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South Pert}

ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING
AGENDA

1. DECLARATION OF OPENING / ANNOUNCEMENT OF VISITOR S
Chairperson to open the meeting

2. DISCLAIMER
Chairperson to read the City’s Disclaimer

3. ANNOUNCEMENTS FROM THE PRESIDING MEMBER
3.1 Activities Report Mayor Best / Council Represetatives (Attached to Agenda paper)
3.2 Audio Recording of Council meeting

4., ATTENDANCE
4.1 Apologies
4.2 Approved Leave of Absence

5. DECLARATION OF INTEREST
6. PUBLIC QUESTION TIME
6.1 RESPONSE TO PREVIOUS PUBLIC QUESTIONS TAKEN ONNOTICE

At the Council meeting held 24 November 2009 fiveestions ‘tabled’ at the meeting by
Mr Geoff Defrenne, 24 Kennard Street, Kensingtomentaken as correspondence’ by the
Mayor. A response was provided by the Chief ExgeutOfficer by letter dated
30 November

6.2 PUBLIC QUESTION TIME : 15.12.2009
7. CONFIRMATION OF MINUTES / BRIEFINGS

7.1 MINUTES
7.1.1 Ordinary Council Meeting Held: 24.11.2009
7.1.2 Annual Electors Meeting Held: 30.11.2009

7.2 BRIEFINGS
The following Briefings which have taken place grhe last Ordinary Council meeting, are
in line with the ‘Best Practice’ approach to Couneolicy P516 “Agenda Briefings,
Concept Forums and Workshops”, and document ttitsic the subject of each Briefing.
The practice of listing and commenting on briefiagssions, is recommended by the
Department of Local Government and Regional Deuekent’'s“Council Forums Paper”
as a way of advising the public and being on putglcord.
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7.2.2

7.2.3

7.2.4

Agenda Briefing - November Ordinary CounciMeeting Held: 17.11.2009
Officers of the City presented background informatand answered questions on
items identified from the November Council Agend&otes from the Agenda
Briefing are included aAttachment 7.2.1.

Concept Forum: Red Bull Update and Strategi®lanning Workshop Meeting
Held:26.11.2009

The city's Events Manager provided an update on Reel Bull 2010 event.
Consultants Helen Hardcastle and Jamie Blanchavitltdéed a workshop on the
Strategic Plan process/input/outcome. Questionse waised by Members and
responded to by officers/consultants.

Notes from the Concept Briefing are includedAsischment 7.2.2.

Concept Forum: Perth Airport Presentation Hedl: 30.11.2009

Prior to the Annual Electors Meeting held 30 Novembepresentative from the
Perth Airport gave a powerpoint presentation on pineposed ‘Perth Airport

Runway Overlay Works 2010" and responded to questicom Elected Members.

The presentation is available d8ouncil and is included with the Agenda as
Attachment 7.2.3.

Concept Forum: Standing Orders Local Law Traning/Houskeeping and Right-
of-Way 15 Legal Advice Presentation: Meeting Held1.12.2009

Officers of the City presented background Informaton Standing Orders Local
Law. Julius Skinner, Lawyer provided legal advarethe Right-of-Way 15 issue.
Questions were raised by Members and respondegldéfibers.

Notes from the Concept Briefing are includedAsischment 7.2.4.

8. PRESENTATIONS

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

8.11

Petition dated 14 October 2009 from Mr R Cheie, 52B Leonora Street, Como
together with 17 signatures requesting the namingfosealed right-of-way No.
109.

Text of the petition reads:

We the residents living on the said right-of-waycgirely endorse this petition. Our
homes front the right-of-way, all services are astdd on it ie Ambulances, fire
service, taxis, doctors, carriers, couriers, tragas visitors, Cleanaway. It is our
only vehicle entry — we seriously consider it bentified for prompt location by

these services. It is totally unsuited for aboserises — impossible for some.

RECOMMENDATION

That the petition dated 14 October 2009 receivechfMr R Cherrie, 52B Leonora
Street, Como together with 17 signatures be redeavi it be noted that the petition
is the subject of report on the December Councérfda at Iltem 10.3.1.

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

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.
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| 84 COUNCIL DELEGATES |

| 8.5 CONFERENCE DELEGATES |

8.5.1. Conference Delegate : National Local Roadsé Transport Congress 2009
“Roads to the Future” held in Mackay, Queensland 8 10 November 2009
A report from Cr Trent summarising his attendartoe Wational Local Roads and
Transport Congress 2009 held in Queensland bet®&esrd 10 November 2009 is
at Attachment 8.5.1.

RECOMMENDATION
That the Delegate’s Report in relation to the NaloLocal Roads and Transport
Congress 2009 held in Queensland between 8 ahibi®mber 2009 be received.

9. METHOD OF DEALING WITH AGENDA BUSINESS

10. REPORTS

10.0 MATTERS REFERRED FROM PREVIOUS COUNCIL MEETING

| 10.0.1 Planning Policy P355Consultation for Planning Proposals’ Further Review

Location: City of South Perth

Applicant: Council

File Ref: AICM/7

Date: 1 December 2009

Author: Rod Bercov, Strategic Urban Planning Adwise

Reporting Officer: Vicki Lummer, Director Developmte and Community
Services

Summary

Council’'s Planning Policy P35%onsultation for Planning Proposalsvas adopted at the
June 2009 meeting. The purpose of this report isotwsider the outcome of the further
review of Policy P355 since the June meeting. Huoemmendation is that at this stage, the
policy not be further amended, however two chandigsussed at the recent Council
Members’ workshop and briefing be implemented omia basis, and that the matter be
further considered at the August 2010 meeting twdgewhether or not to incorporate the
changes into the policy on a permanent basis.

Background

The City’s first Planning Consultation Policy P10#eighbour and Community
Consultation in Town Planning Processasas adopted in July 2005. Following major
review and expansion of P104, Council workshops emehmunity consultation, a new
Policy P355'Consultation for Planning Proposalsvas adopted in June 2009 to replace
Policy P104. At that meeting, Council resolved ttheg new Policy P355 was to be further
reviewed, following examination of other Councié®nsultation policies.

In response to the June 2009 Council resolutioe, fillowing actions have been
implemented:
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. The consultation polices and practices of the €itieBelmont, Canning, Cockburn,
Nedlands and Subiaco have been surveyed.

. A Council Members’ workshop was held on 29 Septem?@09 to consider the
findings of the survey of other Councils’ policisd practices.

. On 10 November 2009, following the local governmeatections, a Council
Members’ briefing was held to consider the outcahie September workshop.

As required by the June Council resolution, thigoré is now being presented regarding
possible changes to Policy P355.

29 September Council Members’ Workshop
This workshop was attended by five Councillors.tidt workshop, Councillors raised the
following matters:

. where an application must be approved because fulig compliant, with no
discretionary variations, neighbours should notdmesulted;

. the process for neighbours to view plans when ey not specifically invited to
comment on a proposal - by contacting the applidaectly;

. importance of informing neighbours of impending elepment, even after approval
has been granted;

. applicants should be strongly encouraged to engateneighbours before lodging
development applications with the City, particyfdr major proposals; and

. the need to consult the community to the most gffe@xtent, neither too widely nor
too narrowly.

At the workshop, City officers put forward the fmlNing suggested policy changes for
consideration:

. reduce geographic extent of “Area 2" neighbour ottation from 150 metres to 100
metres; and

. after approval has been granted, provide writtericadto affected neighbours in R15
and R20 areas for 2 storey (or higher) buildingopsals.

Bulletin Item and Memorandum to new Councillors

Due to the small number of Council Members presgrihe September workshop, no firm
direction was provided regarding the suggested figations to Policy P355. Therefore, the
Director suggested that:

. as Policy P355 was adopted comparatively recedtip€ 2009), it be properly trialled
and tested until at least June 2010;

. during the intervening period, data be collectedarding “consultation process”
complaints received by Council Members and Offidersconsideration in a review
in June 2010; and

. in the meantime, as there was no strong feeling ftbe Council Members at the
workshop about any of the officers’ suggested goliwdifications, these would be
circulated by way of the weekly bulletin and Couidembers would be invited to
submit further comments prior to the impendingtiartbriefing.

No further comments were received from Council Membprior to the 10 November
briefing.

For the benefit of the three new Councillors, on@&ober, a memorandum was sent to
those Councillors explaining the current positiegarding Policy P355, to prepare them for
the 10 November briefing. A number of related doenta were attached to the
memorandum.
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10 November Council Members’ Briefing

At the 10 November briefing, Council Members werevided with information regarding
the events which had occurred since Policy P355adapted in June 2009. Statistical data
was also provided at the workshop regarding thesidenable number of consultation
notices already sent to neighbours every yearntimémal number of complaints received
regarding consultation processes; the lack of éstefrom consulted neighbours at some
distance from the development site; and the fregaecurrence of notices to tenants being
returned to the sender.

The director’s earlier recommendation was reiteratiethe November briefing, namely that

Policy P355 be trialled without modification unfitne 2010, and in the meantime data
would be collected regarding the number of “protessnplaints received from residents

and others.

Council Members raised several issues relating toviging more comprehensive
information to neighbouring residents. However,tla conclusion of the briefing there
appeared to be support for the two suggested ngatlfins, namely: informing neighbours
in low density areas after approval has been gdafotetwo storey buildings or higher; and
reducing the geographic extent of the “Area 2” ctagion from 150 metres to 100 metres.

Comment

It is considered prudent to test the suggested measures on a trial basis before they are
permanently incorporated into Policy P355. Thid wibvide an opportunity to gauge their
effectiveness and the Council can then decide venathnot the policy should be modified
and if so, in what manner. The recommendationigiréport has been framed accordingly.

During the trial period, data will be compiled regjag “process complaints” received from
neighbours. This data will record such complairgseived by both City officers and
Council Members. At the end of the trial periodchedule will be compiled containing
details of all “process complaints” received. Tailitate the compilation of this schedule,
the complaints received by Council Members sho@drbnsmitted to the Strategic Urban
Planning Adviser by email. The following informatighould be included:

. complainant’s name and address;

. address of the development site; and

. description of the “process” issue which is thejsctof complaint.

It is important to appreciate that the complaingng itemised are only those relating to
“process issues” such as notice not having beesiviet by the complainant; insufficient

time to respond; and inability to respond due tseace during response period. The
schedule will not include objections to the progbdevelopment or any part thereof.

Allowing the new policy to run for six months froRebruary 2010 before any decisions are
made on possible modifications, a report will besented to the August 2010 Council
meeting on the results of the trial, and the datkected regarding process complaints.
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Consultation

Policy P355 was the subject of community conswutaprior to final adoption in June 2009.
Being a “Planning Policy”, this policy will agairead to be advertised if any modifications
are proposed at the July 2010 Council meeting. ddneertising at that time will be in
compliance with the provisions of Clause 9.6 of fiolanning Scheme No. 6 (TPS6) and
Policy P355 itself. This will involve newspaper adtsing for two consecutive weeks,
inviting submissions over a period of not less thardays.

Policy and Legislative Implications

As referred to above under “Consultation”, Clause 8f TPS6 specifies the process for
modifying any Planning Policy. Further detail isopided in Policy P355 regarding
consultation procedures.

Financial Implications

During the trial period, it is not expected thatréa will be significant financial implications,
however this will be confirmed by the trial itse\hen reporting to the July 2010 meeting,
it should be possible to provide more definitiveviad regarding financial implications of
the additional neighbourhood information procedures

Strategic Implications

This matter relates principally to Goal 3 “Enviroantal Management” identified within the
Council’s Strategic Plan. Goal 3 is expressed énfttiowing terms:

“To effectively manage, enhance and maintain thet¥$ unique natural and built
environment”.

This matter also relates to Goal 1 “Customer Focuidéntified within the Council’s
Strategic Plan. Goal 1 is expressed in the follgwerms:

“To be a customer focused organisation that prometeffective communication and
encourages community participation.”

Sustainability Implications

Policy P355 contributes to the City’s sustainapility promoting effective communication
and encouraging community participation to the nefétctive level in various planning
processes. The currently operative consultatioicypoP104, has been well tested since its
initial adoption in 2005, and has been extensivelyewed over a period of more than two
years. Policy P355 incorporates many forms of imeneent to make it a more
comprehensive and user-friendly document. The pghiovisions themselves expand the
extent of consultation to a considerable degresuremg the most appropriate level of
consultation is undertaken throughout the commuboityevery kind of planning proposal.

10
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The proposed “trial” will also test the sustainahibf the adopted Policy P355. It will either
validate the existing policy provisions withoutther modification, or confirm that the new
measures (information to certain neighbours; addciag the geographic extent of Area 2
consultation) are appropriate for permanent inolusin the policy to enhance its
effectiveness.

Conclusion

The statutory procedure for amending a PlannindgciPare quite demanding, involving
public advertising of the draft amendments and hferrt Council consideration of any
resultant submissions. Therefore, before embarkipgn further amendments to Policy
P355 at this stage, it is prudent to test the pgeg@hanges on a trial basis. Deferring further
consideration of possible policy amendments untiggést 2010 will also allow the recently
adopted policy to be given adequate assessmentao®@ month period to determine its
effectiveness, before deciding on further amendmeéhany.

IOFFICER RECOMMENDATION ITEM 10.0.1 |

That ...
(a) Policy P355Consultation for Planning Proposalsiot be modified at this stage;
(b) for atrial period until 30 July 2010, the faNing procedures are to be implemented:

(i) the geographic extent of “Area 2" consultationder Policy P355 is to be
reduced to a distance of 100 metres on both sifléseodevelopment site
rather than the 150 metres specified in the Policy;

(i) in R15 and R20 coded areas, in the case ofdawelopment two storeys high
or higher, following the issuing of planning appatvneighbours are to be
informed of the decision to the following extent:

(A) where no consultation has taken place - adpgmeighbours; or
(B) where consultation has taken place — all thpwegiously consulted; and

(i) data is to be compiled regarding “process ptaints” relating to neighbour
consultation, received by both City officers andu@ail Members.

(c) afurther report be presented to the Augu&D2Douncil meeting on the results of the
trial and data collection referred to in Part (bpee, including a recommendation as
to whether or not Policy P355 should be further rinedl

11
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10.0.2  Retrospective Additions to a Single House et 505 (No. 10) Anthony Street,
South Perth

Location: Lot 505 (No. 10) Anthony Street, SouthtRe

Applicant / Owner: Mr R Du Heaume

Lodgement Date: 29 July 2009 (Listed for Directibtesaring by SAT)

File Ref: 11.2008.348 AN5/10

Date: 1 December 2009

Author: Lloyd Anderson, Senior Planning Officer

Reporting Officer: Vicki Lummer, Director Developmte and Community
Services

Summary

On 23 March 2009, City officers refused an appiwafor retrospective planning approval
for additions to a Single House under delegatelagity. The additions comprise:

(&) Steps constructed over an access easement; and
(b) Rear fencing greater than 1.8 metres in height.

On 9 April 2009 the City received a request bydpeplicant to review the delegated officer
decision at a Council meeting. The application wefsised by Council at its May 2009
meeting.

Following the Council determination, City officesgere advised of an application for review
with the State Administrative Tribunal (SAT). Folling a series of mediation sessions,
SAT has advised that the City was to reconsideddésision following receipt of legal
advice. Having regard to the legal advice obtaimgdhe City from McLeods, City officers
reconsidered the decision and resolved to refuseafiplication for a second time on 11
November 2009. The applicant has now requestedhbanatter be referred to Council for
reconsideration. Pursuant to section 31(1) ofSAd Act 2004WA), the Council has been
invited to reconsider the City officers’ decision.

For reasons provided in the report, and considehiegzomments received during neighbour
consultation and legal advice obtained by the Ghg, officers recommend to the Council
that the application be refused.

Element on which discretion is sought Source of discretionary power
Steps over an easement TPS6 Clause 1.6 Clause (2)(f) and Clause 7.5(a), (j) and (s)
Fencing greater than 1.8 metres in height TPS6 Clause 1.6 Clause (2)(f) and Clause 7.5(a), (j) and (s)
Background

The development site details are as follows:

Zoning Residential
Density coding R15

Lot area 547 sq. metres
Building height limit 7.0 metres
Development potential Single House
Maximum plot ratio Not applicable

This report includes the following attachments:

Attachment 10.0.2(a) Plans of the proposal.
Confidential Attachment 10.0.2(b)  Legal advice obtained from McLeods.
Attachment 10.0.2(c) Photographs of the structures.

12
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The site is adjoined by residential zoned land had frontage to Anthony Street. The
location of the development site is shown below:

TATE 8T

Comment

(@)

(b)

Description of the proposal

Steps and hand railing have been installed aetfeance to the house, as shown in
Attachment 10.0.2(c) without the property owner obtaining necessarprayals
from the City. This structure has been construgi@dially over a right of accessway
easement, a 4.0 metre wide carriageway providifgcutar access to both front and
rear single houses, arranged in a battleaxe caatign.

The owners of the subject property have also lulortion of the fence along its rear
boundary, common boundary with the rear dwellira,at height of 3.27 metres
without obtaining City’'s approval. Clause 6.7 ofwvilro Planning Scheme No. 6
(TPS6) states that planning approval is requirecifiy fence higher than 1.8 metres.

The adjoining rear property owner has expressemcero in relation to these
retrospective additions and has asked the Citystess them for compliance with
relevant statutory planning provisions.

Steps and railing constructed

Steps and railing at the entrance to the houdelhaencroach over a 4.0 metre wide
right of accessway easement, which provides vednicatcess to both the front and
rear dwellings. The accessway easement is assignezbmmon use by the subject
property as well as the rear dwelling. Additionalilie proposed development does
not have the mutual consent of both property owrgne accessway is required to be
clear of all obstructions with a view to enableesa¢hicle manoeuvring.

As shown on the drawings attachment 10.0.2(a)to this report, the owner of the
subject dwelling has agreed to remove the handrait over the steps. On the basis
of this information, the steps and skirting alotgye@dges as shown in the drawings,
will obstruct the easement. Notwithstanding thisgmrsed modification, the remaining
structure still obstructs the easement and is ca@able to the rear property owner.
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(©)

In refusing the development, the City has givenghteto the objection by the
beneficiary of the easement rather than the extewmthich the structure obstructs the
access to the beneficiary’s property. The officaesse taken this approach in
consideration of the potential liability on the paf the City if it were to approve a
structure on or over an easement, and some damaggesaccurred as a result of that
structure being erected. In the City’s view, iisensible approach to refuse approval
of the steps and associated skirting built ovewvétécular easement.

Fencing greater than 1.8 metres in height

The owners of the subject property have also lauglortion of the fence along its rear
boundary, common boundary with the rear dwellira,at height of 3.27 metres
without obtaining the City’s approval. Clause 6f7Town Planning Scheme No. 6
(TPS®6) states that planning approval is requirecifiy fence higher than 1.8 metres.

Increasing the height of the fence to 3.27 metriishave an adverse visual amenity
impact on the adjoining property. The fence is imgistent with the provisions of
Clause 8 of Council Policy P350.7 “Fences highanth.8 metres”, which states:

“Except in circumstances where higher fencing igplayed to achieve compliance
with the visual privacy requirements of the R-Codtds not generally necessary for a
fence to exceed a height of 1.8 metres. A highmerefenay have an adverse amenity
impact in terms of:

(&) excessively dominant and unattractive visuglaot;

(b) increased shadow effect;

(c) restriction on sunlight penetration; and

(d) restriction on views.

Clause 6.7 of TPS6 restricts fence height to a mam of 1.8 metres unless approval
is granted for a higher fence. A written requesstrhe submitted to the City for any
proposed fence exceeding 1.8 metres in heighorsidering such a request, the City
must be satisfied that the proposed fence willatversely affect the amenity of any
property in the locality and will not clash withethexterior designs of neighbouring
buildings.

In recognition of the potential adverse amenity aetg of higher fences, the City will
not normally approve a fence height greater tha8 fhetres without the written
agreement of the affected adjoining neighbour. Thtg will consult the adjoining

neighbour upon receipt of a written request forighler fence.”

As stated above, before approving the proposedchtigck fence, the Council must
be satisfied that the proposed fence will not hameadverse amenity impact. City
officers consider that it is reasonable for theppsed fence height to match the height
of the existing boundary fence where it meets whithadjoining boundary wall to the
rear, however the proposed brick fence should xigtnel along the full length of the
boundary at a height of 3.27 metres. The proposéghhin lieu of 1.8 metres will
cause the fence to have an adverse visual impadheradjoining rear property,
contrary to the provisions of Clause 8(a) of PolR¥50.7 “Fences higher than 1.8
metres”.
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(d)

()

(f)

(9)

Landscaping

Having regard to the proposed landscaping withendbcessway easement, the City
approved it under delegated authority, subject ¢epkng it clear of the formed
driveway at all times and ensuring that it doesatusgtruct vehicular movement. The
landscaping was approved for the following reasons:

(@) It does not require the erection of a strigtand shrubs as landscaping are
appropriate in the proposed location; and
(b) Itis considered to improve the visual quatifithe accessway.

Other planning controls
There are no other aspects of the development rdwptire consideration by the
Council. All relevant matters have been discusfen/a

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

Scheme Obijectives are listed in Clause 1.6 of TH®& proposal has also been
assessed under, and has been foooidto meet the following relevant general
objectives listed in Clause 1.6(2) of TPS6:

Objective (f) Safeguard and enhance the amenity of residenteEdsaand ensure
that new development is in harmony with the charaand scale of
existing residential development.

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

Scheme

In addition to the issues discussed above, inideriag an application for planning

approval, the Council is required to have due mkdar and may impose conditions

with respect to the matters listed in Clause 7.9@86 which are, in the opinion of

the Council, relevant to the proposed developm@itthe 24 listed matters, the

following are particularly relevant to the curreapplication and require careful

consideration:

(d) any other policy of the Commission or any piagnpolicy adopted by the
Government of the State of Western Australia; and

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

The matters listed above are relevant to the subjeglication. The intrusion of the
steps over the easement is inconsistent with teigpons of Clause 7.5(d) relating to
WAPC Development Control Policy 2.2. In relation listed matter (j) due to the
visual impact of the proposed fence attributabldtsoexcessive height, the fence
would be detrimental to the amenity of the adjojnirear property. It is therefore
considered that the proposal does not comply witluse 7.5 of TPS6.
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Consultation

(@) Neighbour consultation

Neighbour consultation has been undertaken forpgtoposal to the extent and in the
manner required by Policy P104 “Neighbour and ComitguConsultation in Town
Planning Processes”. In respect to the proposeceféiigher than 1.8 metres, the
owners of the two adjoining properties were invitedinspect the application and
submit comments during a 14-day period. During tfeésiod two submissions were
received, one of which supported the boundary fenciHowever for reasons
explained above, City officers consider that theppsed fencing should not be
approved. The steps over the easement were nottisdde however an objection was
received expressing concerns about this aspebeafaévelopment.

Policy and Legislative Implications

Comments in relation to various relevant provisiofisthe No. 6 Town Planning Scheme,
the R-Codes and Council policies have been provasewhere in this report. In addition,
the City’s former Legal and Governance Officer pded the following comment:

“When the block was subdivided into two battleaxepprties, an access easement was
created, in accordance with the requirements of WWePC, for the benefit of the property
owner at the rear, which burdened the property awatethe front. If the property owner
who carries the burden of the easement proposead @nything / place any structure on the
easement, then they would firstly need to obtagrctinsent of the property owner for whose
benefit the easement was created. If this consestrefused then any dispute as to the
competing rights of the two property owners wowddetermined as a civil law matter. In
the absence of any necessary consent, the Cityicsimat take any action which could
adversely impact on the exercise of the rightstbeeproperty owner.”

Further comments have been obtained from an indigméhawyer at the request of the State
Administrative Tribunal who has provided the samesifion, refer Confidential
Attachment 10.0.2(b)

Financial Implications
There are no direct implications for the City excém the officers’ time involved in
attending SAT sessions and carrying out the agsulctasks.

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 the y&t unique natural and built
environment.

Sustainability Implications

The additions discussed in the report are obsetoetiave an adverse impact on the
adjoining rear property owners in terms of theiraity, hence are not sustainable.
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| OFFICER RECOMMENDATION ITEM 10.0.2 |

That pursuant to the provisions of the City of $oRerth Town Planning Scheme No. 6 and
the Metropolitan Region Scheme, this application gtanning approval for the proposed
steps and the increased height of the boundare feefused for the following reasons:

(@)

(b)

(©)

(d)

The proposed development (steps to the fromtngah) is constructed partially over
an accessway easement assigned for common use tsyhifect property as well as
the rear dwelling. Additionally, the proposed deyghent does not have the mutual
consent of both property owners. The accesswayedsiited to be clear of all
obstructions with a view to enable safe vehicle oearing.

The 3.27 metre high proposed fence substantedteeds the prescribed 1.8 metre
maximum height. Having regard to the amenity of #itgoining rear property, the
fence conflicts with the provisions of Clause 8Raflicy P350.7 “Fences higher than
1.8 metres”.

Having regard to the reasons (i) and (ii) iffesd above, the proposed development
conflicts with Sub-clauses (a), (j), (i) and (s)@#ause 7.5 “Matters to be Considered
by Council” of Town Planning Scheme No. 6 (TPS6).

Having regard to the reasons (i) and (ii) idfeed above, the proposed development
conflicts with Sub-clause (2)(f) of Clause 1.6 “Sote Objectives” of TPS6.

Important Note

(@)

(b)

Having regard to the proposed landscapingimitiie accessway easement, the City

has considered approving it subject to keepindeircof the formed driveway at all

times and ensuring that it does not obstruct véfiiamovement. The landscaping has

been approved for the following reasons:

(i) it does not require the erection of a structumed shrubs as landscaping are
appropriate in the proposed location; and

(i) itis considered to improve the visual qualifthe acessway.

The City notes the applicant is aggrieved byegts of the decision where discretion

has been exercised, and you have already lodgedappeal with the State

Administrative Tribunal.
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10.0.3 Parking Permit Consideration for Ratepayer&lectors in Commercial and
Business Precincts

Location: City of South Perth
Applicant: Council
File Ref: TT/905
Date: 20 November 2009
Author: Sebastian Camillo
Manager, Environmental Health and Regulatory Sesvic
Reporting Officer: Vicki Lummer, Director Commuyi& Development Services
Summary

The purpose of this report is to provide Councilva position regarding the implementation
of parking permits for ratepayers and electorbién@ommercial and Business precincts.

Background
A Notice of Motion was presented to the July meethCouncil which stated as follows:

“That in relation to the introduction of paid parkj in several areas of the Commercial
and Business Precincts of the Peninsula area, th#emof providing ratepayers /
electors in the area bounded by the south sideigdfaRdson Street, Labouchere Road,
Melville Parade and Judd Street with parking pesie the subject of a report to the
August Council meeting.”

As a result of the above Notice of Motion, a repamt the subject was prepared for the
August meeting of Council. There was consideraeussion on the report relating to the
consideration of introducing parking permits fort&myers/Electors in Commercial and
Business Precincts.

The officer's recommendation in the report was:
“not proceed with the implementation of a parkirgrpit arrangement for ratepayers /
electors at this stage until an adequate periodtdeast 12 months has lapsed from the
implementation date of the parking changes to amsall ramifications of the parking
arrangements as approved.”

Council resolved the following:
That....
(a) the officer recommendation not be adopted;
(b) Council supports in principle a Parking Permitstem; and
(c) a policy for implementing parking permits withihe City be developed and
presented to the first available Council meeting.

Following the August meeting of Council, a worksheas conducted on the 14 September
2009 with relevant City staff and the Traffic Maeagent Compliance Manager from the
City of Perth to research this matter with a vieaptoviding Councillors with information
to assist them in considering this matter at a ldd¢e.

The workshop provided City officers with an insighto what other local governments are
currently providing their residents and the operal and financial implications of their
permit systems. Comprehensive and detailed “Wankddotes” were developed after the
workshop and circulated to Operational ManagemeanT, Executive Management Team
and Councillors seeking further comments and inptigr to preparing and presenting a
Briefing/Workshop to Councillors on the 11 NovemBe09.
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Comment

The Councillors Briefing/workshop was well attended Councillors and City Staff to
progress discussions and input into the issue dmppermits for the City. The purpose of
the workshop was to clearly present to Counciltbes research conducted by the officers
into the issue of parking permits for their consadi®n and to seek their comments.

During the course of the presentation, Council Meralprovided the following comments
for consideration:

1.

2.

Permits may be considered in the Business preatrsome stage in the future and at
a cost.

Parking issues in other areas such as aroundC#mming Bridge train station,
Preston Street Shopping precinct, GBLC should &mtédd as a separate issue to the
permit proposal.

Outside of the school holidays the parking desnam the Richardson Reserve car
park has reduced since the implementation of thiking controls. Cars are now
being parked in several of the residential streetsounding the Richardson Reserve
car park.

The parking controls measures as approved byn@loin February 2009 and
implemented in July 2009 for the Peninsula Busirgssinct be reviewed in July
2010.

Data, complaints and resident concerns to karesf to City staff to assist in data
collection for a review in July 2010.

A summary of the workshops points are as follows:

1.

There was consensus that parking permits fadewlts residing within the business
precinct bounded byichardson Street, Labouchere Road, Melville Parade
Judd Street could be considered at some time in the future ast to the
applicants.

The cost of the permits would need to be repretieataf a fair and equitable value
to the applicant and the City having regard for dost of administration of the
system. Permits should only be considered fordests that have two vehicles
within their residency and only one parking baysite. Permits for any premises
other than a dwelling within the Business precsiauld not be considered.

If permits were considered by Council in futureeréh should be a limit of one
residential permit per premises per year. Replac¢mermits would be provided to
the occupants at a cost.

There was no support for the City to consider ttavigion of visitor permits. The
Business Precinct currently has a total of 471 Censial and Residential
properties. Of this number, there are 116 (24%idemtial premises which require
on-site parking. Many of these occupants use tbesite parking and either
commute to their work place or take public transjeaving their vehicles on-site.

Parking issues at other locations throughoutGhtg were identified at Canning
Bridge train station precinct, Preston Street Shapprecinct and GBLC.

Parking issues in these locations are not suitablee resolved through the use of

permits. The parking issues could be addresseaedisicted parking and dealt with
by the City’s Infrastructure Services under deledatuthority. This would subject to
the proper investigation and justification procedsg them.
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3. Parking at the Richard Reserve car park hadcestiollowing the implementation
of the parking controls. However, following the sohholiday period and the onset
of finer weather, the car parking demand is pragivedy increasing to similar levels
prior to the implementation of the parking controls

Parking in the residential streets surroundingRighardson Reserve car park has
increased and will be monitored by the City’s Istracture Services and if necessary
parking restrictions may be implemented under detbstyauthority.

4. The consensus of the workshop was that therenbadeen sufficient time to
consider all of the real impact and benefits of plagking control measures in the
Business Precinct. Whilst there may some speculdhiat the control measures have
not been successful there are definite resultsttigatontrol measures have achieved
the City’s desired outcomes.

A reasonable period to adequately assess themgalct and benefits of the parking
control measures should be at least 12 months asdiew be undertaken after this
time. Therefore, the review period should be aftdy 2010.

5. It is essential in the review process of théipgr control measures, that data such as
correspondence, complaints and telephone enquédesved by the Councillors and
City staff from residents, occupiers and visitarshte Business Precinct be collated.

All enquires should be referred to the City staffowvill log them and include a
summary in the report to Council at the conclusibrihe review period after July
2010.

Consultation
The Cities of Perth, Fremantle Subiaco and the TofwKincent were consulted. Officer

workshop held on the 14 September 2009 and a CtmEiriefing/Workshop held on
11 November 2009.

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 the
parking permit system and potential loss of incgr@ected from the introduction of ticket
parking within the Commercial and Business areas.

Strategic Implications

In accordance with Goal 3 of the City’s Strategiar? Environmental Management, in
particular, reference is made to Strategy 3.2 whicholves the development and
implementation of a sustainability strategy and maegement system to co-ordinate
initiatives contained in associated management amnd to ensure City’s environment is
managed in a sustainable way
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Sustainability Implications

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

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

| OFFICER RECOMMENDATION ITEM 10.0.3 |

(a) a report be provided to Council after a 12 rhordview of the current parking
arrangements recommending any necessary changesrking controls in the
Business Precinct, having regard to the informagiathered during the preceding 12
months; and

(b) parking issues at Canning Bridge Train Stafyecinct, Preston Street Shopping
Precinct and George Burnett Leisure Centre be deidft by control measures
introduced under delegated authority.
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| 10.0.4 Review of Collier Park Golf Course Lease

Location: City of South Perth

Applicant: Council

File Ref: PR/301

Date: 27 November 2009

Author: Mark Taylor, Manager City Environment
Reporting Officer: Stephen Bell, Director Infragtture Services
Summary

The purpose of this report is to recommend a fuiessing strategy for the Golf Course and
to review progress towards the Feasibility Study Bosiness Plan.

A framework for the Collier Park Golf Course ledsas been developed for Council to
endorse. In addition, approval is sought for agmm to achieve the redevelopment of
Course facilities.

Background
At the meeting held on 23 June 2008, Council resbihe following in regard to the lease at
the Collier Park Golf Course:

That ...

(@ Council requests the Chief Executive Officeemer into a two year extension of
the lease with Rosetta Holdings Pty Ltd, as perfidential Attachment 10.5.4, for
the Pro Shop, Cart Store, Driving Range and Kidsthe Collier Park Golf Course,
commencing 1 July 2008;

(b) a process be established with Rosetta Holdiagsitiate longer term planning and
development of the course facilities;

(c) Council be appraised of this process throughuter updates and specific Concept

Briefings; and

(d) a report be presented to Council by July 206fading the outcome of the planning
process and recommending options upon the expiratfothe extended two year
lease period on 30 June 2010.

At the meeting held on 28 July 2009 the followingswesolved:

That....

€)] the proposal submitted by Rosetta Holdings Bty for the redevelopment of
facilities at the Collier Park Golf Course be noted

(b) the City engage a Consultant to undertake ashwiity Study and detailed Business
Plan for the potential to redevelop facilities &tetCollier Park Golf Course and
that such documentation form the basis of a futepart to Council; and

(c) a report discussing scenarios and recommendirfgture leasing strategy for the
Collier Park Golf Course be presented to the Decem@09 meeting of Council.

Comment

In order to renew the Controller's lease for thdli€o Park Golf Course, a number of
processes are required to be followed, includimgiirements under the Local Government
Act. To achieve this, the City has taken the folltg steps to determine the best possible
lease.
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Leasing Term SWOT Analysis

A SWOT analysis has been developed in conjunctidh the City’s consultant (DTZ) to
determine the best leasing term for the City. pycof the SWOT appears @onfidential
Attachment 10.0.4(a). Officers have considered four options and follogvanalysis of the
scenarios ‘Option Two is recommended. Option Te/@ inew five year lease, but with a
‘redevelopment clause’ attached. The redeveloprtlanse can be implemented as early as
eighteen months into the new lease, or when Coursiblves to redevelop the Course
facilities. By invoking the redevelopment clausiee City provides the lessee with six
months notice of its intentions. The reasonsrioluding this clause are as follows:

(a) The City retains the current lessee, who isn@wn quantity’, until it is in a position to
make an informed decision on how to proceed with fiilities upgrade. Officers
believe this will take at least two years to achidvased on experience with Wembley
Public Golf Course;

(b) The redevelopment clause enables the Cityafe-guard’ its position by allowing it to
exercise its options when it is ready to procedt tie redevelopment of facilities;

(c) The City can continue to utilise the expertisfe Rosetta Holdings to assist in its
deliberations, but the difference now is that thigy & running the process, not Rosetta
Holdings;

(d) It provides some level of certainty to the &sswhich will help in the ongoing
management of the Course.

Lawyers Woodhouse Legal were requested to invdstit@ legal ramifications of the City
proceeding with Option Two. Their response appeatrConfidential Attachment
10.0.4(b) In brief, Woodhouse Legal has advised that theieve the City could proceed
on this basis.

This position has been strengthened following imfalr discussions with Rosetta Holdings.
Rosetta has indicated that they would be preparegjitee to such a lease and accept that in
the longer term, they may not have a role at CP@0osetta Holdings have advised they
would like to continue to assist the City, wheresgible, to progress the facilities
redevelopment through its design and developmeasgsh It should be noted by Council
that Rosetta Holdings, in good faith, has commitiedr $30,000 to produce their concepts
of the potential facilities redevelopment, that &presented to Council in July 2009.

Officers believe this scenario places the City imesly advantageous position, because it
provides sufficient time to ensure that the Cityndades all of its investigations into the

redevelopment of facilities and avoids the problainthe lease expiring again before this
work has been completed. This is also in the kadgeé that the City can choose to
conclude the lease early by invoking the ‘redevelept’ clause. Work can be continued

knowing that there is a competent and experienesskk in place.

Review of Current Lease Document

The current lease is being reviewed for relevama @ntemporary thinking because the
document basically hasn’t altered since it wad firawn up for Rosetta Holdings in 1987.
The City has been working with DTZ and Woodhousgdléo modernise the lease and a
copy of the proposed lease ‘term sheet’ or ‘frannvappears aConfidential Attachment
10.0.4(c) The term sheet contains and compares the fundala®f the lease as they were
and as they are proposed.
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The major changes to the proposed lease are awfoll

* New lease term to be five years with a redeveloproanse;

* A review of how the rent is determined. This idiite with contemporary commercial
practice;

* The ability to review rent annually by comparingatPerth’s CPI;

* Recovery of rates. This clause has always beémeitease but not previously invoked.
This was due to the belief that the City could legfally rate the lessee. Recent legal
advice is that this is now possible;

» Building structural maintenance to be the respdlityibof the City. This has been
recent practice, but not reflected in the leasde Teason for the change is the City
applies the same philosophy to other leased bujlin

» Driving range revenue to be considered in the sameas the green fees. The lessee
collects the revenue and is paid a percentage éYCity for doing it. The percentage
will be ascertained following valuation;

* The addition of a percentage return from Cart hivemitigate against damage to the
Course from Cart use. The City currently doesreoeive any payment for the use of
Carts on the Course;

» Credit card rebate abolished. The current arraegémwhere the lessee seeks
reimbursement from the City for the 1.56% merchfa® on credit card green fee
bookings is very difficult to administer. Insteddis will be brought to the attention of
the valuer as part of the valuation process.

Valuation of Assets

A valuation of assets to be leased is required wtideAct and is important to ensure that
the rent paid by the lessee to the City is fair eqditable. The City has engaged McGee’s
Property to undertake this process again, becafiskedr experience with the previous
Course valuation. McGee’s have commenced workh@groject in early December. It
should be noted that the valuation should not leatgr than 6 months old prior to a lease
being developed. The results of the valuation @gerare proposed to be reported to
Council in March 2010 when approval will be soufgitadvertising purposes.

Public Consultation

The City is required to initiate a two week puldansultation process as per Section 3.58 of
the Local Government Act (1995), which relates hie tlisposition of property. This is
proposed to occur in April 2010, following Councibnsideration of the valuation at the
March 2010 meeting.

Consultation / Negotiation with Lessee

The City has held preliminary discussions with RiasEloldings, advising them of progress
of the new lease and what it might entail. Furttw@rsultation is planned to occur when the
framework is signed off by Council and more infotioa is available as a result of the
valuation project.

In summary, officers believe this scenario (Optiwmo), as outlined in the Term Sheet at
Confidential Attachment 10.0.4(c)places the City in the best possible position imgeof
management of the Collier Park Golf Course ovemid few years and should be adopted.
A summary timeframe of the remaining steps appeali®wv:

Review of current lease August / November 2009
Council acceptance of leasing ‘term sheet’ December 2009

Valuation of assets December 2009 / February 2010
Negotiation with lessee February 2010

Council approval of valuation and initiation of public March 2010
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consultation
Public consultation (Section 3.58 LG Act) April 2010
Council acceptance of new lease May / June 2010

Facilities Redevelopment Planning Overview

Council resolved at its meeting held on 28 July®@® ‘note’ the proposal submitted by
Rosetta Holdings and the City took over the procafsg€ompleting this project. It is
important that the progression of the facilitiedeeelopment at the Course is progressed in a
systematic way and there are a number of stepsstimtld be followed to ensure this is
achieved. In conjunction with DTZ, a proposed i@ of the steps required and timeline
have been developed and appear below:

Background
It has been resolved by Council for the City topare a Strategic Business Case Plan for the

redevelopment of the Pro Shop, Club Rooms and DgiRange facilities that currently
exist at the Collier Park Golf Course.

Netting - Driving Range

Netting may well be required to protect players &ualirse staff on adjoining fairways, if
and when a new multi level driving range is cordtd. The Town of Cambridge have
identified this as something that they should hiaed&ed at more closely in the design and
feasibility stage. Now the two level range is undenstruction they have realised that some
form of netting is probably required to keep bailfé adjoining fairways to protect golfers.
They are currently in the process of advertisingtémders and as their existing range is
significantly wider and longer compared to CollRark, a process needs to be considered as
to how this can be clarified in advance to proceganuch further.

Driving Range Technology

The City must decide whether there is a preferéomcsemi or fully automated driving range
technology. That is, there are two very differgites of technology for feeding balls into
the range cubicles, with each having specific bogdconstruction requirements. This
technology needs to be determined prior to desighcanstruction of a new facility, as once
the building is constructed it cannot be changeithout considerable cost being incurred,
should the alternative technology be sought.

Appointment of Project Architect

This should occur early in the process. The bdethe engagement should generally cover:

» Initial consulting to assist in some broad concaptiesigns and costings;

* The potential for a ‘Desigh and Construct’ contrgtobuld a new facility be approved by
Council.

Review of other Driving Range and Public Golf CeuFscilities

Inspections should be carried out of some simitanilifies both nationally and possibly

overseas in order to determine things like:

* The effectiveness of the range technology adopted,;

* How pro-shops, function centres, food and beveraggehave been integrated with the
driving ranges or are they best kept separate;

* Do any of these aspects operate under managemesgnagnts, or are they owner
occupied, or a hybrid thereof?
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Post Trip
Upon return from this trip, the City needs to rgsothe wish list for Driving Range,

Function Centre, Pro-shop, Food and Beverage, Rbdims, etc and seek some preliminary
designs from the architect and a cost budget ®ption considered.

Financial Analysis

Concurrently with these activities the City shoajgpoint a Financial Consultant/Chartered
Accountant to undertake a detailed discounted ¢t analysis in order to present to
Council a very comprehensive financial overviewliairig the likely return should the City
decide to develop the facilities itself.

Implementation
Should financial modelling present a viable optidhe Architect will need to finalise

drawings and the construction put out to competitiender. It will be at that point that
when tenders are received and are in line withféhsibility, the six month redevelopment
notice could potentially be issued to the lesskghe building is to be located adjacent to
the existing facilities, this redevelopment notioeild in fact be delayed slightly longer.

Wembley Golf Course Monitoring

The Town of Cambridge multi level range is plant@dpen in April 2010. A watch should
be kept over their progress, final costs and riggultnplementation. The City is afforded an
excellent opportunity to review the actual perfone® of Perth’s first multi level, all
weather driving range to ascertain that it meeés fthancial projections and observe the
good and bad points of their project.

Timeline
An indicative timeline for implementing this projesppears below:

Determine the need for Netting the driving range (including costs) December 2009 / January 2010

Appoint project Architect January / February 2010
Inspect comparable golf courses / driving ranges March / April 2010
Determine driving range technology April / May 2010

Complete conceptual design and estimated costs for the golf facility ~ June / August 2010

Appoint Financial Analyst July 2010

Complete financial feasibility study / analysis August / September 2010
Subject to feasibility analysis, develop Business Plan October 2010 / January 2011
Council acceptance of project February 2011

Depending on the Council decision the City needs to:

a) Seekaloan to construct, or

b) Invite ‘expressions of interest’ for a partner. March / August 2011

Final design / tender September / December 2011
Council acceptance of tender February 2012

Commence construction March / May 2012

Project completion February 2013

The steps outlined above will require time and cament from officers to complete. This
will include the need to travel (at least inters}ato visit comparable ranges and view the
available technology and golfing facilities in ogton.
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Consultation

Officers have consulted with Rosetta Holdings Pty &bout the leasing term and potential
for a redevelopment clause. Other items contawitidn the ‘term sheet’ have not yet been
the subject of consultation. This is proposeddouo following adoption of the term sheet
by Council.

Specialist consultants have been engaged andddgge has been sought.

Policy and Legislative Implications
Policy P609 “Lease of City Owned Buildings” applies

Section 3.58 of thd.ocal Government Actelating to Disposition of Property is also
relevant.

In addition the requirements of tli@ommercial Tenancies (Retail Shop Agreements) Act
1985apply as outlined in the comments section of iekyrt.

Financial Implications
The renegotiation of the Controller's lease hasrectleffect on the return the City receives
from the Course.

The redevelopment proposal could have significattré impact on capital expenditure.

Strategic Implications

The proposal to put in place a new five year ledlstws time for appropriate long term
planning of one of the City’s most valuable asséerhis will ensure that future long term
financial return from this facility is maximised cra best possible use is made of this
important City asset.

The relevant sections of the City’s Strategic RElating to this proposed course of action
are:

Goal 6, Financial Viability- To provide responsible and sustainable managemeiibe
City’s financial resources.

Strategy 6.2- Maximise community benefit and value for money @iy expenditures
and use of our Assets.

Goal 5 - Organisational Effectivenes§c be a professional, effective and efficient
organisation.

Strategy 5.3 - Develop partnerships with organisations which pdavmutually beneficial
opportunities for resource sharing and the exchaoigeleas.

Sustainability Implications
The aim of this report is to achieve a more suatdan financial return to the City from the
Collier Park Golf Course lease and potentially fr@adeveloped facilities.

| OFFICER RECOMMENDATION ITEM 10.0.4 |

That....

(a) the framework detailed i@onfidential Attachment 10.0.4(c)for the review of the
lease at the Collier Park Golf Course be adopted, a

(b) the information provided in this report regagli progress made towards the
redevelopment of the Course facilities and theriutuorks timeframe be noted.
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10.1 GOAL1: CUSTOMER FOCUS

10.1.1 Canning Bridge Rail Station Study “Precinct Vision” -—
Community Consultation

Location: Suburbs of Como and Manning

Applicant: City of Melville, City of South Perth drDepartment of Planning
File Ref: TT/306/3

Date: 1 December 2009

Author/Reporting Officer:Vicki Lummer, Director Delopment and Community Services

Summary

The Department of Planning on behalf of the Wes#arstralian Planning Commission,

in partnership with the City of Melville and thetZiof South Perth have engaged GHD
to prepare a strategic “Vision” for the Canning dgf¢ Rail Station Precinct. The key
focus of this project is to prepare a “Precinctidig and implementation strategy for the
Canning Bridge area to facilitate the developmédntransit Oriented Development that
will take advantage of its strategic location amnidhg regional access characteristics.

After consultation with landowners, residents amldep stakeholders, a draft long term
“Vision” has been prepared. Comment will now beghdufrom the wider community
through official advertising and consultation.

Endorsement is being sought from the Council ofGhg of South Perth to advertise the
strategic “Vision”.

Background

The introduction of Canning Bridge station as dirthe Perth to Mandurah rail line has
changed the focus of this area dramatically. Thetbansfer station has become a major
connection point for Curtin University as well asher buses servicing Canning
Highway. This has opened the precinct up to ther@l for visitors by public transport
as well as opening up the options for local regilemuse public transport.

The unique proximity of Canning Bridge to the traamd bus provides an ideal
opportunity to consider Transit Oriented Developtntar the area. Transit Oriented
Developments are characterised by a mixture of lases and activities that create a
vibrant, diverse centre for people to live and work

There is pressure on the state to provide for mdtia increase in the population over the
next 15 to 50 years. The Canning Bridge area wasraa which was supported in
previous consultations with the community as afsiténcreased densities to provide for
extra dwellings and more diversity of dwellingshifit the City of South Perth.

This report includes the Canning Bridge Rail Stat®iudy “Precinct Vision” document
referred to aonfidential Attachment 10.1.1 The report will remain confidential until
it is released for public comment at th commencdroéthe advertising process.

Comment

The Canning Bridge Rail Station Precinct Study pesiuced a “Vision” Confidential
Attachment 10.1.1refers)for the precinct after drawing on consultation wigsidents,
landowners, state government departments and sthkeholders. The “Vision” is the
first stage of more extensive studies and consuoifidhat will lead to the implementation
of the recommendations.
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The “Vision” aims to improve pedestrian access inmitthe precinct, as well as to and
from the station. It requires the development cfigle guidelines that improve pedestrian
amenity and looks at ways of increasing the vibyasfahe area.

Further traffic studies will be required, as wilbmne firm commitments for infrastructure

upgrades, to assist with the growing demand fdfidra

Parking is considered in the precinct study. Areasand parking strategy is required
as part of the implementation plan. The importamicensite parking being provided
by developments and the opportunity to make parkivagjlable for the precinct are
also discussed, and there are some suggestidms short term.

The key elements of the “Vision” include:

substantial redevelopment opportunities with arréase in residential densities and
building heights subject to performance based tsitepe and built form design

guidelines;

promotion of sustainable building types and usegkvbupport the community;

creation of a town square and central communityinukpplecross;

opportunities for new commercial development adjade the freeway in Como in the

longer term, including limited development on tbeskhore;

enhancement of streetscapes and foreshore reserelesling increasing the size of the

foreshore recreation areas;

improvement in pedestrian and kiss’n’ride connewito a new bus / rail interchange and
improvement in general pedestrian accessibilithivieach local government;

allowance for a future ferry station integratedhatthe new bus / rail interchange;

a new traffic connection resulting from the estsiiiient of a third (replacement)

structure over the river;

a relocated / improved bus station and kiss’n’rdeess from both sides of the river
utilising a local connection through Como; and

identification of opportunities for improved traffimovement associated with the
Canning Highway / Kwinana Freeway interchange.

construction of the Manning Road southbound on ramp

A series of key actions are suggested to improeeftimction and amenity of the

precinct in a coordinated manner. Implementatiortheke actions is recommended
either immediately, in the short term of 1 to 5rgeanedium term of 6 to 10 years or
long term over 10 years.

After this period of consultation, the final “Pract Vision” will be presented to
Council for full endorsement.
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Consultation

Elected Members were briefed on the contents ofstteegy and the progress of the
study at joint briefings with the City of Melvillen 8 October 2008; 31 March 2009 and
16 September 2009.

The development of the “Vision” for Canning Briddmas also incorporated other

consultation including:

* a Community Information Day at South of Perth YaChtb on 21 July 2008;

» City of South Perth Community Forums held on 11 #gig?008, 18 August 2008 and 1
September 2008;

» atransport forum on 5 November 2008; and

» City of Melville Community Forums held on 11 Febrp&009, 14 February 2009 and
18 February 2009.

The proposed advertising period will run for a miom of 42 days, beginning mid January
and ending mid March 2010. There will be noticebtal newspapers and on the website of
the City of South Perth, City of Melville and Depaent of Planning. There will be notices

in libraries and press releases. Key stakeholdéis ave been involved or expressed an
interest will be notified by email or have the Hrace posted to them.

A “Precinct Vision” Open Day is also planned.

The report will be available through the web padschures will be at key locations
within the precinct and the Civic Centre. Copieshaf report will be located at libraries
, the Civic Centre and the Operations Centre.

The City is preparing a detailed marketing and camications plan in conjunction with
the City of Melville and the Department of Planning

Policy and Legislative Implications

The long term *“Vision” contained within the docuntewill be the subject of an
implementation strategy which will include futureligy and Town Planning Scheme
changes.

Financial Implications

Funding for this consultation has been providetha2009/2010 budget as a component of
the overall precinct project.
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Strategic Implications

This is a long term “Vision” document for the Cgief South Perth and Melville, and once
finally adopted will provide strategic directionrfthe future development of the precinct
for many years.

This matter relates to Goal 1 “Customer Focus” iified within Council’s Strategic Plan.
Goal 1 is expressed in the following terms:

“To be a customer focused organisation that prometeffective communication and
encourages community participation.”

Sustainability Implications

The Canning Bridge Rail Station Precinct Studyldels a section on sustainability, which
indicates how sustainability has been consideredha precinct study and how the
development will be sustainable. Any additionaluiegments or inputs into sustainable
development in the precinct may be developed aadvertising stage.

| OFFICER RECOMMENDATION ITEM 10.1.1 |

That .....

(@) the Council endorse the Canning Bridge Raiti@taStudy “Precinct Vision” at
Confidential Attachment 10.1.1for the purposes of advertising, for a period df no
less than 45 days

(b) the Western Australian Planning Commission #edCity of Melville be advised of
the endorsement of the Canning Bridge Rail Stagtumdy “Precinct Vision™ for
advertising; and

(c) The Canning Bridge Rail Station “Precinct Visio(for public comment) report
remains confidential until the commencement of pneposed public advertising
process.
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110.1.2  Annual Electors Meeting held 30 November 200

Location: City of South Perth

Applicant: Council

File Ref: A/ME/1

Date: 3 December 2009

Author: Kay Russell, Executive Support Officer

Reorting Officer: Phil McQue, Governance and Adistiration Manager
Summary

The Annual Electors meeting was held on 30 Novergbé® to discuss the Annual Report,
Financial Statements and the Auditor’'s Report lieryear ended 30 June 2009.

Background

Following completion of the City’s Annual Report @&mnual Electors’ Meeting is called
which must be within 56 days of acceptance of thaual Report. The meeting was held on
30 November 2009.

Comment

Council is required to consider any Motions passiean Annual Electors Meeting. At the
meeting held on 30 November 2009 there were no dvistipassed that required a
determination by Council.

The Mayor tabled the Annual Report and then gapeveerpoint presentation on the year’'s
highlights.. The Director Financial and InformatiServices provided a presentation on the
Financial Statements for the year ended 30 Jun® 20@ the Chief Executive Officer
presented the Auditor's Report.

Consultation

Notice of the Annual Electors’ meeting was lodgedhe Southern Gazette newspaper with
copies of the Agenda being provided to the Libsrieleritage House, the Council
noticeboards and website.

Policy Implications
Council is required to hold an annual meeting et&rs and consider resolution passed at a
subsequent Council meeting.

Financial Implications
N/A

Strategic Implications
This report deals with matters which directly relad Goal 1 of the City’s Strategic Plan —

‘To be a customer focused organisation that pronmteffective communication and
encourages community participation.”

| OFFICER RECOMMENDATION ITEM 10.1.2 |

That the Minutes of the Annual Electors Meeting dhen 30 November 2009 at
Attachment 10.1.2be received.
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10.2 GOAL 2: COMMUNITY ENRICHMENT
| 10.2.1 City of South Perth ‘Active Futures 2010 -@14’ Physical Activity Plan
Location: City of South Perth
Applicant: Council
File Ref: CR/204
Date: 20 November 2009
Author: Matthew Hunt - Recreation Development Cawatbr
Reporting Officer: Sandra Watson - Manager Comnyu@itlture and Recreation
Summary

The purpose of this report is to seek Council eselment of the actions and strategies of the
‘Active Futures 2010 - 2014 Physical Activity Plan’

Background

In April 2009, the City engaged Jill Powell and Asimtes to investigate and compile a
Physical Activity Plan for the City of South Pertht. was proposed that the final document
would be a high level strategic document linke@xisting organisational strategic plans, as
well as outcomes of the Visioning process and agssCity to implement in a coordinated
way, physical activity outcomes to ensure that cemity needs were realised in the most
efficient and effective manner.

Further and in line with the City’'s strategic olijees, the Active Futures 2010 - 2014
Physical Activity Plan would identify and providéet City with recommendations and
actions to:

* Increase physical activity in our community;

 Identify barriers to effective participation analusion within the community; and

* Provide measurable goals and timelines for its @mgntation.

Comment

With changing societal trends and community nedlds, City is reshaping its role and

commitment to community physical activity. Withetiwell documented health, social,

economic and environmental benefits of an activewrnanity, the implementation of

strategies from the Physical Activity Plan will @gpt and guide the provision of existing

and future opportunities in the City of South Péayh

» Ensuring a whole local government commitment anithlooration to physical activity
implementation with accountable staff representatio

» Improving resource management through the ideatific of gaps and duplication;

» Assisting in directing City spending on opportugstiwith the greatest chance of success
attributed to ongoing community consultation inrdiag climates; and

» Providing a solid justification to support ongoifugnding applications.

The strategies formulated are central to the oebnag City of South Perth vision in
improving the quality of life within our communitgnd are consistent with the outcomes
and key themes of ‘Our Vision Ahead’, a communilgnming project by and for the people
of the City of South Perth. Specifically, the themie ‘Community’ as outlined in the
Visioning document which refers to increasing m#pation in active and passive
recreational groups and the theme of 'Place’ whiefers to developing a strategy to
increase active and passive recreational use dTitlyes parks, foreshores and rivers, along
with the provision of recreation and community $s#g to reduce the appeal of identified
risk taking in youth culture.
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A cross organisational project team was establigibediork with the consultant on the
formulation of the Physical Activity Plan. The prot team consisted of representatives
from Infrastructure Services including the TravedstOfficer and various representatives
from the Community Culture and Recreation departmémcluding Community
Development, Club Development and Recreational Deweent. This broad team was
necessary in order to encapsulate those areawithbe impacted by the implementation of
the Physical Activity Plan including public openasp, footpaths, cycle paths and built
facilities.

Currently in Australia and according to the mosterd ‘Exercise, Recreation and Sport
Survey (ERASS)'an estimated 13.0 million persons aged 15 yearsoged or 79.4% of
the population living in occupied private dwellingsarticipated at least once annually in
physical activity for exercise, recreation and $pdrhis is the total participation rate in any
physical activity. The top ten physical activities in 2007, in termigadal participation rate,
were walking, aerobics/fitness, swimming, cyclimgnning, tennis, bushwalking, golf,
outdoor football and netball.

On average, men and women were equally likely gulegly participate in organised
physical activity in 2007. However, regular pdpation in organised physical activity was
higher for males in the 15 to 34 years age grouphégher for females in the 35 to 64 years
age group. While participation in non-organised/gatal activity increased with age,
regular participation in organised physical acfivitas most common among those aged 15
to 24 years, regardless of gender. As with nomuuisged physical activity, the university
educated had higher regular participation ratesganised physical activity.

To provide a clear focus to the Physical Activitar® a vision and five main themes have
been derived from the City’s mission statement aimeid within ‘Our Vision Ahead’. Each
theme has then been structured around a rangswdsisstrategies, tasks, responsibilities,
and timeframes, enabling the City of South Pertfotm a response to each of the findings.
These themes and strategies are embodied in tileAictive Futures 2010 - 2014’ Physical
Activity Plan document, aittachment 10.2.1(a) with examples listed below:

Strategic Theme - Active People

» To increase physical activity participation levels

* To increase usage rates of sport and recreatiaoiities

» Improve the ability to access facilities and seggigvithin the community

» To provide a wide range of recreational and spgrpportunities, inclusive of all
population groups

Strategy:Coordinate with other agencies (e.g. DoT, DoP tisddetro Public Health, local
businesses) to promote incentives to walk/cycleghie City thus encouraging increased
levels of physical activity.

Strategy: Expand the City’s recreation and leisure prograstteinclude activities that
provide mental stimulation and identify new prograes that could be delivered to meet the
needs of specific generic groupings within the City

Strategic Theme - Promotions

» To provide a coordinated approach to the markesind promotion of programs and
services within the City

* To explore alternative methods to “get the messagsjss

Strategy: Develop a consistent branding for all of the Gtfacilities and services to

identify the City as the major local provider ofpgptunities for community participation.

Strategy:ldentify an appropriate marketing medium for speajeneric groupings — e.g.

targeted marketing.
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Strategic Theme - Active Places

* To build a sense of community

* To promote and support healthy physical activitgicas in South Perth

* To provide safe environments for physical actiwhd active living

Strategy:Ensure that all City buildings and facilities ateveloped to CPTED principles
and ensure community safety and encourage a hd#éibtyle.

Strategy:Priorities identified include the need to expahe George Burnett Leisure Centre
to (as a minimum) to allow for the constructioraafym/aerobics facility.

Strategic Theme - Active Partnerships

» To improve collaboration between Government and@orernment agencies

Strategy: Discuss partnering opportunities with Curtin Umgiy Health Promotion
students.

Strategy:Advocate at the State/Regional level for incredsediing and support for health
promotion at the local level.

Strategic Theme - Policy

» To ensure that City policies support and encoupdgesical activity

» That programs and services are appropriately prtoednsure that all sectors of the
community can participate

Strategy:Ensure that the City’s Disability and Access Heoonsidered in the planning of

any built facility.

Strategy:Conduct a review of all lease and use agreemeitiénvthe City to ensure equity

between the user groups.

Consultation

In terms of collecting the data in order to compliie Physical Activity Plan, the consultant
distributed a survey to a random sample of the’€itysidents. One thousand (1000) were
distributed, forty-five (45) were returned as neticerable and a total of two hundred and
one (201) were returned completed, which repredeat21% return rate. The survey was
structured around three key areas of inquiry, theseg:

» Demographic information

» Physical activity information

* Facility information

In addition focus group meetings were held withc#petarget markets of the community
with two or more facility user groups from eachtloé following categories contacted by the
consultant, namely:

* Seniors

* Youth

» Families with children

» Educational groups

* People with disabilities

» Sporting groups

* Religious and cultural groups

» Aboriginal and migrant groups
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Responses and recommendations from the commuigityhei survey and the focus groups
have been collated and are containedAttachment 10.2.1(b),however a number of the
findings are summarised below.

Activities respondents stated they would like tdtipgoate in but were currently unavailable
in the City of South Perth included, but were nietited to, swimming and gym and fitness
classes. Suggestions made to improve opportundieg physically active within the City
included, but were not limited to, improve and emse the number of cycle ways including
placement of drink fountains, build an indoor hdap®ol, addition of a gymnasium and
sports courses at GBLC and more advertising of wehavailable.

The youth involved in the process stated that en@lty of South Perth most young people

were active but have lots of demands on their tilheumber of suggestions were proposed

including:

* A need for holiday programs for 12-15 year olds;

* A need for safe and comfortable environments teeim®e social interactions; and

» Control increasing costs to participate includinggnibership fees, equipment and
clothing.

In general, the community identified that their maeasons for participating in physical

activity were for health benefits and fitness impnments. As a percentage breakdown,
findings indicated health benefits as 40.0% of thgponses, to improve fithess 36.0%,
enjoyment of participation 7.4%, weight loss 7.4%@ a&ocial interaction 4.6%. Of these

responses 78% said they were able to participatthéir chosen activities, while 22%

responded in the negative. Primary reasons thagil@eould not participate in their chosen
activities included lack of time 32.4%, health @as 18.9%, cost 16.2%, unavailability

locally 13.5%, lack of flexible childcare 2.7% asafety concerns 2.7%.

Policy and Legislative Implications
N/A.

Financial Implications

In January of this year, the City of South Perthsvgaccessful in obtaining a grant of
$15,000 through the Local Activity Grants prograon the creation of a Physical Activity
Plan. The Premiers Physical Activity Taskforce TFA partnered with the Western
Australian Local Government Association and Loteegt to offer dollar for dollar matched
Local Activity Grants for community-based physieativity initiatives aimed at increasing
physical activity.

Following endorsement of the ‘2010 - 2014’ Physidddtivity Plan and its resulting
strategies and actions, it is proposed to sounadifig for many of the individual projects
from bodies such as PATF, Lotterywest, Healthwa$RDthe Commonwealth Government,
other State Government departments and other surce
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Strategic Implications
‘Active Futures 2010 - 2014’ Physical Activity Plain line with the following goals and
strategies of the City’s Strategic Plan:

Goal 2 — Community Enrichment — Strategy 2.1: Depehnd implement a ‘Connected
Community Plan’ to:

- Address the specific needs of aged, familiesttyounemployed; and

- Encourage opportunities for community developnast vitality.

Goal 2 — Community Enrichment — Strategy 2.7: Depedtrategic directions for events, arts
including public art, leisure, recreation and lagé@ that encourages a vibrant and
participative community. This includes initiativeslating to the George Burnett Leisure
Centre, libraries, parks, river, Fiesta and otleenmunity programs.

Sustainability Implications

The implementation of strategies as outlined in20&0 - 2014 Physical Activity Plan to be
consistent with the concept of building strong aumstble communities by strengthening
community networks and creating more opportuniteeinteract. Opportunities also exist
through this initiative to rationalise and modeenifacilities incorporating best practice
sustainability initiatives.

| OFFICER RECOMMENDATION ITEM 10.2.1 |

That the ‘Active Futures 2010 - 2014 Physical AitgivPlan’ Action Plan and strategies at
Attachment 10.2.1(a)be endorsed by Council.
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| 10.2.2 Funding Assistance - Round Two

Location: City of South Perth
Applicant: Council
File Ref: GS/103/1- 2009/2010
Date: 23 November 2009
Author: Seanna Dempsey, Community Development@ff
Helen Doran-Wu, Community Development Coordinator
Reporting Officer: Sandra Watson, Manager Commu@iilture and Recreation
Summary

This report relates to applications in the Commubievelopment category of the Funding
Assistance Program - Round Two - 2009/2010.

Background

In June 2001 the City implemented a Funding AsscgaProgram to enable the City to
equitably distribute funding to community organisas and individuals to encourage
community and personal development, and foster aomiisnservices and projects.

The Funding Assistance Program incorporates a nuofllevels and categories in response
to identified areas of need, these are:

1. Community Partnerships - with identified organisations that provide a major
benefit to the City of South Perth community.

2. Community Development Funding
€)) Community Development Category - project fugdfor incorporated not
for profit groups, these are considered by coundilvo rounds annually.
(b) Individual Development Category - financial iatmnce for individuals
attending interstate or international sportingfural or academic activities.

3. Community Grants - smaller grants up to $1,000 for groups proposiraegts
that do not fit within the Community Developmenbgram.

Submissions in the Community Development Fundirtggmry, which is the subject of this
report, are assessed against the following criteria

1. The demonstrated community need for the prg@abrity is given to projects that
do not duplicate existing projects or servicesaayeexisting within the City)

2. The proposed benefits for the participants imedlas well as for the wider City of
South Perth community.

3. The expected number of number of participants afe residents of the City of
South Perth.

4, Demonstrated need for financial assistance e City of South Perth (priority is

given to projects that can demonstrate that otbésrpial sources of funding have
been exhausted or are not available), or partnedpgortunities with other
organisations have been explored.

The level of cash or in kind support committedrte project.

The sustainability of the project and / or tihgamisation.

The level of exposure given to the City in thiempotion of the project. (recipients
are required to promote the City’s support of thejqxt.)

Noo

Full details of the funding program can be foundlom City’s website where information is
available about program guidelines, eligibility arsklection criteria and acquittal
information, along with resources to assist withrgrseeking and the development of grant
submissions.
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Comment

Seven applications were received in this round esting a total of $37,500. Details of all
applications are included in the submission sumesaaitached to this repoAttachment
10.2.2 refers.  All applications cover a range of comnynservices and projects.
Applications were submitted by:

» Collier Park Seniors Golf Club

¢ Edmund Rice Camp for Kids WA

* Manning Senior Citizens Centre

» Soroptimist International of South Perth

* South Perth Outreach Services

» South Perth Primary School P&C

* Uniting Care West

This report recommends that one of the seven st is fully supported, one of the
submissions not be supported, and that the rentafiva are supported in part for reasons
outlined in the attached submission summaries. tdte# recommended funding amount is
$22,700.

Consultation

This funding round was advertised on the City’s sieband promoted directly in October
2009 to 200 community groups and organisationsedisin the City’s Community
Information Directory. In addition, City officersre proactive in discussing projects with
potential applicants and assisting in the develograesubmissions.

Policy and Legislative Implications
This report refers to the Funding Assistance Pd#292.

Financial Implications
A total amount of $170,000 is allocated in the 20020 budget for the Community
Development, Individual Development, Community Gsaand Community Partnership
categories of the Funding Assistance program. €hemmendation of this report is within
budgetary parameters.

Strategic Implications

This report is complimentary to Goal Two, Commuriigrichment, and directly relates to
Strategy 2.3.

‘Implement the Community Funding Program to equitgbdistribute funding between
community organisations to encourage and foster goomity development services and
projects.’

Sustainability Implications

Through the City’s Funding Assistance program ageamf community services and

initiatives, many of which are run by volunteerse dostered and supported whereas it
would not be sustainable for the City or other ggownent level organisations to deliver
these programs.

| OFFICER RECOMMENDATION ITEM 10.2.2 |

That $22,700 be distributed to seven organisatimm City funds for Round Two of the
Community Development category of the Funding Aasise Program as detailed in
Attachment 10.2.2.

39



AGENDA : ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING : 15 DECEMBER 2D

| 10.2.3 Funding Submission for Proposed Upgrade tog®rge Burnett Leisure Centre |

Location: City of South Perth

Applicant: Council

File Ref: CP 301

Date: 23 November 2009

Author: Sandra Watson, Manager Community Culturé Recreation
Reporting Officer: Vicki Lummer, Director Develogmt and Community Services
Summary

To advise Council of the intention to submit an leggpion to the Infrastructure Australia
funding scheme for grant funding for extensions apdrades to George Burnett Leisure
Centre.

Background

At the September 2009 agenda briefing, the Chieéchtive Officer reported that
Infrastructure Australia had announced another dowh funding for major projects.
Following a discussion with the Elected Membershet September agenda briefing, the
proposal to proceed with design work for modifioa8 to the George Burnett Leisure
Centre was endorsed for the purposes of seekindjrfgrvia Infrastructure Australia, with
the submission being due by 15 January 2010.

Comment

At the February 2008 Council meeting, the Coureslotved to ‘swap’ the priority order of
the Manning Hub project with the redevelopment afofge Burnett Leisure Centre,
designating the development of Manning Hub as Cibaritst priority.

As Council’s priority, the Manning Hub project iglisproceeding, as evidenced by report
item 10.3.2 contained in this Agenda. In additipreparation of concept designs and the
commencement of further community consultationlaped to occur in the near future.
However, the closure process for Bradshaw Cresomhisome land zoning issues mean that
it is likely that a two year time frame will be iolved in acquiring all the required approvals
from the relevant state government departments.

As there is an extended timeframe involved withNtesmning Hub project, it was considered
that the George Burnett Leisure Centre Redeveloprpasject is significantly closer to
commencing, given the relevant facility needs aswests that have been undertaken,
together with the recent completion of the “Actikatures Physical Activity Plan 2010-
2014" (refer report 10.2.1 in this agenda). lewiof the above, Council officers have
commenced compiling the information required for lafrastructure Australia funding
submission for the George Burnett Leisure Centlevelopment.

The results of the consultation from the Active dfas Physical Activity Plan 2010-2014

have highlighted some key findings, especially wébard to the provision of recreation and
physical activity services and facilities in thetyCof South Perth. The community survey
showed that the City’'s residents generally leave @ity of South Perth in order to

participate in activities such as fitness classesgymnasium activities. Survey participants
outlined that they are seeking these activitiesha local area and a number actually
identified George Burnett Leisure Centre as theefe@red venue if it offered these

activities.
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In addition, through the compilation of the Physidativity Plan, it has come to light that
the City of South Perth does not offer any fa@stifor the sport of netball and hence the
City is not catering to females who would possilikg to participate in this very popular
and high profile sport. This service gap is therefsomething that is intended to be
rectified via the redevelopment of George Burneislure Centre.

Consultation

An internal working group has been established tugess the required elements of the
Infrastructure Australia grant submission for tkdevelopment of George Burnett Leisure
Centre and in addition, consultation has occurredhe last 18-24 months with various

community groups and user groups in the City rdlatefacilities, as well as a community

survey and focus group meetings being undertakeethe process of compiling the Physical
Activity Plan.

Policy and Legislative Implications
Nil

Financial Implications

Funding for the design work for the redevelopménBeorge Burnett Leisure Centre that is
required for the grant application is provided fiorthe current budget. At this stage the
estimated cost of the proposed extensions to tleeg@eBurnett Leisure Centre have not yet
been determined.

An architect has been appointed to assist withgdesnd cost options and this work will be
progressed over the next few weeks and finalisext py the grant application closing date
of 15 January 2010.

The Infrastructure Australia submission is subjezta minimum application of $2M
therefore with a matching grant contribution by @i¢y, the project, if the application is
successful will cost at least $4M. At this eatlgge it is estimated that the total project cost
will be in the order of $5M and the application hiilerefore be 50% of the cost. Other grant
funding application opportunities are availablenfrbotteries WA and these will be pursued.

Strategic Implications

This initiative relates to Goal 2 of the City’s &tgic Plan — Community Enrichment. In
particular reference is made to strategy 2.4 whigars to the current use and suitability of
our community buildings, along with strategy 2.7 ieth involves the development of
strategic directions for arts, events and recradtiat encourages a vibrant and participative
community. This strategy also specifically mensianitiatives at George Burnett Leisure
Centre.

Sustainability Implications

The submission to Infrastructure Australia requiggeecific attention to sustainability
initiatives and the like in terms of the proposedavelopment of the facility so in that sense
the City’s Sustainability Strategy will be fully émaced and included.

| OFFICER RECOMMENDATION ITEM 10.2.2 |

That Council endorse the submission of a grantiegin to Infrastructure Australia for the
redevelopment of George Burnett Leisure Centre.

41



AGENDA : ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING : 15 DECEMBER 2D

10.3 GOAL 3: ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT

| 10.3.1  Proposed Naming of Right-of-Way 109 |

Location: Right-of-Way 109 within block bounded Wyenley Street,
Robert Street, Cassey Street and Leonora StregipCo

Applicant: Mr R Cherrie

File Ref: ROW 109

Date: 1 December 2009

Author: Patricia Wojcik, Trainee Planning Officer

Reporting Officer: Vicki Lummer, Director Developmte and Community

Services

Summary

To consider a request to initiate the process tdsvéne naming of Right-of-Way No. 109
(ROW 109) that is owned by the City of South Peithe recommendation is that the
“naming” process now be initiated for ROW109.

Background

A Petition dated 14 October 2009 received from MCRerrie, 52B Leonora Street, Como
together with 17 signatures requesting the namfrggaled right-of-way No. 109 is at Item
8.1.1 on the December Agenda.

Location
ROW 109 is situated within the block bounded by ldgiStreet, Robert Street, Cassey
Street and Leonora Street, Como. ROW 109 is inglicah the plan below:
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Condition and usage of right-of-way

ROW 109 is 5.0 metres wide and is paved for itr@tength. There are no mail boxes on
the right-of-way and rubbish is not collected dfetright-of-way. The right-of-way has
speed humps for its full length and is signposted20 km/h”. The following photographs
show the condition and usage of the right-of-way:
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Portion of ROW 109 (looking north)

Right-of-Way 109 is used extensively for vehiculaccess. Thirteen properties have
vehicular access off this right-of-way, with eigioperties using the right-of-way as their
sole means of vehicular access. Approximately #ori bays are accessed from the right-

of-way.
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Previous right-of-way naming

At Council’'s December 2001 meeting, five right-odys were approved for naming.
Separate requests for naming had been received tiima owners, each from a different
right-of-way. The right-of-ways approved for namingre Nos. 86, 93, 94, 103, and 104.
Furthermore, approval was given at Council’s Jub@62meeting to name Right-of-Ways 75
and 76 and Right-of-Way 64 was approved for namainGouncil’s May 2009 meeting. All
of these are parallel to Canning Highway and tlesar for Council’s support for naming
was that there were a range of difficulties in tietato giving directions to visitors to the
abutting properties. Visitor bays accessed off éheght-of-ways was also another valid
reason.

Prior to naming, there was a trial of “locationrgfy The “location signs” were placed at
each end of the right-of-way and indicated thatl&émeway provided rear access to certain
properties which front on to Canning Highway. Thalthad mixed results.

Right-of-Way 109 naming request

The request to name ROW 109 is from Mr R Chertie, dwner of a dwelling which has
sole vehicular access from the right-of-way. ROV® tQrrently has 19 abutting properties.
Of these 19 properties, 16 properties have signpdtition for this right-of-way naming.
Mr Cherrie advises that:

« ROW 109 is extensively used by residents and viito

 ltis difficult to direct tradespersons to their eliing from the ROW;

» The difficulties in giving directions would be urgieble in an emergency situation;

» Various service personnel access the right-of-way;

 Itis difficult to direct taxis to their dwellingdm the ROW;

» Pedestrian access ways are very steep with stépa, difficult to manoeuvre for older
residents; and

» There are examples of Council approved visitor ludfthe ROW.

Comment

The fact that occupiers of dwellings use the rightvay is not reason enough to name a
right-of-way, however the fact that there are Cduapproved visitor bays accessed from
the right-of-way is a valid reason to consider nmagra right-of-way. The benefits of naming

are that it simplifies instructions to visitors Wisg to find the visitor bays accessed from the
right-of-way, and the right-of-way will gain recagon in street directories.

The Department for Planning and Infrastructure’so@aphic Names Committee has a
policy on naming right-of-ways (quoted in “PolicpdiLegislative Implications” section of
this report). The policy states thdtaneways will normally only be named if a name is
required for addressing purposesiVith regard to this, it is not the practice oistiCouncil

to number dwellings off a right-of-way. Despiteghit is still appropriate to name the right-
of-way for the reasons referred to above.

Turning finally to possible names for the rightwéy, the following comments are made:

The theme of the right-of-ways that have alreadsnbbeamed is flowering plants and shrubs.
The policy of the Geographic Names Committee i $shart names are to be used for lanes.
The Geographic Names Committee has advised thaesiaoch as Lily Lane and Nivea
Lane would be appropriate in this instance. leisommended that the name “Lily Lane” for
ROW 109 be advertised for comment.
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Consultation
Advice has been sought from the Manager, Engingérifrastructure regarding the cost of
signage and that advice is conveyed in the “Firsdriplications” section of this report.

At this stage, no consultation has been undertaktmaffected adjoining property owners.
The request for this right-of-way naming has commmf a petition on behalf of property
owners abutting the right-of-way with 16 signateri@he City does not have a policy
regarding consultation on the matter of right-ofpwaaming, however the City has
previously consulted affected residents in regargrevious right-of-way naming and road
naming. Prior to finally determining whether thght-of-way should be named and if so,
selecting the actual name, the Council should uaker21-day advertising to all the owners
of properties which directly abut the right-of-way.subsequent report to Council will then
consider submissions and at that time, Council déttide whether to name the right-of-way
or not, and will also select the name. Should tber@il decide to name the right-of-way,
the proposal requires Geographic Names Committeeosgl prior to implementation.

Policy and Legislative Implications
Council does not have a policy to guide decisiosstaawhether or not the naming of
particular right-of-ways will be supported, anddf, how names will be selected.

The Geographic Names Committee policy titled “Rd&aning Guidelines (2001)” provides
the following guideline for the naming of right-afays:

“The increase in urban density in new developmert arban redevelopment has resulted in
many narrow short lanes and right-of-ways requirimgmes. The naming of such roads is
supported with a preference for use of the road tigme and short names. Laneways will
normally only be named if a name is required fod@dsing purposes. The leg of a battleaxe
lot is not a laneway.”

Financial Implications

At a later date if Council resolves to name théitrigf-way, the cost to install a sign at each
end will be approximately $300 per sign. The coaties according to the length of the
name.

Strategic Implications

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

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

Sustainability Implications

The proposed naming of ROW 109 will address thevabisted needs of the present and
future residents gaining access from the ROW, hebserved to have positive sustainability
implications.

| OFFICER RECOMMENDATION ITEM 10.3.1 |

That .....

(&) the proposal to name Right-of-Way No. 109 “Lilgne” be advertised to the owners
and occupiers of properties abutting the right-afpior a period of 21 days;

(b) following the advertising period, a report arbmissions received be presented to the
first available Council meeting; and

(c) the applicant be advised of the above Couesibliution.
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10.3.2  Proposal to initiate the Closure of Portionsf Bradshaw and Conochie
Crescent, Manning

Location: Bradshaw and Conochie Crescent roadveseManning
Applicant: City of South Perth

File Ref: RO/702/1

Date: 1 December 2009

Author: Patricia Wojcik, Trainee Planning Officer

Reporting Officer: Vicki Lummer, Director Developmie and Community
Services

Summary

This report considers the proposal to initiatedlesure of portions of Bradshaw Crescent and
Conochie Crescent road reserves, Manning and reemsrthat Council support the closure
to the extent shown iAttachment 10.3.2and initiate the statutory closure process under
Section 58 of thdeand Administration Act 1997This action constitutes the first step in
implementing the Manning Community Hub development.

Background
This report includes the proposed closure planrafedred to agttachment 10.3.2

Location
The subject portion of road reserve is the cunatign at the western end of Bradshaw and
Conochie Crescents, as shown on the location mapvbe
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The proposed closure is the first step in purstiegmuch larger Manning Community Hub
project. The consultant’s final report of this largroject was considered at the June 2009
Council meeting. At that meeting, the Council acedpthe consultant's recommendations
and in particular, supported their “Option 3" sudbjeo further investigation. Part (d) of the
Council’s June resolution reads as follows:

“(d) the closure of the Bradshaw Crescent “loop”at be investigated as a matter of
priority.”
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Diagram 1 - Plan of Consultant’s Option 3 outlining proposedmmunity and commercial
facilities

Comment

Public road closure process

The closure process for a public road is dealt witider Section 58 of théand
Administration Act 1997The process is summarised as follows:

Council resolves to initiate the statutory proceswler Section 58 of the Land

Administration Act.

A notice of motion is published in a newspaper rdisy the intended closure. The
newspaper notice nominates a period of 35 daysefmipt of objections to the proposal.
Following expiry of the 35-day objection periodtesifhaving considered any objections
received, if those objections are not supportedinCib resolves to request the Minister
for Lands to close the road. The Council resolutiomst be accompanied by a plan
showing the intended distribution of the land tgoadng properties.

When delivering the closure request to the Minjstee Council must also forward

copies of any public submissions received and ffieeo report incorporated into the

minutes containing Council’'s comments on the subiniis.

On receipt of the Council’s request, the Ministecides either to grant or refuse that
request, or directs the Council to reconsider tiopgsal, having regard to any identified
concerns.

If the Minister grants the closure request, thedrig closed from the date of the
Minister’s registration of an order to this effect.

Generally when the closure is finalised, the laeddmes “unallocated Crown land”.

The preference for this project as shown in Diagrhmabove is that the land be
amalgamated with James Miller Oval. James Millealds currently Crown-owned and

vested in the City for the purposes of “Recreatiod Park”.

It is anticipated that this road closure will tedq@proximately 12 months to complete.
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Consultation

As the purpose of this report is to initiate thescdre process, public advertising and
consultation has not yet been implemented. Howea@rsultation has been conducted with
the City’s Infrastructure Services Directorate mlation to the design of the proposed
closure. If the Council resolves to initiate th@stlre process, consultation will then be
undertaken in accordance with the requirementsesti@ 58 of thd.and Administration
Act 1997 This process will include consultation with th@janing landowners, services
authorities (telephone, water, gas, sewer andraigg}. Further consultation with Council’s
Infrastructure Services Directorate may also beired.

Infrastructure Services

The Manager, Engineering Infrastructure has pralidetailed comments relating to the
proposed closure design. It has been identifiettlieadesign shown iAttachment 10.3.2

is desirable. This will provide sufficient road eege to realign Jarman Avenue to link into
Bradshaw Crescent and Duckett Drive to link inton@thie Crescent.

A request was placed with “DIAL BEFORE YOU DIG” (Atralia’'s National Reference

Service for Information on Underground Pipes anbl€s) to ascertain services that may be
affected by the proposed closure. From informatgupplied, there appear to be no
underground services within the affected sectionoafl reserve. However this information

comes with a disclaimer, and a formal approach néed to be made to each service
authority and a response will need to be receivedbat of the closure process. The
information supplied does not include the Westeawé overhead network that would

require removal.

Policy and Legislative Implications
The road closure is being implemented in accordamite the provisions of the Land
Administration Act.

Financial Implications

Costs could potentially be significant if Landgasuires the City to purchase the land
following the road closure. This would not eventuétthe “closed road” land remains in
ownership of the Crown. Additionally, there will b& cost involved in placing an

advertisement in the newspaper to notify the puddithis proposal. The cost of removing
the overhead power lines would also need to bedeel in the 2010/11 budget.

Strategic Implications

This matter relates to Goal 3 “Environmental Mamaget” identified within the Council’s
Strategic Plan, and is considered to be satisBeal 3 is expressed in the following terms:
To effectively manage, enhance and maintain the y&t unique natural and built

environment.

Sustainability Implications

It is considered that this proposal satisfactoghntributes to the City’s sustainability
objectives by removing a section of road whichas essential for local traffic movement,
and by facilitating improvement to James Miller Oaad more effective integration with
the proposed Manning Community Hub.

| OFFICER RECOMMENDATION ITEM 10.3.2 |

That Council commences the statutory proceduréhipublic road closure under thand
Administration Act 1997or the curved portions of Bradshaw Crescent amshoChie
Crescent road reserves between Jarman Avenue atietDiDrive, Manning to the extend
shown in Attachment 10.3.2.
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10.3.3  Proposed Additions / Alterations to TouristAccommodation - Lot 268 (No.
53) South Perth Esplanade and Lot 6 (No. 1) Ferryt&et, South Perth

Location: Lot 268 (No. 53) South Perth Esplanade laot 6 (No. 1)
Ferry Street, South Perth

Applicant: Peter Jodrell Architect for TK & LB Piytd

File Ref: 11.2009.401 SO1/53

Application Date: 1 October 2009

Date: 1 December 2009

Author: Lloyd Anderson, Senior Planning Officer

Reporting Officer: Vicki Lummer, Director Develommt and Community
Services

Summary

The application for planning approval is for aduti$ / alterations to an existing Tourist
Accommodation. A similar application was approvedtlze November 2006 Council
meeting. Since it was not possible to achieve sumisi commencement of the proposed
additions and alterations within the required tifn@me, the earlier planning approval
expired. As discussed under the comments sectimapplication is slightly different from
the one previously approved by Council.

The recommendation is for approval, subject to mlmer of standard conditions. Council
discretion is sought in relation to the followingtters:

Elements on which discretion is sought Source of discretionary power
Plot ratio TPS6 Clause 7.8
Car parking TPS6 Clause 7.8
Setbacks TPS6 Clause 7.8
Background

The development site details are as follows:

Zoning Residential

Density coding R80

Lot area 4,570 sq. metres

Building height limit 13.0 metres

Development potential Plot ratio of 0.75 (3,427.5 sq. metres)
Plot ratio proposed 0.89 (4,055 sq. metres)

This report includes the following attachments:
Confidential Attachment 10.3.3(a) Plans of the proposal.
Attachment 10.3.3(b) Letter from applicant dated 23 September 2009.
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The location of the development site is shown below
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In accordance with Council Delegation DC342, theppssal is referred to a Council meeting
because it falls within the following categoriesc#bed in the delegation:

1. Specified uses
Tourist Accommodation.

2. The exercise of a discretionary power
(iii) Proposals representing a significant deparuirom the Scheme incorporating
the Residential Design Codes, relevant Planningid®d and Local Laws
where it is proposed to grant planning approval.

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

Comment

(a) Description of the existing development
The existing development, “The Peninsula” apartseramprises the following:
e 72 tourist accommodation apartments;
* 62 car parking bays; and
* Landscaping to areas surrounding car parking addgtgan walkways.

(b) Description of the development approved in Novaber 2006
* 8 new tourist accommodation apartments;
» 2 additional car parking bays;
* Raised outdoor terrace area with pool, located abitre existing car parking
within the central courtyard; and
» Expansion of the existing foyer area.
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(©)

(d)

(€)

(f)

Description of the current proposal

The current proposal incorporates the following itioldls and alterations to the

apartments:

e 10 new tourist accommodation apartments;

e 2 additional car parking bays;

» Outdoor terrace area with pool at the ground Ideekted next to the existing car
parking within the central courtyard; and

» Expansion of the existing foyer area.

Land use

Under Town Planning Scheme No. 6 (TPS6), Touristoftmodation is a “DC” use

(discretionary use with consultation) on lots zorielsidential R50 or higher. As
defined under Clause 3.3 “Land Use Control witham&s” of TPS6, “DC” means that
the use is not permitted unless the Council hascesesl its discretion by granting
planning approval after giving special notice (hdigur consultation) in accordance
with Clause 7.3 of the Scheme. However, in thisaimse, the use already exists.

Assessment

Assessment of the proposal has been undertakercdordance with Table 4;
“Development Requirements for Non-Residential Usegshe Residential Zone”;
Clause 6.3 “Car Parking”; Table 6 “Car and Bicyétarking”; and Clause 6.2
“Building Height Limits”.

The proposed development complies with all requinet® of TPS6 other than the
prescribed 0.75 plot ratio, 6.0 metre rear setbaic# the requirement for onsite
parking bays. The non-complying matters have bésrudsed below.

Plot ratio
The statutory controls relating to the plot ratie as follows:

« Under Table 4 of the Scheme, the maximum plot rafim “Tourist
Accommodation” in residential areas zoned R807% {3,427.5 sq. metres).

» Unless otherwise provided by the Scheme, Clausé3}requires residential
development to conform to the provisions of theitRe#ial Design Codes 2008
(R-Codes). Under Table 1 of the R-Codes, the maxirplot ratio for multiple
dwellings on land with a density code of R80 is @®70 sq. metres).

However, Clause 5.2(1) of the Scheme provides that:
“Unless otherwise provided in the Scheme, all nesigential uses in Residential
zone shall comply with the requirements prescribetiable 4.”

Table 4 of the Scheme specifies a maximum plod @ftio. 75 (3,427.5 sg. metres) for
Tourist Accommodation on an R80 density coding lot.

The proposed plot ratio for the development is 8955 sg. metres) which is a
variation of 0.14 (627.5 sq. metres) from the priesd plot ratio of 0.75.

Under Clause 7.8(1) of the TPS6, the Council hagpthwer to vary plot ratio, subject
to the power conferred by Sub-clause (1)(b) be césxed and the Council being
satisfied that the development will not have aneasl¥ amenity impact. Having regard
to the powers of Clause 7.8(1), the plot ratio dolé approved for the following

reasons:
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(9)

(h)

() The height of the proposal is visually in hamgowith neighbouring existing
buildings in terms of scale and orientation;

(i) The current mass of the development is consdeacceptable and will not
impact the neighbouring properties to the rear; and

(i)  Using the R80 density coding for the subject siemaf 4,570 sq. metres, a plot
ratio of 1.0 (4,570 sq. metres) could be suppadifttte development was solely
residential.

Based upon the above reasons, City officers considacceptable to recommend
approval for the proposed development. The plad i@tthe Tourist Accommodation
is less than 1.0, which would be acceptable ifdéneelopment was solely residential.

Rear setback

The ten additional Tourist Accommodation apartmevillsbe located on the first and
second floor levels above an existing single stqrestion of the existing building
which has a zero lot setback to a vehicle accegs Wae configuration of the new
apartments will be five on each floor. Other porimf the existing building already
have three storeys and the proposed addition wiltdimpatible in height with the
overall development.

The existing single storey building and the proploseper storey additions abut a
vehicle access way serving the subject propertyedsas other residential properties
in the vicinity. The boundary wall is at least 1&@tres from any sensitive residential
outdoor area or dwelling, and therefore will hawernegative impact on the amenity
of any of the adjoining residents. Numerous redi&lérmave taken the opportunity to
view the drawings for this development, with noeations having being received.

Parking bays

Table 6 of TPS6 prescribes a parking ratio of cakipg bay per unit or bedroom.

This proposal will result in the number of unitsrigeincreased from 72 to 82 and the
amount of bedrooms being increased to 86 (therd ar& bedroom units) requiring

86 parking bays to be provided.

The current number of bays provided is 62 withitttended number to be increased
to 64 bays.

As reported in the earlier Council report, the entrdevelopmentvas originally
assessed against the Town Planning Scheme No.visipres where the number of
bays required per dwelling was 0.75. It is reastao assess the parking
requirements for the existing units at the “old"S&ratio, i.e. 72 x 0.75 = 54 bays.

For the net increase of 14 bedrooms, the curre@6Tparking ratio should be used,
i.e. 14 x 1.0 = 14 bays. This gives a total requaet of 68 bays, with the number of
bays provided being 64. The requirement for antaddil bay per 5.0 sq. metres of
the dining area is not applicable to this developinas there is no new area of dining
area being proposed as part of this applicatiomcbordance with the information on
the website http://www.thepeninsula.net/accommodation.shtinére is no dining
facility onsite.

Therefore the variation is four car parking bays/e® the inner city location of the
site with good bus and ferry access, and notingttieaarea has good connections to
the city of Perth which has further connectionstite wider Perth Metropolitan
Region, it is considered reasonable for Councéxercise discretion regarding onsite
parking. It is recommended that the Council exerdsscretion on this basis, and
support the parking provision.
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(i)

)

Scheme Objectives: Clause 1.6 of No. 6 Town Rlasing Scheme
Having regard to the preceding comments in termghefgeneral objectives listed
within Clause 1.6 of TPS6, the proposal is congideo broadly meet the objectives.

Other Matters to be Considered by Council: Clawse 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€Ciause 7.5 of TPS6 which are, in
the opinion of the Council, relevant to the progbsievelopment. The proposal is
considered acceptable having regard to the 24llisisters.

Consultation

(@)

(b)

Design Advisory Consultants

The design of the proposal was considered by thés@esign Advisory Consultants
at their meeting held on 9 November 2009. The papwas favourably received by
the consultants, and the architects stated thevioil:

* The architects observed that the built form of fireposed development is
acceptable. It was also noted that the developrapplication approved at the
November 2006 Council meeting, has been slightlyifirel internally without
significantly changing its external appearance.

* Any plot ratio variation that is identified as asuét of the planning assessment
should be supported as the proposed building wasreed not to have a
detrimental impact on the adjoining properties.

» All openings in the building in close proximity the property boundaries and the
right-of-way should be setback in accordance withBCA requirements.

Neighbour consultation

Neighbour consultation has been undertaken forpgtoposal to the extent and in the
manner required by Policy P355 “Neighbour and ComitguConsultation in Town
Planning Processes”. A total of 48 neighbour cdatioh notices were mailed to
individual property owners and occupiers. In additia sign was placed onsite
inviting comment from any other interested perdouring the advertising period, no
submissions were received.

Policy and Legislative Implications
Comments in relation to various relevant provisionsTPS6 and the R-Codes have been
provided elsewhere in this report.

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

Strategic Implications

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

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

The proposed additions / alterations are apprapt@the current use of the site for Tourist
Accommodation. The proposed increase in intendithe use of the site is not seen as
having any impact on the amenity of the surroundagidential area or sustainability. It is
therefore recommended that the Council exercisgetion to approve the development.

| OFFICER RECOMMENDATION ITEM 10.3.3 |

That .....

pursuant to the provisions of the City of SouthtfPdiown Planning Scheme No. 6 and the
Metropolitan Region Scheme, this application forarpling approval for proposed
Additions/Alterations to Tourist Accommodation onotL268 (No. 53) South Perth
Esplanadde approved, subject to:

(a) Standard Conditions
340  Parapet walls- finish of surface 427  Colours ruaterials — to match
352  Car parking bays marked 660 Expiry of approval
550  Plumbing hidden 354 Hard stand areas maintdidesined
577  Amalgamation of lots

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

(b) Standard Advice Notes
641 Amalgamation of lots 649A Minor variations - seek approval
648  Building licence required 651 Appeal rights - SAT

Footnote A full list of Standard Conditions and Advice Notes is available for inspection at the Council Offices
during normal business hours.
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10.3.4 Proposed Four Multiple Dwellings within a 4Storey Building - Lot 29 (No.
93) South Perth Esplanade, South Perth

Location: Lot 29 (No. 93) South Perth Esplanadeitis®erth
Applicant: Carbone and Robinson Design

Lodgement Date: 21 September 2009

File Ref: 11.2009.386 S01/93

Date: 27 November 2009

Author: Laurence Mathewson, Planning Officer

Reporting Officer: Vicki Lummer, Director Developmie& Community Services
Summary

An application for four Multiple Dwellings within 4-storey building on the subject site was
previously conditionally approved by Council at May 2008 meeting. The owner has
requested significant changes to the approved wlesigd therefore a new application has
been lodged. The current application is also far fdlultiple Dwellings within a 4-storey
building on Lot 29 (No. 93) South Perth Esplandiajth Perth. It is recommended that the
proposal be approved subject to conditions.

Background
The development site details are as follows:
Zoning Residential
Density coding R80
Lot area 1,543 sq. metres
Building height limit 13.0 metres
Development potential 12 Multiple Dwellings
Plot ratio 1.0 (1638.0 sq. metres; includes the area of the portion of Water Corporation
land )

This report includes the following attachments:
Confidential Attachment 10.3.4(a) Plans of the proposal.
Attachment 10.3.4(b) Site photographs.
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The location of the development site is shown below
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In accordance with Council Delegation DC342, theppisal is referred to a Council meeting
because it falls within the following category ddised in the delegation:

2.  Large scale development proposals
(i)  Proposals involving buildings 9.0 metres highhigher based upon the Scheme
definition of the term ‘height’. This applies tothonew developments and
additions to existing buildings resulting in thellding exceeding the nominated
height.

Comment

(@) Description of the proposal
The subject site is currently developed with a starey single house, as depicted in
the site photographs #ttachment 10.3.4(b)

The proposal involves the construction of four Mué Dwellings within a 4-storey
building on Lot 29 (No. 93) South Perth Esplana8euth Perth, as depicted in the
submitted plans i€onfidential Attachment 10.3.4(a)

(b) Plot ratio
The plot ratio permitted for the proposed developime 1.0 (1,638 sq. metres). The
plot ratio calculation drawings submitted by theplagant demonstrate compliance
with the prescribed plot ratio.

The method used to achieve this conclusion wasiqusly accepted by Council.
While this is not typical practice, however theuation of the site is equally a rare
circumstance. The circumstance is that the site spdis into two portions of land
(under one Certificate of Title) when the Water @wation resumed a 3.0 metre wide
parcel of land for the purposes of infrastructuranagement, as depicted in the
submitted plans afonfidential Attachment 10.3.4(a)
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(©)

(d)

()

(f)

These changes have only a cadastral effect, in ttieatdifferences can only be
discovered by examining the Certificates of Titled aelated mapping information.
Conversely however, the perception from the comigu@including the adjoining
neighbours) can only be that of a site relatingrie (whole) parcel of land, or more
specifically a parcel of 1,638 sg. metres.

In addition, the Water Corporation land does notehthhe potential for development
relating to plot ratio (such as dwelling), and #fere does not require the benefit of
floor space in a plot ratio calculation. Furthermorthe landowner (Water

Corporation) is fully conversant and supports theppsed development.

In support of this method, the City of South Pdrdgal and Governance Officer
previously examined the situation, with the follogricomments:

“The apparent anomaly in the lot area of 1,543 sgtres and the plot ratio area of

1,638 sg. metres comes about in the following way:

* There is a narrow rectangular area of freehold laodvned by the Water
Corporation which runs through Lot 29 (No. 93) whiis held by the Water
Corporation for the purposes of the South Perthmsaiwer.

» The Water Corporation has agreed to grant an easgnwoethe owners of Lot 29
over the area with the power to build over it.

 The owner of Lot 29 has agreed to grant an accesseraent to the Water
Corporation allowing access to the main sewer fi@outh Perth Esplanade.

* The plot ratio definition in the R-codes has beemnrexrtly applied to include the
area of the easement being granted by the Watep@ation to the owner of Lot
29 - viz. the ratio of the gross total of the aredsall floors of buildings on a site
to the area of land within the site boundaries.”

Consequently, this application has been assessel lwm a site of 1,638 sq. metres
for the purposes of plot ratio only.

Open space

The open space permitted is 926 sg. metres (6Gfprioposed open space is 990 sq.
metres (64%), therefore, the proposed developmemiplies with the open space
element of the R-Codes.

Building height

The permissible building height limit is 13 metrése proposed building height is 13
metres, therefore the proposed development complits Clause 6.2 “Maximum
Building Height Limit” of the Town Planning Schemio. 6.

Street setback

South Perth Esplanade has a 12.0 metre minimundibgilsetback requirement in

accordance with Table 2 of the City of South Pértlwn Planning Scheme No. 6.

Clause 4.3 “Special Application of Residential @@esiCodes - Variations” of TPS6

permits cantilevered balconies or a balcony suggdoly columns to extend not more
than 2.0 metres forward of the prescribed setbawk the street alignment. Thus, the
proposed development complies with street setbeglirements.

Wall setbacks

The wall setbacks to the west and south comply wulith R-Codes Acceptable
Development standards. The east wall setbacks glgneomply with the Acceptable
Development standards, with the exception of treediair / lift wall on Level 3 which

is setback 1.35 metres in lieu of 3.5 metres andkitthen / BBQ (bulk) wall also on
Level 3 which is setback 3.5 metres in lieu of Bi€tres.
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(9)

(h)

(i)

The setback variations have been assessed agairistrffance Criteria 6.3.1 P1 of

the R-Codes, which is outlined below:

(i) Owing to the lot orientation, the proposed develepmwill not have a
significant overshadowing impact on the adjoinimggerty. The proposal will
therefore ensure adequate direct sunlight and lasnti is provided to the
development site and future development on therddpvacant lot.

(i)  All major openings on east facing walls are eitbetrback the required distance
or are adequately screened, therefore there issnal\privacy issues associated
with the setback variation.

(i) Building bulk has been reduced by incorporating laoreting features and
design elements to the external walls:

(A) including stone cladding and textured coatdimto the external walls; and

(B) sections of the walls are screened by louvemdens. These sections are
not solid and will give the appearance of depth gregter visual interest
to the east facing walls.

In assessing the wall setback issues, it is coreidhat the proposal complies with
the relevant Performance Criteria.

Visual privacy setbacks

The visual privacy setbacks comply with the vispabacy element of the R-Codes,
noting that visual privacy setbacks are calculatedinclude the neighbouring
driveway.

Solar access for adjoining sites

Due to the steep upward sloping adjoining lots wwathe southern side, the
proposed development does not overshadow these Torefore the proposed
development compliesith the solar access element of the R-Codes.

Finished ground and floor levels - Minimum

The minimum finishedground levels permitted is 1.7 metres above the Austmalia
Height Datum (AHD) and the proposed finished grolewkl is 1.7 metres above
AHD. Therefore the proposed development compligh @Wilause 6.9(1) “Minimum
Ground and Floor Levels” of the Town Planning Schévo. 6.

The minimum finishedhon-habitable rooms and car parkibgvels permitted is 1.75
metres above AHD and the proposed finished floeelles AHD minus 1.65 metres.
Therefore the proposed development does not comipty Clause 6.9(2) “Minimum
Ground and Floor Levels” of the Town Planning SchehMo. 6. However, in
accordance with the requirements of Town Plannicge8ie No. 6.9 “Minimum
Ground and Floor Levels” Council may permit lando developed at a level lower
than that prescribed in Clause 6.9 provided thahdequate engineering solution is
provided. As the applicant proposes to provideetigineering solution at the building
license phase, this requirement has been placad¢@sdition on planning approval.

The minimum finishedhabitable rooms’ floorlevel permitted is 2.3 metres above
AHD and the proposed finished floor level is 2.3treg above AHD. Therefore the
proposed development complies with Clause 6.9(2)nlfium Ground and Floor

Levels” of the Town Planning Scheme No. 6.
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0)

(k)

()

(m)

(n)

Finished ground and floor levels - Maximum

The proposed finished ground and floor levels @fAHD and 2.3 AHD also comply
with Clause 6.10.1 “Maximum Ground and Floor LeVed$ the Town Planning
Scheme No. 6.

Car parking

As the required number of car bays is eight andptioposed number of car bays is
18, the proposed development complies with thepagking element of the R-Codes.
No visitor bays are required for four Multiple Dwegs in accordance with the R-
Codes.

Bin location

In accordance with the requirements of the R-CoGkmise 6.5.3'Landscaping
requirements; bin storage areas should be conveniently locatetl screened from
view. The proposed bin location is in the undercanéa. This area is not visible from
the street, but is located approximately 50.0 nsefrem the street alignment and is
therefore not readily accessible. As a conditioplahning approval the owners will
provide a letter stating that the proposed bin tiooawill meet their needs. The
proposed bin location therefore complies with th€d&tles requirements. Comment
on other Environment Health and Regulatory Servinaters are discussed under the
“Consultation” section of the report.

Pedestrian footpath

A separate pedestrian pathway has been provided #ie east side of the lot and the
pathway is ramped to allow for wheelchair accessnvéirer, lighting is also required
to the pathway and a condition has been providehisceffect.

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

Having regard to the preceding comments, in terfinth® general objectives listed

within Clause 1.6 of TPS6, the proposal is congidepn broadly meet the following

objectives:

(@ maintain the City's predominantly residentinhcacter and amenity;

(c) facilitate a diversity of dwelling styles andmdities in appropriate locations on
the basis of achieving performance-based objectivigish retain the desired
streetscape character and, in the older areas efiitrict, the existing built form
character;

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

() ensure community aspirations and concerns atéressed through Scheme
controls; and

() safeguard and enhance the amenity of resideatisas and ensure that new
development is in harmony with the character aralesof existing residential
development.
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(0)

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

Scheme

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

impose conditions with respect to matters liste€Ciause 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 relevanttih@ current application and require
careful consideration:

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

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

(c) the provisions of the Residential Design Caebsany other approved Statement
of Planning Policy of the Commission prepared ur@ertion S5AA of the Act;

() any planning policy, strategy or plan adoptedtbe 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 materialglegeneral appearance;

() the height and construction materials of retag 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 fendiaving regard to its
appearance and the maintenance of visual privagynuipe occupiers of the
development site and adjoining lots;

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

(g) the topographic nature or geographic locatidrite land;

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

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

(w) any relevant submissions received on the agjic, including those received
from any authority or committee consulted undersé&7.4; and

(X) any other planning considerations which the @dlconsiders relevant.

Consultation

(@)

Design Advisory Consultants’ comments

The design of the proposal was considered by thes@esign Advisory Consultants
at their meeting held on 9 November 2009. The psapwas favourably received by
the consultants. Their comments and response frmmapplicant and the City are
summarised below:
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(b)

DAC Comments Project Architect Officer Comment
Response

The architects observed that the proposed | No comment. The comment is NOTED.
development was acceptable in terms of its built
form and streetscape compatibility.
The site survey plan should also show the | Amended Footprints of adjoining
footprint of the adjoining buildings. Additionally, | drawings  show | buildings have been shown on
all floor plans should also incorporate the outline | required the | amended plans.
of adjoining buildings along with their associated | additional The comment is NOTED.
major openings and active habitable spaces. information.
In the architects’ views, the areas marked on | Amended The Project Architect has

plans, first floor upwards as “common lobby
areas” and “cleaners’ stores” should not be
taken as plot ratio areas because these spaces
will be used by more than one dwelling arranged
vertically, if not arranged on the same level as
per the R-Codes definition. To ensure that these
areas are indeed maintained as common

drawings address
the plot ratio issue
in accordance
with the R-Codes
provisions.

submitted amended plans that
depict a modified lobby layout
for ground floor and Floors 1 to
3, and modified courts for
Levels 1 to 3. The amended
plans are 9.0 sq. metres over
the permissible plot ratio.

properties, the approved strata plans will need The comment is NOTED.
to be consistent with the planning approval. To
support this view, the architects stated that since
lift maintenance will be carried out at the top-
most floor level for all the dwellings, the lobby
area will again be common property.

Plot ratio will need to be carefully assessed in
accordance with the R-Codes provisions while
having regard to the architects’ interpretation.

Neighbour consultation

Neighbour consultation has been undertaken forpgtaposal to the extent and in the
manner required by Policy 355 “Consultation forrPiag Proposals”. The owners of
various properties at Nos. 91, 95, 97 and 99 SBetth Esplanade, No. 8 Ray Street,
and Nos. 8 and 10 Darley Street were invited tpeosthe application and to submit
comments during a 14-day period. A total of 27 hbaur consultation notices were
mailed to individual property owners and strataibsd

During the advertising period, two submissions wemeived. One had no objection
to the development proposal, and the second wasppaised to the development but
did express concern about the potential impachefwest facing windows on visual
privacy.

The comments of the submitters together with offi@sponse, are summarised as
follows:

Officer Response
The comment is NOTED.
The proposed development complies with the
relevant visual privacy requirements.
The comment is NOTED.

Required Submitter's Comment
No objection.
No objection - Expressed concern about the
impact of west facing windows on the visual
privacy of the adjoining property.
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(c) Manager, Engineering Infrastructure
The Manager, Engineering Infrastructureas invited to comment on a range of issues
relating to car parking and traffic arising frometiproposal. A summary of the
comments is as follows:

(i) the basement ramp down needs to be raisedld¢wveh of 1.85 metres AHD to
reflect the existing footpath level,

(i) the drainage to be in accordance with Policy5 4“Stormwater Drainage
Requirements for Proposed Buildings” and ManagerReattice M415;

(i) the crossing is to be concrete while the fmah is to be continuous through the
crossing and is to have a maximum width of 6.0 esgtr

(iv) the applicant will need to a prepare a DewateManagement Plan as required,;
and

(v) an authority to store building materials on therge will not be approved for
this location due to the narrow lot frontage.

(d) Manager, Environment Health and Regulatory Serices
The Manager, Environmental Health Services providethments with respect to
bins, noise, kitchens and laundries. A summaryefdomments is as follows:

(i) all bins to comply with City Environmental Hdastandards;

(i) all fans and pumps comply with thHenvironmental Protection Act 1988nd
Environmental Protection (Noise) Regulations 198Y regards to potential
noise pollution; and

(i) all laundries and kitchens comply with City Localvit 16 (1) and Regulation 10
of theHealth Act (Laundries and Bathrooms) Regulationsegards to potential
health issues.

(e) Other City Departments
Comment was not required from any other City Deaparits.

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

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

Strategic Implications

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

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

Sustainability Implications

The proposed development has been designed withirsalsility design principles in mind.

The proposal maximises solar access to the largh-fexcing balconies. By virtue of north-
south orientation of the lot, the development adlows solar access to the adjoining
properties.
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Conclusion

The proposal will not have a detrimental impactaaijoining residential neighbours, and
meets all of the relevant Scheme objectives. Pealvithat conditions are applied as
recommended, it is considered that the applicatiauld be conditionally approved.

| OFFICER RECOMMENDATION ITEM 10.3.4 |

That pursuant to the provisions of the City of $oRerth Town Planning Scheme No. 6 and
the Metropolitan Region Scheme, this applicationgianning approval for four Multiple
Dwellings within a 4-storey building on Lot 29 (N@3) South Perth Esplanade, South Perth
be approved subject to:

(@) Standard Conditions

625 Vehicle sightlines 390 Crossover standards
455 Standard of dividing fences 393  Verge and kerbiogks
550 Plumbing hidden 664  Final inspection required
425 Colours and materials 470 Retraining walls

660 Approval expiration 471 Retaining walls - Timing
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

() Revised drawings shall be submitted, and suewihgs shall incorporate the
following:

(A) all dividing fences no greater than 1.8 meirebeight above the highest
approved finished ground levels;

(B) location of a mature tree in front setback ayealsewhere on site;

(C) the location of lighting for the separate pédas footpath; and

(D) details of louvres to be provided demonstratognpliance with Clause
6.9.1 of the Residential Design Codes.

(E) Plot ratio reduced by 9 sq. metres thereby destnating compliance with
Table 1 of the Residential Design Codes.

(i)  Provision shall be made in the design of the flaod walls of the building for
adequate protection against subsoil water seepageprior to the issuing of a
building licence, the applicant shall:

(A) provide the City with certification from a camging engineer that
adequate water-proofing has been achieved; and

(B) satisfy the City that the proposed levels ateeptable having regard to
the 100 year flood levels applicable to the lot;

as required by Clause 6.9 (3) of Town Planning BehBlo. 6.

(iii) Prior to the issuing of a building licenske owners shall provide a letter in
support of the bin storage location thereby demmatiny compliance with
Clause 6.4.5 of the R- Codes.

(iv) All bin areas to comply with City environmigh health standards.
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(©)

(d)

v)

In accordance with the requirements of Clauge56(A5) of the Residential
Design Codes, a landscaping plan shall be submfisiedpproval by the City.
No person shall occupy or use the land or any mgldhe subject of this
approval for the purpose for which this approvaliieen unless and until:

(A) the City has approved a landscaping plan; and

(B) the landscaping has been completed in accoedaitb the plan approved

by the City.
Standard Advice Notes
648 Building licence required 646 General landscapitagdards
647 Revised drawings required 649A Seek approval foromi
variations

651  Appeal rights - SAT

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

during normal business hours.

Specific Advice Notes

(i)

(i)
(i)

It is the applicant’s responsibility to liaisdth the City’s Environmental Health
Department and Engineering Infrastructure Departrt@ensure satisfaction of
all of the relevant requirements.

Any activities conducted will need to complyittv the Environmental
Protection (Noise) Regulations 198¥all times.

The applicant / developer and the owners tareomply with the requirements
set out in Council Policy P399 “Final Clearance &egments for Completed
Buildings”. Policy P399 requires the applicant tngage a licensed land
surveyor, drawn from the City’s panel, to undertakevey measurements on a
floor-by-floor basis. The surveyor is to submit gressive reports to the City
regarding compliance with the approved buildingtice documents. The City
will not issue final clearance certificates untdtisfied that the completed
building is consistent with the building licencecdments and the requirements
of other relevant statutes.
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10.3.5 Installation of Erosion Protection and Revegiation on Cloisters
Foreshore (Tender 27/2009)

Location: City of South Perth

Applicant: Council

File Ref: Tender 27/2009

Date: 26 November 2009

Author: Tamara Wilkes-Jones, City Environmenbftinator
Reporting Officer: Stephen Bell, Director Infrastture Services
Summary

Tenders have been called and received for the lletita of Erosion Protection and
Revegetation on the Cloisters Foreshore south ohi@ig Bridge (Tender 27/2009). It is
recommended that the contract be awarded to SyEmxronmental for the value of
$192,545 plus GST.

Background

The purpose of this tender is to restore a 236 anlgtear section of the Canning River
foreshore between Mt Henry Bridge and Cloisterst b@enp, in the vicinity of the
Edgewater Road pedestrian overpass. The foresh@diacent the Principal Shared Path
(PSP) and the Kwinana Freeway. The path is higb&d by pedestrians and cyclists.

100

meters

Various erosion techniques are required to restosesite and include the planting of native

vegetation to minimise erosion and encourage natestoration. Erosion at this site is

caused by waves, wind, currents and in particitansevents as is evident by the uprooted
trees and undercutting of the PSP.

The City has made several attempts in previoussy@arnddress erosion on this section of
foreshore. However, each time, the attempts wersurccessful, mainly due to their limited
scope and allocated budget. In response, thee@ijpged a consultant in February 2006 to
investigate and detail the specifications requit@destore the site. The assessment and
scope of works produced at that time, estimatedsi@no control works would cost
approximately $191,000. Riverbank funding was themght and the City was successful in
receiving ($84,636) from the Swan River Trust i®&@0which has been carried over into the
current budget.
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The reason why this project has taken so longdohrehis stage is because it was originally
meant to be in partnership with Main Roads WA (MR)YW&ho was keen to install a coastal
protection structure around the supporting pilfathe Edgewater Road pedestrian overpass.
MRWA was not able to adequately fund the projectafmumber of years. When the project
was finally allocated funding, MRWA decided to irapient its portion of the project alone,
which forced the City to change its plans.

MRWA completed repairs to the river wall below tBelgewater pedestrian overpass in
February 2009 which also involved the removal, irepad realignment of a 100 metre

section of the Principal Shared Path away fromftdreshore. This altered the previous
assessment, therefore the tender was written iaraar to encourage the Tenderer to detall
what restoration methods would best meet the needb demands of a foreshore

environment.

Comment

Tenders were called on 5 September 2009, for thpgpation and installation of erosion
materials and plants. A lump sum price was reqdetat also detailed what materials the
City was to provide.

Tenders closed at 3.00 pm Friday 2 October 200%atite time of opening seven tenders
with varying restoration options, experience anstsavere received. The tenders and
prices submitted are listed below:

Tenderer Tendered Price (plus GST)
GHEMS Holdings $24,543.09
Landcare Services $31,930.28
Earthcare Landscapes $69,051.65
Environmental Industries $150,722.00
Frogmat Environmental $181,144.50
Natural Area Management & Services $184,850.00
Syrinx Environmental $192,545.00

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

Qualitative Criteria Weighting %
1. Skills and experience of key personnel 20%
2. Demonstrated experience in completing similar projects 10%
3. Demonstrated understanding of the required task 10%
4. Referees 10%
5. Price 50%
Total 100%

The evaluation process resulted in the shortligivaf Tenders (Syrinx Environmental and

Natural Area Management & Services) based on dontatien compliance, experience,

work proposal and project objectives. The remgrienders did not comply with, or meet

the project outcomes and/or showed limited expedeand understanding of the scope of
the project.
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Questions were sent to the short-listed tendersrshe 29 October to assist in the final

decision. The decision was difficult and was bagadhe Qualitative Criteria and project

objectives below:

* No damage to existing vegetation;

» Appropriate site preparation as according to theirah needs of the site which also
accommodates the installation of all materials gladts;

» Appropriate, thorough and even use and coverageatdrials;

» Securely fastened materials to withstand waterl féwetuation and wave impact;

» Immediate foreshore stabilisation that also enagesdurther and long term restoration;

» Appropriate plant positioning which has the hardséo withstand stress from typical
conditions and conditions experienced during ststogm events;

» Appropriate plant positioning and planting methaalsich achieves a 100% survival rate
for a 4 week period after completion of the entigks;

» Completion in a timely and sequenced manner aaegtdi the needs of the site;

» A natural foreshore landscape which complimentsstireounding environment, that will
in the long term compliment match the joining fdra@®; and

* The use of biodegradable materials (where appr@)rihat is of a sufficient thickness,
size and grade so as to not compromise the sulsii@yaf the project.

The responses by the short-listed tenderers we iesdeveloping the Qualitative scores

below.
Tenderer Price (plus GST) Score
Natural Area Management & Services $184,850 8.80
Syrinx Environmental $192,545 8.99

Syrinx Environmental has achieved the highest saokis recommended as the preferred
contractor to perform the works.

In conclusion, the City has recommended the mgstmsive tender for this project. This is

unusual, but not without good reason. Foresharsi@n control using vegetation can have a
low success rate, particularly in areas subjechigh erosion pressure. It is therefore

important that a contractor is chosen which noy gmbvides a very sound response to the
specification, but also has a proven record.

The recommended tender is from a well qualified grdven contractor. Syrinx
Environmental has a very good work record of fooestrehabilitation work on the Swan
and Canning Rivers. The company has producedasimibrk for the City before within Sir
James Mitchell Park, albeit on a much smaller scAlenajor foreshore project managed by
Syrinx, within close proximity to the City, was Bbint Fraser for the City of Perth. This
most successful project was completed a numbereafsyago and is testament to sound
erosion control practice.

Officers are confident the techniques Syrinx Envinental has proposed are the best
possible solution to resolve the erosion problérhis is why is officers have recommended
their tender as the best response to the speaificat

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

Policy and Legislative Implications

Section 3.57 of theocal Government Act 1995s amended) requires a local government to
call tenders when the expected value is likely toeed $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 whiehCthief Executive Officer has been
delegated to accept, therefore this matter isnedfieio Council for its decision.

67



AGENDA : ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING : 15 DECEMBER 2D

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

Financial Implications

The City has allocated funding of $145,000 in te@22010 Infrastructure Capital Works
programs for this project. This includes the $88,@rant funding from the Swan River
Trust. The required budget for 2009/10 is $184,5Ghich leaves a shortfall of $40,000.
In order to meet the fund shortfall the followingdgets are proposed to be used for this

project:

A/C 6220 - $29,000 Living Steam

A/C 6151 - $ 4,000 Mt Henry projects
A/C 6235 - $ 7,000 Ecojobs

An additional $8,037 will be required in 2010/11cmmplete the project and will be sought
through that financial year's budget process.

Strategic Implications

This project supports the following Goal of theyGitStrategic Plan;

Goal 3 Environmental Management Td' sustainably manage, enhance and maintain the
City’s unique, natural and built environmem particular Strategy 3.3ensure future
development and current maintenance of the riverstoore, wetlands, lakes, bushlands and
parks is properly planned and sustainable and thtdraction with the built environment is
harmonious and of benefit to the community”.

Sustainability Implications

If a cheaper tender was selected, there is a hoghilpility that the erosion works will not
withstand the storm events experienced at the witéch occur on a regular basis. This
could result in the waste of materials used on ghe, (vegetation, sand and erosion
materials) costs and may even require clean upsvork

| OFFICER RECOMMENDATION ITEM 10.3.5 |

That....

€)) the tender submitted by Syrinx Environmental fbe Installation of Erosion
Protection and Revegetation on Cloisters Foresfibeader 27/2009) be adopted
for the amounts of:
e $184,509 plus GST for the 2009/10 financial yead a
» $8,037 plus GST, which will be considered in th&a@Q1 budget; and

(b) additional funding for the project be provided the following amendment to the
adopted budget:

A/C No. Description Budget Adjustment Revised
$ $ Budget
$
6220.2500.30 Living Stream Project 30,000 (29,000) 1,000
6151.2500.30 Mt.HenryEnv.Project 6,000 (4,000 2,000
6235.2500.30 Ecojobs 14,000 (7,000) 7,000
6206.2500.30 Cloisters Erosion Control 105,000 40,000 145,000
6237.2500.30 Cloisters Foreshore Revegetation 40,000 - 40,000

* An Absolute Majority is Required
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10.4 GOAL 4: INFRASTRUCTURE

| 10.4.1 Annual Tender 11/2009- Supply and Lay of Btk Paving

Location: City of South Perth

Applicant: Council

File Ref: Tender 11/2009

Date: 14 November 2009

Author: Fraser James, Tenders and Contractsedffi
Reporting Officer: Stephen Bell Director Infrastture Services
Summary

This report considers submissions received fromatiheertising of Tender 11/2009 for the
‘Supply and Lay of Brick Paving’

This report will outline the assessment processl uhkging the evaluation of the tenders
received. Further, the report will recommend acaegt of the tender from Progressive
Brick Paving for the period of supply up to andliing 30 June 2011, with an option of
one (1) further year to 30 June 2012 subject tisfaatory performance being realised over
the life of the Contract.

Background

This tender forms part of the City’'s annual supfgpders. The supply and lay of brick
paving is essential to facilitate the completionboth the 2009/2010 and 2010/2011 brick
paving replacement and maintenance program.

A Request for Tender was recently called for thegply and Lay of Brick PavingTender
11/2009 was advertised in the West Australian dnr8ay 1 September 2009.

At the close of the Tender advertising period th(8¢ submissions from registered
companies had been received. The three compéadets are tabled below (in no apparent

order):
Tenderer Price
Access Brick Paving $184,808
Allstyle Brick Paving $177,400
Progressive Brick Paving $128,000
Comment

Tenders were invited as a Schedule of Rates Cantrélce estimated contract value was
determined using approximately 3,500 square maifegaving of which approximately
1,500 square metres formed road pavement and apm@i@ky 2,000 square metres formed
pedestrian and cycle paths. This is the notionahtjty of paving to be replaced during the
2009/2010 financial year (the quantity of pavingais estimate only and the City does not
guarantee that this amount of paving will be regtbduring the contract period).

The Tenders were reviewed by an evaluation parcebasessed according to the qualitative
criteria outlined in the Request for Tender. Fosegahe qualitative criteria are noted in

Table A below.
Table A - Qualitative Criteria

Qualitative Criteria Weighting %
1. Referees 10%
2. Works record and experience 20%
3. Price 70%
Total 100%
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The weighted score and estimated contract valueaoh tender received is noted-in the
Table B below.

Table B - Weighted Score and Estimated Contraché&/al

Tenderer Estim(gtg;i_ Ig( i?::s:;/ alue Weighted Score
Access Brick Paving $184,808 6.89
Alistyle Brick Paving $177,400 7.30
Progressive Brick Paving $128,000 10.0

The tender received from Progressive Brick Pavimgtains all of the completed schedules
and satisfies in all respects the qualitative andntjtative criteria listed in the Request for
Tender.

The tender submitted by Progressive Brick Paving thia lowest of all tenders received and
recorded the highest score of 10.00 in the evalnatiatrix. The recommended tenderer has
previously undertaken similar work for the City atitkir performance to date has been
satisfactory.

Based on the assessment of all tenders receivekefater 11/2009, this report recommends
to the Council that the tender from ProgressivelBRaving be accepted for the period of
supply up to 30 June 20410clusive, in accordance with the tendered SchedfilRates
and estimated contract value (GST Exclusive) agecoh Table B above. Subject to
satisfactory performance being realised over tleedf the Contract, there is an option to
extend the Contract by one (1) year to 30 June 2012

Consultation
Public tenders were advertised in accordance wighptrovisions of théocal Government
Act (1995).

Policy and Legislative Implications

Section 3.57 of theocal Government Act 1995s 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 also exceeds the amourttwthe Chief Executive Officer has been
delegated to accept. Therefore, this matter exmed to Council for its decision.

The following Council Policies apply:

Policy P605 Purchasing & Invoice Approval;
Policy P607 -Tenders and Expressions of Interest.
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Financial Implications

The full cost of the works reflected in the tenas been provided in the current 2009/2010
Operations and/or Capital Works Budgets. The tendéres will also be reflected in the
2010/2011 annual budget.

Strategic Implications

This item is consistent Goal 4 “Infrastructure”tbé City’s Strategic PlanFo sustainably
manage, enhance and maintain the City’s infrastitetassets and in particular Strategy
4.1 - Develop plans, strategies and managemenersgsto ensure public infrastructure
assets (roads, drains, footpaths, river wall, comityubuildings etc) are maintained to a
responsible level

Sustainability Implications

This tender will ensure that the City is provideiimthe best available service to complete
the works identified in the Annual Budget. By sawkihe services externally the City is
able to utilise best practice opportunities in th@ket and maximise the funds available to
provide sound and sustainable asset maintenartbe @fity’s slab path network.

The service will strengthen the City’s Engineerinfyastructure team by ensuring that they
have access to a wide range of services at cornvpatittes.

| OFFICER RECOMMENDATION ITEM 10.4.1 |

That the tender submitted by Progressive Brick fador the Supply and Lay of Brick
Paving in accordance with Tender Number 11/2009Hertwo year period of supply up to
and including 30 June 2011, with an option of omehier year to 30 June 2010 subject to
satisfactory performance being achieved over theolithe Contact, be adopted.
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10.4.2 Sir James Mitchell Park Deck Construction ath Landscaping

Location: Sir James Mitchell Park

Applicant: Council

File Ref: Tender 29/2009

Date: 3 December 2009

Author: Tamara Wilkes-Jones, City Environmenbinator
Reporting Officer: Stephen Bell, Director Infragtture Services
Summary

Tenders have been received for the constructioa deck, promenade and landscaping
adjacent to the car park at the eastern end oStheh Perth Esplanade, within Sir James
Mitchell Park (Tender 29/2009). This report owtbnthe assessment process followed and
recommends the tender submitted by Environmentdlidtnies be accepted. It also
recommends that the Chief Executive Officer seglriee clarification on aspects of the
tender prior to entering into a contract.

Background

Sir James Mitchell Park is the largest and mogh lpigpfile park in the City offering a large
open green space for recreation, heritage and enatuandscape Architects (Urbis) were
engaged in early 2009 to begin working on a conpégt to establish a viewing platform
and promenade with landscaping, to link in with bleaches project and adjacent paths.

The objective of the design is to enhance visitqregience by connecting people with the
Swan River and the surrounds, while providing dec¢lviews to the City at a location

which is easy to access. The site currently ctysisa limestone rock revetment wall with
low quality grass that abuts the car park. Thetraent wall was built with Infrastructure

Australia funds as part of the beaches projectrevgnt further erosion of the bank and
incorporates two existing Flooded Gums. The caiesitn of the pathway will connect

existing paths to the east and west of the siteninggpedestrians will no longer have to
traverse through the car park.

Comment

Tenders were called on 14 November 2009 and clasépm on the 1 December 2009.
Seven compliant tenders plus one alternative teweee received and the prices submitted
are listed below in ascending order;

Tenderer Tendered Price (ex GST)
Frogmat Quality Built Landscapes $303,701.00
Landscape Elements $318,781.53
Environmental Industries $331,638.00
Newscape Contractors $338.430.09
MMM Civil Contractors WA Pty Ltd $369,283.00
Phase 3 Landscape Construction Pty Ltd $391,580.00
DME Contractors $403,160.40

A short-listing process was undertaken by officersconjunction with the landscape
consultant (Urbis). This resulted in three tendeeing chosen for further qualitative
analysis (Environmental Industries, MMM Civil Coattors and Phase 3). The remaining
tenders were eliminated because, their bid wasmpiete and/or they did not adequately
address the specification.
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Qualitative evaluation of tenders was completecetdam the following criteria (as listed in
the request for tender (RFT) document):

Qualitative Criteria Weighting %
1. Ability to complete the project within the specified time 10%
2. Demonstrated experience in completing similar projects 10%
3. Referees 10%
4. Demonstrated understanding of the required task 20%
5. Price 50%
Total 100%

The qualitative evaluation process has resultederfollowing scores:

Tenderer Score
Environmental Industries 8.40
MMM Civil Contractors WA Pty Ltd 7.44
Phase 3 Landscape Construction Pty Ltd 791

Analysis of the tenders against the qualitativdeda matrix indicated that the tender
submitted by Environmental Industries to be thetbeslue for the City and is
recommended. Scoring for each Tender was vergdssall had the expertise to complete
this project. The deciding weight factor was threegp which resulted in Environmental
Industries receiving the highest score.

Consultation
Public tenders were advertised in accordance wughptrovisions of théocal Government
Act (1995).

Policy and Legislative Implications

Section 3.57 of theocal Government Act 1995s 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 also exceeds the amourttmthe Chief Executive Officer has been
delegated to accept. Therefore, this matter erredl to Council for its decision.

The following Council Policies apply:
Policy P607 -Tenders and Expressions of Interest.

Regulation 20 of the Local Government (Functiond &eneral) Regulations\fariations of

Requirement before entering into Contratidtes:

(1) If, after it has invited tenders for the supplygufods or services and chosen a
successful tenderer but before it has entered @antmntract for the supply of the
goods or services required, the local governmeshes to make a minor variation
in the goods or services required, it may, withagdin inviting tenders, enter into
a contract with the chosen tenderer for the suppiythe varied requirement
subject to such variations in the tender as magdreed with the tenderer.
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Financial Implications

The tendered price submitted by Environmental Itrikssis $331,638.00. In order to better
meet the available budget, it is proposed to elitdrthe specification for lighting from the
project. This will realise a saving of $40,908nfrdhe tendered price. To compensate, it is
proposed to utilise the existing available car paghting as an interim measure until the
Foreshore Promenade project is developed and righis provided under this project.
Economies of scale should realise a better pricpple.

This amendment results in a tendered price of $380,

The existing budget allocation for this project $226,000 (Account 6226). After
preliminary expenditure and administration overlsebdve been allocated, an amount of
$210,000 remains unspent to contribute towards thimsler. It is recommended that
$100,000 be reallocated from Account 6224 (SIJMPmerade) to ensure that adequate
funding is available to complete the SIMP Deck @oetion & Landscaping project,
including remaining consultant fees and unexpeetgeenditure. Sufficient funding remains
in the Foreshore Promenade account to completddbign work required for that project
for the remainder of 2009/2010.

While the tender by Environmental Industries hasnbeecommended by officers to be the
best value, it is considered that some aspectsedf bid require more detailed assessment.
This could result in a reduction in the overallcgri It is therefore recommended that the
Chief Executive Officer be delegated authority &gatiate with Environmental Industries
following acceptance of the tender but prior to mlirey the contract, to clarify pricing on
aspects of their tender. This is allowed for unither Local Government (Functions and
General) Regulations.

Strategic Implications

This item is consistent Goal 4 “Infrastructure”tbé City’s Strategic PlanFo sustainably
manage, enhance and maintain the City’s infrastitetassets and in particular Strategy
4.1 - Develop plans, strategies and managemenersgsto ensure public infrastructure
assets (roads, drains, footpaths, river wall, comityubuildings etc) are maintained to a
responsible level

Sustainability Implications

Sir James Mitchell Park is the major recreatiormkpvithin the City of South Perth and one
of the most important in the metropolitan area.owvRling additional amenity through
infrastructure is seen as adding to the social tahmf the City and therefore its
sustainability.

| OFFICER RECOMMENDATION ITEM 10.4.2 |

That....

(@) the tender submitted by Environmental Industfier the construction of a deck,
promenade and landscaping adjacent to the cargtdhe eastern end of the South
Perth Esplanade (Tender 29/2009) be accepted;

(b) Council delegate the Chief Executive Officerthauwity to negotiate with
Environmental Industries, prior to entering intoamtract, to clarify aspects of their
pricing for this project and

(c) additional funding for the project be provided the following amendment to the
adopted Budget:

A/C No. Description Budget Adjustment Revised Budget
$ $ $
6224.1500.30 SJMP Promenade 200,000 (100,000) 100,000
6226.2500.30 SIMP ESP  Revetment 226,000 100,000 326,000
Wall

* An Absolute Majority is Required
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10.5 GOAL 5: ORGANISATIONAL EFFECTIVENESS

| 105.1 Applications for Planning Approval Determinel Under Delegated Authority |

Location: City of South Perth

Applicant: Council

File Ref: GO/106

Date: 1 December 2009

Author: Rajiv Kapur, Manager Development Services
Reporting Officer: Vicki Lummer, Director DevelopmteServices
Summary

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

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

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

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

Comment

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

Consultation
During the month of November 2009, sixty one (6FBvelopment applications were
determined under delegated authority, réfgéachment 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 tere: be a professional, effective and
efficient organisation

Sustainability Implications
Reporting of Applications for Planning Approval Behined under Delegated Authority
contributes to the City’s sustainability by pronmgtieffective communication.

| OFFICER RECOMMENDATION ITEM 10.5.1 |

That the report anédittachment 10.5.1relating to delegated determination of applications
for planning approval during the month of Novemb@09, be received.
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| 105.2 Use of the Common Seal
Location: City of South Perth
Applicant: Council
File Ref: GO/106
Date: 1 December 2009
Author: Kay Russell, Executive Support Officer
Reporting Officer: Phil McQue, Governance and Auistration Manager
Summary

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

Background

At the October 2006 Ordinary Council Meeting thdwing resolution was adoptedrhat
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 reasondse.

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

In addition, clause 21.1 requires the CEO to reao@register:

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

(ii) the nature of the document; and

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

Register

The Common Seal Register is maintained on an elgctdata base and is available for
inspection. Extracts from the Register on the afsthe Common Seal are provided each
month for Elected Member information.

November 2009

Nature of document Parties Date Seal Affixed
Respite Agreement City of South Perth and Eleonora Antonia Oldenburg 18.11.2009
Respite Agreement Trent Benjamin Pettit and Danae Brook McMorran 23.11.2009

Consultation
Not applicable.

Policy and Legislative Implications
Clause 21 of the City’s Standing Orders Local L&¥?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 ITEM 10.5.2 |
That the report on the use of the Common Seal ler honth of November 2009 be
received.
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10.5.3 draft Strategic Plan 2010 - 2015

Location: City of South Perth

Applicant: Council

File Ref: CM/601

Date: 27 November 2009

Author: Phil McQue, Manager Governance and Adstriation
Reporting Officer: Cliff Frewing, Chief Executiv@fficer

Summary

This report provides the Council with the draftatgic Directions 2010 - 2015 that will
form the basis of the Strategic Plan 2010 — 20t48, seeks Council approval to release the
draft Strategic Directions 2010 - 2015 for publexranent for a period of 45 days.

Background

The City of South Perth’s current Strategic Plapieed in 2008. Since this time, the City
has been engaged in extensive consultation withCilys key stakeholders, residents,
Elected Members and staff in the development of'@he Vision Ahead’document that
details our vision for the future and guides oualggetting and service delivery for the next
five years.

The draft Strategic Directions 2010 - 2015 is amcome of a comprehensive planning

process, involving a number of components including

« Our Vision Aheadadopted by Council 13 October 2009)

» Council Vision Priorities, prepared by John Scatl@onsultants (prepared in November
2008)

» Various City planning documents

» Strategic Plan 2004 — 2008

» Staff Input

The Our Vision Aheadprocess was used to ensure that the new Stratgic will be
responsive to the needs and aspirations of thel lomamunity. Over 1450 people
participated inOur Vision Aheadwhich primarily addressed the following four guess
though a variety of community stakeholder workshopisioning summits, visioning
roundtables, group and individual surveys and alysummit:

What do you value most about your community andg#a
What do you think are the key issues we will facéhe future?
What is your vision for the future?

What can be done at a local level to achieve y®ion?

PwbpE

Our Vision Aheadgenerated many key ideas from the community irpees to the

environment, housing, transport, community andelabich have been integrated in to the

development of the draft Strategic Directions 202015, including:

» Addressing the needs of a diverse community

» Planning for a rapidly expanding population

* Planning for the needs of an ageing population

» Addressing the ‘leakage’ of economic and socialvegt

» Addressing the demand for a mix of services, a@wiand active places within walking
distances of most homes (walkable communities)

» Addressing the threats of biodiversity loss, pedkmd climate change

* Responding to changing demands for service delisrdycommunity interaction

* Meeting the higher community expectations in respec leadership and effective
governance
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Comment

The draft Strategic Directions 2010 — 2015 isA#achment 10.5.3 It is based on six

themes, five of which are directly from t@eir Vision Aheadtommunity vision goals:

» Creating opportunities for a safer, active and eztedCommunity

* Nurture and develop natural spaces and reduce impadheEnvironment

* Accommodate the needs of a growing population wighlanned mix oHousing and
Land Uses

« Plan and develop safe, vibrant and amenBldees

» Improve accessibility to a diverse and interconegchix of Transport choices

The sixth theme is related to the organisatiortsrimal systems and processes to ensure that
the community’s themes can be delivered in a prapdraccountable manner.
« Ensure that the City'§&overnanceenables it to respond to the community’s vision
in a sustainable manner whilst delivering on itvise promises.

Consultation

The draft Strategic Directions 2010 - 2015 will tnade available for public comment 16

December 2009 to 29 January 2009, a period of ¥5.dAdditional time has been provided

for public comment given that this occurs duringisoof the holiday season. It is proposed
to widely advertise the draft Strategic Directid®®L0 - 2015, including a weekly article

appearing in the City Update.

After consideration of comments received, the filstategic Plan is intended to be
presented to the Council at the 16 February 2016fiBg Session and 23 February 2010
Council meeting for adoption.

Policy and Legislative Implications
The City of South Perth’s Strategic Plan 2010 -52@ill form the “Plan for the Future”, as
required in section 5.56 of the Local Governmernit 2395.

Section 5.56 of theocal Government Act 1995 ovides that:
(1) A local government is to plan for the futurelod district.

(2) A local government is to ensure that plans maader subsection (1) are in accordance
with any regulations made about planning for thife of the district.

The Local Government (Administration) Regulatio®9@ Clause 19C and 19D provide:
“19C. Planning for the Future — s.5.56
1. In this regulation and regulation 19D —

“plan for the future” means a plan made under section 5.56.

2. A local government is to make a plan for thereiof its district in respect of the period
specified in the plan (being at least 2 financiedss).

3. A plan for the future if a district is to settdbe broad objectives of the local government
for the period specified in the plan.

4. A local government is to review its current pfanthe future of its district every 2 years
and may modify the plan, including extending théogethe plan is made in respect of.

5. A council is to consider a plan, or modificatsprsubmitted to it and is to determine*
whether or not to adopt the plan, or the modifioatias is relevant.

*Absolute majority required.
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6. If a plan, or modified plan, is adopted by tlwiecil then the plan or modified plan is to
apply to the district for the period of time spésifin the plan.

7. A local government is to ensure that the electnd ratepayers of its district are
consulted during the development of a plan forfttiere of the district, and when preparing
any modifications of a plan.

8. A plan for the future of a district is to comah description of the involvement by the
electors and ratepayers in the development of lle, mnd any modifications of the plan.

9. A local government is to ensure that a plantfa future made in accordance with this
regulation applies in respect of each financial iya#ier the financial year ending 30 June
2006.

19D. Notice of plan to be given

1. —After a plan for the future, or modificatiorsa plan, are adopted under regulation 19C
the local government it to give local public notineaccordance with subsection (2).

2. The local public notice is to contain —
a) Notification that —

i. a plan for the future of the district has beedopted by the council and is to apply to the
district for the period specified in the plan; and

ii. details of where and when the plan may be it
or
b) where a plan for the future of the district Hmeen modified —

i. notification that the modifications to the plaave been adopted by the council and the
plan as modified is to apply to the district fottee period specified in the plan; and
ii. details of where and when the modified plan rnaynspected.”

Financial Implications
The City has set aside funding to undertake theeldpment and adoption of the new
Strategic Plan 2010 to 2015.

Strategic Implications
This aligns with ‘Goal 5 — Organisational Effectiass’ of the Strategic Plan 2004 — 2008,
to be a professional, effective and efficient oigation.

The proposed Strategic Plan will guide the stratetjiection for the City of South Perth,
from 2010 to 2015.

Sustainability Implications

The proposed Strategic Plan is based on the sabthiy principle of planning for and
meeting the needs of the present without comprogitie ability of future generations to
plan and meet their own needs.

| OFFICER RECOMMENDATION ITEM 10.5.3 |

That the Council endorses the release of the Gityouth Perthdraft Strategic Directions
2010 — 2015 atAttachment 10.5.3 for public comment for a period of 45 days, 16
December 2009 to 29 January 2010.
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10.6 GOAL 6: FINANCIAL VIABILITY

‘10.6.1 Monthly Financial Management Accounts - Novaeber 2009

Location: City of South Perth
Applicant: Council

File Ref: FM/301

Date: 6 December 2009

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

Summary

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

The attachments to this financial performance repi@ 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) Regulatdnrequires the City to present

monthly financial reports to Council in a formafleeting relevant accounting principles. A

management account format, reflecting the organisalt structure, reporting lines and

accountability mechanisms inherent within that ctiee is considered the most suitable
format to monitor progress against the budget. iffiemation provided to Council is a

summary of the more than 100 pages of detaileddinkne information supplied to the

City’'s departmental managers to enable them to tootie 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 publitirethe Annual Budget.

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

Local Government (Financial Management) RegulaB8dnrequires significant variances
between budgeted and actual results to be idehtidied comment provided on those
variances. The City has adopted a definition @rigicant 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 othesdewariances where it believes this
assists in discharging accountability.

To be an effective management tool, the ‘budgetiiresl which actual performance is
compared is phased throughout the year to rethectyclical pattern of cash collections and
expenditures during the year rather than simplyde proportional (number of expired
months) share of the annual budget. The annualdiuds been phased throughout the year
based on anticipated project commencement date®xetted cash usage patterns. This
provides more meaningful comparison between actndlbudgeted figures at various stages
of the year. It also permits more effective managminand control over the resources that
Council has at its disposal.
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The local government budget is a dynamic documedtveill necessarily be progressively
amended throughout the year to take advantage ahgell circumstances and new
opportunities. This is consistent with principlesresponsible financial cash management.
Whilst the original adopted budget is relevantdy vhen rates are struck, it should, and
indeed is required to, be regularly monitored aedewed throughout the year. Thus the
Adopted Budget evolves into the Amended Budget thia regular (quarterly) Budget

Reviews.

A summary of budgeted revenues and expendituresifjgd by department and directorate)
is also provided each month. This schedule reflaatsconciliation of movements between
the 2009/2010 Adopted Budget and the 2009/2010 AenBudget including the
introduction of the capital expenditure items arforward from 2008/2009 (after August
2009).

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

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

opportunity for more timely intervention and comiee action by management where

required.

Comment

The major components of the monthly managementst@mmaries presented are:

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

« Summary of Non Infrastructure Operating Revenue Bmgenditure Attachment
10.6.1(2)

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

* Summary of Capital IltemsAttachment 10.6.1(4)

»  Schedule of Significant Variance#\ttachment 10.6.1(5)

* Reconciliation of Budget MovemenisAttachment 10.6.1(6)(A)and 10.6.1(B)

* Rate Setting StatemenAttachment 10.6.1(7)

Operating Revenue to 30 November 2009 is $32.20Nctwhepresents 101% of the
$31.88M year to date budget. Revenue performandess to budget expectations overall -
although there are some line item differences. Mipal Fund interest revenues have
improved - but are still below budget expectatidne to weak investment rates in the early
part of the year. Planning & Building Services mewe is ahead of budget expectations due
to higher than budgeted levels of activity (a piegsndicator of an improving economic
climate). Collier Park Village revenue is right target whilst Hostel revenue lags budget
expectations due to lesser commonwealth subsidieg)breceived (as the commonwealth
funding model has yet again been adjusted to threxdmt of our facility). Parking revenue
(meter parking and infringements) continues to el \ahead of budget to the end of
November - although this is assisted by slightlpssyvative budget phasing. Golf Course
revenue remains around 9% ahead of budget tarGetaind hire fees are currently in
advance of budget expectations but this is expeotedttle back in line with targets later in
the year. The plant nursery reflects a substahtiak gain in the carrying value of nursery
greenstock. A significant developer contributioff§et by an equivalent expenditure item)
is also reflected in the Engineering InfrastructBesvices area.

Comment on the specific items contributing to theances may be found in the Schedule
of Significant Varianceéttachment 10.6.1(5).
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Operating Expenditure to 30 November 2009 is $IM.9hich represents 99% of the year
to date budget of $15.18M. Operating Expendituredéte is 3% under budget in the
Administration area, 1% over budget in the Infrasture Services area and 3% under
budget for the golf course. There are several fealde variances in the administration areas
that relate to budgeted (but vacant) staff pos#tionthe CEO Office, Building Services and
Rangers areas. Waste collection arrangements dedfess have resulted in a small
favourable variance against budget to date. Goliir€® expenditure is close to budget
overall - but it has a number of line item variamtigat are not individually significant. Most
other items in the administration areas remainectodhudget expectations to date other than
minor timing differences.

Streetscape maintenance, park maintenance, enwrdam services and building
maintenance all are currently close to budget estieos other than a couple of timing
differences that are being investigated by the mesible manager. Fleet charge out rates
and overhead recovery rates are currently undéeweand will be adjusted for the start of
the new calendar year. There are some small unfaliteuvariances relating to road and
path maintenance that are partly offset by favderahriances on street lighting and street
sweeping. These are considered to be only timiffigrdnces and will reverse later in the
year.

The salaries budgetin¢luding temporary staff where they are being udedcover
vacancieyis currently around 3.8% under the budget aliocator the 217.6 FTE positions
approved by Council in the budget process - butaveeyet to receive some agency staff
invoices to month end.

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

Capital Revenue is disclosed as $1.58M at 30 Noeerabainst a year to date budget of
$1.38M.A significant portion of this ($0.5M) is aadv down of the LotteryWest grant for
the Library & Community Facility project which h&&en accessed earlier in the program
than was anticipated. There is a small unfavourahteance relating to the timing of lease
premiums and refurbishment levies attributableetéensed units at the Collier Park Village
and also on road grants. Comment on the spea#finstcontributing to the capital revenue
variances may be found in the Schedule of Sigmifis&ariancesAttachment 10.6.1(5).

Capital Expenditure at 30 November 2009 is $3.88NMctv represents 91% of the year to
date budget and some 21% of the full year buddetr (e inclusion of carry forward works
approved by Council in August). Management is diosgonitoring delivery of the capital
program and is again using the staged capital progtpproach of running a ‘Deliverable’
and a ‘Shadow’ capital program to ensure that dsgdional capacity and expectations are
appropriately matched.

The table reflecting capital expenditure progresssws the year to date budget by
directorate is presented below. Updates on speelffments of the capital expenditure
program and comments on the variances disclosedithare provided bi-monthly from the

finalisation of the October management accountsaodsv
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Directorate YTD Budget YTD Actual % YTD Budget Total Budget
CEO Office 1,065,000 999,568 94% 7,120,000
Financial &  Information 140,000 148,319 106% 720,000
Services *

Planning &  Community 255,000 192,716 76% 872,850
Services

Infrastructure Services 2,584,507 2,301,229 89% 9,165,990
Golf Course 240,200 237,281 99% 418,200
Total 4,284,707 3,879,113 91% 18,297,040

* Financial & Information Services is also resporeibiyr the Library building project

which constitutes the majority of the capital exglieure under the CEO Office

Consultation

This financial report is prepared to provide fin@hinformation 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 Seddidnof theLocal Government Acand
Local Government Financial Management Regulatighs 3

Financial Implications

The attachments to this report compare actual €iahuperformance to budgeted financial
performance for the period. This provides for tiynéentification of and responses to
variances which in turn promotes dynamic and prufieancial management.

Strategic Implications

This report deals with matters of financial managetrwhich directly relate to the key
result area of Financial Viability identified in ghCity’s Strategic Plan “To provide
responsible and sustainable management of the Cfigancial resources’.Such actions
are necessary to ensure the City’s financial suetdlity.

Sustainability Implications

This report primarily addresses the ‘financial’ éimsion of sustainability. It achieves this on
two levels. Firstly, it promotes accountability fi@source use through a historical reporting
of performance - emphasising pro-active identifamatand response to apparent financial
variances.

Secondly, through the City exercising disciplinddahcial management practices and
responsible forward financial planning, we can eashat the consequences of our financial
decisions are sustainable into the future.

‘OFFICER RECOMMENDATION ITEM 10.6.1

That ....

€) the monthly Balance Sheet and Financial Sunemaprovided 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 Adoptetih&nded Budget provided as
Attachment 10.6.1(6)(A)and10.6.1(6)(B)be received;

(d) the Rate Setting Statement provided\tachment 10.6.1(7)be received.
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10.6.2 Monthly Statement of Funds, Investments anbDebtors at 30 November 2009

Location: City of South Perth

Applicant: Council

File Ref: FM/301

Date: 5 December 2009

Authors: Michael J Kent and Deborah M Gray

Reporting Officer: Michael J Kent, Director Fingcand 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 suitablenay market instruments to
demonstrate the diversification strategy acrosanfinal 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 managememtd ainvestment of the City’'s cash
resources has been delegated to the City’s Dirddtmancial & Information Services and
Manager Financial Services - who also have respitgifor the management of the City’s
Debtor function and oversight of collection of datsling debts.

In order to discharge accountability for the exezadf 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’ ReservexaBse 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 effecti®l by which Council can monitor the
prudence and effectiveness with which the delegatave being exercised.

Data comparing actual investment performance wehchmarks in Council’s approved
investment policy (which reflects best practicenpiples for managing public monies)
provides evidence of compliance with approved itmesit principles. Finally, a
comparative analysis of the levels of outstandisigs and general debtors relative to the
equivalent stage of the previous year is providedmonitor the effectiveness of cash
collections and to highlight any emerging trendst tihhay impact on future cash flows.

Comment

(@) Cash Holdings
Total funds at month end of $45.57M compare favolyrao $41.42M at the
equivalent stage of last year. Reserve funds ameesbl.0M higher than at the
equivalent stage last year due to higher holdifgsash backed reserves to support
refundable monies at the CPV ($1.5M higher) and3®0higher in the Future
Transport Works Reserve but $0.7M less holdingshen Future Building Works
Reserve as monies are applied to the new Libra@o&munity Facility project.
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(b)

Municipal funds are $3.2M higher due to the addiio$1.0M in restricted funds

(IAF grant relating to the Library & Community Féty) and much lesser capital

outflows to date because we are not making cash @althe UGP Project this year.
As collections from rates have flowed into the Qitydate, it has been shown that
our convenient and customer friendly payment methasipplemented by the Rates
Early Payment Incentive Prizes (all prizes donabsd local businesses) have
continued to have the desired effect in relationotw cash inflows despite the

challenging economic climate.

Funds brought into the year (and subsequent cditiions) are invested in secure
financial instruments to generate interest untiisth monies are required to fund
operations and projects during the year. Astutectieih of appropriate investments
means that the City does not have any exposurendevik high risk investment

instruments. Nonetheless, the investment portfiglicontinually monitored and re-

balanced as trends emerge.

Excluding the ‘restricted cash' relating to cashkeal Reserves and monies held in
Trust on behalf of third parties; the cash ava#édbr Municipal use currently sits at
$19.04M (compared to $15.80M at the same time iA82D09). Attachment
10.6.2(1)

Investments

Total investment in money market instruments at tmoand was $44.32M
compared to $40.44M at the same time last yeas iBhilue to the higher holdings
of both Reserve Funds and Municipal Funds as ime&ss as described above. In
the current year we also have higher cash holdmgsnk accounts as required by
the grant funding obligations.

The portfolio currently comprises at-call cash d@edm deposits only. Although
bank accepted bills are permitted, they are nateatly used given the volatility of
the corporate environment at present. Analysisiefdomposition of the investment
portfolio shows that approximately 96.5% of the dsnare 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 ensuihes credit quality is maintained.
Investments are made in accordance with Policy P&93 the Dept of Local

Government Operational Guidelines for investmeftisinvestments currently have
a term to maturity of less than one year - whicledasidered prudent in times of
changing interest rates as it allows greater figjkto respond to possible future
positive changes in rates.

Invested funds are responsibly spread across wedpproved financial institutions
to diversify counterparty risk. Holdings with edfitancial institution are within the
25% maximum limit prescribed in Policy P603. Coupésty mix is regularly
monitored and the portfolio re-balanced as requitepending on market conditions.
The counter-party mix across the portfolio is shawAttachment 10.6.2(2).

Interest revenues (received and accrued) for tlee e date total $0.67M - well
down from $1.17M at the same time last year. Thsult is attributable to the
substantially lower interest rates - notwithstagdiigher levels of cash holdings.
Rates were particularly weak during July and mudh Aogust - but have

strengthened slightly since late September as bdvdkae undertaken capital
management initiatives.
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(©)

Investment performance will continue to be monitone the light of current low
interest rates to ensure pro-active identificatmfnsecure, but higher yielding,
investment opportunities - or any potential advdrsdget closing position impact.
Throughout the year, we will re-balance the portfbletween short and longer term
investments to ensure that the City can responsitdgt its operational cash flow
needs. Treasury funds are actively managed toupurssponsible, low risk
investment opportunities that generate additioni@rest revenue to supplement our
rates income whilst ensuring that capital is presgr

The average rate of return on financial instrumémtshe year to date is 4.41% with

the anticipated yield on investments yet to magitting at 4.75% (compared with

4.47% 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 continue to provideodest return of only 3.25% -

although this is an improvement on the 2.75% oaradff September and October.

Major Debtor Classifications

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

0] 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 November 200@(afie due
date for the second instalment) represent 81.5%taf rates levied compared to
81.2% at the equivalent stage of the previous y&ais is a particularly pleasing
result given the challenging economic climate atspnt. It also reflects a good
community acceptance of the rating and communipasimategies applied by the
City in developing the 2009/2010 Annual Budget.

The range of appropriate, convenient and userdhjgpayment methods offered by
the City, combined with the Rates Early Paymeneiive Scheme (generously
sponsored by local businesses) will again be supgopy timely and efficient

follow up actions by the City’s Rates Officer tosere that our good collections
record is maintained.

(ii) General Debtors

General debtors stand at $2.39M at month end exgudGP debtors - which
compares to $1.39M at the same time last yearnidjer contributing factor to this
increased value of debtors is an invoice issuedB@riNov for a draw-down of
$0.50M of the LotteryWest grant associated withltheary & Community Facility
building project. There are also invoices raised$0.30M for (confirmed) grants
associated with Australia Day & Fiesta which wiél bollected closer to the event
dates. There is a further $0.10M in minor roachtwaand other accruals and the
balance of parking infringements outstanding i ahégher than last year. The
majority of the outstanding amounts are governngesemi government grants or
rebates - and as such, they are considered cblke@hd represent a timing issue
rather than any risk of default.

(i) Underground Power

Of the $6.76M billed for UGP (allowing for adjustmts), some $5.33M was

collected by 30 November with approximately 71.5¢4hmse in the affected area
electing to pay in full and a further 27.6% optity pay by instalments. The

remaining 0.9% has yet to make a payment. Howewest of these 22 properties
are new billings or disputed billing amounts. Sevef these have now become the
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subject of follow up collection actions by the Cag they have not been addressed
in a timely manner. Collections in full are curigritetter than expected which had
the positive impact of allowing us to defer UGRatetl borrowings until late in June
2009 - but on the negative side, resulted in lesenue than was budgeted being
realised from the instalment interest charge.

Residents opting to pay the UGP Service Chargenbtaliments are subject to
interest charges which accrue on the outstanditanbas (as advised on the initial
UGP notice).

It is important to appreciate that thisrist an interest charge on the UGP service
charge - but rather is an interest charge on thdifig accommodation provided by
the City’s instalment payment plan (like what woolttur on a bank loan).

The City encourages ratepayers in the affected tareaake other arrangements to
pay the UGP charges - but it is, if required, pdowy an instalment payment
arrangement to assist the ratepayer (includingspgeeified interest component on
the outstanding balance).

Consultation

This financial report is prepared to provide evicerof the soundness of the financial
management being employed by the City whilst digihg 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 Opergti Guideline 19.

Financial Implications

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

Strategic Implications

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

Sustainability Implications

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

‘OFFICER RECOMMENDATION ITEM 10.6.2

That Council receives the 30 November 2009 Mon8ttement of Funds, Investment and
Debtors comprising:

* Summary of All Council Funds as per Attachment 10.6.2(1)

* Summary of Cash Investments as per Attachment 10.6.2(2)

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

87



AGENDA : ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING : 15 DECEMBER 2D

10.6.3 Listing of Payments

Location: City of South Perth

Applicant: Council

File Ref: FM/301

Date: 4 December 2009

Authors: Michael J Kent and Deborah M Gray

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

A list of accounts paid under delegated authofitglégation DC602) between 1 November
2009 and 30 November 2009 is presented to Coumrcihformation.

Background

Local Government Financial Management Regulationrédduires a local government to
develop procedures to ensure the proper approdahathorisation of accounts for payment.
These controls relate to the organisational puinaand invoice approval procedures
documented in the City’s Policy P605 - Purchasimgj mvoice Approval.

They are supported by Delegation DM605 which skeésduthorised purchasing approval
limits for individual officers. These processes dneir 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 atied officer, payment to the relevant
party must be made and the transaction recordethenCity’'s financial records. All
payments, however made (EFT or Cheque) are recdrdeéde City's financial system
irrespective of whether the transaction is a Ceeditegular supplier) or Non Creditor (once
only supply) payment.

Payments in the attached listing are supporteddagivers and invoices. All invoices have
been duly certified by the authorised officers adle receipt of goods or provision of
services. Prices, computations, GST treatments @wuling have been checked and
validated. Council Members have access to thergséind are given opportunity to ask
questions in relation to payments prior to the @iluneeting.

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 accouitiablayments 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 payetassified as:

¢ Creditor Payments
(regular suppliers with whom the City transactsibass)
These include payments by both Cheque and EFT.&hegyments show both the
unique Cheque Number assigned to each one andslgnead Creditor Number that
applies to all payments made to that party throughloe duration of our trading
relationship with them. EFT payments show bothER& Batch Number in which
the payment was made and also the assigned Cradlitmber that applies to all
payments made to that party. For instance an EfFmeat reference of 738.76357
reflects that EFT Batch 738 made on 24/10/2008uged a payment to Creditor
number 76357 (ATO).
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* Non Creditor Payments
(one-off payments to individuals / suppliers whe aot listed as regular suppliers
in the City’s Creditor Masterfile in the database).
Because of the one-off nature of these paymenddijgting reflects only the unique
Cheque Number and the Payee Name - as there isrnmapent creditor address /
business details held in the creditor's masterfde 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 emgdopank accounts in accordance with
contracts of employment are not provided in thorefor privacy reasons nor are payments
of bank fees such as merchant service fees whigldiaect debited from the City’s bank
account in accordance with the agreed fee schedulder the contract for provision of
banking services.

Payments made through the Accounts Payable funatiemo longer recorded as belonging
to the Municipal Fund or Trust Fund as this praztielated to the old fund accounting
regime that was associated with Treasurers Advaaoeunt - whereby each fund had to
periodically ‘reimburse’ the Treasurers Advance éwat.

For similar reasons, the report is also now beiafgrred to using the contemporary
terminology of a Listing of Payments rather thaiWarrant of Payments - which was a
terminology more correctly associated with the faedounting regime referred to above.

Consultation

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

administration and to provide evidence of the sowsd of financial management being
employed. It also provides information and disclkarfinancial 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 buggevisions.

Strategic Implications

This report deals with matters of financial managetrwhich directly relate to the key
result area of Financial Viability identified in @hCity’s Strategic Plan <To provide
responsible and sustainable management of the Clityancial resources’.

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

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION ITEM 10.6.3

That the Listing of Payments for the month of Nobemas detailed in the report of the
Director of Financial and Information Servicédétachment 10.6.3, be received.
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11. APPLICATIONS FOR LEAVE OF ABSENCE

11.1  Application for Leave of Absence : Mayor Best |

| hereby apply for Leave of Absence from all Colinteetings for the period
2 January until 10 January 2010.

11.2  Application for Leave of Absence : Cr Lawrane |

| hereby apply for Leave of Absence from all Colinteetings for the period
16 January until 20 January 2010.

11.3  Application for Leave of Absence : Cr Ozsdoia |

| hereby apply for Leave of Absence from all Colinteetings for the period
13 January until 24 January 2010.

12. MOTIONS OF WHICH PREVIOUS NOTICE HAS BEEN GIVEN

12.1  Underground Power FUNding ................ommmeeeeeneen. Cr Trent

| hereby give notice that | intend to move thedwaling Motion at the Council Meeting to be
held on 15 December 2009.

MOTION

That Council endorses an application being lodggdofficers in relation to Round 5
Underground Power Funding before the closing dated® February 2010.

MEMBER COMMENT

As the whole system of putting power undergroundasg to be reviewed and we do no
know whether undergrounding of power will continbelieve it is important to get as much
underground power as we can and therefore sugmodfficers making a submission for the
Round 5 Underground Power Funding before the alpdated of 19 February 2010.

CEO COMMENT

Underground Power projects are selected based/smigberformance criteria as established
by Western Power and which address known “blackitsin the electricity grid. The City
proposes to submit a number of applications to ¥asPower for the Round 5 Expression
of Interest to embrace the four remaining undengdoypower areas of Hurlingham,
Kensington, Collier and Manning / Salter Point. & four projects, Hurlingham and
Manning / Salter Point appear to be the areaswmatild most likely attract favourable
assessment from Western Power as the areas are:

* subject to voltage fluctuations;

» subject to strong redevelopment;

» adjacent to existing underground power areas; and

* have land use zonings which encourage redevelopment

With the February Council meeting being held after date of the closing of Expressions of
Interest the Council will not have the opportuntty endorse the submission that will be
forwarded to the Office of Energy so the motioagpropriate.
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13.

14.

15.

QUESTIONS FROM MEMBERS

13.1.

13.2

Response to Previous Questions from Members
Nil

Questions from Members

NEW BUSINESS OF AN URGENT NATURE INTRODUCED BY DECISION OF MEETING

MEETING CLOSED TO PUBLIC

151

Matters for which the Meeting May be Closed.

15.1.1 Special Electors Meeting 16 November 2009 ktmn Confidential Not to be
Disclosed Report

Location: City of South Perth

Applicant: Council

File Ref: ROW 15

Date: 27 November 2009

Author: Phil McQue, Manager Governance and Adshiation
Reporting Officer: Cliff Frewing, Chief Executiv@fficer

Confidential

This report is declare@onfidential - Not to be Disclosedunder Section 5.23(d) of the
Local Government Ads it relates to legal advice obtained which reléatea matter to be
discussed at the meeting.

Summary
The purpose of this report is to consider the Mopassed at the Special Electors Meeting,
held 16 November 2009.

Note: Confidentialreport circulated separately.

15.1.2 City of South Perth Australia Day Citizen of the Year and
Premier’'s Australia Day Active Citizenship Awards
Confidential- Not to be Disclosed Report

Location: City of South Perth

Applicant: Council

File Ref: CR/108

Date: 23 November 2009

Author: Seanna Dempsey, Community Developmefit€f
Reporting Officer: Sandra Watson, Manager Commyu@iilture & Recreation
Confidential

This report is declare@onfidential under Section 5.23 (h) of thecal Government Acs
it relates to the selection of a community membertlee recipient of an Award to be
announced and presented at the Australia Day @#fip Ceremony.

Note: Confidentialreport circulated separately.
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| 15.1.3 Infrastructure Studies -Confidential- Not to be Disclosed Report |
Location: City of South Perth

Applicant: Council

File Ref: GO/106

Date: 23 November 2009

Author: Cliff Frewing, Chief Executive Officer

Confidential

This report is declare@€onfidential - Not to be Disclosedunder Section 5.23(c) of the
Local Government Acas it relates to a contract which may be enteréal liy the local
government and which relates to a matter to beudgsd at the meeting.

Note: Confidentialreport circulated separately.

15.2  Public Reading of Resolutions that may be mad@ublic.

16. CLOSURE

17. RECORD OF VOTING
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ITEM 3.1 REFERS

South Pert}

Mayors Activity Report - November 2009

November 2009

Monday, 30 November

Friday, 27 November

Wednesday, 25 November

Tuesday, 24 November

Friday, 20 November

Thursday, November 19

Wednesday, November 18

Tuesday, November 17

Activity

Chair and deliver presentation at Annual electors' meeting
Attend Zoo Board Meeting

Attend City of Melville Annual Civic Dinner

Speak at Brush n Bottle evening at St Augustine's, Como
Chair Councillor Briefing: Strategic Planning workshop

Attend WA local government association Zone Meeting @ City of
Armadale+ CEO + Cr Kevin Trent

Meeting re: Community Visioning with Baptistcare Corporate Affairs
Manager

Meeting re: Australia Day Council with CEO Graham Partridge

Chair Council Meeting

Mayor/CEO weekly meeting

Attend South Perth Hospital Christmas dinner

Meeting City Environment Manager re Swan River issues

Attend Local Government Managers Association Annual State Conference

Meet with Millennium Kids CEO re Swan - Canning on Line in the City of
South Perth + Cr Sue Doherty, Manager City Environment, & City
Sustainability Coordinator

Attend Local Government Managers Association Annual State Conference
Attend John Curtin Leadership Academy Board Meeting

Attend Local Government Managers Association Annual State Conference
Chair Council Briefing - Agenda items & Skyworks Presentation

Meeting re: Curtin University master plans with consultant John Syme +
CEO

Meeting re: community visioning with Mayor Kelly Howlett - Port Hedland

Mayor/CEO weekly meeting
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Monday, November 16

Saturday, November 14

Friday, November 13

Thursday, November 12

Wednesday, November 11

Tuesday, November 10

Monday, November 9

Friday, November 6

Thursday, November 5

Wednesday, November 4

Tuesday, November 3

Monday, November 2

Present Key note address on Past, Present and the Future at South Perth
Historical Society AGM

Chair Special Electors Meeting - ROW 15 @ South Perth Senior Citizens
Centre

Housekeeping Meeting with Cr Lawrance
Attend Manning Community Association BBQ @ Welwyn Avenue
Attend Royal Perth Golf Club Charity Dinner @ RPGC

Attend Narrows Bridge 50th anniversary @ Foreshore at junction of Mill
Point Rd and Narrows Bridge + crs Travis Burrows + lan Hasleby & CEO

MC John Curtin Leadership Academy Alumni launch @ WA Club

Meeting re: South Perth Rail Station & Light rail for knowledge ARC
Professor Peter Newman - Professor of Sustainability - Curtin Uni & CEO

Chair Councillors Briefing : Sir James Mitchell Park Flag Pole Design
Options & Workshop re: Parking Permits

Present key note address on Community visioning at Local Government
NRM Meeting + cr Pete Best

Lay wreath at CoSP Remembrance Day Service + Crs Les Ozsdolay,
Travis Burrows, Rob Grayden, Sue Doherty & Betty Skinnner

Meeting re: City Sustainability issues + Manager City Environment +
Sustainability Coordinator + Sustainability consultant

Meeting with South Perth Local Chamber of commerce newly elected
president and deputy + CEO

Presentation on community visioning with South Perth Youth Network and
Kalgoorlie Boulder youth council

Mayor/CEO weekly meeting
Speech at Esther Foundation Charity Ball 'The Unmasking' @ Burswood

Attend meeting with Troy Buswell - Tourism Precinct + mayors of Vic Park,
Vincent, & Cambridge

Speech at Visioning Launch of community document
Meeting resident re: walking & Cycle paths
Media Photo Op + Badge State Manager Civic Halls construction

Present awards @ Clontarf Aboriginal College Year 12 Graduation
Ceremony

Attend announcement of the Permanent Heritage Listing of Wesley College
+ CEO

Attend John Curtin Leadership Academy Committee Meeting

Meeting on ROW 15 developments - with Crs Sue Doherty, Rob Grayden,
Betty Skinner
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Council Representatives’ Activity Report - November 2009

October 2009 Activity
Friday, 27 November Kensington Secondary School Graduation - Cr Kevin Trent
Friday, 27 November Penrhos College 2009 Volunteer recognition - Cr Betty Skinner

Wednesday, 25 November Switch Your Thinking - Deputy Mayor Cr Sue Doherty
Saturday , November 21 Australian of the Year Awards - Deputy Mayor Cr Sue Doherty

Friday, 6 November Meet Arthur Kyron - new CEO of Vic Park with Local Chambers -
Deputy Mayor Cr Sue Doherty

Thursday, 5 November Swan Canning River Basin On-Line Schools Project - Manager City
Environment & City Sustainability Coordinator
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