluded for larger commercial vehicleghhvolume areas and non-permit
streets.

Permit period 12 months, prior to renewal.

Permits issued vary between 1 and 5 per premises.

Permits issued free of charge by most, except Ardenat $26 Application fee, $10.50
Renewal/replacement fees.

All local governments indicated that the fees ahdrges for the resident's permits were
being reviewed this financial year and it is likehat substantial fees will be introduced.
Should Council consider the introduction of restg@rparking permits within the Business
Precinct then the fees should realistically refigsgt administration time for the issue and
renewal of permits and loss of revenue from eadh@parking spaces that would otherwise
be occupied by paying patrons.

The implications of introducing a permit systenitie City would be as follows:

* Precedence- There is a major precedence and expectation esydents and
business’s for the introduction of permit parkiogother areas where parking issues
are identified, such as other commercial areasudimy the Esplanade in South
Perth, the Canning Bridge Train Station, Prestont@e Angelo Street Shopping
precinct and Waterford Plaza.

e Administration and Revenue implications - The demand on the City's

Administration and staff for the management, pnigti issuing and renewal
processes of the permit system. This will haveusse implications on the existing
staff and may require additional staff within th@ndnunity Ranger services to
administer this program. Loss of budgeted parkiegnue will require a budget
adjustment.

e Conflict with Large Public Events - Where the City has approved traffic

management plans to accommodate large public egents as Skyworks and Red
Bull Air Race, there will be a conflict with the ‘NParking Road or Verge” areas
and residents issued with permits. This would ocampply in the Peninsula and
particularly the Business precinct.
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It is again suggested that given the new parkingsuees have only been introduced for 6
weeks or so, the current arrangements remain &ofirtie being and that a further review be
conducted after a period of 12 months which is ared an appropriate time to ascertain
whether or not any real problems exist.

Consultation
The Cities of Perth, Fremantle Subiaco and Vineare consulted.

Policy and Legislative Implications
City of South Perth Parking Local Law 2003 andltbeal Government Act 1995.

Financial Implications

The financial implications are potentially signditt, both in terms of administration of
implementing the parking permit system and potémbiss of income projected from the
introduction of ticket parking within the Commericzand Business areas.

Strategic Implications

In accordance with Goal 3 of the City’s Strateglar? Environmental Management, in
particular, reference is made to Strategy 3.2 whictolves the development and
implementation of a sustainability strategy and nmagement system to co-ordinate
initiatives contained in associated management @aand to ensure City’s environment is
managed in a sustainable way

Sustainability Implications

There is anecdotal evidence that City of SouthrPatilities were used either for free or at
little cost by commuters working or visiting therfPeCBD. Since the introduction of the
parking arrangements there is evidence that sugygestmuters have left the area and made
it more accessible to genuine users of the parfidaidjties.

It is considered reasonable to assume that matheesé parking areas are now being used in
an appropriate and sustainable way (particularh&idson Park), and that visitors to the
area and City of South Perth ratepayers are neldmging disadvantaged.

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION ITEM 10.0.3 ‘

That Council......

(@) not proceed with the implementation of a parkinghpearrangement for ratepayers
/ electors at this stage until an adequate pefied least 12 months has lapsed from
the implementation date of the parking changesotwsider all ramifications of the
parking arrangements as approved in February 2009;

(b) a report be provided at the August 2010 MeetinGaodincil, reviewing the current
parking arrangements and if necessary recommendnanges to the parking
arrangements within the Business precinct which nmjude the provision of
parking permits at that time.
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MOTION
Cr Cala moved the officer recommendation, Sec Giléty

MEMBER COMMENTS FOR / AGAINST MOTION - POINTS OF @ARIFICATION

Cr Cala Opening for the Motion

« officer report presents a comprehensive case foproaeeding with parking permits

« consultation re Parking Survey went above and beyon

e some concerns in relation to volunteers at Zoo yaRderth Golf Course events -
acknowledge the City is working with those groupsalve the issues

e any proposed change so soon after implementingttitlachine is premature

e assess situation following 12 month trial period

« any movement in direction of Parking Permits shdiddconfined to residents

< where business premises fall short on parking Fdith issues as they arise

< do not believe there is a case to move in the tilireof Parking Permits

« case presented in the report is compelling - reiguation in 12 months

« ask Councillors to support the officer recommeratati

Cr Hasleby for the Motion

e agree with Cr Cala’s comments / officer recommeindat

e proposal needs time to settle in

« need to stop commuters parking in the street thkeing public transport into the City

« need 12 months for the new process (ticket machass®ciated issues) to settle in

« believe some of the issues raised by business @aofite area will resolve themselves

« need to consider that to go to a permit situatialh st the City money to manage /
enforce terms and conditions etc. parking situedie it stands looks after itself

* believe 12 months is not asking a great deal tessssituation

« cannot endorse committing Council funds to bernesit a few people

Cr Smith against the Motion

* Perth and Subiaco have had these problems for years

* Mill Point Ward has this problem

» congratulate staff - did a good job with parkingv&y - not rocket science
* two issues - parking machine vs disadvantagegpagers

« parking machines address the park and travel tCitydssue

» vehicles are now parking in residential streets

» other Councils have been dealing with these iskresser 20 years

» acknowledge some businesses have on-site parkioiga- problem for them
» already receiving flack re Windsor Hotel car paikffingements issued etc
 think of Ward Members having to deal with affectatepayers

e against the Motion

EXTENSION OF TIME
Moved Cr Hearne, Sec Cr Ozsdolay

That Cr Smith be given an extension of time of Butes to conclude his debate.
CARRIED (11/0)

« do not say we have a solution but need to look ik Point ratepayers

» do what other areas like Subiaco do and issuemmgermits to residents

» acknowledge we do not have all the solutions bnhoawait 12 months to review
* our ratepayers are being disadvantaged now - mega something now

FORESHADOWED MOTION
Cr Smith Foreshadowed that if the current MotiorL@st that he would be moving an
alternative Motion to provide for Parking Permits.
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Cr _Gleeson point of clarification Council adopted a Parking Strategy in approxatyat
May / June 2008. Why did Council adopt that Motiordo a parking study?

Manager Environmental Health & Regulatory Servicesponded that a consultant was
appointed to carry out a Parking Study of the &emuse the City was aware of the number
of commuters using the Richardson Reserve to padktlaen travel into the City. It also
took into consideration the proposed South PerilmBg Station and the demand this would
place on parking in the area.

Cr Gleeson point of clarificationis it not appropriate that Council having addpseprocess
should continue with that process?

Manager Environmental Health & Regulatory Servigzsd that the findings of the
Consultant and the recommendation adopted at theu&iey 2009 Council Meeting was that
the City should implement parking restrictions, @/hresulted in the installation of parking
machines.

Cr Trent point of clarification how much revenue has been collected from tioksthines
in Richardson Reserve since they were installed?

Manager Environmental Health & Requlatory Servicssd that he did not have that
information to hand and would take the questionnotice. He further stated that the
installation of ticket machines had been successfmoving the ‘park and ride’ commuters
from the area but acknowledged that some of thedéckes were now being parked
elsewhere in the City, however this situation wasently in the process of being addressed.

Cr Hasleby point of clarification how many Parking Permits would be required aitw
would be required of the Administration / officéosmake sure this scheme is adhered to?

Manager Environmental Health & Regulatory Servicesponded that in the defined area
bounded by the south side of Richardson Streepuetiere Road, Melville Parade and Judd
Street we have in the order of 146 residential pgesnalbeit not all will require permits as

most have parking on site. Of the 146 it is apated that 20% would require Parking
Permits. There is a substantial amount of admatien time in management, printing,

issuing and renewal processes of the permit sysbgether with input/updates etc and it
would also set a precedents for other areas withén City so there would be further

demands on the Administration.

Cr Grayden point of clarification in doing the maths on the number of residenoeisthe
20% anticipated that would require Parking Permi¢sare looking at about 30 permits in
total, is that correct?

Manager Environmental Health & Reqgulatory Servisail 20% would just be the start and
said he believed the City would be opening theodlogates’ with requests for Parking
Permits from the wider community.

Chief Executive Officersaid if the Motion on page 21 of the Agenda pdperead: in
relation to the introduction of paid parking in szal areas of the Commercial and Business
Precincts of the Peninsula area, the matter of jaliog ratepayers / electors in the area
bounded by the south side of Richardson Streetpudiere Road, Melville Parade and
Judd Street with parking permitsas the Motion referred to parking permits for both
commercial and residential properties the numbétasking Permitsis more likely to be in
the vicinity of 400 which would create an additibiBudget Expenditure to employ a
parking inspector to manage the program.

36



MINUTES : ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING: 25 AUGUST 2009

Cr Best point of clarification is it correct that in a month’s time there iParking Study
being presented on the Canning Bridge train stadi@a - should we make a decision on
this proposal ahead of that Parking Study?

Chief Executive Officerconfirmed there were two planning studies curgertiking
undertaken which were proposed to be finalisedimwithe next couple of months. One for
the Canning Bridge Precinct and one for the SowttihPRailway Station Precinct which
have a relationship to parking. He further stated his main concern is the precedent the
introduction of Parking Permits in this area magate. For example the South Perth
Esplanade is the subject of time restrictions sg it issue parking permits to businesses
there and in Mends Street. If we are considergmgnts for one area we need to do all areas
to be consistent.

Director Infrastructure Serviceseferred to a Study currently being carriediautlation to
the Canning Bridge Railway Station and rail comensitparking in Davilak Street the
findings of which are anticipated to be the subjefca report to September Council. He
further stated that any decision to introduce parkiermits tonight would have a ‘flow-on’
effect in other areas of the City.

Cr Gleeson for the Mation

* have spoken to Mill Point business people on tlasien (customers of mine)

» asked how much of a problem is the parking - respaeceived: have on-site parking
* some months ago we adopted a parking strateghéa¥iill Point location

* accept the strategy adopted and follow it throwugghitie 12 month trial as proposed

e support the Motion

Cr Ozsdolay against the Motion

< intent of policy was to stop people using SouthtPas a car park

« issue of permits mentioned in consultants repoitivbuggests the best time to introduce
permits is when South Perth Railway Station cowestdl - but the ‘goal posts’ have
changed - believe we should consider permits now

* who do we issue permits to - we are talking abesidents with two cars and their right
to park outside their house

* business people are also ratepayers and we needsiler their interests as well

« acknowledge there is a cost but we are protectirayibterests of our ratepayers -
commercial ratepayers included

« will it impact on Canning Bridge - probably - dfig more reason to deal with it now

e against the Motion

Cr Hearne against the Motion
« acknowledge Richardson Street is a major problem
« acknowledge Davilak Street is a major problem

FORESHADOWED MOTION

Cr Hearne Foreshadowed that if the current Motisnost he would be moving that
consideration of parking permits be deferred uh#é Parking Policy is reviewed to include
permit parking.

» do not want to wait 12 months to review situation
» defer parking permit issue and develop a ParkinghRé&olicy
e against the Motion

Chief Executive Officestated that he believed to defer this matter dewetlop a policy for
implementing Parking Permits was the appropriatg tegroceed.
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Cr

Cala closing for the Motion

have concerns that all discussion revolves aroatidatal evidence
we do not have people complaining about this palerassue - only antidotal evidence
need officers to research issues and provide es@@en

Cr_Smith point of Order not antidotal as Ward Councillors have receigethplaints
from ratepayers

Mayor Best - not Upheld - not a point of order

cannot make this type of decision on the run

to move away from officer recommendation is notdypococess
ticket machines / process only in place for 6 veeek

leaning towards deferral

The Mayor put the Motion LOST (5/6)

MOTION
Moved Cr Smith, Sec Cr Grayden

Th

at....

(a) the officer recommendation not be adopted,
(b) in relation to residential premises ratepaywestors living the defined area

(c)

Cr

bounded by the south side of Richardson Streetpletiere Road, Melville Parade
and Judd Street can apply in writing to the Coufmila Parking Permit (1 x permit
per premises) stating briefly the reason they ree®arking Permit which will then
be issued to them; and

in relation to business and commercial premisebe same defined area, that the
Council agree to a fair and reasonable system ‘&faal Parking Permit’ which
would run for twelve (12) months then be renewedbject to possible cost
increases.

Smith opening for the Motion

Cr

some business owners who are quite happy - they trassite parking

other business owners are not happy as they hawga-site parking

ratepayers are being disadvantaged following intctidn of paid parking to several
areas of the Commercial and Business PrecinctseedPéninsula area - need to address
only interested in some immediacy to address probidalk to Subiaco for feedback

if issuing parking permits flows on to Canning By&d- fine

situations where commuters park and ride and gay awith it is being addressed

ask Councillors support Motion

Grayden for the Motion

decision on antidotal evidence - have concernssugeis expressed

support Motion in the interest of ratepayers naohdpealisadvantaged - do not care about
costs

refer to volunteers at Perth Zoo - Docent’s pagkgsue now solved

Royal Perth Golf Course have similar problems ythwe being addressed

residents now have a problem - this Motion ad@®sssadvantaged residents

Motion separate to Parking Policy - this is disadaged ratepayers we are looking after
need to address the problem now and sought ousangs as they arise

support Cr Smith’s Alternative Motion
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Cr Gleeson against the Motion

« alternative Motion ambiguous - states one perglitgpemises

« alternative Motion discriminates - not clear whasgthe permit

e part (c) state€ouncil agree to a fair and reasonable system

e cannot support this Motion - it is discriminatorjiew do you decide what & fair and
reasonable system

e against the Alternative Motion

Cr Ozsdolay for the Motion

* support comments from Crs Smith and Grayden

* policy stands but acknowledge it can be enhanced

* agree with CEO suggestion for deferral to developolicy - but cannot see how it
precludes us from supporting this Motion tonight

« the two items can work in tandem - this is a stgrpoint

e proposed Motion is in the interests of our ratepaye

e support Alternative Motion

AMENDMENT

Cr Hearne stated that given the comments from tB® Gnd Cr Ozsdolay that the
following additional part (d) be included in the tm:

(d) that a Parking Permit Policy be implemented.

CEO COMMENT

The Chief Executive Officer stated that if Counisillooking at adopting the Alternative
Motion that he did not believe it was in sufficietform’ to be effective for the
Administration to implement. The Motion needsdentify specifics such as periods of time
for which permits are issued, whether the Admiaigtn is to issue the permits to all
properties, commercial and residential, whetheidesdial properties need a permit if bays
are available or are there fees attached to the isSparking permits.

Cr Best point of clarificatiorr is the Alternative Motion in front of us work&® if not
should we move towards Cr Hearne’s suggested atieen

The Chief Executive Officer responded that he did Ipelieve the current Motion to be
workable in its present form and said it would riegj@ lot more information to be included.
He stated that a better option would be to adopt dhernative Motion proposed by
Cr Hearne.

Cr Cala against the Alternative Motion

* itis clear that to proceed would be unwise

» parts (b) and (c) of the Motion do have ambiguities

* we need a thorough approach / report on all ois$iges involved
« would be unwise to proceed with Motion as is

e against the Alternative Motion

Cr Smith closing for the Mation

 this is not something that has come out of leftifie

« Perth and Subiaco have been using parking peroritgefirs

* Alternative Motion did not specify a fee for bussses - up to the officers to come up
with what they think is a reasonable fee for conuia¢iproperties

« permits are only for those that are disadvantagedar those who apply

* issue a parking permit per family

¢ ask Members support Motion

The Mayor put the Motion LOST (3/8)
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MOTION
Moved Cr Hearne, Sec Cr Gleeson

That....

(a) the officer recommendation not be adopted;

(b) Council supports in principle a Parking Persyistem; and

(© a policy for implementing parking permits withithe City be developed and
presented to the first available Council meeting.

Cr Hearne Opening for the Motion
« the long discussion held highlights the fact wecha policy
e ask Members support the Motion

|COUNCIL DECISION ITEM 10.0.3
The Mayor put the Motion

That....
(a) the officer recommendation not be adopted;
(b) Council supports in principle a Parking Persyistem; and
(© a policy for implementing parking permits withithe City be developed and
presented to the first available Council meeting.
CARRIED (10/1)

Reason for Change
Council supported ‘in principle’ a parking permigsgem and called for a Policy to be
developed to implement such a system.

10.1 GOAL1: CUSTOMER FOCUS
Nil

10.2 GOAL 2: COMMUNITY ENRICHMENT

[ 10.2.1  Old Mill Precinct _ Concept Proposal 2009

Location: City of South Perth

Applicant: Council

File Ref: GO/106

Date: 18 September 2009

Author: Cheryl Parrott, Manager Library and kege and

Reporting sOfficer: Cliff Frewing, Chief Executifficer

Summary

The purpose of this report is to seek ‘in-princiglpproval for the proposed Master plan for
the OId Mill site.

Background

In 2006, an innovative proposal was presented ton€ib by Lawrence Associates to re-
develop the OIld Mill site and surrounding land.eTdbjective of the project was to reinstate
the Mill to its original working order, recreatinjliller's Pool, the development of
community facilities and included commercial builgs in the form of offices, restaurant,
and retail outlets.
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The concept was the subject of earlier public ctbason conducted by Lawrence
Associates in 2005 and all submissions were redarde a Briefing Schedule. The concept
was revised incorporating all key issues raisedef®dtachment 10.2.1(a).

At the March 2006 meeting Council passed the ¥alg Motion:

That....

@ ... _ _ _ _ _

(b) Lawrence Associates Architects and the NationalksiThe advised that whilst the
Council are supportive of the Adaptive HeritageuRe and Revitalisation of the Old
Mill, it is unable to support all components of tbencept proposal submitted until

such time as:
@ a formal consultation process is undertaken; and
(i) Council Members are fully informed of all the raications of the concept
proposal.

The proposal was withdrawn.

The original proposal was the subject of Councilmers’ Briefings on 5 July 2005, 7
February 2006 and 30 May 2006. A revised propasa presented at a Council Briefing
held on 17 June 2009. The focus of the proposal isgb®red, operational Old Mill. Under
this proposal, the Mill would be central to a tetiprecinct that includes a new museum and
art gallery, incorporating the newly refurbishednty and constructed in complementary
style with the restored Millers Pool and spur jetty addition the revised proposal includes
a cyclist cafe, administration centre, breakwgtdty and moorings on the west side of the
Narrows Bridge.

While being largely based on the 2006 redevelopnpeaposal the revised master plan
incorporates responses to issues raised duringcpedmsultation undertaken in late 2005.
The current master plan looks at the Old Mill sitecontext with the development of key
planning activities including the Mend Street pnetj Perth Zoo, the proposed South Perth
Train Station and the western foreshore and higtiig a tourism loop. Refekttachment
10.2.1(b).

During the development of the previous proposal @mtept plans approval was sought by
Lawrence Associates and provisionally obtained fritva National Trust, the Heritage
Council of Western Australian and the Swan Riverstr

Collaborative Indigenous interest has been docuedemtith interesting and previously
unacknowledged significance, and has led to thiigian of accessibility to the river and
the possibility for new breakwater and moorings.heTconcept proposal requires ‘in-
principle’ provisional support from key stakehaisle

Background
(a) Hlstory of Old Mill Site
Built 1835, oldest commercial lease and oldestsitril commercial building in
Western Australia.
» Original site development included the Mill, thetege and the water spur
* The OId Mill produced flour from 1835 to 1859
» Millers Pool was used for flour deliveries on tiner, the pool was connected to the
river by an open channel, which was filled in 1939
» During pre-planning for construction of Kwinana &ney in 1958, demolition of the
Old Mill was proposed and a successful public cagrmpto save the Mill was
conducted
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» Brisbane & Wunderlich acquired lease of site in7188d restored Mill

* National Trust had management control of Old Mik sintil 1992

» The City requested transfer of management corooh National Trust

» The City bears all maintenance and operationasasgociated with the Old Mill and
surrounding reserves.

Affected Land Parcels

Land to be
transferred
Land Description Details Vesting Other to the
National
Trust
A portion of Sir James Mitchell
1 Park - former off ramp to R357594 (Perth City of South Perth *
f Lot 921)
reeway
. R20804 (Perth | A. Memorial *
2 Old Mill Lot 818) City of South Perth Title
. R20804 (Perth | A. Memorial *
3 Education Centre Lot 833) City of South Perth Title
4 Car park Old Mill R37593 City of South Perth *
Sir James Mitchell Park - east ,
Managed
6 Local road, Bus turn-around Local Road Crown Land by the *
City

The land marked with an asterisk would be transteto the National Trust, whilst the land
parcel where Millers Pool is located would be medi by the City (number 5 above).

(b) Zoning Issues
The five land parcels are reserved under the Mefitap Region Scheme and the City of
South Perth TPS6 as regional “Park and Recreates€rves.

Comment

Description of Project and Issues

The Project is significant in size and requiresatiegion with numerous state agencies. It is
acknowledged that significant negotiation and ctiasan has already occurred with these
agencies. The Project raises many issues whicllenéfied as follows and if the Project is

approved ‘in principle’, this would allow more foaincontact and negotiation with these
agencies to occur. This process will also assistvimiding duplication of tasks by various

government agencies that would otherwise seemyliteeloccur. A plan of the proposed

development is shown Attachment 10.2.1(c).

Description of proposal
(a) Development Concept
» Heritage tourism precinct focused on restored Oiltldd working mill
» Reconstruction of original ancillary developmerntliing Millers Pool, water spur
and associated features
» Construction of new museum/art gallery
» Construction of cafe and new office/commercial diaijs (on the west side of the
Narrows)
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» Construction of moorings and jetty on the west sitidhe Narrows

» Complementary public infrastructure including padkiboardwalks, viewing stations
and landscaping

» Aboriginal heritage interpretation and public art

(b) Old Mmill
» Proposal is for heritage refurbishment, conservadiod adaptive re-use
» Return site levels to as near as original siteaumst
* Revolve original gear to face sails toward City
» Revitalise machinery and grind flour for use in hogad shop

(c) Millers Pool
» Reinstate Millers Pool and reconnect to River
» Rebuild water spur interpretation as a fountairigteteature
» Recreate black swan nesting and habitation
 Indigenous art and interpretation

(d) New Development
Site plan indicates:
» 2 storey restaurant (north of Old Mill immediatelgst of Kwinana Freeway
Reserve)
» 2 storey office building (south of Old Mill immede&ly east of Kwinana Freeway
Reserve)
* 21/2 storey museum /art gallery building (inteég@the refurbished tram)

Specific Issues
Some issues have been identified at an early stadj@ Partnership Agreement will detalil

how they are to be addressed, assessed or verified.

(a) Traffic and parking

* Increase in traffic flow particularly southbouncbiady Mill Point Road is likely to
result in a parking prohibition on one side of tteeet. Where parking is to be
removed to accommodate increased traffic flow wilsrequire Mill Point Road to
be appropriately line marked to clearly deline&ie new alignment of the trafficable
lanes within Mill Point Road. There may also némthe some minor changes to the
main access to the Old Mill.

» With a single lane volume proposed at 250 vehiotas’ south bound the difficulties
now being experienced with parked vehicles eitider and approaching traffic will
be exacerbated, particularly as Mill Point Road s route with a pavement width
of only 10 metres.

» Importantly, it is recognised that even without aegevelopment to the Old Mill, on-
street parking in Mill Point Road will need to bddaessed and formalised.

(b) Parking Areas

» The applicant has identified that the proposabiseol on City control of the parking
area to the south of the Old Mill and the parkingaa under and adjacent to the
Narrows Bridge being relinquished by the City. Tisisiot supported in its present
form and needs further investigation.

» All parking areas in the Mill Point area have a dechfrom other activities
(unrelated to the Old Mill and redevelopment, aochmuters to the CBD) such as
water sports and resident parking. A Parking Ptariife area will be necessary if the
project was to be supported.
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(©)

(d)

(e)

(f)

(9)

(h)

(i)

()

Pedestrian/Cycle Movement
Adequate provision is made for cycle and pedestrimvements into, through and
around the proposed development.

Foreshore management

The proposal to re-create Miller's Pool is ambgicaand could result in the loss of

several large trees which are located in the pmxgbasxcavation area. In addition,

foreshore dynamics have changed considerably sheceriginal pool existed and the

mouth of the inlet is likely to silt up regularlyhe proponent would be required to seek
appropriate coastal engineering advice beforeifimg their proposal. A detailed plan

and a report on maintenance implications for thetiwould also be required. Further

discussion on these design elements would be édsent

Acid sulphate soils

An investigation of the potential mobilisation dafiéh sulphate in the sub-soil will be a
mandatory requirement of any Swan River Trust aymdroof this project. It is
understood that the proponent has already undertakgtudy. The Swan River Trust
will need to be assured that any acid sulphateissike can be successfully managed.

Aboriginal Heritage
Although heritage issues are properly describegljgbue of native title is not dealt with
and would need to be researched and advice prepared

Existing recreational use
The interrelationship between the existing pub&creational use of the Pt Belches
foreshore and waters and the project warrants deragion.

Proposed museum and art gallery

» The City would be provided, on a long term leasgidba museum which avoids the
need for the City to provide such a facility. Maaagent of the proposed museum
would have ongoing maintenance implications butrenir maintenance and
operational costs of the Old Mill and associateddimgs would be avoided. Costs
and responsibilities need to be determined.

» The public art gallery would be run as a commeraparation.

Proposed partnership agreement
» The purpose of the Partnership Agreement is tatiigdand involved in the project ,
the nature of the development and the processearhaequired to be completed in
order to finalise the project.
» Parties to the Partnership Agreement would include:
» The City of South Perth
» National Trust
» The developer / applicant
» The Partnership Agreement would detail the extémommunity consultation to be
conducted and whom it should be conducted by.

Proposed Future Land Tenure

» The developer proposes to bring all land encompagsethe project under an
amalgamated title (other than the land on whichréestated Millers Pool is located
as this would remain under the control of the City)

* As the subject land is under the management cootrible City, in order to create an
amalgamated title, a decision will be required bg tCity to relinquish formal
management control (vesting) of this land.
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(k)

* The proposal also involves the minor reconfiguratid local roads in the vicinity of
the project. This reconfiguration would aid traffiow to and improve access to the
site. Any portion of development over a local roaduld require the City to
undertake the process of road closure set out iatidke 59 of the Land
Administration Act 1997

» Section 75 of the Land Administration Act providés ‘conditional freehold’
whereby the holder of the title (National Trust) shwbtain the consent of the
Minister before leasing or transferring land théjeat of conditional freehold. This
arrangement has been proposed by the developewaolli require the City to
transfer the vesting of certain land under its curib the State so that the State is
able to transfer the land to the National Trusthwiitt relinquishing control over the
use of the land.

* The National trust would enter into a lease arraregg with the Developer which
would be conditional and detail the obligationeath party.

* It is understood that the National Trust has emdxrion numerous similar
arrangements involving Local Government and incdude

» Serpentine/Jarrahdale (Jarrahdale Saw Mill)
» Greenough (Hamlet heritage buildings)

Technical investigations

The following technical investigations have beedentaken by the developer:
* Feature survey

» Cable management analysis

» Acid sulphate soil testing

» Old Mill Restoration Detail 1996

» Traffic Analysis

» Public consultation Strategy

» Wetlands Ecology

* Historical Verification

The following investigations were researched andifigs used and interpreted for the
proposal by the developer

» Conservation plan 1993 and Addendum 2005

» Structural Summary 1995

Consultation

@)

Community Consultation

To date, no formal community consultation has beedertaken. This will be required
should the concept proposal ultimately become mdbdevelopment application to the
Swan River Trust. The proponent advises that a wadge of preliminary information

sessions were carried out in late 2005, including:

e an open day at the Old Mill

« leaflet drops to 5,000 properties in the neighboach

* briefing sessions to Council members

* radio interviews, and

 discussions with individuals and groups of resident

A summary of issues raised during the 2005 commuaodnsultation exercise and
Lawrence Associates’ responses, is attached todp@t. RefeAttachment 10.2.1(a).
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To date neither the City nor the Swan River Trus$ lundertaken any community
consultation. If the project reaches the stage fofriaal application to the Swan River
Trust, that agency would require wide, formal comityu consultation. Rather than
duplicate this intensive process at an early ‘cpticgtage, it is suggested that the City
combines any community consultation processes thighSwan River Trust's formal
process, with all written comments being directethit agency in the normal way.

The Council might wish to consider whether or notundertake any community
consultation with respect to the possible changeesfing or ownership of the affected
land parcels, prior to considering relinquishingntzol of the affected land but there is
no legal obligation to do so. The land was formenhger the control of the National
Trust.

(b) Government Agencies

The proponent advises that extensive preliminansgltation has been undertaken with
respect to numerous government agencies. The @ity ot been involved in this
process, nor seen any material supplied to the caggrby the proponent, nor the
original comments of those agencies to the propprimrit understands that responses
have been generally favourable. This process ighwtoncern of the City, however,
but will be scrutinised by the Swan River Trustleg stage of any formal development
application.

(c) Swan River Trust

As the responsible authority for considering appt@f a development of this kind, the
Swan River Trust would be consulted prior to anyrial consultation being undertaken
by the City (if any). This would avoid possible dioption of the process which the
Trust might require to be undertaken differently.

Policy and Legislative Implications

(@)

(b)

Heritage Act

* The OId Mill is included on the State Heritage Ftey

» Approved Conservation Plan prepared by Ron Bodyicod993

* The Heritage Council granted approval for restoratork on the Old Mill in
December 1996 and 2009

* The Adaptive heritage proposal can only proceet thi¢ endorsement and approval
of the Heritage Council

Swan River Trust Act

» All land parcels within the precinct are regiorederves under Metropolitan Region
Scheme and subject to decision making authorith@Swan River Trust, who in
turn make a recommendation to their Minister.

. Swan River Trust will have regard to key consideret including but not limited to:

» Consistency with Swan River Trust policy on foraghdevelopment within the
river system

Public access

Scale and form of construction

Acid sulphate soils

Re-establishment of original shoreline and re-vetimmt

Swan River Trust will undertake community consuttatprior to making a

decision

VVYVYVYYVY
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(c) Planning and Development Act
The land is classified as “Park and Recreation Resainder the Metropolitan
Region Scheme. The City will have a formal oppdtiuto comment on the future
development application by referral from the SwaveRTrust.

(d) Local Government Act

Section 3.58. As the land is being transferredughorelinquishing vesting status
back to the Crown the City is exempt and not remliio give local public notice of
the proposal. This does not avoid community coasiolh obligations that are
necessarily required and form part of this propaghich would be conducted at
appropriate times. Any Council initiatives regaiglicommunity consultation need to
be synchronised with the Swan River Trust's intehdeethods of community
consultation.

Legal Implications

Because of the unusual nature of the proposakelttive complexity and the potential

number of different Government Agencies involvegrapriate legal advice will need to be

taken prior to giving consideration to the propaealetail to ensure that the City’'s interests
are protected and risks minimised.

Financial Implications

Current operating costs to Old Mill are estimatedpproximately $39,000 per annum based
on average expenditure over the past 5 years. @uaeerage revenue from visitor

donations is approximately $2,600 per annum. Otpsrational costs are incurred on
surrounding land mentioned in this report.

National Trust Fund

The National Trust Acallows for special Funds to be established thatlavienefit the
Project and other local historical initiatives.the first instances, a Charity Appeal Fund has
already been established and private donations lheee made. No disbursements have yet
been approved, but allocation will be made to fapecific components of the Project.

Following completion of construction of the projeatCity of South Perth Heritage Appeal
would be established and this will also attractvge donations as well as an annual
contribution from the Project. It is envisaged ttias fund will be managed by a committee
with representation from the National Trust, Citly South Perth, South Perth Historical
Society and project owner. Guidelines for disbumseimwould be established by the
National Trust and the Fund would be able to mateations to local historical projects
within the City.

Future operational costs and maintenance issues

Costs directly associated with the proposal arenawk at this time. It is reasonable to
assume however that costs may be incurred in ctionegith:

» seeking professional advice;

» conducting research, investigations and commuribgsaltation;

* improvements to community assets and infrastructure

» future operational costs.

Future costs are therefore yet to be determineglolild seem that existing costs associated
with the operation of the Old Mill would be avoide@®perational costs would be incurred

with the lease of the museum. It is possible thaintenance costs would be incurred in

relation to Millers Pool but these would not neeethg be significantly greater than those

currently incurred in the existing area which cama pool.
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10.3

Partnership Agreement
The Partnership Agreement should identify the dxtei future financial obligations
proposed to be met by the parties involved, incigdhe City.

Strategic Implications

This matter relates to Goal 3 “Environmental Mamaget” identified within the Council’s
Strategic Plan. Goal 3 is expressed in the follgwerms:

To effectively manage, enhance and maintain they&Gtunique natural and built

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION AND
COUNCIL DECISION ITEM 10.2.1
Moved Cr Hearne, Sec Cr Hasleby

That....

(@) Lawrence Associates Architects be advised @muncil is impressed with the
visionary nature of the concept proposal presettdtde Council on 17 June 2009;
and

(@) prior to giving further consideration to the coptproposal:
® legal advice be sought on the legal implicasiaf such a proposal; and

(i) comment be sought on the concept proposal foiher relevant statutory
agencies including but not limited to National Trubkleritage Council,
Swan River Trust, Main Roads Western Australia, @&pent of
Environment and Conservation and Telstra.
CARRIED (11/0)

Note: Manager Environmental Health & Regulatory Serviceti#red from the meeting at
8.55pm.

GOAL 3: ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT

10.3.1 Directions 2031 Draft Spatial Framework folPerth and Peel

Location: City of South Perth

Applicant: Council

File Ref: LP/223

Date: 7 August 2009

Author: Laurence Mathewson

Reporting Officer: Rod Bercov, Acting Director, Bdgpment Services
Summary

The Western Australian Planning Commission hasmtbceeleased a draft strategic
planning document for the Perth and Peel regionshwill replace “Network City”.
The document is titledDirections 2031: Draft Spatial Framework for Pertimd Peel
and is open for comment until 26 August 2009. Thepose of this report is to
summarise the Directions 2031 strategy and to explaw it may affect the City of
South Perth. The officer's recommendation is ia firm of the Council’s submission
on Directions 2031.
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Introduction

Directions 2031 was released for comment by the tWhsstralian Planning
Commission on 24 June 2009. It is a strategic gilahestablishes a vision for the future
growth of the Perth and Peel region, and providiearaework to guide the planning and
delivery of housing, infrastructure and servicesassary to accommodate the predicted
growth. Directions 2031 builds on many of the amjinal themes identified in the
Network City document, which it will replace.

One of the key challenges identified within thefds&rategy is developing a framework,
including State Planning Policy, that will managel anfluence the growth of the city in
such a way that a critical threshold of activitee® delivered in locations that are
accessible to the growing population, while atthene time protecting those areas that
are valued and give the city its distinctive chteac

Comment
The draft strategy can be broadly divided intoftil®wing sections:
* Planning for the future;
e Vision;
* Key themes;
* Scenarios for growth;
e Structural elements;
* Sub-regional areas; and
* Implementation

A summary of the elements that are of the greatéstest to the future management and
planning of land use within the City of South Pastiprovided as follows:

The Draft Spatial Framework report considers thet ey to manage the growth that
the Perth and Peel regions are projected to expperiby 2031. It is anticipated that by
2031, Perth and Peel will have grown from the aitrfgopulation of 1.65 million, to
more than 2.3 million. In order to accommodate pgredicted growth it is estimated that
the region will need another 328,000 dwellings 868,000 jobs. It has been identified
that 18,000 ha of land is available to accommotiatefuture growth within the Perth
and Peel region and provided that this land is @fficiently, it is expected that it will
comfortably meet growth demands.

The draft report considers three possible scentwiascommodate expected growth:

* Linear City: which assumes the continuation of entrtrends, “business as
usual” growth pattern.

e Connected City: a scenario which assumes a moranted distribution of
housing, population and employment across the melitan area.

* Compact City: which assumes a more intensive ndoigion of growth to
existing urban areas.

The Connected City scenario has been identifieth@gavoured scenario as it reflects
the key assumptions underpinning Directions 203ilstvalso responding to community
aspirations identified through the Network City saltation process. It is also
considered the most realistic model for growthhef tity over the next 20-25 years.
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To achieve the Connected City outcome, significamtrovement is required over the
next 20-25 years in both targeted infill developiremd greenfield residential densities.
On current trends it is estimated that the amouninfill residential development
achieved as a portion of total housing developnieitveen now and 2031 will be
between 30 and 35 per cent. The Connected Cityasicerseeks a 50 per cent
improvement on current trends and has set a tafgél per cent or 154,000 dwellings
of the required 328,000 dwellings as infill devetwmt. This is a significant reduction in
the expected infill development target of 60 pert@ontained within the Network City
document. The 60 per cent target is now recograsathrealistic.

The draft policy suggests that the following thpeiEnary structural elements are critical
as a means of organising the city to achieve tegafkoutcome:

* Activity Centres network: a network and hierarchycentres that provide a
more equitable distribution of jobs, services amgaity throughout the city.

* Movement network: an integrated system of publid grivate transport
networks that are designed to support and reinfdhee Activity Centres
network, and reduce the time, cost and impactaaflr

» Green network: a network of parks, reserves anderwation areas that support
biodiversity, preserve natural amenity and prota@table natural resources.

Activity Centres

To achieve the Connected City scenario, Directid®81 proposes that new growth
occurs in a more balanced way around a diversevifctCentres network, linked by a
robust movement network and supported by a greewonle of parks, conservation and
biodiversity areas. Directions 2031 has identifeelierarchy and spatial distribution of
centres that will be the core focus of growth abernext 20 to 25 years.

“Strategic specialised centres” are an important @ethe metropolitan centres network
as they are the key drivers of innovation and miztion exchange, and generators of
employment. Within the City of South Perth, “Cuttinncluding Curtin University,
Bentley Technology Park and the Department of Aghice and Food i.e. the Bentley
Technology Precinct has been classified as a gicatgpecialised centre, as have
Murdoch, UWA-QEII and Perth Airport.

“Strategic specialised centres”, including the Bm®ntTechnology Precinct provide
significant opportunities for the development oimess synergies and agglomeration of
like activities. Due to their specialised natureede centres generally have a wider
catchment than strategic centres and rely on albigh of access, particularly to public
transport, for their effective operation. In thenBey Technology Precinct substantial
planning has been undertaken to improve the phystationship between the various
land uses, consolidate and diversify the land wudethe centre, and improve public
transport connections to Canning Bridge railwayiatiaand Cannington. Ultimately the
value of Bentley Technology Precinct lies in itspontance to the development of the
State’s technology capacity.

Movement Network

Directions 2031 has identified the following stgigs to address continued demand for
private transport, while at the same time encouagg shift to other modes and
identifying opportunities for new investment inrigport infrastructure that supports and
reinforces the activity centres network:
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» Connect communities with jobs and services

* Improve the efficiency and effectiveness of theljguibansport network
* Encourage a shift to more sustainable transpoibmagpt

* Maximise the efficiency of road infrastructure

* Protect the movement economy

Directions 2031 encourages a change in travel hetato more sustainable options,
and anticipates that the improved integration ofdlaise and transport through the
development of the Activity Centres network wilateto a reduction in the length of
individual trips and reliance on the private motehicle.

The draft strategy builds on many of the aspiratiayoals identified through Network
City. One of the goals of Network City is to incseaactivities at centres on key public
transport routes. Part of the initiative is to poten Transit Oriented Developments
(TOD) that mix residential, retail, office spacedapublic uses that encourage local
residents to travel by means other than car. T®B €oncept also seeks to create more
sustainable urban environments and travel habits ppomotes a number of elements to
achieve sustainable development and create livgaates. They include the efficient
use of land, energy efficiency, pedestrian activipd opportunities for social
interaction. Within the City of South Perth, then@ang Bridge Rail Station Precinct is
being examined to determine any opportunities fiother development as an ‘Activity
Centre’ of this kind.

Green Network
The draft strategy recognises that southern Wesheisiralia is one of the world's
biodiversity hotspots, and that the development gmaavth of the city is a significant
intervention into this highly biodiverse area, riegly placing us in conflict with our
competing desire for environmental protection. Toklowing actions are considered
central to overcoming this conflict:
* Protect and manage significant biodiversity areas;
* Protect water supplies;
¢ Minimise the impact of storm water run-off on watesources and their
environments;
* Protect our coastline;
* Reduce greenhouse gas emissions and energy use;
« Promote the reduction of the amount of waste gémenad promote reuse and
recycling;
* Improve air quality;
* Integrate natural resource management into langlasaing; and
* Expand and enhance our open space network
These actions will ensure that areas with high eoradion and biodiversity are value
protected and managed in an effective manner.

Sub-regional areas

The draft strategy recognises that each sub-ragitime greater Perth and Peel regions
have their own distinctive characteristics. Consaqly, each of the sub-regions
presents a unigue set of challenges and must bengaa accordingly. Growth
management strategies will be prepared for eadheffollowing sub-regions to give
clear direction regarding the planning, managenemd staging of urban growth:
Central; North-West; North-East; South-East; SouthstVand PeelThe City of South
Perth is situated in the Central sub-region. Tdlkowing points are therefore of the
greatest relevance:
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* The Central sub-region consists of 17 inner anddfeitbcal government areas,
including the City of South Perth.

* The sub-region is characterised by some of thee'Statdest urban settlement
patterns and has a high level of amenity due tmipiity to the river.

e A particular characteristic of the region is themiimance of the traditional grid
form of subdivision which provides important oppmities for targeted infill
development and redevelopment.

» Blanket redevelopment or intensification of theskusbs will not be considered
without support by the local communities.

* In recent years there has been an increase ingapulithin many inner and
middle suburbs where previously there had beerchndein growth associated
with ageing populations.

* There is a recognised need to introduce greatersty in the new housing
market to accommodate families.

* Under the Connected City scenario it is estimaked by 2031, the population
of the Central sub-region will have grown by 29 pent to 910,000 people.

» Due to its high concentration of existing commdreiad employment centres
the region enjoys, and will continue to enjoy, heghployment self-sufficiency.

« Transport congestion, capacity, travel time and e@ws critical issues to be
addressed in future planning of the region.

Implementation
Directions 2031 identifies key policy and planninaction required for its

implementation. The following actions are being gressed and released over the
coming year:

* Review of the Metropolitan Centres Policy;

* Preparation of growth management strategies andegibnal structure plans; and

« Development of a metropolitan public transporttsigg.

Other actions will be prioritised and further demdd in consultation with key
stakeholders.

The State Government is also preparing a publicspart strategy to guide the next
generation of investment in public transport infirasture and to identify opportunities

to increase public transport’s share of total ttaVbe fact that such a strategy is being
developed is recognition of the important role ghablic transport must play in shaping
the future growth of the city and reducing the dejgnce on the private car.

Impacts for the City of South Perth

While Direction 2031 is an important document tadguall local Councils’ strategic
planning, it is unlikely to have any new impactttwe City of South Perth because this
Council is already proceeding with strategic plagnistudies for Transit Oriented
Development in key locations. These studies are:

e Canning Bridge Rail Station Precinct Study

e South Perth Station Precinct Study;

< Bentley Technology Precinct Structure Plan; and
« Waterford Triangle Study
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OFFICER RECOMMENDATION AND
COUNCIL DECISION ITEM 10.3.1

That the Western Australian Planning Commissioadhgsed that:

(@) in principle, the Council supports all of th®posals in Directions 2031: Draft
Spatial Framework for Perth and Peeind commends the Commission for the
strong support being provided to local governmbrdugh this initiative; and

(b) the Council will continue to pursue its strateglanning initiatives in a manner
which is consistent with the goals of Direction820

CARRIED EN BLOC RESOLUTION

| 10.3.2 State Planning Policy: Activity Centres foPerth and Peel |

Location: City of South Perth

Applicant: Council

File Ref: LP/223

Date: 7 August 2009

Author: Laurence Mathewson, Planning Officer
Reporting Officer: Rod Bercov, Acting Director, Bdgpment Services
Summary

The Western Australian Planning Commission hasntbceeleased a strategic planning
document for the Perth and Peel regions. The docurmaVAPC Draft State Planning
Policy - Activity Centres for Perth and Peel andpgen for comment until 26 August
2009. The purpose of this report is to summarige Abtivity Centres Policy and to
explain how it may affect the City of South Peffhe officer recommendation is in the
form of the Council’s submission on the Activity iiiees Policy.

Introduction

The WAPC's Draft Activity Centres Policy forms paftthe State Planning Framework.
It should therefore be read in conjunction with ditons 2031 and other constituent
elements of the State Planning Framework. The fraEthe Activity Centres Policy is
to specify broad planning requirements for the piag and development of new
activity centres in urban areas of the Perth anél Region and also for the
redevelopment and renewal of existing centres. Fdiley is mainly concerned with the
location, distribution, and broad land use and mresign criteria for activity centres,
and coordinating their land use and infrastrucflemning by local governments and
public authorities.

Comment

The draft policy can be broadly divided in threetsms:
» Introduction and background / context

» Policy aims and provision and;

* Implementation.

The first section provides an introduction and lgmoknd to ‘Activity Centres’ and
outlines the role of the draft policy within thea& Planning Framework. In this section,
the overall need to reduce travel and the needamgte a more efficient urban form is
strongly emphasised. It is also suggested thaethesds can be achieved by co-locating
activity centres with public transport thereby paiimg infrastructure efficiency and
business agglomeration.
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The introduction also outlines the activity cent@encept and in doing so, broadly
defines ‘activity centres’ as:

Community focal points for people, services, empboyt and leisure that are highly
accessible. Key characteristics include their levelf diversity, accumulation of
activities and access to public transport. Comnadrcretail, higher-density living,
entertaining, tourism, civic/community, higher ealien, and major or specialised
medical services are just a few such activities.

The policy covers the following types of activitgrdres:

Primary centres; strategic city centres; strategpecialised centres; regional town
centres; regional specialised centres; district togentres; and neighbourhood centres.

It is noted that the City of South Perth containStaategic Specialised Centre’ being
Curtin University, within the Bentley Technologygeéict. Strategic Specialised Centres
are the main activity centres outside the Perthraearea. They are primary centres
strategically located to capitalise on existing &rtdre economic and population growth
and regional movement networks. As a consequernicey fprovide significant
employment opportunities.

The development of this proposed network of centeseen to be critical to the future
management of the development of Perth and Peel.

The City of South Perth also has one District Tad@antre, identified as South Perth
(Peninsula). The level of activity in this centi® énvisaged as the beginning of a
transition to services and employment that haseatgr focus on residential needs. The
composition and diversity of a district-level centends to vary throughout the Perth
and Peel region according to the size and matofifys catchment. Nevertheless, their
overall smaller scale enables them to have a greammunity focus than smaller
centres and as a result, the services and emplayrnarided generally reflect this. The
development of this network of centres is essemtiagnsure local communities have
excellent access to a minimum level of services.

Within the City of South Perth, the Karawara (Waiat Plaza) Shopping Centre is
classified as a ‘Neighbourhood’ centre. This clisaion is different from the current

Metropolitan Centres Policy, where the Karawaratreets classified as a ‘District’

centre, albeit at the low end of the scale in teohsssigned floor space. The draft
policy describes the role and function of a Neigithood Centre as important local
community focal points that perform a vital role pnoviding for the main daily to

weekly household shopping and community needseohtighbourhood, and providing
a focus for medium-density residential developm&hey should be in locations that are
easily accessible to minimise the need for travel.

Studies carried out by planning consultants for@itg of South Perth have concluded
that any attempt to increase the capacity of thexara Shopping Centre, to the level
of a true District Centre, would fail, due largédyvoids in the immediate trade area and
constrictions on the site. Therefore City officdrave no objection to the proposed
change to the classification of the Karawara cenlinethis regard, it is also important to
note that the draft Activity Centres Policy no lengpecifies floor space limits for
particular centres.
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The next section of the draft policy outlines eighhs of the policy. These relate to the
need for Activity Centres to meet different levefscommunity need; reduce transport
energy demands; promote coordinated developmecititdte more housing supply in
activity centres; and offer a high standard of aitgefihese aims are addressed through
the policy provisions contained in Sections 5.15t40. The policy provisions are
presented under the following headings:

» 5.1 Activity Centre hierarchy

» 5.2 Diversity and intensity of activity

* 5.3 Employment

» 5.4 Offices

* 5.5 Urban design

* 5.6 Amenity and environment

» 5.7 Prioritising public transport

» 5.8 Traffic and parking

* 5.9 Bulk goods retail

* 5.10 Retailing and industrial zones

Sections 5.1, 5.7 and 5.8 have been chosen fdrefueiaboration in this report as they
are of most relevance to the City of South Perth.

5.1 Activity Centre hierarchy

Table 2 of the draft planning policy describes théended functions and typical
characteristics of each centre type in the actigdpntre hierarchy. The District Town
Centre has the following intended functions: Thélutransport infrastructure of the
activity centre should be a focal point for passgmgil and/or bus network; the centre
should be characterised by office and communitys ukat include district-level office
development and local professional services amdrigs, social services, health, sport
and other community facilities.

The Strategic Specialised Centre has the followimgnded functions: The public
transport infrastructure of the activity centre @iddoe an important focus for passenger
rail and/or bus network. Office and community usethe Strategic Specialised Centre
should also be characterised by major office dgarent and state government service
delivery, hotels, major recreation, entertainmerd anulti-purpose community facilities.
Typical retail functions should include mixed usapermarket, convenience goods and
personal services for visitors, workers and loealdents.

The Neighbourhood Centre has the following intenfietttions: The public transport
infrastructure of the activity centre should betapping / transfer point for public
transport. Office and community uses should includeal professional services,
community facilities and civic spaces. Typical fistdunctions of the Neighbourhood
Centre include supermarket, convenience goods arsbpal services, and the service
population access is generally about one kilomé&ioe.the full table, refer to page 5 of
the draft policy.

5.7 Prioritising public transport

Policy provision 5.7Prioritising public transport’ says that activity centres should be
conveniently accessible by various transport manigsding walking, cycling, cars and
freight vehicles, and particularly by public trangp High trip-generating activities
should be located so as to maximise opportunitiasse public transport and to reduce
the overall need for travel between places of e¥sid, employment and recreation.
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These aims share much in common with the Transén@xd Design (TOD) concept.
TOD creates more sustainable urban environmentdramdl habits, as businesses and
other amenities are clustered around the traretibes. The TOD concept also aims to
achieve sustainable development and create livgdates through the efficient use of
land, energy efficiency, pedestrian activity angagpunities for social interaction.

The viability of the TOD concept within the City &outh Perth is currently being
investigated through the Canning Bridge Rail StatRyecinct Study. That Study was
initiated under Network City which promotes the elepment of ‘activity centres’
where a range of activities are encouraged. Manthefe activity centres are in the
vicinity of transit stations, providing an opporiiyn to foster transit oriented
developments. The Canning Bridge Rail Station eéatled within the Kwinana Freeway
reserve. The location is highly valued as a tranpfint, being at the nexus of the
railway and major east-west bus routes. The Pre@nhaly is examining opportunities
for further development as an ‘activity centre’ev@lopment of this kind is encouraged
through Network City and now Directions 2031. Hoeeit is noted that the rail station
is severely constrained in a relatively narrow iportof the Kwinana Freeway reserve.
This will limit opportunities for associated urbdevelopment in close proximity to the
station.

The TOD concept is also being pursued by way of Sbath Perth Station Precinct
Study involving land south of Judd Street and ie thcinity of the Mends Street
shopping centre.

5.8 Traffic and parking

With respect to the relationship between activigntces and traffic and parking, the
draft policy suggests that planning decision-malgshguld promote an efficient supply
and use of car parking, by an appropriate allonatibon-street, off-street, public and
shared parking. This should be implemented by “g¢asdieu” and reciprocal use

arrangements and management plans. For land vdfdmrmetres walking distance of a
train station, it is suggested that the responsibthority should vary minimum parking
standards, having regard to opportunities for reci@ and shared parking, availability
of on-street or other public parking, and the nfsedand efficiency. The draft policy

suggests that, after having considered any availapportunities of these kinds, the
local Council may decide to prescribe maximum rathan minimum car parking ratios.

The draft policy further advises that the respdeséuthority should also ensure safe
and convenient access of pedestrians and cydfidtpeople with a disability.

These recommendations have implications for thenidgrBridge Rail Station study.
The Study area is defined by an 800m radius arthmdtation, representing a 10
minute walk, a two minute cycle, or a very shortjoarney to the station. While the
existing road network and infrastructure limitggeuscale land use changes, there is the
potential to improve pedestrian and cycle accefiseatation and integrate bus services
with the rail network.

Implementation
The policy concludes with a discussion on methofisingplementing the policy

provisions. The policy suggests that implementatidhinvolve preparation and review
of local planning strategies to reflect the polyvisions, introduction of associated
zoning and development control provisions and ggateernment and public authority
measures to promote more private investment.
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Impacts for the City of South Perth

The policy outlines a comprehensive approach toatttevity centres hierarchy, from
primary centres through to neighbourhood centréés @raft policy may therefore be
used to guide and inform current and future lo¢ahping strategies in conjunction with
the forthcoming review of the No. 6 Town Planninch&me, with the aim of effectively
managing and planning these centres within the @ifouth Perth. Whether the desired
outcomes are achieved will ultimately depend orrdioation between the City of South
Perth, public authorities and land owners. Thisrdmation must be reflected in the
alignment of local planning strategies and Statéicigs. The effect of this draft policy
should also be considered in light of the City'siehing project.

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION AND
COUNCIL DECISION ITEM 10.3.2

The Western Australian Planning Commission be advibat:

(@) in principle, the Council supports all of theposals in Draft Activity Centres
Policy for Perth and Peel and commends the Comomider the strong support
being provided to local government through thisiative; and

(b) the Council will continue to pursue its strateglanning initiatives in a manner
which is consistent with the goals of Activity Cesgt Policy for Perth and Peel.

CARRIED EN BLOC RESOLUTION

10.3.3 Application for Planning Approval for Propoed Garage and Alfresco
Addition to Grouped Dwelling. Lot 14 (No. 32) EdnahStreet, Como

Location: Lot 14 (No. 32) Ednah Street, Como

Applicant: Ms Camille Bradsmith

Lodgement Date: 14 April 2009

File Ref: 11.2009.132 ED5/ 32

Date: 29 July 2009

Author: Laurence Mathewson, Planning Officer
Reporting Officer: Rod Bercov, Acting Director, Bgpment Services
Summary

To consider an application for planning approval dogarage and alfresco addition to a

grouped dwelling on Lot 14 (No. 32) Ednah Streeim@. The proposal conflicts with the
following:

(i)  Clause 8(a)(i) of Council Policy P350.3 anduda 6.2.3 of the 2009 R-Codes which

requires the proposed garage setback 4.5 metredti® street alignment; and

(i)  Clause 7 of Council Policy P350.2 which re@sithe proposed boundary wall setback

6.0 metres from the street alignment.

Council has the ability to exercise discretionelkation to the following:

Element on which discretion is| Source of discretionary power

sought
Setback of boundary wall Clause 9.6(6) of TPS6.
Garage setback less than 4.5 metre€lause 6.2.3 of the R-Codes; Clause 9.6(6

TPS6.

It is recommended that the proposal be refused.
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Background
The development site details are as follows:

Zoning Residential
Density coding R20/30

Lot area 822 sq. metres
Building height limit 7.0 metres

Development potential

2 Grouped Dwellings

Plot ratio limit N/A

This report includes the following attachments:

Confidential Attachment 10.3.3(a)
Attachment 10.3.3(b)

Plans of the proposal.
Applicant’s supporting letter.

The location of the development site is shown below

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

3.  The exercise of a discretionary power
()  Proposals involving the exercise of a discratioy power which, in the opinion
of the delegated officer, should be refused. Is thstance, the reason for
refusal would be a significant departure from theh&@ne, relevant Planning
Policies or Local Laws;
Comment
(@) Description of the Surrounding Locality
The subject site is a corner lot located on therg#ction of Labouchere Road and
Ednah Street. It is located within residential depment assigned an R20/30 density
coding.
(b) Existing Development on the Subject Site
The existing development on the subject site ctigré@atures a ‘residential’ land use.
The dwelling is two storeys in height and has aveational pitched roof.
(c) Description of the Proposal

The proposal involves the construction of a gai@ug alfresco addition to a grouped
dwelling, as depicted in the submitted plangCainfidential Attachment 10.3.3(a)
The additions feature a garage with a tiled pitchmaf and an alfresco also with a
tiled pitched roof, both of which have been desigteematch the existing dwelling.
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(d)

(€)

The following components of the proposed develognaiennot satisfythe relevant
statutory requirements:

0] Garage setback 3.74 metres in lieu of 4.5 nsetad
(i) Boundary wall setback 3.74 metres in lieu d éetres.

The proposal complies with ti@wn Planning Scheme No(BPS6), theResidential
Design Codes of WA 200%he R-Codeg and relevant Council Policies with the
exception of the remaining non-complying issuesjiatussed in detail below.

Boundary Wall - east

The permitted front setback of boundary walls i@ tesidential zone is controlled by
Council Policy P350.2'Residential Boundary Walls’ The policy prescribes a
permitted front setback for boundary walls of 6.8tres, this may be reduced to a
setback not less than 4.5 metres where the propogeddary wall will abut an
existing boundary wall on an adjoining lot. Thewlirsgs provided by the applicant
depict a front setback of 3.74 metres.

The City observes that if the garage was setbdskngtres then the boundary wall
would also be setback 4.5 metres from the strégniraent. A boundary wall setback
at 4.5 metres would be considered acceptable éofolfowing reasons:

» Existing vegetation will abut the proposed boundaajl, reducing the impact
of the boundary wall on the streetscape character.

* The natural ground level on the adjoining prop&ty00 mm higher than that
of proposed location on the boundary wall on thigjextt site. The net visual
impact of the wall will be approximately 1.9 metréhis height is only
marginally higher than that of a standard dividiegce.

However a proposed setback of 3.74 metres is afisant variation from the policy
requirements and cannot be supported by City Qffic8he proposed garage
boundary wall therefore does not comphljth City Policy P350.2'Residential
Boundary Walls’

Council discretion As the non-compliance relates to provisions @oancil Policy,
Council has discretionary power under clause 9.6(@)PS6 to approve the boundary
wall. This discretionary power should only be exsd if Council is satisfied that all
requirements of that clause have been met. Initkisince, it is recommended that
the additions not be approved, as the applicant mats satisfied the Policy
requirements.

Garage Setback

The permissible garage setback is 4.5 metres, abdhe proposed garage setback is
3.74 metres; therefore, the proposed developmerg dot complywith clause 8(a)(i)

of Council Policy P350.3 and clause 6.2.3 of the®RB-Codes.

A letter of justification provided by the applicawith respect to the garage setback
variation has been included astachment 10.3.3(b). The applicant has requested
discretion be exercised with respect to the propaseage setback for the following

reasons:
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(f)

(9)

(h)

*« Owner intends to have a storage space behind thg@arking space, this
requires additional depth. However City Officerdenthat a storage shed, as
required for grouped dwellings under the R-Codésady exists at the rear
of the dwelling. If this additional storage spacaswemoved, 4.5 metre
setback will be achieved.

» The proposed setback is requested by the applfoamter) to allow them to
gain entry to the front door of the dwelling vitproposed garage. As stated
by the owner, a greater setback will require theemwto walk outside down
the drive way and enter through the front gatehef dwelling. The owner
considers this impractical and also undesirablesémurity reasons. However,
the officers are of the view that a the desireccome can be achieved by
creating a doorway that links the existing staiecésbby to the proposed
garage, without having to come out into the opdns Will also achieve the
desired street setback.

Council discretion Discretion can be exercised by the Council hgviegard to the
Performance Criteria provisions of the R-Codes pravisions of Council Policy
P350.3‘Car Parking Access, Siting and Desigriaving regard to the existing
streetscape character, and noting the existingp@aiing structures within the focus
area, the proposal doesn’'t demonstrate compafiblaised upon this reason, it is
recommended that the additions not be approvettheaapplicant has not satisfied the
relevant Policy and Statutory requirements.

Wall Setback - north
The wall setbacks generally comply, however theeatfo wall on the ground floor is
setback from the boundary by 1.0 metres in lieli. 6fmetres.

The Applicant has successfully satisfied the Petforce Criteria 6.3.1 P1 of the R-
Codes, as outlined below:
» The proposed structure provides adequate ventlatia sun to the subject site;
» The proposed structure provides adequate sun aniatien to the neighbouring
property;
e Building bulk is not an issue, due to the adjoinlagd being used for non-
habitable purposes; and
» Privacy is not an issue as there are no proposaagels to the floor level of the
alfresco area.

In assessing the wall setback issues, it is coresidiat the proposal complies

Scheme Objectives: Clause 1.6 of Town Plannir@cheme No. 6
Having regard to the preceding comments, in terimth@ general objectives listed
within Clause 1.6 of TPS6, the following generah&ue objectives are not met

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

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

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 progbsievelopment. Of the 24 listed
matters, the following are particularly relevanttie current application and require
careful_consideratian
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(c) the provisions of the Residential Design Cadebany other approved Statement
of Planning Policy of the Commission prepared urgertion 5AA of the Act;

(H any planning policy, strategy or plan adoptadthe Council under the provisions
of clause 9.6 of this Scheme;

Consultation

(@)

(b)

(c)

(d)

Design Advisory Consultants’ Comments
This development application did not require comimeom the Design Advisory
Consultants.

Neighbour Consultation

Neighbour Consultation has been undertaken forptuposal to the extent and in the
manner required by Policy P10Meighbour and Community Consultation in Town
Planning ProcessesThe owners and occupiers of properties at N84 1/ 4/34
Ednah Street were invited to inspect the applicatiod to submit comments during a
14-day period. No submissions were received duthey neighbour consultation
period.

Manager, Engineering Infrastructure
This application did not require comment frdfanager, Engineering Infrastructure.

Other City Departments
This application did not require comment from otBdy Departments.

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

Financial Implications
The determination has no financial implications

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.

Sustainability Implications

The proposed alfresco addition will be to the faihe existing dwelling. This area is north

facing, and will take advantage of the winter stihe proposed development is therefore
observed to achieve a sustainable design outcomhésinegard. The modifications proposed
by the Officers will not alter the sustainable desbutcome.

Conclusion
The proposal does not meet all of the relevant ®ehand R-Codes objectives and
provisions. It is considered that the applicatibawdd be refused
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IOFFICER RECOMMENDATION ITEM 10 .3.3 |

That pursuant to the provisions of the City of ®oBerth Town Planning Scheme No. 6 and

the Metropolitan Region Scheme, this applicationdanning approval for a Garage and

alfresco addition on Lot 14 (No. 32) Street, Subbebrefusedfor the following reasons:

(@) The proposed garage setback conflicts withsea®g(a)(i) of Council Policy P350.3
“Car Parking Access, Siting and Desigahd clause 6.2.3 of the 2009 R-Codes.

(b) The proposed boundary wall setback conflicthwdlause 7 of Council Policy P350.2
“Residential Boundary Walls”

(c) Having regard to the matter identified in tkagons above, the proposed development
conflicts with the “Scheme Objectives” identifiedClause 1.6 of TPS6.

(d) Having regard to the matter identified in tkasons above, the proposed development
conflicts with the “Matters to be Considered by @aill' identified in Clause 7.5 of
TPS6.

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION
The Mayor called for a mover of the officer reconmu&tion at Item 10.3.3. The officer
recommendation Lapsed.

MOTION
Moved Cr Hearne, Sec Cr Best

That...

(@ the officer recommendation not be adopted;

(b) pursuant to the provisions of the City of SoB#rth Town Planning Scheme No. 6
and the Metropolitan Region Scheme, this applicat@ planning approval for a
additions on Lot 14 (No. 32) Ednah Street, Cofme,approved subject to the
following conditions:

(i) Standard Conditions

340  Surface of boundary wall 457 Replacing existerging
425  Colours & materials match existing 625 Sigletifior drivers
455  Standard heights of fences 661 Validity of apal

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

(i) Standard Important Footnotes
648  Building licence required 649A Minor variations- seek approval
651  Appeal rights- SAT

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

Cr Hearne Opening for the Motion

* Grouped Dwelling development

» owner currently drives into a hard-stand area

» only way to access house is to go back to fromtooise/front footpath

* to comply with TPS would have to install a dooneanvenient/impractical
* recommend we exercise discretion due to proposadrmaariation

» provide security for owner when entering her proper

* support the Motion for approval
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| COUNCIL DECISION ITEM 10.3.3
The Mayor put the Motion

That...

() the officer recommendation not be adopted,

(b) pursuant to the provisions of the City of SoB#rth Town Planning Scheme No. 6
and the Metropolitan Region Scheme, this applicat@r planning approval for a
additions on Lot 14 (No. 32) Ednah Street, Comme,approved subject to the
following conditions:

() Standard Conditions

340  Surface of boundary wall 457 Replacing existerging
425  Colours & materials match existing 625 Sigletiior drivers
455  Standard heights of fences 661 Validity of apal

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

(i) Standard Important Footnotes

648  Building licence required 649A Minor variations- seek approval

651  Appeal rights- SAT

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

CARRIED (11/0)

Reason for Change

Council exercised discretionary in relation to parking access, siting and design due to the
proposed minor variation to the required strediesek of 4.5 metres. The proposal does not
impact on the existing streetscape and at the sameeprovides a greater degree of security
to the owner when entering the property from thappsed garage.

Note: Cr Hasleby left the Council Chamber at 9.05pm atdrned at 9.08pm

10.3.4 Proposed Two Single Houses within a 3-Stor8yilding and Roof Terrace -
Lot 2 (No. 3) Parker Street, South Perth

Location: Lot 2 (No. 3) Parker Street, South Perth
Applicant: Allerding and Associates

Lodgement Date: 12 May 2009

File Ref: 11.2009.163 PA2/3

Date: 28 July 2009

Author: Patricia Wojcik, Trainee Planning Officer
Reporting Officer: Rod Bercov, Acting Director, Deopment Services
Summary

To consider an application for planning approval tiwo Single Houses within a 3-storey
building and Roof Terrace on Lot 2 (No. 3) Parke#e&, South Perth.

Council is being asked to exercise discretion leti@n to the following:

Element on which discretion is sought Source of discretionary power

Setbacks R-Code Performance Criteria 6.3.1 P1
Maximum ground / floor levels TPS6 clause 6.10

Boundary Walls Policy P350.2 (Residential Boundary Walls)
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It is recommended that the proposal be approve@stuip conditions.

Background

The development site details are as follows:

Zoning Residential
Density coding R60

Lot area 508 sq. metres
Building height limit 9.75 metres
Development potential 2 Dwellings
Plot ratio Not applicable

This report includes the following attachments:
Confidential Attachment 10.3.4(a) Plans of the proposal.
Attachment 10.3.4(b) Site photographs.

The location of the development site is shown below

97 101

10 % 3

144

2 18 /150

146A

151

Development site 0 00 10000
ey —

meters

/

In accordance with Council Delegation DC342, theppsal is referred to a Council meeting
because it falls within the following categoriescdgbed in the delegation:

2.

Large scale development proposals

(i) Proposals involving buildings 9.0 metres hghhigher based upon the Scheme
definition of the term ‘height’. This applies twth new developments and
additions to existing buildings resulting in thdlting exceeding the nominated
height.

Amenity impact

In considering any application, the delegated efficshall take into consideration the
impact of the proposal on the general amenity efdrea. If any significant doubt
exists, the proposal shall be referred to a Coumeiting for determination.

In relation to Item 6 above, the extent of amemityact arising from the proposal is
considered acceptable, subject to the recommendeaditions (see comments section
below).
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Comment

(@)

(b)

(c)

(d)

(€)

Description of the proposal
The subject site is currently vacant, as depiatettié site photographs Attachment
10.3.4(a)

This application proposes the construction of twogle Houses within a 3-storey
building and Roof Terrace as depicted in the sulechitplans inConfidential
Attachment 10.3.4(b)

The proposal complies with the Town Planning Schilme6 (TPS6), th&esidential
Design Codes of WA 20QR-Codes) and relevant Council Policies with theeption
of the variations discussed in more detail below.

Plot ratio
There are no plot ratio controls for Single HousesR60 coded areas in the
Residential Design Codes of WA 2008.

Open space

The required minimum open space is 114 sq. meds¥%) on each site, whereas the
proposed open space is 122 sq. metres (48%) eatherefore the proposed
development compliewith the open space element of the R-Codes.

Building height

The building height limit is 9.75 metres. The preed buildings will not exceed this
height. Therefore the proposed development compligls Clause 6.2 "Maximum
Building Height Limit" of TPS6.

Boundary walls- North/South

Under Council Policy P350.2, the required setbdckesidential boundary (parapet)
walls, is 6.0 metres from the street boundary. ptaposal involves four boundary
walls with two of the walls set back 6 metres frire street boundary and the other
two set back 6.4 metres. Therefore, the proposeelailement compliesiith Clause 7
of the policy.

Additionally, the boundary walls have been foundhtd have an adverse effect on

neighbouring amenity when assessed against therfiggmests” referred to in Policy

P370.2. The boundary walls have been assessedcamdance with the variations

permitted in the policy, and it is noted that:

1. Two of the four boundary walls are located o@ pinoposed lot boundaries for
the proposed Dwelling Units 3 and 3A, and abut eabler for the entire length.
For this reason, they will not be visible from thieeet, or have any amenity
impact.

2. The third wall stands adjacent to the approvedndary wall at No. 5 Parker
Street; and

3. The fourth wall adjoining the vehicular access &t No. 138 Mill Point Road.

Due to the location of the boundary walls as descriabove, and their setback
distances of 6.0 metres or more from the front prigpboundaries, the walls will not

have an adverse effect on the amenity of the adinesidential properties, in

relation to the streetscape character, the outlooin the front garden, daylight

admitted to habitable rooms, winter sunshine amadeglexisting views, outlook from

habitable room windows.
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(f)

9

(9)

No comments have been received from the neighlza rieighbour consultation). It
is considered that the walls compler®d is acceptable.

Wall setback - North

The wall setbacks generally comply, however ontthel level, the wall extending
from Balcony 3 to the Living Room is set back 1.8tras from the boundary in lieu
of the prescribed 4.8 metres. The balcony setlm8kmetres in lieu of 4.8 metres and
living setback is 1.9 metres in lieu of 4 metreke Btaircase external wall is set back
4.0 metres in lieu of 4.8 metres.

The applicant has successfully addressed the Pafawe Criteria 6.3.1 P1 of the R-

Codes, as outlined below:

e The proposed structure has been designed with #jerity of major openings to
the front and rear which provides adequate veitiiadnd sun to the subject site;

e The proposed structure provides adequate sun artlaten to the neighbouring
property, with a similar development to the northieh has the majority of its
major openings at the front and rear of the site

e Building bulk is not an issue, due to the similavelopment to the north

e Visual privacy is not an issue.

In assessing the wall setback issues, it is coreidihat the proposal compliesth
the Performance Criteria, and is supported by ihe C

Wall setback - West (Dwelling Unit 3)

The wall setbacks generally comply, however thetevasbalcony is set back 3.0

metres from the boundary in lieu of the prescride@ metres. In addition, the

building as measured from the bulk is setback ftoeboundary by 4.5 metres in lieu

of 4.6 metres. It is also noted that these wallsagljacent to a private residential car
park on the adjoining property.

The applicant has successfully addressed the Reafae Criteria 6.3.1 P1 of the R-

Codes, as outlined below:

e The proposed structure provides adequate ventilatial sun to the subject site;

e The proposed structure provides adequate sun artiflatien to the neighbouring
property;

e Building bulk is not an issue, due to the adjoiniagd being used for non-
habitable purposes; and

e Visual privacy is not an issue.

In assessing the wall setback issues, it is coredihat the proposal compligsth
the Performance Criteria, and is supported by ihe C

Wall setback - West (Dwelling Unit 3A)

The wall setbacks generally comply, however thetevasbalcony is set back by 3.0
metres from the boundary in lieu of 5.1 metresaddition, the building as measured
from the bulk is setback from the boundary by 4&res in lieu of 5.1 metres. It is
also noted that these walls are adjacent to a tprivasidential car park on the
adjoining property.
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(f)

(h)

()

(m)

(n)

The applicant has successfully addressed the Refawe Criteria 6.3.1 P1 of the R-

Codes, as outlined below:

e The proposed structure provides adequate ventilatnd sun to the subject site;

e The proposed structure provides adequate sunemtdation to the neighbouring
property;

e Building bulk is not an issue, due to the adjogniand being used for non-
habitable purposes; and

* Visual privacy is not an issue.

In assessing the wall setback issues, it is coreidihat the proposal compligsth
the Performance Criteria, and is supported by ihe C

Wall setback - South

The wall setbacks generally comply, however on upeer floor the set back as
measured from the living is set back from the baupdy 3.9 metres in lieu of 4.0
metres.

The applicant has successfully addressed the Rafawe Criteria 6.3.1 P1 of the R-

Codes, as outlined below:

e The proposed structure provides adequate ventilatind sun to the subject site;

e The proposed structure provides adequate sunemtdation to the neighbouring
property as it is adjoining an access leg

e Building bulk is not an issue, due to the adjogniand being used for non-
habitable purposes; and

e Privacy is not an issue.

In assessing the wall setback issues, it is coreidihat the proposal compligsth
the Performance Criteria, and is supported by ihe C

Visual privacy setbacks
All visual privacy setbacks comply under the “Aptable Development” standards
listed under Clause 6.8.1 or the R-Codes or thecased Performance Criteria.

To comply with the visual privacy requirements, thesk within Bedroom 3 in the
northern dwelling shall be permanently installembipto habitation of the dwelling in

order to prevent any overlooking of a sensitiveagteabitable room) on the adjoining
property. A specific condition has been recommertdetis effect.

Solar access for adjoining sites

The maximum area of overshadowing permitted isstlInmetres (50%); the proposed
overshadowing is 305 sq. metres (37.1%). Thereftire proposed development
complieswith the solar access element of the R-Codes.

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 Lé&sJeof the
Town Planning Scheme No. 6.

Finished ground and floor levels - Maximum

The maximum finishedjround level permitted is generally compliant, excepthe
pond areas for both units. For Unit 3 the propofeidhed ground level is 13.52
metres above Australian Height Datum (AHD) in lieti 13.1. For Unit 3A the
proposed finished ground level is 14.3 metres al#d¥d in lieu of 13.9 metres.
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(0)

However, in assessing the impact of the raisedrgtdevel (+0.42 metres and +0.4
metres), it is noted that the ground at Unit 3dmeent to an adjoining access leg. As
a consequence, the proposed development has ninalgl impact upon the
neighbouring landowners, who did not provide comimi@n the proposal.

In addition, due to the significant slope of thie sthe proposed ground level here is
still significantly lower than the adjoining finisd ground level at No. 5 Parker Street.
As a consequence, the proposed development posdstmmental impact upon the
neighbouring landowners, who did not provide comtmen the proposal.

Accordingly, the finished ground levels complyith Clause 6.10.3 “Maximum
Ground and Floor Levels” of the Town Planning Scaé\o. 6.

The maximum finished floor level has been separatedtwo parts, a section at the
front and one at the rear. For Unit 3, the maxinfimshedfloor level permitted for
the front is 13.56 metres and for Unit 3A is 13r@8tres above AHD, whereas the
proposed finished floor levels are 13.66 metreslahd3 metres respectively.

However, in assessing the impact of the raisedrmgtdavel (+0.1 metres and +0.6
metres respectively), it is noted that the areactdfd is essentially an internal
passageway with a setback from both boundarieserGihe existing streetscape
character of high rise buildings, this minor vadatto the maximum floor level is

deemed acceptable. Accordingly, the finished fleoels_complywith Clause 6.10.1

“Maximum Ground and Floor Levels” of the Town PlammpScheme No. 6.

For Unit 3, the maximum finishefioor level permitted for the rear is 13.06 metres
and for Unit 3A is 13.76 metres above AHD, wher#aes proposed finished floor
levels are 12.8 metres and 13.58 metres respactiath are within the permissible
limits. Accordingly, the finished floor levels comgpwith Clause 6.10.1 “Maximum
Ground and Floor Levels” of the Town Planning Scaé\o. 6.

Driveway gradients
Due to the significant slope of the subject sitpr@osed gradient for the driveway of
Unit 3A is steeper than that permitted in accoréanith TPS6.

The standard permissible gradient is no greatar tha2 for the first 3.6 metres, and
no greater than 1:8 for the remainder of the drasgvirhe proposed gradient at Unit 3
complies with this requirement whereas the propagadient at 3A is slightly higher

than 1:6. Therefore, the proposed developmenfatdds not comply with Clause

3.7.b “Driveway Gradient” of City Policy P350.3.

However, the policy provides for grades not stedpan 1:6, if the applicant submits
a letter to acknowledge full responsibility for thieep driveway without any recourse
to the City. The applicant has provided this lettethe City. Therefore, the driveway
grades complwvith the policy.

As requested by the Elected Members at the Majoveldpment Briefing, the
applicant provided additional information in therfoof a detailed plan (at a scale of
1: 50) and associated sections through the proptseelway for Dwelling Unit 3A
demonstrating compliance with this policy requiremne
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(P)

(@

()

(s)

Car parking
The required number of car bays is two bays perlohge The proposed number of
car bays compliewith the car parking element of the R-Codes.

The existing car parking bays in the street res@public bays) are proposed to be
amended due to the relocation and addition of oress. However it is understood
that the number of bays will not be affected. Cdtasion with the Engineering
Infrastructure section (see below) has indicatedimmprinciple” agreement, with a
condition recommended to ensure future negotiatiesslt in a satisfactory outcome.
A condition of approval has been placed to thieaff

Dividing fences

Dividing fences are required by element 6.2.5 ef iCodes, to be no greater than
1.8 metres above ground level. Fences within tbetfsetback area are required by
City Policy P350.7 (Fencing and Retaining Wallsp#visually permeable above 1.2

metres. The proposal is for 1.8m high dividingdesrand front fences and gates that
are visually permeable above 1.2 m. Therefore topgsed development complies

with the fencing element of both the R-Codes artg Eolicy.

Storage area
For Single Houses, the R-Codes do not require ggoseeas.

Scheme Obijectives: Clause 1.6 of No. 6 Town Riang 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 residentialbcacter 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@fihtrict, the existing built form
character;

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

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

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 progbsievelopment. Of the 24 listed
matters, the following are particularly relevanttie current application and require
careful_consideratian
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(@) the objectives and provisions of this Schemeluding the objectives and
provisions of a Precinct Plan and the MetropoliRegion Scheme;

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

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

(i)  the preservation of the amenity of the locality

()  all aspects of design of any proposed developniecluding but not limited to,
height, bulk, orientation, construction materialsdegeneral appearance;

(k) the potential adverse visual impact of expgdechbing fittings in a conspicuous
location on any external face of a building;

() the height and construction materials of retagh walls on or near lot
boundaries, having regard to visual impact and skiadowing of lots adjoining
the development site;

(m) the need for new or replacement boundary fgndiaving regard to its
appearance and the maintenance of visual privagynugpe occupiers of the
development site and adjoining lots;

(n) the extent to which a proposed building is afigun harmony with neighbouring
existing buildings within the focus area, in terofsits scale, form or shape,
rhythm, colour, construction materials, orientatigetbacks from the street and
side boundaries, landscaping visible from the $ti@®d architectural details;

(@) the topographic nature or geographic locatidrte land;

(s) whether the proposed access and egress toramdtiie site are adequate and
whether adequate provision has been made for tlaglirlg, unloading,
manoeuvre and parking of vehicles on the site;

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

(u) whether adequate provision has been made fsady disabled persons;

(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.

The proposal is considered satisfactory in relataall of these matters.
Consultation

(a) Design Advisory Consultants’ comments

The design of the proposal was considered by theés@esign Advisory Consultants

at their meeting held on 8 June 2009. The propesaal favourably receiveldy the

Consultants. Their comments are summarised below:

(i) The Advisory Architects observed that the pregd dwellings demonstrate
streetscape compatibility;

(i) The Advisory Architects considered that theposed boundary walls should be
set back from the street boundary in accordande palicy provisions;

(i) The Advisory Architects considered the sepiama between the walls which are
at right angles to the stairwell and lift shafteraj the side boundaries of both
the dwellings should demonstrate compliance witufé 2d of the R-Codes.

(iv) Overshadowing diagram to be provided.
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In response to point (ii), the proposal has bestalsly amended by the applicant. In
response to point (iii) the applicant has soughfutstify the proposal under the
relevant performance criteria which is outlinedeglbere in this report. City officers
are satisfied with this justification. In response point (iv) the overshadowing
diagram provided was incorrect, however the coroeetrshadowing was calculated
by the City.

(b) Neighbour consultation

Neighbour Consultation has been undertaken forpliposal to the extent and in the
manner required by Policy P104 “Neighbour and ComitguConsultation in Town
Planning Processes”. The owners of propertiesoatiN8 Mill Point Road, and Nos
2, 4 and 5 Parker Street were invited to inspeet dpplication and to submit
comments during a 14-day period. A total of 16ghbour consultation notices were
mailed to individual property owners and occupidpairing the advertising period, no
submissions were received.

(c) Manager, Engineering Infrastructure

TheManager Engineering Infrastructurevas invited to comment on a range of issues

relating to car parking and traffic, arising frorhet proposal. The Manager

recommends that:

(i) Drainage to be in accordance with Policy P415

(i)  Parker street boundary levels to be maintained

(iif) Crossovers to be to the City standards; and

(iv) Existing car parking bays in the street resetty be modified under negotiation
with the Director of Infrastructure Services.

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

Financial Implications
The issue has a minor impact on this particulaa,aethe extent of:
(@) Payment of the required planning fee by thdicqupt.

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.

Sustainability Implications

Noting the constraints imposed by the developmeatvath respect to the significant slope
of ground as well as not a very favourable orieotadf the lot, the officers observe that
outdoor living areas at the ground level as welbaghe roof top have been provided that
have access to winter sun. Hence, the proposezlapement is seen to achieve an outcome
that pays regard to the sustainable design priegipl

Conclusion

The proposal will have an acceptable impact oniaitlig residential neighbours (given the
characteristics of the precinct), and meets thevegit Scheme objectives. It is
recommended that the application be conditiongijyraved.
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OFFICER RECOMMENDATION AND
COUNCIL DECISION ITEM 10.3.4

That pursuant to the provisions of the City of $oBerth Town Planning Scheme No. 6 and
the Metropolitan Region Scheme, this applicationdianning approval for two x Three-
Storey Grouped Dwellings with a roof terrace on 8¢iNo. 5) Parker Street, South Pdth
approved, subject to:

(@) Standard Conditions
615 screening details 625  vehicle sightlines
616 all obscure panels/screeningto 455  dividing fences standards
remain in place

390 crossover standards 550  plumbing hidden

393 verge and kerbing works 664  final inspection reeghir

410 crossover effects infrastructure 508 landscapiag pl

340 surface of parapet walls 425  colours and materials

470 retaining walls 578  Certificate of Titles before B
471 retaining walls - timing 660 approval expiration

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

(b) Specific Conditions

() The landscaping plan shall include at least twesreone for each grouped
dwelling, not less than 3.0 metres in height at tthee of planting and of a
species approved by the City shall be planted withe street setback area or
elsewhere on the site prior to occupation of theltimg. The trees shall be
maintained in good condition thereafter.

(i) The desk within Bedroom 4 in the northern dimgl shall be permanently
installed prior to habitation of the dwelling inder to demonstrate compliance
with Clause 6.8.1 “Visual Privacy” of the R-Codes.

(i) The layout of the existing car parking bays ihe street reserve shall be
modified in consultation with the Manager, Enginegrinfrastructure Services.

(c) Standard Advice Notes
648 building licence required 649A seek approval for minor variations
641 Subdivision procedure 651  appeal rights - SAT
646 general landscaping standards

Footnote A full list of Standard Conditions and Advice Notes is available for inspection at the Council

Offices during normal business hours.

(d) Specific Advice Notes

(i) Itis the applicant’'s responsibility to liaisgth the City’s Environmental Health
Department to ensure satisfaction of all of theevaht requirements. Any
activities conducted will need to comply with tlvironmental Protection
(Noise) Regulations 1994t all times.

(i) It is the applicant's responsibility to liaissvith the City Environment
Department prior to designing a landscaping plarttie street verge areas as
required.

CARRIED EN BLOC RESOLUTION
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| 10.3.5 Sir James Mitchell Park Tree Planting Projet

Location: City of South Perth

Applicant: Council

File Ref: PR/204

Date: 7 August 2009

Authors: Wendy Patterson, Sustainability Coorttina
Mark Taylor, Manager City Environment

Reporting Officer: Stephen Bell, Director Infrastture Services

Summary

The City of South Perth is proposing to plant adddl trees within a section of Sir James
Mitchell Park and has utilised an innovative Susthility Assessment process to ensure that
an optimum tree planting design is produced.

The purpose of this report is to review submissi@teived on the draft tree planting plan
and sustainability report and recommend that Céwnpt the draft review of the report
and plan.

Background

The City of South Perth and Swan River Trust adbptéd-oreshore Management Plan for
Sir James Mitchell Park (SJMP) in 2001. The Plantains fifty three actions to be
implemented including several concerning tree jhgnivithin the Park. Since the adoption
of the Management Plan, the City has constructedhsss, additional pathways and lighting
on the foreshore west of Coode Street. To comphetdandscaping for this section of the
park, additional tree planting is considered talbsirable. Actions 33, 34, 35 and 38 of the
Management Plan describe the criteria for treetplgrin this section of the park.

33. Council accepts the ‘Revised Tooby Plan - 198#espect of the number of trees in
the area covered by that plan;

34. Trees planted in the area covered by the ‘Reviseby Plan - 1987’ be positioned so
they are generally planted in approximate elliptigegoves whose major axis is
perpendicular to the river at the locations anddbieve the total number of existing
and additional trees as shown in the planting plan;

35. The Sir James Mitchell Park Community Advisory Qvoconsult residents whose
views may be affected and advise Council on theeptent of trees in the area
covered by the ‘Revised Tooby Plan - 1987’;

38. Locally provenancdzucalyptus rudisand other endemic trees be planted within the
Park except in areas whose character is currerdinetl by other species or
landscape elements.

The revised Tooby Plan identified 1,142 trees tplamted in the Park between the South
Perth Esplanade eastern car park and Ellam Saeé¢his was the original extent of SIMP.
The revised Tooby Plan, has been discounted insteoitree placement following
community concerns. It exists now in terms of mmeenbers only.

Recent counts by the City identified a shortfallléfl trees. It is the City’s intention to
plant the full number of trees in the area of thekRcovered by the revised Tooby Plan. A
portion of this number is proposed to be plantedhi section between the car park and
Coode Street. This will be implemented in a waat thill maintain views of the river, but
also improve the amenity, habitat and shade withePark..
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The City of South Perth has utlised an innovatfestainability Assessment process
incorporating Multi Criteria Analysis (MCA) to helgeetermine the best possible strategy to
plant the trees as required by the SIJMP Foreshaaealyement Plan. Sustainability

assessment is a decision-aiding tool that ensubesaa range of environmental, social and
economic issues are taken into consideration inugtsred way for planning and decision-

making processes.

Comment

The broad objective of the tree planting project‘iBo maintain and enhance the landscape,
amenity and natural values provided by the vegmtatif the foreshore’ (Section 7Rant
Communities and Tree Plantimd the SIMP Foreshore Management Plan).

It was important to clearly define the desired ouate of the project (framing question) -
“What is the most sustainable way to plant treeSiodames Mitchell Park?”

The City utilised its two community advisory grouf&IMP and Sustainability) to assist in
the development of sustainability ‘criteria’ to &ppo the decision making outcomes of the
project. The criteria formed the basis of the Camity Information Sheet and Feedback
Form in the first round of consultation. A copytbe Community Information Sheet and
Feedback Form is incorporated into the Sustaingbiissessment Report which forms an
attachment to this reportAttachment 10.3.5refers).

The first phase of community consultation was ldugacon 29 March 2009 with the release
of the Community Information Sheet and Feedbackmf-orAdvertisements requesting
community feedback were placed in the local prassl, the ‘City Update’ feature in the
Southern GazetteProject information was placed on the City’s sitdy and sustainability
website. This was the first important opporturfity the community to become involved
with the project and express their views.

Approximately 1,000 Community Information Sheetsl &eedback Forms were given out
on 29 March 2009, at the City’s Fiesta Mends Stfeminivale event. The Community
Information Sheets and Feedback Forms were al$obdied to all households in the Mill
Point and Civic Wards (7,500 households).

Two community information sessions were held, ontha Civic Centre (&pril) and the
other at Bentley Technology Park Function Centi® April). About 30 members of the
community attended these sessions. The aim cdabgions was to provide the community
the opportunity to interact directly with City afers and Swan River Trust representatives.
Also in attendance at these sessions were Coursgilarepresentative from the Swan River
Trust and members of the City’s two Community AdvisGroups.

The City received 403 Feedback Forms by the retdiate of 1 May 2009. A copy of the
feedback analysis forms an Appendix to the SudbdityaAssessment ReporA{tachment
10.3.5refers) and a summary appears in the Report. Cityealso received a petition at this
stage of the process, which was tabled and ‘redeimethe May 2009 Council meeting.
The petition contained seven points which are aistuded as an Appendix, with officer’s
comment, in the Sustainability Assessment Regdta¢hment 10.3.5refers).

The community feedback was then analysed and staisability criteria refined. Based on

the information received, five tree planting opsomere developed by consultant landscape
architects in conjunction with the City.
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A multi-criteria analysis (MCA) was then utiliseth score and weight the sustainability
criteria against the five different tree plantingsyn options. A more detailed analysis of
the process employed is provided in the Sustaitvalbissessment ReporiAttachment
10.3.5refers).

Option 4 &mall Clusters 104 trees) performed best overall by a consideraidegin,
dominating all other options and was selected eptkferred tree planting plan. Option 4
was then further refined to ensure better habitavipion and aesthetics as it did not score
as well in this area as it could have. A ‘groundhing’ exercise was also carried out within
the Park and as a result some tree clusters wevedhadightly to keep view corridors open
and therefore improve the performance of Option Awo tree clusters were removed
altogether to fully accommodate the open spacegrasfor City events. In addition, the
option to add four medium sized feature trees i \ftinity of the flag pole, which is
currently subject to redesign, was also addedd@ltan. Tree numbers were reduced to 94.

The draft Tree Planting Plan and Sustainability d®ewere then advertised for community
comment (second phase of consultation) from 14 ttuB8 July 2009. At the close of the
consultation process, twenty two submissions wezeeived. Seventeen responses
supported the proposed tree planting design arel figre opposed. A summary of the
submissions, the issues raised and the City’s deretion to them have been included as an
Appendix in the Sustainability Assessment Repattachment 10.3.5refers).

Through the sustainability assessment processeanelr of submissions, a draft review of
the tree planting plan and sustainability reporttgghment 10.3.5 refers) has been
developed and is recommended to Council for adog@tfothe final plan and report.

Consultation
Extensive communication and consultation has béened for this project.

Views and values were sought from the broader comityn(both inside and outside City of
South Perth) initially via the Community Feedbadkrfs.

The Swan River Trust was advised of the projectatetter of support was received from
that state agency.

The City’s two Community Advisory Groups (Sir Janiichell Park and Sustainability)
played an integral part in establishing the sustaility criteria, providing advice regarding
the content of the feedback forms and the anabysike results of the initial community
feedback.

The community had two opportunities, at communitjoimation sessions, to meet with
City officers and discuss the project.

An article on this project appears in the WinteniRsula.

The project was the subject of advertisements imi@onity Southern Gazetten nine
occasions (31/3, 7/4, 14/4, 21/4, 28/4, 16/6, 30M7, 21/7) and specific advice placed in
the ‘City Update’ section on three occasions (2/4/7, 21/7). Councillors were updated
about progress of the project in five editionsha Bulletin’.

The draft plan and report was advertised for comtywonsultation and feedback.
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Policy and Legislative Implications

The principal policy document for this project lietSIMP Foreshore Management Plan,
adopted by Council and the Swan River Trust in 200he Management Plan contains a
series of Actions requiring implementation, eachwdfich are a separate resolution of
Council.

P320 - Sustainability Policy.

An additional objective of this project was to kiilae sustainability assessment process as a
decision making tool for large projects, as recomaeel in the City’s Sustainability Strategy
and Action Plan. This has been very successful amideration will now be given to
utilising this process on other major City projects

Financial Implications
» The cost of the consultation, consultants and tiseatable assessment process.
* The cost to supply, install and maintain the trees.

Strategic Implications

Goal 3 Environmental Management, Strategy I2velop and implement a Sustainability
Strategy...to coordinate initiatives contained ssaciated Management Plans and to ensure
the City’s environment is managed in a sustainag.

Strategy 3.3 Ensure future development and current maintenaridgheoriver foreshore,
wetlands, lakes, bushlands and parks is properignpéd and sustainable and that
interaction with the built environment is harmorscand of benefit to the community.

Sustainability Implications

The proposed tree planting design for Sir Jameshdit Park has been developed using a
best practice sustainable assessment processpldartiang of trees within the park will have
sustainable benefits for the City.

MOTION
Cr Best moved the officer recommendation, Sec Gdolay

PRESENTATION
Cr Best provided a power point presentation in suppf the officer recommendation at
Item 10.3.5.

EXTENSION OF TIME
Moved Cr Hearne, Sec Cr Burrows - That Cr Smithgbented an extension of time to
complete his debate against the officer recommeérmdat

CARRIED (7/4)

FORESHADOWED MOTION
Cr Smith Foreshadowed that if the current Motiohadst that he would be moving that the
proposed additional 161 trees for Sir James Mitdbalknot be planted.

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION AND
COUNCIL DECISION ITEM 10.3.5
The Mayor put the Motion

That....
(a) following review and public consultation the $ames Mitchell Park “Tree Planting
Plan / Sustainability Assessment Report” Adtachment 10.3.5 be adopted; and
(b) the four medium sized feature trees proposdxbtplanted in the vicinity of the flag
pole not be planted until the Concept Plan for the flagepite has been approved.
CARRIED (9/2)
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Note: City Communications Officer retired from the megtat 9.15pm

10.4 GOAL 4: INFRASTRUCTURE

10.4.1  Annual supply and delivery of PVC and Polytene Associated Sprinklerg
and Fittings (Tender 14/2009)

Location: City of South Perth

Applicant: Council

File Ref: Tender 14/2009

Date: 5 August 2009

Author: Craig Barker, Parks Operations Coordinat
Reporting Officer: Stephen Bell, Director Infragiture Services
Summary

Tenders have been received for the annual supplydativery of PVC and Polythene
Associated Sprinklers and Fittings (Tender 14/2008his report outlines the assessment
process followed and will recommend to Council ttie tender submitted by Total Eden
Pty Ltd for the estimated amount of $151,117.1%8h$T for Year 1 of the Contract up to
30 June 2010 be accepted. For Year 2 of the Cdneteveen 1 July 2010 and 30 June
2011, it will be recommended that the tendered arhfar Year 1 be indexed by CPI based
on the June 2010 quarter for Perth.

Background

The purpose of this contract is to supply the @iith fittings required to operate irrigation

systems, such as PVC and polythene pipe, sprinldetenoid valves and fittings. In order
to maintain its status as a green and leafy sultliebCity is required to maintain extensive
areas of parks, reserves and gardens under iomgatirrigation systems require regular
maintenance to ensure their effective and efficograration, which makes this contract very
important.

Comment
Tenders were called on 2 May 2009. The contraet feathe supply of various irrigation
items under a schedule of rates.

Tenders closed at 2.00 pm Tuesday 19 May 2009 taihe #ime of opening only one tender
was received. The price submitted is listed below:

Tenderer *1 Tendered Price (ex GST) | *1 Tendered Price (ex GST)
Year 1 Year 2
Total Eden Pty Ltd $151,117.19 $151,117.19 plus CPI

*1 - based on an estimate of requirement utilising phices submitted in the schedule of
rates

A qualitative evaluation of tenders was then conegldbased on the following criteria (as
listed in the request for tender (RFT):

Qualitative Criteria Weighting %
1. Demonstrated ability to perform the tasks as set out in spec. 10%
2. Works records and experience. 5%
3. Referees 5%
4. Price 80%
Total 100%
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The evaluation process has resulted in the follgwicore:

Total Eden Pty Ltd
9.65

Analysis of the tenders against the assessmemriarishow that the alternative tender
submitted byTotal Eden to be the best priced and best valughirCity and is therefore
recommended for acceptance by Council. The TeAdeessment Report is provided at
Attachment 10.4.1and details the process followed.

Because there was only one tender submitted, whifrlom the existing supply contractor,
the City carried out a comparison exercise to dater the changes in price compared to the
existing contract. An unsuccessful tender subnhiby Hugal and Hoile at that time was
also utilised. The comparison is detailed in tlemder Assessment RepoAtiachment
10.4.) and demonstrates an average of 1% increase irvatieus schedules over the
existing contract. This is considered an acceptaddrease considering the increases in CPI
since that the original contract was accepted.alTetlen have not supplied a price for year
two of the contract, preferring to increase theicgs based on the CPI of the last quarter of
the first year of the contract. The City also ¢dess this to be acceptable in the current
climate.

Total Eden has been a reliable supplier to the @lityng the existing contract, and also has
very good outside references. As a result, trendér the annual supply and delivery of
PVC and Polythene Associated Sprinklers and Fatifigender 14/2009) is recommended to
Council for acceptance:

Consultation
Public tenders were advertised in accordance wiéhdcal Government Act (1995).

Policy and Legislative Implications

Section 3.57 of theocal Government Act 1998s amended) requires a local government to
call tenders when the expected value is likely xoeed $100,000. Part 4 of the Local
Government (Functions and General) Regulations $886regulations on how tenders must
be called and accepted.

The value of the tender exceeds the amount whiehCtief Executive Officer has been
delegated to accept, therefore this matter isnmedeio Council for its decision.

The following Council Policies also apply:
Policy P605 Purchasing & Invoice Approval;
Policy P607 Tenders and Expressions of Interest.

Financial Implications
The City has allocated sufficient funding in theO2®9 Infrastructure Maintenance and
Capital programs.

Strategic Implications

This item is consistent Goal 4 “Infrastructure”tbé City’s Strategic PlanFo sustainably
manage, enhance and maintain the City’'s infrastrreeassetand in particular Strategy 4.1
Develop plans, strategies and management systeraastare public infrastructure assets
(roads, drains, footpaths, river wall, communityilBimgs etc) are maintained to a
responsible level.
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10.5

Sustainability Implications

The supply of irrigation fixtures and fittings istnormally considered to be sustainable, as
the products are oil based which is a finite reseurrrigation promotes the use of summer
watering which is also not normally considered ® dustainable as it is using a scarce
resource.

The City is however a green leafy suburb, which m@&duis keen to retain and the
organisation is committed to the sustainable useadér and water-wise planting.

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION AND
COUNCIL DECISION ITEM 10.4.1

That....

(a) the tender submitted by Total Eden Pty Ltdthar supply and delivery of PVC and
Polythene Associated Sprinklers and Fittings (Teridg2009) for the estimated
amount of $151,117.19 plus GST for Year 1 of thent@art be accepted for the
period 1 July 2009 to 30 June 2010 inclusive; and

(b) subject to satisfactory performance in Yeaf the Contract by Total Eden Pty Ltd,
that the prices for Year 2 between 1 July 2010 2thdune 2011 inclusive be based
on the tender price for Year 1 indexed by CPI fer dune 2010 quarter for Perth.

CARRIED EN BLOC RESOLUTION

GOAL 5: ORGANISATIONAL EFFECTIVENESS

10.5.1 Applications for Planning Approval Determingl Under Delegated

Authority.
Location: City of South Perth
Applicant: Councill
File Ref: GO/106
Date: 7 August 2009
Author: Rajiv Kapur, Manager, Development Sersice
Reporting Officer: Rod Bercov, Acting Director, Bdgpment Services

Summary
The purpose of this report is to advise Councilapplications for planning approval
determined under delegated authority during thetmohJuly 2009.

Background

At the Council meeting held on 24 October 2006, wduresolved as follows: “That
Council receive a monthly report as part of the Agla, commencing at the November
2006 meeting, on the exercise of Delegated Authofiom Development Services under
Town Planning Scheme No. 6, as currently providedthe Councillor’'s Bulletin.”

The great majority (over 90%) of applications fdarping approval are processed by the
Planning Officers and determined under delegat#lubaity rather than at Council meetings.
This report provides information relating to theplgations 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.
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Consultation
During the month of July 2009, twenty five (25Vdpment applications were determined
under delegated authority, refsftachment 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 “OrganisationaleEfiveness” 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 Bahined under Delegated Authority
contributes to the City’s sustainability by pronmgtieffective communication.

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 July 20Be received.
CARRIED EN BLOC RESOLUTION

| 105.2 Use of the Common Seal \
Location: City of South Perth
Applicant: Council
File Ref: GO/106
Date: 6 August 2009
Author: Kay Russell, Executive Support Officer
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 thidi@ing resolution was adoptedfhat
Council receive a monthly report as part of the Agla, commencing at the November
2006 meeting, on the use of the Common Seal, Igtiseal number; date sealed;
department; meeting date / item number and reasonuse.

Comment
Clause 21.1 of the City’s Standing Orders Local L2007 provides that the CEO is
responsible for the safe custody and proper uieeofommon seal.

In addition, clause 21.1 requires the CEO to retoalregister:

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

(ii) the nature of the document; and

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

Register

The Common Seal Register is maintained on an el@ctdata base and is available for
inspection. Extracts from the Register on the afsthe Common Seal are provided each
month for Elected Member information.
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Nature of Document Parties Date Seal
Affixed
Deed of Agreement to Lease June Violet Jones 1 July 2009
Debenture for Loan 223 WA Treasury Corporation 8 July 2009
Agreement - Provision of Services relating to Receival and | Transpacific Cleanaway Pty Ltd | 8 July 2009
Processing of Recyclable material

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 termBo be a professional, effective and
efficient organisation.

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 Seahfontonth of July 2009 be received.

CARRIED EN BLOC RESOLUTION

| 10.5.3 Financial Interest Returns 2008 - 2009 |

Location: City of South Perth

Applicant: Council

File Ref: GO/107

Date: 7 August 2008

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

In accordance with the City's Management Practic&®1“Financial Interest Returns” the
CEO is to prepare a report on the lodging of retdor presentation to Council as soon as
reasonably practicable after 31 August each year.

Background

Part 5 of theLocal Government Act 199%equires that councillors and ‘designated
employees’ (that is, employees who exercise dedelgpbwer) lodge a statement of their
financial interests within three months of the coemeement of their term or employment
respectively (Primary Return) and annually theexaliy or before 31 August each year
(Annual Return).

Comment

Returns from Councillors and designated employeesevodged in accordance with the
Act.
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10.6

Consultation
Nil.

Policy and Legislative Implications
The report records compliance with the statutogumements governing the lodgement of
financial interest returns as required by tloeal Government Act 1995.

Financial Implications
Nil.

Strategic Implications
This Report complies wittstrategic Goal 5: Organisational Effectiveness “To be a
professional, effective and efficient organisatian.

Sustainability Implications
Reporting on the lodging of Financial Interest Resucontributes to the City’s sustainability
by promoting effective communication.

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION AND
COUNCIL DECISION ITEM 10.5.3

That report Item 10.5.3 of the August 2009 Courgknda on the lodging of Financial
Interest Returns for 2008 - 2009 be received.
CARRIED EN BLOC RESOLUTION

GOAL 6: FINANCIAL VIABILITY
|10.6.1 Monthly Financial Management Accounts - Jul2009
Location: City of South Perth
Applicant: Council
File Ref: FM/301
Date: 10 August 2009

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

Summary

Monthly management account summaries are compitedrding to the major functional
classifications. These summaries compare actuébrpsnce against budget expectations.
The summaries are presented to Council with commenided on the significant financial
variances disclosed in those reports.

The attachments to this financial performance reg@ part of the suite of reports that were
recognised with a Certificate of Merit in the I&tcellence in Local Government Financial
Reporting awards.

Background

Local Government (Financial Management) Regulat®dnrequires the City to present
monthly financial reports to Council in a formafleeting relevant accounting principles. A
management account format, reflecting the orgaoisal structure, reporting lines and
accountability mechanisms inherent within that dtriee is considered the most suitable
format to monitor progress against the budget. iflfi@mation provided to Council is a
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summary of the more than 100 pages of detailedhinkne information supplied to the
City’s departmental managers to enable them to toothe financial performance of the
areas of the City’s operations under their conffbis report also reflects the structure of the
budget information provided to Council and publihethe Annual Budget.

Combining the Summary of Operating Revenues anceidifures with the Summary of
Capital Items gives a consolidated view of all gpiens under Council’s control. It also
measures actual financial performance against hdgectations.

Local Government (Financial Management) RegulaBdnrequires significant variances
between budgeted and actual results to be idehtdied comment provided on those
variances. The City has adopted a definition afriicant variances’ of $5,000 or 5% of the
project or line item value (whichever is the greateNotwithstanding the statutory
requirement, the City provides comment on othesdes/ariances where it believes this
assists in discharging accountability.

To be an effective management tool, the ‘budgetiregl which actual performance is
compared is phased throughout the year to rethectyclical pattern of cash collections and
expenditures during the year rather than simplyndpei proportional (number of expired
months) share of the annual budget. The annualdidds been phased throughout the year
based on anticipated project commencement dategxqmetted cash usage patterns. This
provides more meaningful comparison between actndlbudgeted 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 documedtveill necessarily be progressively

amended throughout the year to take advantage ahged circumstances and new
opportunities. This is consistent with principldsresponsible 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. This schedule reflaatsconciliation of movements between
the 2009/2010 Adopted Budget and the 2009/2010 AexnBudget including the
introduction of the capital expenditure items arforward from 2008/2009 (after August
2009).

A monthly Balance Sheet detailing the City’s assatd liabilities and giving a comparison
of the value of those assets and liabilities wlith televant values for the equivalent time in
the previous year is also provided. PresentingBilance Sheet on a monthly, rather than
annual, basis provides greater financial accoulitialbd the community and provides the
opportunity for more timely intervention and cotiee action by management where
required. It is important to note, however, tha fluly Balance Sheet is based on the (as yet
incomplete) June 2009 Balance Sheet numbers whichot be finalised until all year end
accounting adjustments are concluded in late August

Comment

The major components of the monthly managementustsummaries presented are:

e Balance SheetAttachments 10.6.1(1)(Aand 10.6.1(1)(B)

« Summary of Non Infrastructure Operating Revenue Bmgenditure Attachment
10.6.1(2)

 Summary of Operating Revenue and Expenditure-lirfreisire ServiceAttachment
10.6.1(3)
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* Summary of Capital ltemsAttachment 10.6.1(4)
* Schedule of Significant Varianceg\ttachment 10.6.1(5)
* Reconciliation of Budget MovementsAttachment 10.6.1(6)(A)and10.6.1(6)(B)

Operating Revenue to 31 July 2009 is $27.28M whighiesents 100% of the $27.22M year
to date budget. Revenue performance is close tgdiekpectations overall - although there
are some small line item differences. Interest maes for the first month of the year have
been extremely modest due to low cash holdingspaod investment rates - but these have
begun improving in August. Planning and buildingerue is on target for July. Parking

meter revenue currently lags budget expectatiorsobye 10% but conversely infringement
revenue is well ahead of expectations to date.

Comment on the specific items contributing to theiances may be found in the Schedule
of Significant Varianceattachment 10.6.1(5).

Operating Expenditure to 31 July 2009 is $2.45Mchhiepresents 89% of the year to date
budget of $2.75M. Operating Expenditure to dateli¥% under budget in the Administration
area, 14% under budget in the Infrastructure Sesvarea and 5% over budget for the golf
course.

This is not an unusual situation for the first nioat the year when community services and
maintenance programs are developed and readietnfdementation but are yet to get
underway. There are also a nhumber of favourabliawvees in the administration areas that
relate to budgeted (but vacant) staff positiongrasent - for which recruiting activities are
currently in progress. Waste collection arrangeseantd site fees have resulted in a
favourable variance against budget to date. Golfr€mexpenditure is also close to budget
overall - but it has a number of line item variast®at are not individually significant. Most
other items in the administration areas are closmitiget expectations to date.

Streetscape maintenance, park maintenance, enwrdam services and building
maintenance all currently reflect favourable vacemat the end of July but this is regarded
as a timing difference only whilst maintenance paogs are developed and readied for
implementation.

The salaries budgetin€luding temporary staff where they are being udedcover
vacancie¥ is currently around 12.5% under the budget atlonafor the 216.3 FTE
positions approved by Council in the budget procdas we are yet to receive agency staff
invoices to month end.

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

Capital Revenue is disclosed as $0.11M at 31 Jydynat a year to date budget of $0.05M.
The favourable variance relates to lease premiurdsrefurbishment levies resulting from
the accelerated turnover of units at the ColliakRé&llage. Comment on the specific items
contributing to the capital revenue variances mayfdund in the Schedule of Significant
VariancesAttachment 10.6.1(5).

Capital Expenditure at 31 July 2009 is $0.39M whiepresents 129% of the year to date
budget and some 2.5% of the full year budget. Thg @ill again be using the staged
capital program approach of creating a ‘Deliverabdgital program and a ‘Shadow’ capital
program to ensure that organisational capacityexipectations are appropriately matched.

The table reflecting capital expenditure progresssus the year to date budget by
directorate is presented below. Updates on speeiBments of the capital expenditure
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from the finalisation of the October managemenbants onwards.

Directorate YTD Budget YTD Actual | % YTD Budget | Total Budget
CEOQ Office 200,000 198,140 99% 5,865,000
Financial & Information Services 50,000 50,670 101% 720,000
Planning & Community Services 35,000 22,880 65% 802,850
Infrastructure Services 20,000 119,824 7,716,377
Golf Course 0 0 418,200
Total 305,000 391,514 129% 15,522,427

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 €imhmperformance to budgeted financial
performance for the period. This provides for tin@entification of and responses to
variances which in turn promotes dynamic and prtifieancial management.

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 Citgancial 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 exercising disciplinedahcial management practices and
responsible forward financial planning, we can eashat the consequences of our financial
decisions are sustainable into the future.

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;

(b) the Schedule of Significant Variances providasl Attachment 10.6.1(5) be
accepted as having discharged Council's statutobjigations under Local
Government (Financial Management) Regulation 34.

(c) the Schedule of Movements between the Adopteldfanended Budget provided as
Attachments 10.6.1(6)(A)and10.6.1(6)(B)be received,

CARRIED EN BLOC RESOLUTION
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|10.6.2 Monthly Statement of Funds, Investments andebtors at 31 July 2009

Location: City of South Perth

Applicant: Council

File Ref: FM/301

Date: 9 August 2009

Authors: Michael J Kent and Deborah M Gray

Reporting Officer: Michael J Kent, Director Fingacand 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 Resefunds at month end.

. An analysis of the City’'s investments in suitabl@rmay market instruments to
demonstrate the diversification strategy acrosanfiial institutions.

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

Background

Effective cash management is an integral part op@r business management. Current
money market and economic volatility make this aenemore significant management
responsibility. The responsibility for managememid ainvestment of the City’'s cash
resources has been delegated to the City’'s Dirddt@ncial & Information Services and
Manager Financial Services - who also have respoitgifor the management of the City’s
Debtor function and oversight of collection of datsling debts.

In order to discharge accountability for the exszaf 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” ReservesxaBse significant holdings of money
market instruments are involved, an analysis of ¢addings 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 delegatare being exercised. Data comparing
actual investment performance with benchmarks inn€i's approved investment policy
(which reflects best practice principles for manggpublic monies) provides evidence of
compliance with approved investment principles.alfin a comparative analysis of the
levels of outstanding rates and general debtomtivel to the equivalent stage of the
previous year is provided to monitor the effectees of cash collections and to highlight
any emerging trends that may impact on future fasis.

Comment

(a) Cash Holdings
Total funds at month end of $31.44M compare favolyrao $28.55M at the
equivalent stage of last year. Reserve funds amee s83.1M higher than at the
equivalent stage last year due to higher holdirigsash backed reserves to support
refundable monies at the CPV.

Municipal funds are $0.5M lower due to the lowersttaholdings at the
commencement of the financial year. As collectiboosn Rates flow into the City
during August 2009, we will be better placed toed®ine whether our convenient
and customer friendly payment methods - supplenddmyehe Rates Early Payment
Incentive Prizes (with all prizes donated by lobakinesses) have had the desired
effect in relation to our cash inflows.
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(b)

Funds brought into the year (and subsequent cditiions) are invested in secure
financial instruments to generate interest untidsth monies are required to fund
operations and projects during the year. Astutecsieh of appropriate investments
means that the City does not have any exposurendavik high risk investment

instruments. Nonetheless, the investment portfiglicontinually monitored and re-

balanced as trends emerge.

Excluding the ‘restricted cash' relating to casbhkeal Reserves and monies held in
Trust on behalf of third parties; the cash avaddblr Municipal use currently sits at
$4.09M (compared to $4.56M at the same time in Z00). Attachment
10.6.2(1)

Investments

Total investment in money market instruments at ttmoand was $30.22M
compared to $29.34M at the same time last yeas iBhilue to the higher holdings
of Reserve Funds but lesser holding of Municipaidau

The portfolio currently comprises at-call cash d@adn deposits only. Although
bank accepted bills are permitted, they are nateotly used given the volatility of
the corporate environment at present. Analysigiefdomposition of the investment
portfolio shows that approximately 84.9% of the damare invested in securities
having a S&P rating of Al (short term) or betteheTremainder are invested in
BBB+ rated securities.

The City’s investment policy requires that at 1e88% of investments are held in
securities having an S&P rating of Al. This ensuines credit quality is maintained.
Investments are made in accordance with Policy P&@® the Dept of Local

Government Operational guidelines for investmeAtsinvestments currently have
a term to maturity of less than one year - whicleassidered prudent in times of
changing interest rates as it allows greater fiéilto respond to possible future
positive changes in rates.

Invested funds are responsibly spread across wdpproved financial institutions
to diversify counterparty risk. Holdings with eafiiancial institution are within the
25% maximum limit prescribed in Policy P603. Coupgety mix is regularly

monitored and the portfolio re-balanced as requilgggbnding on market conditions.

The counter-party mix across the portfolio is shamwAttachment 10.6.2(2).

Interest revenues (received and accrued) for tlee §e date total $0.09M - well
down from $0.19M at the same time last year. Tésiit is attributable to the lower
interest rates notwithstanding higher levels oferes cash holdings. Rates have
been particularly weak during July - but have sh@eme signs of strengthening
through August as banks undertake capital managenigatives.

Investment performance will continue to be monitoie the light of current low
interest rates to ensure pro-active identificatmnsecure, but higher yielding,
investment opportunities - or any potential advénsgget closing position impact.

Throughout the year, it will be necessary to badabetween short and longer term
investments to ensure that the City can responsitdgt its operational cash flow
needs. Treasury funds are actively managed to eurssponsible, low risk
investment opportunities that generate additiont&rest revenue to supplement our
rates income whilst ensuring that capital is presr
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(©)

The average rate of return on financial instrumémtshe year to date is 4.11% with

the anticipated yield on investments yet to masitteng at 4.08% (compared with

4.10% last month). Investment results to date ceftareful and prudent selection of
investments to meet our immediate cash needs. [Atash deposits used to balance
daily operational cash needs are now providingwameof only 2.75%.

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 undergl power) are provided below.

(i) Rates

The level of outstanding rates relative to the sdime last year is shown in
Attachment 10.6.2(3) Rates collections to the end of July 2009 repre8e3% of
total rates levied compared to 13.9% at the egemtastage of the previous year.
This is largely due to a slightly later issue daterates notices this year (relative to
2008/2009). It is not expected that this will harey impact on organisational cash
flows other than a minor initial timing difference.

The range of appropriate, convenient and userdhjgpayment methods offered by
the City, combined with the Rates Early Paymenehiwe Scheme (generously
sponsored by local businesses) will again be suppdoy 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 $1.22M at month end exgudGP debtors - which

compares to $1.07M at the same time last year. B&Eivable is higher than at the
same time last year. Parking infringements outstandre also slightly higher than
last year. The majority of the outstanding amouate government & semi

government grants or rebates - and as such theydlectible and represent a
timing issue rather than any risk of default.

(i) Underground Power

Of the $6.76M billed for UGP (allowing for adjustnig), some $5.04M was
collected by 31 July with approximately 68.1% ofgbk in the affected area electing
to pay in full and a further 30.3% opting to payibgtalments. The remaining 1.6%
has yet to make a payment. However, a number eéthecounts are new billings or
disputed billing amounts. These will however becotie subject of follow up
collection actions by the City if they are not agklred in a timely manner.

Collections in full are currently better than exjgecwhich had the positive impact
of allowing us to defer UGP related borrowings ulatie in June 2009 - but on the
negative side, significantly less revenue than afyeted is being realised from the
instalment interest charge.

Residents opting to pay the UGP Service Chargenbtaliments are subject to
interest charges which are currently accruing enotitstanding balances (as advised
on the initial UGP notice). It is important to appiate that this isiot an interest
charge on the ‘yet to completed UGP service’ -rhtlier is an interest charge on the
funding accommodation provided by the City’s instaht payment plan (like what
would occur on a bank loan).
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The City encourages ratepayers in the affected tar@asake other arrangements to
pay the UGP charges - but it is, if required, pding an instalment payment
arrangement to assist the ratepayer (includingspgeeified 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.

Policy and Legislative Implications

Consistent with the requirements of Policy P603nvektment of Surplus Funds and
Delegation DC603. Local Government (Financial Maragnt) Regulation 19, 28 & 49 are
also relevant to this report as is the DOLG Opereati 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 firgressets and to ensure the collectibility of
debts.

Strategic Implications

This report deals with matters of financial managetwhich directly relate to the key
result area of Financial Viability identified indhStrategic 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 &tmmenner.

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION AND
COUNCIL DECISION ITEM 10.6.2

That Council receives the 31 July 2009 Monthly &tant of Funds, 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 Listing of Payments

Location: City of South Perth

Applicant: Council

File Ref: FM/301

Date: 7 August 2009

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 authoiiigl¢gation DC602) between 1 July 2009
and 31 July 2009 is presented to Council for infation.
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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 puinfjaand invoice approval procedures
documented in the City’s Policy P605 - Purchasing lavoice Approval.

They are supported by Delegation DM605 which sk¢s @uthorised purchasing approval
limits for individual officers. These processes aneir application are subjected to detailed
scrutiny by the City’s auditors each year during tonduct of the annual audit.

After an invoice is approved for payment by an atited officer, payment to the relevant
party must be made and the transaction recordethenCity’s financial records. All
payments, however made (EFT or Cheque) are recarddéde City’'s financial system
irrespective of whether the transaction is a Coedit Non Creditor payment.

Payments in the attached listing are supporteddoghvers and invoices. All invoices have
been duly certified by the authorised officers asthe receipt of goods or provision of
services.

Prices, computations, GST treatments and costing haen checked and validated. Council
Members have access to the Listing and are givporaymity to ask questions in relation to
payments prior to the Council meeting.

Comment

A list of payments made during the reporting peri®grepared and presented to the next
ordinary meeting of Council and recorded in theutes of that meeting. It is important to
acknowledge that the presentation of this list @frpents is for information purposes only
as part of the responsible discharge of accouitiailayments made under this delegation
can not be individually debated or withdrawn.

The format of this report has been modified fromtdber 2008 forwards to reflect
contemporary practice in that it now records paysetassified as:
* Creditor Payments
(regular suppliers with whom the City transactsibass)
These include payments by both Cheque and EFT.u@heayments show both the
unique Cheque Number assigned to each one anddlgnad Creditor Number that
applies to all payments made to that party througliee duration of our trading
relationship with them. EFT payments show bothEREG Batch Number in which
the payment was made and also the assigned Crédlitmber that applies to all
payments made to that party. For instance an Eimeat reference of 738.76357
reflects that EFT Batch 738 made on 24/10/2008uded a payment to Creditor
number 76357 (ATO).

* Non Creditor Payments
(one-off payments to individuals / suppliers whe not listed as regular suppliers
in the City’s Creditor Masterfile in the database).
Because of the one-off nature of these paymeradijdting reflects only the unique
Cheque Number and the Payee Name - as there isrnmapent creditor address /
business details held in the creditor's masterfle permanent record does, of
course, exist in the City’s financial records oftbthe payment and the payee - even
if the recipient of the payment is a non creditor.

Details of payments made by direct credit to empdoank accounts in accordance with
contracts of employment are not provided in thjgorefor privacy reasons nor are payments
of bank fees such as merchant service fees whieltiaect debited from the City’'s bank
account in accordance with the agreed fee schedudsr the contract for provision of
banking services.
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Payments made through the Accounts Payable funatidinno longer be recorded as
belonging to the Municipal Fund or Trust Fund ais tpractice related to the old fund
accounting regime that was associated with Treesukdvance Account - whereby each
fund had to periodically ‘reimburse’ the Treasur&dvance Account.

For similar reasons, the report is also now beiefgrred to using the contemporary
terminology of a Listing of Payments rather thaWarrant of Payments - which was a
terminology more correctly associated with the fardounting regime referred to above.

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 managetwhich 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 Listing of Payments for the month of Jagydetailed in the report of the Director of
Financial and Information Servicesttachment 10.6.3, be received.

CARRIED EN BLOC RESOLUTION

|10.6.4 Carry Forward Projects as at 30 June 2009

Location: City of South Perth
Applicant: Council

File Ref: FS/FI/1

Date: 22 August 2009

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

Projects for which unexpended funds are recommerfdectarrying forward into the
2009/2010 year are identified and listed on thacatd schedule at Attachment 10.6.4.
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Background

The 2008/2009 Budget included $4.28M in Capital éteie - of which some $3.69M was
received by 30 June, due to the incomplete salanof to the South Perth Hospital and our
inability to draw down the LotteryWest grant foretimew Library & Community Centre
building until construction was underway. The 2@U89 Budget also included Capital
Expenditure projects totaling $19.94M of which £0M was expended by 30 June 2009.

A further $2.43M worth of Capital Expenditure iseidified for carry forward into the
2009/2010 year. After allowing for some minor owerd under expenditures on specific
projects, this represents 99% of the total propesgenditure for the 2008/2009 year.

The budgeted Net Capital Position (Revenue - Exipera) for 2008/2009 was $15.66M.
The Actual Net Capital Position (after allowing fitve net carry forward works of $2.43M)
was $15.93M which is close to 102% of the budggiesition - and within reasonable
financial tolerances.

The September Council Agenda will contain commeaits specific project line-item
variances and will provide a comparative revievihaf Budget versus Actual for all Capital
Expenditure and Revenue items for the year.

Comment

For a variety of reasons including contractors atarmals not being available when
required, inclement weather, protracted negotiatiextended public consultation, delays in
getting approvals or sign off for designs etc; talpprojects are not always able to be
completed within the same financial year as theyimitially listed in the budget. A process
of identifying and validating the projects to bergad forward into the subsequent financial
year is required.

Where a project requires only minimal ‘residualperditure to finalise it - and the invoice
is likely to be received early in the new finangiahr, the additional project expenditure will
simply be treated (and disclosed) as a ‘Prior YRasidual Cost’. Where a significant
portion of the initial project cost is to be cadimto the new year and those funds expended
after June 30, the project may be identified asayd~orward item.

During the budget process, a series of indicati@eyCForward Works are identified by City
officers and included in the Annual Budget adopigdCouncil. Following the close off of
the year end accounts, these indicative Carry Rahpeojects are validated to ensure that
the funds proposed for carry forward are legitiryatmspent at year end.

The underlying principle is that the final carryi@ard amount for any individual project
should not be greater than the difference betwkerotiginal budget and the actual amount
spent (as recorded in the year end accounts).

For the purpose of developing the 2009/2010 Anrmadget, Carry Forward Works of
$2.53M were identified. Actual Carry Forward Wokks noted above) are $2.43M.

Because the Carry Forward figures included in theawal Budget are based only on
projected figures and therefore are indicative ature, the final validated amount of
individual Carry Forwards for those previously itBed projects can differ slightly from
the amounts published in the adopted budget.

For 2009/2010, the identified Carry Forward Cagiedjects total $2,425,000.

92



MINUTES : ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING: 25 AUGUST 2009

Consultation
For identified significant variances, comment wasight from the responsible managers
prior to the item being included in the Carry Forsv&€apital Projects.

Policy and Legislative Implications
Consistent with relevant professional pronouncemamid good business practice but not
directly impacted by any in-force policy of the Lit

Financial Implications

The tabling of this report involves the reporting liistorical financial events only.
Preparation of the report and schedule requirénti@vement of managerial staff across the
organisation, hence there is necessarily some cbmani of resources towards the
investigation of identified variances and preparatof the Schedule of Carry Forward
Works. This is consistent with responsible finahaianagement practice.

Strategic Implications

This report deals with matters of financial managetmwhich directly relate to the key
result area of Financial Viability identified indlCity’s Strategic Plan Goal 6Fo provide
responsible and sustainable management of the fiigncial resources’.

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

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION AND
COUNCIL DECISION ITEM 10.6.4

That the Schedule of (final) Carry Forward Capiti@ms from 2008/2009 into the
2009/2010 Budget as disclosedMtiachment 10.6.4be adopted .

CARRIED EN BLOC RESOLUTION

|10.6.5 Proposed Management of City of South PerfPublic Car Park No 1

Location: City of South Perth

Applicant: Council

File Ref: FM/301

Date: 11 August 2009

Author: M J Kent, Director Financial and Infortizan Services
Reporting Officer: Chief Executive Officer

Summary

This report highlights inconsistencies betweenpiking management processes applied to
the City controlled No 1 Car Park and the adjacéfbdsor Hotel Car Park. It offers
comment on a proposal to have the City car parkagas by the same company that is
responsible for the hotel car park to provide athoh to address these inconsistencies.

Background

The City owns and controls the No 1 car park adjate the Windsor Hotel. This car park
consists of 33 car bays and (since 1 July 2009)asllgontrolled by a single ticket machine.
Parking fees in this area are $2.50 per hour wittaily maximum of $10.00. The City is
currently responsible for the management of theséays and for issuing infringements for
non-compliance with the parking regulations. Thare a further 117 bays associated with
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the hotel that are managed by Parking Asset Managemvhich are controlled by four
(different) ticket machines. Parking fees in thisaaare $3.00 per hour and infringements are
issued for non compliance by the staff of the asgatager rather than by City officers.

The different car parking areas are shown in tregerbelow.

H1E - T
DERIE =

matets

The two parking areas under the control of twoedéht operators are not (to the casual
observer) obviously separated and some confusiold ceasonably exist in the minds of car
park users as to the perception that the parkieg aas in fact one parking precinct.

Since the ticket machine was installed in the Gityfo 1 parking station, there have been a
number of incidents where patrons using the parkigs in the Windsor Hotel parking area
have purchased tickets from the City’s machineerdhy legitimately purchasing a ticket
which is not ‘valid’ for the parking bay that thegve used. Similarly, it is possible that City
car park patrons may also have inadvertently pwetha ticket from a machine in the area
under the control of Parking Management Australia.

In the first month of operation of the new tickeachine in the City's car park, Parking
Asset Management have issued 64 infringement rotielating to non compliance with
their parking regulations. In a significant numbafr these cases, infringement notice
recipients have claimed that they thought that thag purchased a legitimate ticket (from
the nearby City ticket machine).

Comment

It is considered that this situation is likely teal ongoing confusion - and ultimately
customer dissatisfaction at what they perceiveeta lproblem not of their own making. It is
also felt that inconsistencies in the fee structiamed operation times associated with the two
parking areas will further complicate the managenwnparking within the precinct and
patrons try to exploit time and fee differentialshereby ‘shifting’ parking pressures to
particular places within the precinct.
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The City’'s concerns in relation to this situatioavh been echoed by Parking Asset
Management who operates the Windsor Hotel car park.aurie Wilson of Parking Asset
Management (a very experienced operator of manpgedng facilities across Australia)
addressed Council at a briefing on 21 July 2008hath time the issue was discussed. The
Seddon Street car park in Subiaco was given axamme of a similar situation where
parking conflicts occurred between a local govemmmaperated car park and privately
operated car park. In that scenario, the issueressved by the private operator entering
into a management agreement with the local govenhmbereby the entire parking area
was placed under the control of the private opeifiatoeturn for an annual fee.

Parking Asset Management has since presented thevith a proposal to initiate a similar

arrangement at the City’'s No 1 parking stationryotd manage the current conflict. Whilst
the proposal seems eminently sensible in a con@apilar fee structure, same hours of
operation, only one operator’s ticket machines, jpaieolling / management company - and
no confusion to patrons of the parking stationgreéhare issues relating to the financial
consideration for such an arrangement being pplaice that are not so easily resolved.

Because the City has only had ticket machinesanepht the No 1 Parking Station since 1
July it has not been possible to establish a diafinirevenue stream that the city would
forfeit if it agreed to enter a management arrargggm Obviously, Parking Asset
Management as the operator proposing to participaseich an agreement has also had to
necessarily make certain assumptions about thentegfeuse of the No 1 parking area in
formulating its proposal.

In order to try to evaluate the submitted propo€aly Rangers have been monitoring the
extent of use of the No 1 Parking Station relativés capacity, the ‘turnover’ of vehicles in
the area and the revenues generated by the tidehine in that area on a daily basis.

Whilst the City recognises that the fee differdniiaur fees are currently cheaper than those
of the operator's bays) may be impacting on thellesf use of our car parking bays at
present, it would appear from the data that thg'€CRanger team has been able to compile
by monitoring the No 1 Parking Station for a 6 weekiod that the compensation offered in
the proposal tabled with the City is inadequatatiet to what the city is likely to forfeit if it
agreed to participate in the management agreersenireently presented.

An acceptable alternative proposal may be to makeounter offer to Parking Asset

Management based on the following principles:

* Management and patrolling of the combined 150 lzakipg area is passed to the private
operator under a management agreement.

* Fees are consistently applied across all 150 pautkérys in the combined area.

« Hours of operation are consistent across all 15Kipgbays in the combined area.

« The private operator agrees to replace the Citgk®t machine with one of its own - and
the City machine is relocated to an alternative sftour choosing.

e The City receives 22% of all parking fees generatedhe combined 150 bay area
(represents ‘our’ proportion of the total numbebajs).

* The private operator is responsible for the issumgnagement and collection of parking
infringements for the entire 150 bay area. (Thigfiect is the operator’s ‘premium’ for
taking on the management of the combined area)lstVthie private operator would
receive some infringement revenue currently reckivg the City, the City's Rangers
would be freed up to manage parking more effegtiirebther areas.
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10.7

Consultation

Mr Laurie Wilson of Parking Asset Management adskedsCouncil at a briefing on 21 July
2009 at which the example of the Seddon St car pafkubiaco was given. The parking
conflicts at that location were resolved by thevgie operator entering into a management
agreement with the local government whereby thgesptirking area was placed under the
control of the private operator in return for amaal fee.

The City has also consulted with Mr Michael Duckaftthe City of Subiaco in relation to
the operation of the Seddon St car park.

Policy and Legislative Implications
Nil - other than the statutory requirement to remdkie No 1 Parking Station from its
schedule of Fees and Charges.

Financial Implications

Should Council support the alternative proposalgested above, the City would be
expected to maintain its current level of parkieg fevenue from its 33 parking bays - but
would forfeit the potential infringement revenuertr illegally parked vehicles. The City
would also benefit from a freeing up of resouraethie Ranger team through a need to not
have to manage the No 1 parking station area <aulil re-deploy those resources to assist
in managing parking issues in other parts of thg.Ci

Strategic Implications

This report deals with matters of financial managetwhich 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

By freeing up of resources in the Ranger team tjitauneed to not have to manage the No
1 parking station area the City could re-deploysthpesources to assist in managing parking
issues in other parts of the City.

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION AND
COUNCIL DECISION ITEM 10.6.5

That the CEO be authorised to negotiate a Parkiagdgement Agreement for the No 1
Parking station (33 bays adjacent to the Windsaehlavith Parking Asset Management on
the terms noted in the Comment section of Repent [10.6.5 of the August 2009 Council
Agenda.

CARRIED EN BLOC RESOLUTION

MATTERS REFERRED FROM AUDIT & GOVERNANCE COMMITEE

10.7.1 Audit and Governance Committee Recommendatis - Meeting held
4 August 2009

Location: City of South Perth

Applicant: Council

File Ref: GO/108

Date: 7 August 2009

Author: Kay Russell, Executive Support Officer
Reporting Officer: Cliff Frewing, Chief Executiv@fficer
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Summary
The purpose of this report is to enable Councitdasider recommendations arising from
the Audit and Governance Committee meeting heldigust 2009.

Background

The Committee was established by Council in redagniof the importance of its audit
functions and to monitor and improve the City’'spmmate governance framework. As the
Committee does not have delegated authority it roaly make recommendations to
Council.

Comment

The Minutes of the Committee Meeting held on 4 Astg2009 are afttachment 10.7.1
The background to the Committee recommendationghaihcorporates the officer report
on the Interim Audit Management Letter for 2008/208ére set out in the Minutes.

The Committee recommendations adopted for Counaiideration are as follows:

(a) Public Question Time Procedures(ltem 5.1 Audit & Governance Committee 4.8.09)

Committee Recommendation

That....

(a) the Public Question Time Procedures, as matdidttachment 10.7.1(a)
be adopted; and

(b) the Standing Orders Local Law be reviewed tadoit into line with the
Public Question Time procedures.

Comment

Submissions received from Members suggesting nuadifins / inclusions /
deletions were discussed in depth and the Publies@n Time ‘procedures °
document modified accordingly.

(b) Interim Audit Management Letter 2008/2009 (Item 5.2 Audit & Governance
Committee 10.3.09)

Committee Recommendation

That ....

(@ the Interim Audit Management Letter for the 20082inancial year as
submitted by the City's Auditors, Macri Partnersertfied Practicing
Accountantgas circulated with the Audit and Governance CoreaiAgenda of 4
August)be received; and

(b) the proposed actions in response to the matteedriotthe Management
Letter be noted and endorsed.

Comment

Following discussion, the Committee recommended tha Audit Management
Letter for the 2008/2009 financial year as subrdittg the City’s Auditors, Macri
Partners, Certified Practicing Accountants be remkiand the proposed actions in
response to the matters noted in the Managemetdrltet noted and endorsed.

Consultation
N/A

Policy and Legislative Implications
The report accurately records the policy and lagjist implications of the matters contained
therein.
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Financial Implications
Nil

Strategic Implications
The report and recommendations are consistent tiwéhrelevant Goal 5 - Organisational
Effectiveness - City’'s Strategic Plan: To be a professional, effective and efficient

organisation.

Sustainability Implications
The sustainability implications arising out of neatt discussed or recommendations made in
this report are consistent with the City’s Susthilitg Strategy.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION AND
COUNCIL DECISION ITEM 10.7.1

That Council adopt the following recommendationshef Audit and Governance Committee
meeting held on 4 August 2009:

(@) the Public Question Time Procedures, as matlifie Attachment 10.7.1(a) be
adopted and the Standing Orders Local Law be readew bring it into line with the
Public Question Time procedures; and

(b) the Interim Audit Management Letter for the 809 financial year as submitted
by the City’'s Auditors, Macri Partners, CertifiedaBticing Accountants; and the
proposed actions in response to the matters notetiei Management Letter be
noted and endorsed.

CARRIED EN BLOC RESOLUTION

11. APPLICATIONS FOR LEAVE OF ABSENCE

11.1  Application for Leave of Absence : Mayor Best \

| hereby apply for Leave of Absence from all Colieetings for the period 25 September
until 8 October 2009 inclusive.

11.2  Application for Leave of Absence : Cr L Ozsdaly \

| hereby apply for Leave of Absence from all Colivgetings for the period 28 September
until 7 October 2009 inclusive.

\ COUNCIL DECISION ITEMS 11.1 AND 11.2 \
Moved Cr Hearne, Sec Cr Hasleby

That....
(@) Mayor Best be granted Leave of Absence fronCalincil Meetings for the period
25 September until 8 October 2009 inclusive; and

(b) Cr Ozsdolay be granted Leave of Absence frdr€alincil Meetings for the period
28 September until 7 October 2009 inclusive.
CARRIED (10/0)
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12. MOTIONS OF WHICH PREVIOUS NOTICE HAS BEEN GIVEN

12.1 Request for Deletion of Condition of Planning\pproval Item 10.3.1 July 2009
Council Meeting Re 30 Anketell Street, Kensington : Cr Trent

| hereby give notice that | intend to move thedaling Motion at the Council Meeting to be
held on 25 August 2009.

MOTION

That....

(a) consideration be given to revoking Item 108att (b)(i) Standard Condition 455
and part (b)(ii) Specific Condition (A) insofar #srelates to the Minutes of the
Council Meeting dated 28 July 2009 as follows:

» part (b)(i)_ Standard Condition 4%5tandard height of fences); and

» part (b)(ii) Specific Condition (A) The proposed boundary wall shall be lowered
to comply with Clauses 5 and 6 of City Policy P25@Residential boundary
walls”.

Note: Support of a Minimum of One-Third of the Menels is Required

(b) ltem 10.3.1 part (b)(i) Standard Condition 44t part (b)(ii) Specific Condition
(A) insofar as it relates to the Minutes of the @auMinutes dated 28 July 2009 be
revoked; and replaced with Specific Condition @&)follows:

(A) The portions of existing fencing that will bdfected by the proposed
changes to the ground and floor levels, and rdsuttverlooking of the
adjoining properties shall be replaced to complghwie required 1.8 metre
height.

Note : An Absolute Majority is Required

MEMBER COMMENT

In relation to the application for additions on L&t (No. 30) Anketell Street, Kensington,
approved at Item 10.3.1 of the July 2009 CouncihWNks, in order to retain the proposed
roof form and an acceptable floor to ceiling heigithin the dwelling, the height of the
proposed boundary wall can not be lowered and filver €art (b)(ii) Specific Condition (A)
should be deleted.

Standard Condition 455 should be replaced by a wewdition which confines the
requirement for replacement fences to those pa@tadrthe existing boundary fences which
will have an effective height of less than 1.8 restrdue to the raising of ground and floor
levels.
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CEO COMMENT
In accordance with Clause 5.3(4)(d) of Standingl€ds Local Law 2007 the Chief
Executive Officer comments as follows:

The City's Planning Officers support the proposkdnges to the conditions of approval
relating to the need for replacement fences.

However, the officers remain of the opinion thate@8fic Condition(s) requiring the
lowering of the boundary wall height, should notregoked. The proposed boundary wall
height is 600 mm in excess of the maximum presdrile Council Policy P350.2 and,
notwithstanding the neighbour's support, the officere of the opinion that the boundary
wall will be visually unacceptable and will advdysaffect the neighbour's outdoor living
area.

It is not impossible to build the proposed addiiavhile maintaining a 2.7 metre height for
the boundary wall, even though design changes wbealdequired in relation to the roof
form, the floor level of the additions, or a condtion of both.

‘ COUNCIL DECISION ITEM 12.1

(a) Moved Cr Trent, Sec Cr Ozsdolay

That consideration be given to revoking Item 10fatt (b)(i) Standard Condition
455 and part (b)(ii) Specific Condition (A) insofas it relates to the Minutes of the
Council Meeting dated 28 July 2009 as follows:

» part (b)(i)_Standard Condition 4%5tandard height of fences); and

» part (b)(ii) Specific Condition (A) The proposed boundary wall shall be lowered
to comply with Clauses 5 and 6 of City Policy P25MResidential boundary
walls”.

CARRIED (9/1)
And By Required One Third Members

Note: Cr Gleeson returned to the Council Chamber at 9i37p

(b) Moved Cr Trent, Sec Cr Ozsdolay

That Item 10.3.1 part (b)(i) Standard Condition 4&8B8d part (b)(ii) Specific
Condition (A) insofar as it relates to the Minutesthe Council Minutes dated
28 July 2009 be revoked; and replaced with Spe€ifindition (A)as follows:

Specific Condition

(A) The portions of existing fencing that will bdfected by the proposed
changes to the ground and floor levels, and rdauttverlooking of the
adjoining properties shall be replaced to complghwie required 1.8 metre
height.

CARRIED (8/3)
And By Required Absolute Majority
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12.2 Proposed Strategy in relation to Increase inti-social Behaviour/Crime
in Manning: ........... Cr T Burrows

| hereby give notice that | intend to move thedaling Motion at the Council Meeting to be
held on 25 August 2009.

MOTION

That in relation to the massive increase in antisddehaviour / crime in the Manning area,

principally caused by a number of Homeswest tengnatis Council request the Minister for

Housing and the State Government to increase tiaadial and human resources available

to the Department of Housing to provide for imprdvaeanagement of public housing within

the City of South Perth with regard to:

(@) regular maintenance and timely rectificationaoly required repairs to properties;
and

(b) provision of additional staff to provide for amcreased property management and
inspection program (similar to that applying inrav@te sector tenancy arrangement)
to assist with the early rectification of repaidamaintenance work to properties to
prevent the build up of ongoing incidences of aoiital behaviour arising from a
small proportion of the tenancies.

MEMBER COMMENT

Manning is experiencing an unacceptable and massheease in anti social
behaviour/crime principally caused by a number oftdswest tenants. Manning has Homes
West allocations levels at 18.24% (DHW supplied)tioé suburb; compared to Como
3.27%, Kensington 7.72%, Salter Point 3.14%, Watdr0% and South Perth 1.39%.

A strategy needs to be undertaken to addresssiie iwith all State Government Agencies

to:
1. Reduce the current dangerous anti social betderane levels in Manning; and
2. Produce a defined and committed strategy toifgigntly reduce the unacceptable

level of 18.24% of public housing in Manning to teeels listed above

CEO COMMENT
In accordance with Clause 5.3(4)(d) of Standingl€ds Local Law 2007 the Chief
Executive Officer comments as follows:

It is acknowledged there has been ongoing issuddianning in relation to anti-social
behaviour / crime principally caused by a numbeHomeswest tenants over a long period
of time. New initiatives by the City to reduce isstcial behaviour and crime include:

e Developing links between Neighbourhood Watch and tanning Community
Association

* Promotion of how to report crime to residents inniag

*  Work with DHW and Southcare's Aboriginal Family ©#r to meet informally and
formally with local Indigenous families. These rtiegs aim discuss the impact of anti
social behaviour at a community level and providigp®rt to families who require it.

« Facilitate relationships between Department of auand the Moorditch Keila South
Perth Aboriginal group. This will help promote thup to families at risk who require
local Aboriginal support.

« Work with Moorditch Keila and Southcare to develpmgrams aimed at risk youth
including holiday programs, reading lessons.

« Ultilise information, surveys and networks to reviamd develop new strategies to be
contained in the revised Community Safety and Cirevention Plan.

Writing to the State Government Agencies seekirgjstence will further support / enforce
the City’s initiatives already in place.
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COUNCIL DECISION 12.2
Moved Cr Burrows, Sec Cr Ozsdolay

That in relation to the massive increase in antisddehaviour / crime in the Manning area,
principally caused by a number of Homeswest tentmatis Council request the Minister for
Housing and the State Government to increase tlaadial and human resources available
to the Department of Housing to provide for imprdvaeanagement of public housing within
the City of South Perth with regard to:
(a) regular maintenance and timely rectificationaoly required repairs to properties;
and
(b) provision of additional staff to provide for amcreased property management and
inspection program (similar to that applying inrav@te sector tenancy arrangement)
to assist with the early rectification of repaidamaintenance work to properties to
prevent the build up of ongoing incidences of aoiital behaviour arising from a
small proportion of the tenancies.
CARRIED (11/0)

13. QUESTIONS FROM MEMBERS WITHOUT NOTICE

13.1.

13.2

RESPONSE TO PREVIOUS QUESTIONS FROM MEMBERS WTHOUT NOTICE
Nil

QUESTIONS FROM MEMBERS WITHOUT NOTICE

[13.2.1 Streetscape Manning Road ......... Cr T Burrows |

Summary of Question

What forward planning with regards streetscape dbesCity have in place for Manning
Road and the main entry points to Waterford and ifamie Waterford Avenue, Elderfield
Road, Welwyn Avenue and Ley Street?

Summary of Response

Director Infrastructure Services advised that titg 2cognises the need to upgrade sections
of the existing landscaping along Manning Road. alncation has been provided in the
2009/10 budget as the first stage of the upgradk replacement of vegetation on the
southern side of Manning Road between Clontarf Eld@rfield Road. There are however
no current plans to upgrade the main entry poirits\Waterford and Manning.

[13.2.2 Jackson Road through to Henley Street ......... ag Cala |

Summary of Question
Has there been any more development in relatiala¢@son Road going through to Henley
Street?

Summary of Response

Director Infrastructure Services responded thatr@pmately 2 months ago DPI contacted
the City seeking support in relation to the podisybof ‘buses only’ using Jackson Road to
Henley Street however as there had been no comyntmitsultation officers requested DPI
come to Council to present the proposal. At tlasipin time DPI have not taken up this
invitation to come to Council.
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|13.2.3 Manning Road Entry Statement ......... Cr G W Gleasn |

Summary of Question
In the Manning Road streetscape there is a ‘Wedctinthe City of South Perth’ sign where
a number of letters are missing - what has hapgened

Summary of Response
Director Infrastructure Services acknowledged thenage referred to and said that currently
arrangements were being put in place to rectifyste.

|13.2.4 Waterford Plaza - Pedestrians vs Vehicles .........Cr L Ozsdolay |

Summary of Question

In two recent editions of the Southern Gazette pewsr there have been articles about
Waterford Plaza - the issue | raise is with respethe conflict between pedestrians and
cars. In response to correspondence sent to tledogers some months ago regarding this
issue the reply received saide will look into this what it happening?

Summary of Response

Acting Director Planning Services advised that lael lmecently forwarded an email to
effected Councillors advising in regard to the elds vs pedestrian conflict during the
construction period. The project architect for @Whird Plaza is looking into remedial
measures for the interim period and the architactsconfident that when the project is
completed there will not be a problem.

Summary of Question
We have approximately 18 months where there isrmeatato pedestrians and | fear the
developers ‘will look into it until the project inished.

Summary of Response
Acting Director Planning Services responded thatwoeld follow up progress with the
developer.

|13.2.5 South Perth Hospital Ranked No. 1 ... ......... Cr Best |

Summary of Question
Are Members aware that in a recent survey by Metkl®rivate, that South Perth Hospital
was Ranked No. 1 in Australia in Private Hospitals?

Summary of Response
Mayor Best stated that a letter would be forwarethe South Perth Hospital from Council
congratulating them on this achievement.

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

15.2

Matters for which the Meeting May be Closed.

DECLARATION OF INTEREST : ITEM 15.1.1 : CEO
The following Declaration of Interest from the CEO relation to Item 15.1.1 was read
aloud by the Mayor:

| wish to declare a Financial / Conflict of Intetesn Agenda Item 15.1.1
“Recommendations from CEO Evaluation Committee Mget.8.09” on the Agenda
for the Ordinary Council Meeting to be held 25 Asg2009. As | am the subject of the
report in question | will leave the Council Chambdhnile this item is being debated.

Note: The Mayor sought an indication from Members awhether they wished to discuss
Confidential Item 15.1.1. As there was no debate proposed bkynibérs the
meeting was not closed to the public and the Chiefcutive Officer did not leave
the Council Chamber.

15.1.1 Recommendations from CEO Evaluation Commitee Meeting Held
4 August 2009 CONFIDENTIAL Not to be Disclosed REPORT

Location: City of South Perth

Applicant: Council

Date: 5 August 2009

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

This report has been designatedCamfidential under thd.ocal Government AcSections
5.23(2)(a) as it relates to a matter affecting rapleyee.

Note: Confidential Report circulated separately

| COUNCIL DECISION 15.1.1 |
Moved Cr Burrows, Sec Cr Ozsdolay

That Council adopts the Recommendations as cowtainethe Minutes of the CEO
Evaluation Committee Meeting held 4 August 2009.
CARRIED (11/0)

Public Reading of Resolutions that may be madeublic.
For the benefit of the public gallery the Minutec&gary read aloud the Council Decision
for Item 15.1.1.

CLOSURE
The Mayor thanked everyone for their attendancectogkd the meeting at 9.59pm.
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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 22 Senber 2009

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

25/08/2009 7:20:13 PM

Item 7.1.1 Motion Passed 11/0

Yes: Mayor James Best, Cr Bill Gleeson, Cr lan Hasleby, Cr Brian Hearne, Cr Peter Best, Cr Travis Burrows, Cr Les
Ozsdolay, Cr Kevin Trent, Cr David Smith, Cr Rob Grayden, Cr Colin Cala

No: Absent: Cr Susanne Doherty, Cr Roy Wells, Casting Vote

25/08/2009 7:21:21 PM

Item 7.1.2 - 7.1.3 Motion Passed 11/0

Yes: Mayor James Best, Cr Bill Gleeson, Cr lan Hasleby, Cr Brian Hearne, Cr Peter Best, Cr Travis Burrows, Cr Les
Ozsdolay, Cr Kevin Trent, Cr David Smith, Cr Rob Grayden, Cr Colin Cala

No: Absent: Cr Susanne Doherty, Cr Roy Wells, Casting Vote

25/08/2009 7:53:29 PM

Item 7.2.1 - 7.2.5 Motion Passed 11/0

Yes: Mayor James Best, Cr Bill Gleeson, Cr lan Hasleby, Cr Brian Hearne, Cr Peter Best, Cr Travis Burrows, Cr Les
Ozsdolay, Cr Kevin Trent, Cr David Smith, Cr Rob Grayden, Cr Colin Cala

No: Absent: Cr Susanne Doherty, Cr Roy Wells, Casting Vote

25/08/2009 7:53:55 PM

Item 8.4.1 Motion Passed 11/0

Yes: Mayor James Best, Cr Bill Gleeson, Cr lan Hasleby, Cr Brian Hearne, Cr Peter Best, Cr Travis Burrows, Cr Les
Ozsdolay, Cr Kevin Trent, Cr David Smith, Cr Rob Grayden, Cr Colin Cala

No: Absent: Cr Susanne Doherty, Cr Roy Wells, Casting Vote

25/08/2009 7:56:24 PM

Item 8.4.2Motion Passed 11/0

Yes: Mayor James Best, Cr Bill Gleeson, Cr lan Hasleby, Cr Brian Hearne, Cr Peter Best, Cr Travis Burrows, Cr Les
Ozsdolay, Cr Kevin Trent, Cr David Smith, Cr Rob Grayden, Cr Colin Cala

No: Absent: Cr Susanne Doherty, Cr Roy Wells, Casting Vote

25/08/2009 8:01:51 PM

Item 9.0 En Bloc Motion Passed 11/0

Yes: Mayor James Best, Cr Bill Gleeson, Cr lan Hasleby, Cr Brian Hearne, Cr Peter Best, Cr Travis Burrows, Cr Les
Ozsdolay, Cr Kevin Trent, Cr David Smith, Cr Rob Grayden, Cr Colin Cala

No: Absent: Cr Susanne Doherty, Cr Roy Wells, Casting Vote

25/08/2009 8:12:53 PM

Motion Passed 10/1

Yes: Mayor James Best, Cr Bill Gleeson, Cr Brian Hearne, Cr Peter Best, Cr Travis Burrows, Cr Les Ozsdolay, Cr Kevin
Trent, Cr David Smith, Cr Rob Grayden, Cr Colin Cala

No: Cr lan Hasleby

Absent: Cr Susanne Doherty, Cr Roy Wells, Casting Vote

25/08/2009 8:40:01 PM

Item 10.0.3 Officer Recommendation Motion LOST 5/6

Yes: Mayor James Best, Cr Bill Gleeson, Cr lan Hasleby, Cr Peter Best, Cr Colin Cala

No: Cr Brian Hearne, Cr Travis Burrows, Cr Les Ozsdolay, Cr Kevin Trent, Cr David Smith, Cr Rob Grayden
Absent: Cr Susanne Doherty, Cr Roy Wells, Casting Vote
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25/08/2009 8:59:56 PM

Item 10.0.3 Alt.Motion (Cr Smith) LOST 3/8

Yes: Cr Les Ozsdolay, Cr David Smith, Cr Rob Grayden

No: Mayor James Best, Cr Bill Gleeson, Cr lan Hasleby, Cr Brian Hearne, Cr Peter Best, Cr Travis Burrows, Cr Kevin Trent,
Cr Colin Cala

Absent: Cr Susanne Doherty, Cr Roy Wells, Casting Vote

25/08/2009 9:02:03 PM

Item 10.0.3 Motion Passed 10/1

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

No: Cr David Smith

Absent: Cr Susanne Doherty, Cr Roy Wells, Casting Vote

25/08/2009 9:05:14 PM

Item 10.2.1 Motion Passed 11/0

Yes: Mayor James Best, Cr Bill Gleeson, Cr lan Hasleby, Cr Brian Hearne, Cr Peter Best, Cr Travis Burrows, Cr Les
Ozsdolay, Cr Kevin Trent, Cr David Smith, Cr Rob Grayden, Cr Colin Cala

No: Absent: Cr Susanne Doherty, Cr Roy Wells, Casting Vote

25/08/2009 9:08:18 PM

Item 10.3.3 Motion Passed 11/0

Yes: Mayor James Best, Cr Bill Gleeson, Cr lan Hasleby, Cr Brian Hearne, Cr Peter Best, Cr Travis Burrows, Cr Les
Ozsdolay, Cr Kevin Trent, Cr David Smith, Cr Rob Grayden, Cr Colin Cala

No: Absent: Cr Susanne Doherty, Cr Roy Wells, Casting Vote

25/08/2009 9:24:13 PM

Extension of Time Debate at ltem 10.3.5 Motion Passed 7/4

Yes: Cr Brian Hearne, Cr Peter Best, Cr Travis Burrows, Cr Kevin Trent, Cr David Smith, Cr Rob Grayden, Cr Colin Cala
No: Mayor James Best, Cr Bill Gleeson, Cr lan Hasleby, Cr Les Ozsdolay

Absent: Cr Susanne Doherty, Cr Roy Wells, Casting Vote

25/08/2009 9:34:55 PM

Item 10.3.5 Motion Passed 9/2

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

No: Cr Bill Gleeson, Cr David Smith

Absent: Cr Susanne Doherty, Cr Roy Wells, Casting Vote

25/08/2009 9:35:44 PM

Item 11.1 and 11.2 Motion Passed 10/0

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

No: Absent: Cr Bill Gleeson, Cr Susanne Doherty, Cr Roy Wells, Casting Vote

25/08/2009 9:36:44 PM

Item 12.1 Part (a) Motion Passed 9/1

Yes: Mayor James Best, Cr lan Hasleby, Cr Brian Hearne, Cr Peter Best, Cr Travis Burrows, Cr Les Ozsdolay, Cr Kevin
Trent, Cr David Smith, Cr Colin Cala

No: Cr Rob Grayden

Absent: Cr Bill Gleeson, Cr Susanne Doherty, Cr Roy Wells, Casting Vote
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25/08/2009 9:46:46 PM

Item 12.1 Part (b) Motion Passed 8/3

Yes: Cr Bill Gleeson, Cr lan Hasleby, Cr Brian Hearne, Cr Travis Burrows, Cr Les Ozsdolay, Cr Kevin Trent, Cr David Smith,
Cr Colin Cala

No: Mayor James Best, Cr Peter Best, Cr Rob Grayden

Absent: Cr Susanne Doherty, Cr Roy Wells, Casting Vote

25/08/2009 9:51:12 PM

Item 12.2 Motion Passed 11/0

Yes: Mayor James Best, Cr Bill Gleeson, Cr lan Hasleby, Cr Brian Hearne, Cr Peter Best, Cr Travis Burrows, Cr Les
Ozsdolay, Cr Kevin Trent, Cr David Smith, Cr Rob Grayden, Cr Colin Cala

No: Absent: Cr Susanne Doherty, Cr Roy Wells, Casting Vote

25/08/2009 10:00:29 PM

Item 15.1.1 Motion Passed 11/0

Yes: Mayor James Best, Cr Bill Gleeson, Cr lan Hasleby, Cr Brian Hearne, Cr Peter Best, Cr Travis Burrows, Cr Les
Ozsdolay, Cr Kevin Trent, Cr David Smith, Cr Rob Grayden, Cr Colin Cala

No: Absent: Cr Susanne Doherty, Cr Roy Wells, Casting Vote
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