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South Per

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 25 August 2009 thereew® questions taken on notice:

Note: As Mr Jamieson was not present at the August 2009nGbieeting the six
guestions submitted by him in relation to a claion kegal fees were ‘Taken as
Correspondence’. A response by letter was provigeithe Chief Executive Officer
dated 28 August 2009.

6.2 PUBLIC QUESTION TIME : 22.9.2009
7. CONFIRMATION OF MINUTES / BRIEFINGS

7.1 MINUTES
7.1.1 Ordinary Council Meeting Held: 25 August 2009

7.2 BRIEFINGS
The following Briefings which have taken place sinbe last Ordinary Council meeting, are
in line with the ‘Best Practice’ approach to CounBblicy P516 “Agenda Briefings,
Concept Forums and Workshops”, and document tuidic the subject of each Briefing.
The practice of listing and commenting on briefingssions, is recommended by the
Department of Local Government and Regional Deymknt’'s“Council Forums Paper”
as a way of advising the public and being on pulgltord.
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7.2.1

7.2.2

7.2.3

7.2.4

Agenda Briefing - August 2009 Ordinary CountMeeting Held: 18.8.09

Officers of the City presented background informatand answered questions on
report items identified from the August 2009 Colirsgjenda. Notes from the
Agenda Briefing are included &dtachment 7.2.1.

Concept Forum - 2010 Red Bull Air Race and laal Government Reform
Submission - Meeting Held: 1.9.2009

Representatives from Eventscorp and Shani Wood tEverovided background
information on the proposed new concept for theO2R&d Bull Air Race event and
responded to questions raised by Members. The @ES3ented the City's
Submission Report on the Local Government Reforoh i@sponded to questions
from Members. Notes from the Concept Briefing aduded afttachment 7.2.2.

Concept Forum - Town Planning Major Developmat Briefing - Meeting Held:
2.9.2009

Officers of the City and applicant presented amrdes of the proposed Mixed Use
Development at No. 83 Canning Highway, South Perth.

Notes from the Concept Briefing are includedAtsichment 7.2.3.

Concept Forum - Flag Pole SJMP and Red BulliARace Discussion - Meeting
Held: 8.9.2009

Officers of the City present background on the Xaimes Mitchell Park Flag Pole
project and a Discussion was held on the 2010 RéldM8 Race event.

Notes from the Concept Briefing are includedAtsichment 7.2.4.

8. PRESENTATIONS

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

‘ 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.

8.4 COUNCIL DELEGATES |

8.4.1.

Council Delegate: South East Districts Plammy Committee  Meeting:
6 August 2009

A report from Cr Cala summarising his attendancehat South East Districts
Planning Committee Meeting held 6 August 2009 isteichment 8.4.1.

The Minutes of the south East Districts Planningn@uttee Meeting of 6 August
2009 have also been received and are availableea@auncil website.

RECOMMENDATION
That the Delegates’ ReportAttachment 8.4.1in relation to the South East District
Planning Committee Meeting held 6 August 2009dueived.
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8.4.2. Council Delegate: Rivers Regional Council Mging : 20 August 2009
A report from Mayor Best and Cr Trent (Deputy) suanising their attendance
together with the Chief Executive Officer, at thevdRs Regional Council Meeting
held 20 August 2009 is Attachment 8.4.2.

Note: The Minutes of the Rivers Regional Council Ordin&guncil Meeting of
20 August 2009 have also been received and aréabhabn thaCouncil
website.

RECOMMENDATION
That the Delegate’s Reports in relation to the RivRegional Council Meeting held
20 August 2009 aAttachment 8.4.2be received.

8.5 CONFERENCE DELEGATES ‘

9. METHOD OF DEALING WITH AGENDA BUSINESS

10. REPORTS

10.0 MATTERS REFERRED FROM PREVIOUS COUNCIL MEETING S

10.0.1 Proposed Amendment No. 21 to TPS6 to Rezolaad in Godwin Avenue,
Manning. Report on Submissions(ltem 10.3.2 May 2009 Council meetipg

refers)

Location: Lots 801, 802, 803 and 804 shown on Digpd$lan 59437 in
Godwin Avenue between Bickley Crescent and Kelsall
Crescent, Manning.

Applicant: Allerding and Associates, on behalf efner of Lots 802, 803
and 804 Godwin Avenue, Manning

File Ref: LP/209/21

Date: 1 September 2009

Author: Gina Fraser, Senior Strategic Planning ¢@ffi

Reporting Officers: Vicki Lummer, Director, Develment and Community Services

Summary

The purpose of the proposed Amendment No. 21 tonTelanning Scheme No. 6 (TPS6) is
to apply zoning, density coding and building heigjhtit to portions of land in Godwin
Avenue, Manning, consistent with surrounding lafide draft Amendment proposals were
endorsed by the Council in May 2009 and have beeréised for community comment.
The submissions that were received are discusséusirReport. The recommendation is
that Amendment No. 21 proceed to finalisatimithout modification and that this
recommendation be forwarded to the Minister fomRiag for final approval.

Background

This report includes the following attachments:

» Attachment 10.0.1(a):  Report on the Submissions and Schedule of Subm#ssio
* Attachment 10.0.1(b): Amendment No. 21 document for final adoption.
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Amendment No. 21 was initiated at the May 2009 @duneeting. The statutory process
requires that the draft Amendment proposal be medeto the Environmental Protection
Authority (EPA) for assessment prior to it beingradised for community comment. The
prerequisite clearance from the EPA was received®idune 2009, allowing community
advertising and consultation to proceed.

Comment

The community consultation in relation to the preged Amendment No. 21 was initiated on
7 July and concluded on 21 August 2009. The pmlpess advertised in the manner
described in the ‘Consultation’ section of this ggpand resulted in two supporting
submissions.

After considering the submissions, the Council widled to recommend to the Minister
whether to proceed with the Amendment, with or withmodifications, or not to proceed.
The submissions are discussed in the Report on iSsimms and the Schedule of
Submissions, which also contain recommendationgdaption by the Council, on each of
the submissions. Once the Council’'s recommendati@ve been conveyed to the Minister
for Planning, he is responsible for the final deti@ation of the proposal.

Consultation

The statutory advertising required by thewn Planning Regulationsas undertaken in the
manner resolved at the May 2009 Council meetind,amrequired by Council policy. The
forms of consultation undertaken were as follows:

* A community consultation period of not less thardégs

» Southern Gazette newspaper notice in two issudy. Update’ column
* Mail-out of notices to 110 neighbouring land owners

* Two signs on the Amendment site

* Notices in Civic Centre customer foyer and on tbece-board

* Notices in City's Libraries and Heritage House

» City’'s web site: Notice on the ‘Out for Commenége.

Amendment No. 21 was advertised for a period ofertban 42 days, between 7 July and 21
August 2009, inclusive. During the advertisingipéy two supporting submissions were
received.

The submissions are reproduced, with appropriateudsion and recommendations by the
City, in the attached Report on Submissions andSttfeedule of Submissions contained in
Attachment 10.0.1(a) This documentvill be provided to the Western Australian Planning
Commission for further consideration and for recandation to the Minister for Planning.

Policy and Legislative Implications

When approved, Amendment No. 21 will have the effefcrezoning land in Godwin
Avenue, as described in the Amendment Repattachment 10.0.1(b)). The applicant
intends to reconfigure the subdivision of the l&amdreate three new lots suitable for Single
Houses.

The statutory Scheme Amendment process is sehadbéirown Planning RegulationsThe
process as it relates to the proposed Amendmen2 N itemised below, together with the
time frame associated with each stage of the psoceBhose stages which have been
completed (including consideration at the Septen#@39 Council meeting) are shown
shaded:
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Stage of Amendment Process Time
Preliminary consultation under TPS6, Policy P104 and P355 Not applicable
Council adoption of decision to initiate Amendment No. 21 to TPS6 26 May 2009
Council adoption of draft Scheme Amendment No. 21 proposals for 26 May 2009
advertising purposes
Referral of draft Amendment proposals to EPA for environmental 29 May 2009
assessment during a 28 day period
Receipt of EPA’s response 15 June 2009
Public advertising period of not less than 42 days 7 July to 21 August 2009
Council consideration of Report on Submissions in relation to Amendment | 22 September 2009

No. 21 proposals

Referral to the WA Planning Commission and Minister for consideration:

» Report on Submissions and Schedule of Submissions;

» Council's recommendations on the proposed Amendment No.21;

 Three signed and sealed copies of the modified Amendment No. 21
documents for final approval

Minister’s final determination of Amendment No. 21 to TPS6

Publication by the City of the approved Amendment No. 21 notice in the

Government Gazette

Early October 2009 (estimated)

Unknown
Unknown

Following the Council's decision to recommend te tdinister that Amendment No. 21
proceed with modifications, three copies of the Adment document will be executed by
the City, including application of the City Seal ¢ach copy. Those documents will be
forwarded to the WAPC with the Council’s recommeriata

Financial Implications
The applicant has paid the applicable Planning Wheh covers costs incurred by the City
in processing this Amendment.

Strategic Implications

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

Sustainability Implications

The Scheme Amendment request provides an opportémitthe Council to rectify the
current situation of an old disused local shopmegtre which has been demolished because
it was found to be non-viable. The vacant landnierly occupied by this centre, together
with a large piece of unused road reserve land,bsilrezoned for residential purposes, and
three new house lots will be created. The propdsedndment will facilitate the use of the
subject site for a more sustainable purpose.
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Conclusion

To date, the proposed Amendment No. 21 has begyodeg by the Council. During the

public consultation period, two supporting subnaasi were received. With no objection
from any member of the community, there does npeapto be any reason to modify or not
continue with the Amendment proposals. It is tfeee recommended that the proposed
Amendment No. 21 should now be finally adopted Ity €ouncil and a recommendation
that the Amendment proceadthout modification be forwarded to the Minister.

IOFFICER RECOMMENDATION ITEM 10 .0.1

That ...

(a) the Western Australian Planning Commission ddg@sad that Council recommends
that:

0] Submissions 1.1 and 1.2 unconditionally suppgramendment No. 21 be
UPHELD; and
(ii) Amendment No. 2proceedwithout modification;;

(b) Amendment No. 21 to Town Planning Scheme Nz Bereby finally adopted by
the Council in accordance with thewn Planning Regulations 1967 (as amended),
and the Council hereby authorises the affixinghef Common Seal of Council to
three copies of the Amendment No. 21 documene@simed by those Regulations;

(© the Report on Submissions and Schedule of Sdioms Attachments 10.0.1(a))
and three executed copies of the Amendment No. 21 dentinittachment
10.0.1(b)) be forwarded to the Western Australian Plannimgn@ission for final
determination by the Minister for Planning; and

(d) the applicants be advised of the above reswiwnd thanked for participating in the
process.
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10.0.2  State Administrative Tribunal request for Reiew - Proposed Additions to
Mixed Development. Lot 35 (No. 9) Bowman Street, &ith Perth (Item
10.3.4 May 2009 Council Meeting)

Location: Lot 35 (No. 9) Bowman Street, South Rert

Applicant: Campion Design Group

File Ref: 11.2008.464 BO4/9

Date: 20 August 2009

Author: Laurence Mathewson, Planning Officer

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

To reconsider an application for planning apprdealproposed additions to mixed office
and residential development at Lot 35 (No. 9) Bowrdreet, South Perth. The proposed
development was previously considered at the M&@ Z0ouncil meeting and was observed
to conflict with the planning requirements discus$e the Planning Officer's May report.
In line with the officer recommendation, the apation was refused at the Council meeting.
The application is currently before the State Adstmtive Tribunal (SAT) for
determination. Pursuant to section 31(1) of 8#€l Act 2004WA), the Council has been
invited to reconsider its decision. The applicaas rsubmitted amended drawings and
accordingly, the matter is now being referred tis Bouncil meeting for reconsideration.
The amended drawings satisfactorily address theorsafor refusal. This report therefore
recommends that the development proposal be appsagect to conditions.

Background
At the May 2009 meeting Council considered the joev planning application for additions
to mixed development on the subject lot and resbtaeeefuse it for the following reasons:

(@) The proposed development does not provideQlebdys required by the City’s Town
Planning Scheme No. 6 Table"G€ar and Bicycle Parking”.

(b) The levels of the proposed non-habitable spacethe ground level do not comply
with Clause 6.9Minimum Ground and Floor Levelsbf TPS6.

(c) The proposed car parking bay dimensions docoatply with the requirements of
TPS6 Clause 6.3Car parking” and Policy P350.3Car parking access, siting and
design”.

(b) Having regard to the matters identified in theasons above, the proposed
development conflicts with the “Scheme Objectivientified in Clause 1.6 of TPS6.

(d) Having regard to the matters identified in theasons above, the proposed
development conflicts with the “Matters to be Caolesed by Council” identified in
Clause 7.5 of TPS6.

The comments section of the report discusses tmenan which the above reasons have
been dealt with in the proposal currently beforee @ouncil.

The development site details are as follows:

Zoning Residential
Density coding R60/80

Lot area 5056 sq. metres
Building height limit 29.0/10.5 metres
Maximum permissible plot ratio | 1:1

10
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This report includes the following attachments:
Confidential Attachment 10.0.2(a) Plans of the proposal.
Attachment 10.0.2(b) Manufacturer's details / technical drawings oé th

vehicle stackers.

Attachment 10.0.2(c) Comments from Engineering Infrastructure departt.

The subject property is identified on the locaptgn below:

In accordance with Council Delegation DC342, theppssal is referred to a Council meeting
because it falls within the following tweategories described 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 tooth new developments and
additions to existing buildings resulting in thelding exceeding the nominated
height.

and;

Matters previously considered by the Council

Matters previously considered by Council, wherewdr@s supporting a current
application have been significantly modified framege previously considered by the
Council at an earlier stage of the development pss¢ including at an earlier
rezoning stage, or as a previous application fanpling approval.

Comment

(@)

Description of the proposal

The proposed development is located on Lot 35 @oBowman Street. Located
opposite the subject site toward north, is theamp freeway spur. To the west is a
single storey office building, to the east is msttirey mixed development and to the
south of the subject site, on the opposite siddosiman Street are a number of single
storey office buildings.

11
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A Mixed Development is defined in TPS6 asy land or building used for the
purpose of both:

a) one or more dwellings; and

b) one or more non-residential uses;
which are permissible within the applicable zonat the term does not include a
Home Business, a Home Occupation or a Home Office.

The proposed development is an office addition to existing mixed-use
development. The existing development comprise8 atorey tower cosntaining 12
residential units on the upper floors and 24 conerakunits on the lower floors. The
additions comprise the following:

(a) New office unit at the second-floor level, adglil307.6 sq. metres of gross
floor area to the existing building;

(b) New office access point with lift, stairs anehicle access off Judd Street;
and

(© Additional car parking and landscaping.

The proposal generally complies with the requiretsierf the City’s Town Planning
Scheme No. 6 (TPS6). The three issues that forraeidop the planning refusal are
discussed below.

(b) Floor levels
TPS6 clause 6. Minimum Ground and Floor Levelsprescribes that minimum floor
level of non-habitable rooms shall not be less thafb metres above Australian
Height Datum. The application refused at the Ma§2Council Meeting showed an
enclosed stair well and an enclosed lift foyer, chhivere assessed as non-habitable
spaces. The proposed floor level of these spaceslv@dametres AHD and therefore
failed to meet the minimum floor level requirement.

Amended drawings submitted by the applicant on @gust 2009 show modifications

to the stairwell, lift and the associated foyeraar&€he stairwell and lift are now

accessed from the existing car parking area, ttighied floor level of which is being

maintained as per the previous approval, and irordemce with the schemes
requirement of the day, hence assessment underuthent scheme requirements is
not necessary.

(c) Car parking accessways
TPS6 Clause 6.3(8)Car Parking” states that car bays and associated accessways
shall not be of lesser dimensions than those pbestin Schedule 5 and shall be
increased by 0.3 metres where a wall abuts the sfda car parking bay and
associated accessway.

The accessway to car bays 187-191 has a propositd of 6.0 m. However the
accessway abuts a wall separating the down ramptlEdup ramp. Due to the
presence of this obstruction adjacent to the as@gssan additional gap of 300 mm
between the required accessway width of 6.0 metresthe obstruction (wall) is
advisable to ensure that cars manoeuvre out opdinking bays without hitting the
wall or scraping their sides. Therefore a totaleasway width of 6.3 metres is
recommended.

12
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(d)

(€)

The accessway width can be increased by shiftiegekisting retaining wall to the
landscaped area, adjacent to bays 187-191. A ¢omdiias been recommended to this
effect whereby the applicant will be required tdomit amended drawings at the
building licence stage.

Car bay dimensions

Car parking bay dimensions have been assessedondacce with the City of South
Perth car bay envelope depicted in Figure 2 of Gallee5 of TPS6. This was included
in TPS6 by way of Amendment No. 11 which came &ffect on 10 July 2009.

All bays demonstrate compliance with the City ofufoPerth car bay envelope
except for one, Bay No. 191, located between therBan Street boundary of the site
and the down ramp. This bay does not meet the raimimequired bay length of 5.5
metres. A section drawing, submitted by the appticehows the bay obstructed by a
significant fence and retaining wall approximatdlyy metres in height. Bay 191
therefore_does not complyith the requirements of TPS6 Clause ‘&ar Parking”.
The length of this bay can be increased to comijitly the prescribed requirements by
modifying the location of the adjacent retaining llwaA condition has been
recommended to this effect. The applicant may stlamiended drawings at the
building licence stage.

Car bay numbers

The proposal now incorporates 17 “stacked” car ipgrkbays which have been
introduced to address the significant shortfalicaf parking bays on site. These 17
additional parking bays are “stacked” above theviptesly proposed parking bays on
the first floor level adjacent to Judd Street. infation in this regard has been
provided on the attached Level 1 site plan, thehnelevation and Section B-B in the
Confidential Attachment 10.0.2(a) Manufacturer’s details and technical drawings of
the stackers have also been providedttachment 10.0.2(b)

Additional bays have also been provided adjacerthé“entry” down ramp from
Bowman Street, and at the end of the up ramp fromrBan Street.

Table 6 of TPS6 prescribes the car parking bayp fati offices as one bay per 25 sq.
metres of gross floor area. Based on a calculatessdloor area of 4288.6 sg. metres
and the requirement for the provision of visitoy$aa total of 172 bays are required
for the office component of the development outMbich 10 percent or 18 parking
bays are to be reserved for the visitors.

R-Codes Clause 6.5.1 requires the provision ofrdagking bays per dwelling and 3
visitor bays, a total of 27 bays for the residdrd@amponent of the development.

In accordance with Clause 6.3(4) (d) of TPS6, iMiged Use Commercial zone,
where Mixed Development includes Offices, the numbk required visitor bays
designated for the combined use of the dwellingsthe offices may be reduced by
25 per cent provided that all visitors to thosepaf the development have access to
the designated bays at all times. This provisiéowal for a reduction of visitors bays
by 25% of (18 + 3) = 5 parking bays.
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(f)

(¢)]

(h)

Therefore, based upon the above calculations,ad @btl72 + 27 - 5 = 194 bays are
required for the entire development. The appliganposes 191 bays, a shortfall of 3
bays. In addition to this shortfall, as discusseddction (d) above, it is also noted that
one of the proposed car bays, Bay No. 191 doemast the required bay dimensions.
Officers have recommended that the retaining walodified to achieve a compliant
bay depth. For this reason the non-compliant bay tbeen included in the total
number of proposed bays.

The applicant requests that the Council exerciserelion under Clause 7.8 of TPS6
in order to approve the three bay shortfall forfthiowing reason:

The gross floor area of the “end of trip” facilgiéor cyclists (showers, change rooms
etc) generates a requirement for 3 car bays. THeoktrip facilities are intended to
promote the use of alternative transport modesthackfore should not generate a
requirement for additional car parking bays. Thsavis supported by City officers
and therefore it is recommended that Council egerdiscretion to allow the three
bay shortfall.

There is no requirement for disabled bays in TP86nhathe R-Codes. However,
disabled bays will be shown on the relevant drawiaggthe building licence stage in
accordance with the Building Codes of Australiaysions.

Bicycle parking

Table 6 of TPS6 prescribes the ratio for bicyclkipg as being 1 bay per 200 square
metres of gross floor area for offices. Based caleulated gross floor area of 4288.6
sqg. metres the existing and proposed developmenires 28 bicycle parking bays.
The applicant has provided 28 bicycle parking bays.

Clause 6.4(5) of TPS6 also requires the provisibh secure clothes locker per bay
and 1 male and female shower in separate roomslPebays. Based on the
requirement for 28 bicycle bays the applicant quneed to provide 28 secure lockers
and 3 male and 3 female showers - a total of 6 sh@wihe applicant’s drawings
show 28 secure clothes lockers and 3 male and aléeshowers. The proposed
number of bicycle parking bays and end of trip Ifaes therefore compliewith the
requirements of Table 3 of TPS6.

Other planning controls:

The development application complies with the feiltg planning controls:
(@ Primary and rear setbacks;

(b) Side setbacks;

(c) Plotratio;

(d) Building height limit;

(e) Overshadowing

(H  Bicycle bay numbers;

(@ Open space; and

(h) Landscaping;

Scheme Objectives: Clause 1.6 of No. 6 Town RlEing Scheme
Having regard to the preceding comments, in terimth@ general objectives listed
within Clause 1.6 of TPS6, the proposal is conststéth the following objectives:

() In all commercial centres, promote an approgei@ange of land uses consistent
with:
() the designated function of each centre as getrothe Local Commercial
Strategy; and
(i) the preservation of the amenity of the logalit
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(i)

The proposed development meets the car parkingiresgents prescribed in the
City’'s Town Planning Scheme No. 6 Table“Gar and Bicycle Parking” and
therefore consistent with the objective of Clausé of TPS6 relating to the
preservation of the amenity of the locality.

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

Scheme

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

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

the opinion of the Council, relevant to the progbsevelopment. Of the 24 listed

matters, the following are particularly relevanttie current application and require

consideration:

()  the preservation of the amenity of the locality

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

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

The proposed development is consisteith the matters listed above.

Consultation

(@)

(b)

(c)

Design Advisory Consultants’ comments

The refused drawings were considered by the Cibgsign Advisory Consultants at
their meeting held on 10 November 2008. The prabwss generally favourably

received by the consultants. The amended drawiags hot resulted in substantial
changes to the external appearance of the propizségn; therefore the development
proposal did not require re-consideration at asgbsnt DAC meeting.

Neighbour consultation

The development proposal was previously advertieeadjoining neighbours to the
extent and in the manner required by Policy P104igNbour and Community
Consultation in Town Planning Processes”. Substhotianges requiring additional
neighbour consultation have not been made to theldgment proposal; therefore
application has not been re-advertised to community

Manager, Engineering Infrastructure

TheManager, Engineering Infrastructure, was inviteddmment on the 17 proposed
stacker bays at the northern end of level 1. Thpgsed stacker bays were favourably
received by the Manager, his comments have bed&diedt asAttachment 10.0.2(c).
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(d) Environmental Health
The proposed bin storage has not been modified themefused drawings, therefore
additional comment on the revised drawings hadaen sought from Environmental
Health and Regulatory Services Officers.

Policy and Legislative Implications
Comments in relation to various relevant provisiofighe No. 6 Town Planning Scheme
have been provided elsewhere in this report.

Financial Implications
Applications for review at SAT such as this, geteesignificant officer workload without
any fee payable to the City.

Strategic Implications

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

Sustainability Implications

The proposed development has been designed keapingnd the sustainability design
principles. Due to the north-south orientationtad tot, the proposed development does not
adversely impact upon the adjoining propertiesdamms of solar access. The proposed
building has also been designed to maximise suniigto its habitable spaces and an
internal courtyard.

Conclusion

The proposal meets all of the relevant Scheme ai@bdies objectives and provisions.
Provided that all conditions are applied as recomted, it is considered that the application
should be conditionally approved
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| OFFICER RECOMMENDATION ITEM 10.0.2 |

That pursuant to the provisions of the City of $ogerth Town Planning Scheme No. 6 and
the Metropolitan Region Scheme, this applicatiarplanning approval for Office Additions
to Mixed Development on Lot 35 (No. 9) Bowman Str&outh Pertlibe approved, subject
to:

Standard Conditions
351  screen bays from view from street 455  dividemre standards

353  visitors’ parking bays marked 470  retaininglssaf required

354  maintain hard stand areas 471  retaining whillsggeboundaries
390 crossover standards 505 upgrade existing lapasg

393  verge & kerbing works 508 landscaping appra&@dmpleted
410  crossover effects infrastructure 550 plumbimgcealed from view
425  colours & materials- match existing 625  sigted for drivers

427  colours & materials- details 660  validity oéthpproval

Specific Conditions
Prior to the issue of a Building License, revisedwings shall be submitted to the City,
drawings shall incorporate the following:

(@) Vehicular accessway adjacent to bay Nos. 1I8¥1-are to be increased to a minimum
width of 6.3 metres; and

(b) Bay No. 191 is to be increased to a length.bfrBetres in order to comply with the
TPS6 car parking bay dimensions.

Standard Advice Notes
648  building licence required 646 landscaping standards- general
649A minor variations- seek approval 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 Note
(@) The applicant and owners are advised of thel beebtain all necessary approvals
from the City prior to commencing the proposed d@vaent.

(b) The applicant/developer and the owners ar@mapty with the requirements set out in
Council Policy P399 "Final Clearance Requirements €ompleted Buildings.
Policy P399 requires the applicant to engageen$ied land surveyor, drawn from
the City's panel, to undertake survey measuremamta floor-by-floor basis. The
surveyor is to submit progressive reports to thiy @&garding compliance with the
approved building licence documents. The City wilbt issue final clearance
certificates until satisfied that the completedlding is consistent with the building
licence documents and the requirements of othevaet statutes."
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10.0.3 Partial closure of Right-of-Way 133. (Item 10.0.6 Council Meeting
27 November 2007 refers)

Location: Right-of-Way 133 situated within the Htodounded by
Gentilli Way and Lockhart, Paterson and EdgecuBibeets, Como
Applicant: G Hurst and M Lee

File Ref: ROW 133

Date: 4 September 2009

Author: Patricia Wojcik, Trainee Planning Officer

Reporting Officer: Vicki Lummer, Director DevelopmteS Community Services
Summary

This report relates to the decision at the Noven#8€7 Council meeting on Agenda Item
10.0.6 (Clarification of extent of partial closuré Right-of- Way 133 situated within block

bounded by Gentilli Way and Lockhart, Paterson &ujecumbe Streets, Como). The
recommendation now, is that the November 2007 uéisol relating to partial closure of the

right-of-way be revoked.

Background

(@) Location
The location of the ROW is shown below. The ROWadjoined by residential

properties.
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(b)

(©)

(d)

Usage and original intention to retain and pavéull length of ROW 133

The northern half of the length of ROW 133 canmdtclbsed as it provides essential
vehicular access to approved garages, car porggaking bays. The Council's
original intention, consistent with the former RyliP388_T, was to retain the full
length of this right-of-way. The paving of ROW 18&s included in the Capital
Works Budget 2006/07 and works commenced in Oct&@6. However this
prompted resident requests for construction toegasnding Council’'s consideration
of a request for partial closure of the ROW. Isp@nse to this request, construction
ceased during October 2006, after the ROW had beaught back to a trafficable
condition.

Previous Council Resolution

When the petition for partial closure of ROW 133svimeing presented to the Council,
the new owner of No. 188 Lockhart Street informeel City that he strongly objected
to any proposal to close the right-of-way at ther r&f the property, largely due to his
desire to utilise the right-of-way for vehicularcass to his two proposed houses. At
the October 2007 meeting, Council granted developragproval for two Single
Houses on Lot 270 (No. 188) Lockhart Street.

In response to a petition, the Council originalgalved in October 2007 to initiate
the lengthy statutory process towards the partiabure of Right-of-Way 133.
However, the wording of the resolution was unclearelation to the exact extent of
the proposed closure. Therefore, the matter waensédered at the November 2007
meeting. At that meeting, the Council resolvedddiews:

@) Council clarifies its position with respect tiee extent of closure of Right-of-
Way 133 insofar as the intended extent of closuatcimes that which is
shown on the plan contained within Attachment 80.Ohe extent of closure
is to extend from the southern end of the rightvaf- up to (and including)
the portion of the right-of-way abutting propertiéscated at Nos. 188
Lockhart Street and 95A Edgecumbe Street; and

(b) owners and occupiers of properties imithe street block bounded by

Paterson Street, Edgecumbe Street,ilb&viay and Lockhart Street be

advised accordingly.

Due to staffing difficulties, further action towardhe closure had not progressed by
the time the Council adopted Policy P350.14 undeickvthe Council how opposes
‘partial’ closures of ROW's. The WA Department ¢nRing must also approve
closure proposals before they can be finalised iartths been known for some
considerable time that the Department's policie$ guidelines also oppose 'partial’
closures.

Rights-of-Way 82 and 106

Prior to the petition requesting partial closureR@®W 133, the City had commenced
action towards the partial closure of ROW’s 82 i, however these partial
closures did not eventuate due to the unequivoggdosition of the Western
Australian Planning Commission (WAPC). The WAPG@tvice relating to ROW’s
82 and 106 is relevant in the context of Counc#'sonsideration of the partial closure
of ROW 133.
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(e)

At its August 2004 meeting, Council resolved tdiate the process toward the partial
closure of ROW 82. However, after the statutoryeatising procedures had been
completed, in August 2006 the WAPC advised the @ist it did not support the

partial closure of this ROW due to conflict witrethpolicies and guidelines. Critical

reasons for the WAPC'’s opposition, among othetatedo the lack of vehicle turning

space at the closed end, and the fact that pattiaure results in a ‘dead-end lane’
with possible ‘entrapment’ concerns, contrary te @ommission’s “Designing Out

Crime Planning Guidelines”.

The Council subsequently sought a review of thisisien and received further
correspondence from the WAPC reaffirming the eadeision.

At its November 2005 meeting, Council resolved riitiate the process toward the
partial closure of ROW 106. However, after thewgtay advertising procedures had
been completed, for the same reasons as those initeglation to ROW 82, in
November 2006 the WAPC advised that it did not supthe partial closure of ROW
106. Once again, the City sought a review of theR&A decision, but to no avail.

Subsequently, when a new Council Policy was beimpared regarding the use or
closure of rights-of-way, the City wrote to the WPRonce more, to ascertain the
position the WAPC would take in the future in redatto ‘obsolete’ ROW’s which
the Council wished to close. Officers representthg WAPC advised that the
proposed Council policy would not be supported smithe Policy made it clear that
the Council would no longer support “partial”’ closs.

In early August 2009, City officers again contactedenior officer from the WA
Department of Planning regarding the WAPC positibinis has again reaffirmed the
original position that partial closures are not muped as they conflict with the
WAPC'’s policies and guidelines.

In light of the history of previous consultationtivihe WA Department of Planning,
it is clear that it would be futile to refer anyrtiuer “partial” closure proposals to the
WAPC seeking their support.

Council Policy P350.14 “Use or closure of Rigktof-Way”

At its December 2008 meeting, the Council adoptelity? P350.14 “Use or closure
of Rights-of-Way”. Having confirmed the WAPC's #&btopposition to “partial”
closure of rights-of-way, Council Policy P350.14animcludes the following:

“10. Partial closure of a right-of-way not supportie

The partial closure of a right-of-way may cause igelar access difficulties for
visitors to dwellings adjoining the right-of-way&lto the absence of a turning circle
at the closed end of the right-of-way. In additianpartial closure would create a
‘dead end’ without opportunities for surveillanadus providing the potential for
entrapment. Therefore, the Council would not bepared to initiate a partial
closure.”

As well as the WAPC’s opposition to “partial” rigbhf-way closures, the
inconsistency with the Council’s adopted right-cdywPolicy P350.14 is another
reason why the November 2007 Council resolutioatired to ROW 133 needs to be
rescinded.

20



AGENDA : ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING : 22 SEPTEMBER 209

Comment

The petitioners who had requested the partial ctosfl the right-of-way represented 9 out
of 15 (60%) of the affected property owners. Thétipeers’ reasons for requesting the
closure related to antisocial behaviour of patrioos the Mount Henry Tavern after closing
time. Other reasons related to a perceived secusky posed by the right-of-way and
accumulation of rubbish. Prior to presenting thetighk closure proposal to a Council
meeting, City officers had sought the petitioneesponses to questions relating to the lack
of support from the other affected owners; andvili&PC'’s reasons for opposition to partial
closures. However, the petitioners did not proviesponses.

The Council’'s November 2007 resolution proposestti@mnorthern half of the right-of-way,

closest to the Mount Henry Tavern, will remain op&onsequently, even if the southern
half of the right-of-way was closed, tavern patt@rmgisocial activities could continue in the
remnant northern half. Therefore, it is arguableethbr this is a valid reason for the
proposed partial closure. Further, security coreennconnection with ROW 133 are no
different from the circumstances pertaining to ottights-of-way in this respect. In any
event, having regard to the WAPC's opposition tetiphclosures, and Council Policy

P350.14 which also now opposes partial closures funther action should be taken
concerning the partial closure of ROW 133.

Consultation

When the matter was previously considered by Cadualtiproperty owners abutting the
right-of-way were consulted. The property ownersenanot been consulted again in
connection with the current reconsideration of thatter, however they have received
written advice that the matter is being referrethtsSeptember Council meeting.

Due to the WAPC's opposition to partial closurebjch is also reflected in Council Policy
P350.14, the City’'s Infrastructure Department spmsing to complete the paving of the full
length of ROW 133. The City’'s September 2009 editad the “Peninsula” newsletter
includes reference to the proposed works. In respaoa that reference in the “Peninsula”,
one resident abutting the right-of-way has writterthe City expressing concern about this
proposal having regard to the Council’s Novembd72@solution.

Policy, Legislative and Procedural Implications

The closure of rights-of-way is dealt with undectgmn 52 of the Land Administration Act
1997. However, while Right-of-Way 133 is only 5 nest wide and has the characteristics
and functions of a “right-of-way” ie private stredhis particular thoroughfare is in fact a
gazetted public road referred to as Public Road @8@ not a “private street.” Therefore, if
the closure proposal were still to be pursued,oitilgy be dealt with under Section 58 of the
Land Administration Act 199%hich deals with closure of public roads.

A Council request for closure of a public road iegented to the Minister for Lands via the
Western Australian Land Information Authority i:t.andgate”. If the closure request is
granted, the “closed road” land is then offered dale to the abutting land owners at full
market value, which would be many thousands ofag®llTherefore, before presenting the
closure request to the Minister, Landgate obtaalsations of the portions of land which
would be offered for sale and seeks confirmatiat the recipient owners are willing to pay
the nominated purchase price. In the event thaifale abutting owners decline to pay the
nominated purchase price, the physical closuré®irdad cannot proceed and therefore the
closure request would not be granted by the Ministe
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Having regard to the dominant impact of the lante sdement of the process, before
delivering a road closure request to the Minisiteis the practice of this Council to seek
confirmation from the recipient land owners thagythare willing to pay the nominated
purchase price. If certain owners decline to pag, ¢losure process will not proceed to
finality and therefore it is futile to present ttezjuest to the Minister.

The procedure for the closure of public roads rarsarised 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 réigy the intended closure. The
newspaper notice nominates a period of 35 daysetmipt of objections to the proposal.

» Following expiry of the 35-day objection periodtesfhaving 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 tfiedd report incorporated into the
minutes containing Council’s comments on the subinins.

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

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

* When the closure is finalised, the land becomesltacated Crown land”.

Before deciding whether or not to grant the closeaguest, the Minister will seek advice

from relevant officers of his department. The @fig advice will be guided by adopted

policies and guidelines including the following:

- the Western Australian Planning Commission’'s @&pliDC1.7 “General Road
Planning”;

- WAPC Policy DC2.2 “Residential Subdivision”;

- WAPC Planning Bulletin No. 33 “Rights-of-Way omheways in Established Areas -
Guidelines”.

The implications of these State Policies are yriefiplained as follows:

Policy DC1.7
Part 3.5, dealing with closure of private stre¢ttes that, in established residential areas,

where the private street provides an opportunitynorow lot subdivision or other forms of
“infill” development, closure of the private stregbuld not be supported. While ROW 133
is actually a public street, it is expected tha position would be supported by Landgate.
Similarly, the Minister on advice from Landgate waibe unlikely to approve a patrtial
closure due to the concerns about absence of edhitling space and “entrapment”.

Policy DC2.2
Clause 3.6.3 states that effective use should beenad the opportunities provided by

dedicating existing laneways and rights-of-way aslis roads, both as a means of
providing alternative access and a street aspedtiaovercome the need for battleaxe lots.
It is therefore expected that Landgate would nobmemend that the Minister should grant a
road closure request from the Council.
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Planning Bulletin No. 33

This Planning Bulletin is extremely comprehensivad anformative. It promotes the
upgrading and use of rights-of-way for vehiculacess to dwellings. Part 6 of the Planning
Bulletin promotes the dedication of rights-of-wag @ublic roads to facilitate their
upgrading management and maintenance. Right-of-¥88yis already a public road. While
this Planning Bulletin is generally administered thg WAPC, Landgate would also have
regard to it in preparing advice to the Minister.

Financial Implications
This 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 folhgwerms: To effectively manage, enhance
and maintain the City’s unique natural and built enronment.

Conclusion

Full closure of ROW 133 is not possible due to waldr access requirements over the
northerly portion. Due to the undesirable aspedtpantial closures relating to lack of

vehicle turning space and “entrapment” and alsdngaregard to the WAPC's opposition to

partial closures for these reasons, no useful @@peould be served by pursuing further
action towards the proposed partial closure. Intawfd this proposal is directly contrary to

the adopted position relating to partial closumeouncil Policy P350.14. Therefore, the
Council should now revoke its November 2007 resamtut

| OFFICER RECOMMENDATION ITEM 10.0.3 |

That....
(@) consideration be given to revoking Item 1048).6¢f the Minutes of the Council
Meeting dated 27 November 2007 as follows:

Council clarifies its position with respect to teetent of closure of right-of-way No. 133
insofar as the intended extent of closure matches which is shown on the plan
contained withinAttachment 10.0.6 The extent of closure is to extend from the
southern end of the right-of-way up to (and inchggithe portion of the right-of-way
abutting properties located at Nos. 188 Lockhare&tand 95A Edgecumbe Street.

Note: Support of a Minimum of One-Third of the Menels is Required

(b) Item 10.0.6(a) of the Minutes of the Council éffag dated 27 November 2007 be
revoked,;
Note : An Absolute Majority is Required

(© no further action be taken towards the padiasure of Right-of-Way No. 133 as
this action would be contrary to:
(1) Council’s policy position as expressed in Clad® of Policy P350.14 (Use
or Closure of Rights-of-Way); and
(i) the Western Australian Planning Commissiongliéles DC1.7 “General
Road Planning”; DC2.2 “Residential Subdivision”;daRlanning Bulletin
No. 33 “Rights-of-Way or Laneways in Establisheceds - Guidelines”;
and
(d) the owners of all properties adjoining RightWshy No. 133 be advised of
Council’s resolution above.
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| 10.0.4 Adoption of Alfresco Dining Local Law

Location: City of South Perth

Applicant: Council

File Ref: GO/101

Date: 4 September 2009

Author: Jelette Jumayao, Research and Admitictr®fficer
Reporting Officer Cliff Frewing, Chief Executiveff@er

Summary

At its December 2008 ordinary meeting, Counciligeded a review of the City's Alfresco
Dining Local Law pursuant to section 3.16 of tleeal Government Acfrhe purpose of the
review is to determine whether the local law opesaatisfactorily and to seek submissions
from the community on its operation and usefulness.

The City has conducted a review of the local lavicwhiecommends minor textual revision
to correct some drafting errors in the existingaldaw. A draft Amendment Local Law has
been prepared for consideration by Council in otdanitiate the law-making procedure of
the Act.

After initiating the law-making procedure at the 12009 Council meeting, the City
advertised the Alfresco Local Law and asked forlipidubmissions. The only submission
received was from the Department of Local Goverrtmaaking some minor comments.

The only submission received was from the Departroéhocal Government making some
minor comments.

Background

At its ordinary September 2008 meeting, Counciluesged a review of recent legislative

activity by the local governments of Fremantle derth concerning proposals to ban

smoking in alfresco dining areas. A number of lagalernments have taken action in recent
years to address passive smoking in public plad@s.action has been triggered by concern
over the deleterious health effects of passive #mgokhe nature and extent of which have
been widely documented.

Section 3.16 - Periodic review of local laws

As reported to Council at its December 2008 meetimg City is able to impose conditions
on a licence issued for alfresco dining within pulglaces it owns or manages such as
footpaths. A prohibition on smoking within the lreze area could be imposed as a condition
of the licence.

As part of a wider periodic review of other locaiMs, Council instigated a review of the
Alfresco Dining Local Law at its December meetingdar section 3.16 of the Act which
enables a local government to review its local lawgletermine if the law needs to be
repealed or amended.
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The statutory procedure for a periodic review mmikir to that for the local law-making
procedure which provides for community consultatipn means of state-wide and local
public notice over a minimum period of six weeksoprto Council considering any
submissions received and making decisions on thendment or repeal of the local law.
Given the Christmas/New Year break, the consultiatieriod was extended to the end of
February 2009.

Although notices of the review were published ie West Australianand theSouthern
Gazettein December 2008, by the close of the public cdatoh period at the end of
February 2009, no submissions had been received.

Comment

Council adopted the existing Alfresco Dining Lotaw in May 2003. The purpose of the
law was to enable the City to regulate the openadifcalfresco dining on its footpaths, which
constitute ‘public property’ owned or managed by @ity.

Under the Alfresco Dining Local Law, the City mayagt a licence, subject to such
conditions as it sees fit, including a conditioniethprohibits smoking within the licence
area.

The City has conducted a review of the existingaldaw and recommends that minor
textual revision only is necessary. A draft Amendimeocal Law has been prepared for
consideration by Council in order to initiate thawtmaking procedure of the Act.
A copy of the Amendment (Alfresco Dining) Local Law at Attachment 10.0.4(a).
A marked-up copy of the existing local law is afmovided, atAttachment 10.0.4(b) to
more clearly indicate the changes.

Procedural Requirements for amending local law
The procedural requirements for amending a localdee the same as for making a local
law.

Purpose and effect @mendment (Alfresco Dining) Local Law

The person presiding at a Council meeting is t@ gigtice of the purpose and effect of the
proposed local law by ensuring that the purposeedistt is included in the agenda for the
meeting and that the minutes of the meeting incthéepurpose and effect of the proposed
local law.

The purpose of the proposed Amendment (Alfrescoing)nlLocal Law is to remove
typographical and drafting errors in the existiracl Law.

The effect of the proposed Amendment (Alfresco B)ilLocal Law is to clarify the
operation of the Local Law.

Public consultation
Section 3.12(3) of the Act requires that the CityedState-wide public notice stating that it
proposes to make a local law the purpose and affeghich is summarized in the notice.

Submissions about the proposed local law may beertmthe City for a period of not less

than six weeks after the notice is given. After thst day for submissions, Council is to

consider any submissions made and may make theldocas proposed or make a local law
that is not significantly different from what wasoposed. The submission period was 13
June 2009 to 14 August 2009.
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Policy P313 Alfresco Dining
The administration of the local law is guided byipoP313 Alfresco Dining as adopted on
26 May 2009 Council Meeting.

Policy and Legislative Implications
Policy and legislative implications are as desdatilvethe report.

Financial Implications
Nil.

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

Sustainability Implications
The report is consistent with the objectives of@mg’s Sustainability Strategy.

|OFFICER RECOMMENDATION ITEM 10.0.4

That Council resolves to adopt* the Alfresco Dinihgcal Law 2009 atAttachment
10.0.4(a) pursuant to section 3.12 of thecal Government Act.

*An Absolute majority is required
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10.1 GOAL1: CUSTOMER FOCUS

10.2

Nil

GOAL 2: COMMUNITY ENRICHMENT

10.2.1 Lions Community Partnership

Location: City of South Perth
Applicant: Council
File Ref: GS/102/6
Date: 19 August 2009
Author: Seéanna Dempsey, Community Developmefit€f
Helen Doran-Wu, Community Development Coordinator
Reporting Officer: Sandra Watson, Manager ComtyuBiulture & Recreation
Summary

This report recommends that the City enter intoew iCommunity Partnership with the
South Perth Lions Club.

Background

The City recognises that effective community outesrnan best be achieved by working in
partnership with organisations towards common gdaie City is committed to identifying
partnering opportunities and developing communaytmership agreements that are aimed
at delivering benefits to the City of South Permmunity.

The goals of the Community Partnerships prograntare

Provide opportunities to develop partnershigtsvben the City and the community;
Enable groups and individuals to maximise ttewelopment opportunities;

Provide an equitable means by which communibygs can access funding;
Provide a process for distributing funds to tkdfined outcomes; and

Involve stakeholders in a shared approach & dévelopment of projects and
services in the City.

aprwdOE

The City’'s Community Partnerships Program is desigmo create mutually beneficial
relationships between the City and organisatioresaimg within the area. The intent of the
program is to enhance services to the communitutiir partnerships and the development
of common objectives and goals. The benefit todbmmunity organisations is access to
financial and other forms of assistance over theetlyears of the agreements.

The City already has Community Partnership Agredmeasstablished with Southcare
Incorporated (which includes support for the MotwidiKeila Aboriginal Group), Perth Zoo,
South Perth Church of Christ and the RSPCA. Thgeeements involve contributions from
the City being exchanged for the delivery of logalvices, events and programs, providing a
range of benefits to the City of South Perth comityun
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Comment

The Lions Club of South Perth has been operatitiginvthe City since 1965. Over the years
it has delivered a number of valuable programs serdices to local community members,
with particular emphasis in the areas of assistinguth, the elderly, disabled and
disadvantaged people and groups.

The two main projects that the club is dedicatear&o

1. The South Perth Lions Club Junior Band- The clubvijoles low cost tuition and
instrument hire to children aged 8 to 12 yeargingi them the opportunity to learn
a musical instrument and play together in a barttkse children make up the South
Perth Lions Club Junior Band.

2. The South Perth Lions Club Big Band- The senior dpawhich consists of
experienced musicians, charges a fee for its pegfoces and all funds raised go
back into the community via the club’s other vagquograms, including the Junior
Band.

The City of South Perth has supported these pmjester many years through its
Community Funding Program and by inviting both bmtalplay at a number of City events
during Fiesta. Establishing a Community Partnerslgpeement between the South Perth
Lions Club and the City will help to formally reange and clarify this relationship, and
provide mutual benefits to both parties. The drttnership agreement that has been
developed af\ttachment 10.2.1proposes that the City provide annual funding amgoing
support to the South Perth Lions Club, for the tefmthe agreement in exchange for the
Club’s continued delivery of valuable community grams, extending to free band
performances at City events.

Consultation
City Officers have consulted and collaborated esttexly with representatives from the
South Perth Lions Club in the development of tligership agreement.

Policy Implications
This report relates to Policy P262nding Assistancehich states:

Level 1. Community Partnershiphe City may enter into Community Partnerships with
identified organisations that provide a major bén&f the City of South Perth community.

Financial Implications
The draft partnership agreement attached recomnteatshe City provide $5,000 annually
to the South Perth Lions Club for the next thregrge

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. €bemmendation of this report is within
budgetary parameters.
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Strategic Implications
This report relates to Goal 2 of the City’s Stradelglan 2004 - 2008To foster a strong
sense of community and a prosperous business emvrent

and in particular:

Strategy 2.2: Develop community partnerships thaill ioe mutually beneficial with
stakeholder groups including educational institutis, service clubs, the businesses
community and other organisations

Sustainability Implications

The development of Community Partnerships allovesGity to foster and support valuable
community services and initiatives, whereas it wlonbt be sustainable for the City to
deliver these programs itself.

This partnership agreement will help to ensurestirtainability of South Perth Lions Club
programs, particularly their Junior Band and Bigh@a

| OFFICER RECOMMENDATION ITEM 10.2.1 |

That Council endorses a Community Partnership wlign South Perth Lions Club, as
outlined inAttachment 10.2.1
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10.3 GOAL 3: ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT

10.3.1 Proposed Change of Use - Shop to Take-Awagdd Outlet (Hans Café) Lot 7
(Unit 1/262) Canning Highway Cnr Birdwood Avenue, @mo

Location: Lot 7 (Unit 1, No. 262) Canning Highway

Applicant: KPY Projects

Lodgement Date: 22 June 2009

File Ref: 11.2009.230 CA6/262

Date: 1 September 2009

Author: Lloyd Anderson, Senior Planning Officer

Reporting Officer: Vicki Lummer, Director Developmteand Community Services
Summary

To consider an application for a change of landfus®m Shop to Take-Away Food Outlet
(Hans Cafe) for an existing commercial tenancy Whi situated at No. 1/262 Canning
Highway Como. The recommendation is for approvahwtandard and specific conditions.

Background
The development site details are as follows:

Zoning Primary Regional Road / Highway Commercial
Density coding R80

Lot area 1736 sq. metres

Building height limit 10.5 metres

Development potential 1429.21 sq. metres

Plot ratio 05

This report includes the following attachments:

Attachment 10.3.1(a) Plans of the proposal.

Attachment 10.3.1(b) Applicant’s supporting letter.

Attachment 10.3.1(c) Riley Consulting - Traffic report for the site.
Attachment 10.3.1(d) Greg Rowe and Associates - Report for the site.

The location of the development site is shown beldlae commercial tenancy that is the
subject of this development application fronts or@anning Highway in a row of

commercial tenancies on the corner of Canning Haghwnd Birdwood Avenue. The

tenancy is separated from adjoining residential lldvgs by Canning Highway and other
shops on the site. A vacant lot (zoned ResidentR80) is situated directly opposite the
development site along Birdwood Avenue.
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In accordance with Council Delegation DC342, theppssal is referred to a Council meeting
because it falls within the following categoriesdgbed in the delegation:

6.  Amenity impact
In considering any application, the delegated eificshall take into consideration the
impact of the proposal on the general amenity ef dhea. If any significant doubt
exists, the proposal shall be referred to a Coumakting for determination.

In relation to item 6 above, as determined by tliic€s, the extent of amenity impact
arising from the proposal is considered accepthbteed upon the information submitted to
the City. However, the adjoining property owner Bindwood Avenue considers that the
proposal will have a significant parking and traffinpact. The application has been referred
to the Council meeting for consideration and deteation.

Comment

(@) Description of the proposal
Under Town Planning Scheme No. 6 (TPS6) a Take-Aaod Outlet is a “DC” Use
which means:
“... 1s not permitted unless the Council has exszdi its discretion by granting
planning approval after giving special notice incacdance with Clause 7.3 of the
Scheme.”

This special notice has been undertaken and futberments in this respect are
provided in the “Consultation” section of this repo

The applicant indicates that the proposed Take-AR@yd Outlet will operate during

the

following hours:

e Monday to Friday: 1lamto 11:00pm;

e Saturday and Sunday: 1lamto 11:00pm; and
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(b)

(c)

It is proposed that the premises will be staffechligtal of 4 people in the following
manner:

* 2 chefs; and

* 2 wait staff.

The proposal complies with the TPS6, however Cdunagds to consider the amenity
impacts, car parking and traffic issues that mageawith respect to the proposal.

Amenity and character

Council has to be satisfied that the proposal moll adversely affect the amenity of
the surrounding residential property owners. Sooreern is held that the proposed
hours of trade will have the capacity to causeduese amenity impact on adjoining
and other nearby property owners, and in this tggaris considered prudent to
restrict the hours of trade in order to mitigatg potential adverse amenity impact on
nearby property owners. It is recommended:

The hours of operation being limited to the howetueen:
0] 9:00am and 10:00pm Sunday to Thursday; and
(ii) 9:00am and 10:30pm Fridays and Saturdays.

The critical issue relating to hours of operatidrittee Takeaway Food Outlet is the
closing time. Birdwood Avenue is a residential streconcerns have been raised
relating to the late night trade of the Hans Cafedlation to the closeness to the
Como Hotel. The connection may encourage anti-sdmtdaviour in Birdwood
Avenue causing nuisance for residents and othéndss within the area. Conditions
relating to trading hours have been successfuhénpast and the same restrictions
relating to the hours of operation have been aglieCouncil to the pizza store next
door to this tenancy on the same site.

In relation to staff working the number of staff ynacrease (or decrease) over time
depending on the success of the business and ®rbdkis, the restriction on staff
numbers could impact the viability of the businasd is not recommended.

The character and form of the existing buildingl weimain largely unchanged which
will have no significant impact on the adjoiningperties.

Car parking, access and egress

TPS6 does not specify a prescribed parking raticafdake-Away Food Outlet. In
accordance with the provisions of Clause 6.3(2hefScheme, car parking bays have
to be provided to the number determined by Counalach case, having regard to the
likely demand.

The site has 25 approved car parking bays. Intiaddio the 25 car bays provided on-
site, there are 24 car bays on Birdwood Avenuea(® lon the south side of Birdwood
Avenue, 2 bays in front of adjacent houses anda}3 bn the north side of Birdwood
Avenue). These bays have been constructed by theofCsouth Perth in front of the
existing shops. The applicant was required to destnate that the 25 car bays on-site
and the 24 bays on Birdwood Avenue being 49 inltatater adequately for the
proposed development and other uses surroundirgy tiae

For a previous application considered at the Nd&nCouncil Meeting for a change
of use from a Shop to Take-Away Food Outlet, “Ri@gnsulting” had conducted a
“Traffic Statement” Attachment 10.3.1(c)refers)relating to the site which states that
the following points were worth considering:
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(d)

(€)

» The existing and proposed land uses are retaildaed which will have the same
traffic attraction.

e 30 car parking bays would be required to satiséypgbak demands for the site.

e The proposed use generates a demand for car padrkithg evening and night
which would differ from other uses on the site avithin the locality.

In addition to this report, Greg Rowe and Assasafttachment 10.3.1(d)refers)
submitted a report discussing development requinésneelating to the site, which
states that 43 car parking bays are required ateaaf 1 bay per 20 square metres of
gross floor area.

The above figure would be correct if all the uskthe site were “Shop”, however the
proposal is for a “Take-Away Food Outlet” and théseno prescribed car parking
figure. In the City officers’ opinion, the changé land use is not considered to be
significant as the development site is well catdmedvith respect to car parking (49
car bays are provided on-site and on-street). TBred Rowe and Associates” report
suggests that 43 car parking bays would be reqtmreithe site, meaning that if all the
bays were full, there would still be 6 car parkbays remaining. Staff parking will be
minimal and located to the rear of the propertyisTis recommended to form a
condition of approval.

Traffic

The report, “Riley Consulting Traffic Statemeng&tiachment 10.3.1(c)refers)states
the increase in traffic generated by this propegalild represent a modest increase
and not impact on the existing traffic operatioiise proposal is seen to have minimal
impact in respect to traffic.

Signage
TPS6 requires an application for planning appréedle submitted in relation to any
proposed sign. The Department of Planning requebktetbliowing:

» The advertisements do not interfere with sightdjrtéstract drivers, or have the
potential to become confused with traffic signalsaad signs. This position
reflects the Commission’s Advertising on ReservaddLPolicy D.C 5.4,
paragraph 3.3.1; and

« The proponent agrees to remove the signage strictithout seeking
compensation from either the Council or the WAPCdiay loss, damage or
expense should the reserved land be required fad tgpgrading purposes in
the future.

Main Roads has requested the following:

e The sign and sign structure is to be placed ongte\property and shall not
over hang or encroach upon the road reserve.

« Main Roads agreement is to be obtained prior to mgifications.

e If illuminated it must be of Low-level not exceediB00cd/m2 not flash,
pulsate or chase.

*« The device shall not contain fluorescent, reflectiv retro reflective colours
or materials.

* The type of sign and location must comply withralevant by-laws and
planning schemes made by Council.

« No other unauthorised signing is to be displayed.
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(f)

(9)

(h)

The above requirements of the Department of Plgnaimd Main Roads Western
Australia do not confirm or deny that signs areeptable therefore it is recommended
that the property owner obtain written confirmatibat the proposed signs and their
structures comply with the requirements of Depanino# Planning and Main Roads
Western Australia. Should the signs comply wittstheequirements then the signs are
seen to comply with Clause 6.12 of TPS6 and CRghlcy P382_T “Signs”.

Canning Highway - Road widening

In a letter dated 7 August 2009 the DepartmenPfanning requested the inclusion of
the following in relation to the proposal, keepiimgyview the planned future road
widening:

« The land owner agrees that any compensation far ddsevenue arising from
the change of use to Take-Away Food Outlet will m®tsought from the
Council or Western Australian Planning Commissidrew the reserved land
is required for upgrading of Canning Highway.

Department of Planning has no objection to the gsap on regional transport
planning grounds, subject to the above conditiomdelaced on the planning
approval, no concerns have been expressed inomekatithe proposed change of use.

Other planning controls

As shown on the plangttachment 10.3.1(a) the existing building is being used for
the purposes of the proposed Take-Away Food Outdet Planning controls in
relation to plot ratio, building height, setbacksmundary walls, ground and floor
levels, landscaping and bicycle parking will noplgp

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

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

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

objectives:

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

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

With regards to Objectives (a) and (f), the chamaand the built form of the proposed
Take-Away Food Outlet will remain largely unchangedthe existing building will
be utilised for the purpose.
(g) Protect residential areas from the encroachnadmappropriate uses;
() In all commercial centres, promote an approgeiaange of land uses consistent
with:
(i)  the designated function of each centre as setrothe Local Commercial
Strategy; and
(i) the preservation of the amenity of the logalit

With respect to (g) and (j) the site being on aneolis seen to be the most appropriate

location for this type of use. There are many coiriecks along Canning Highway
with commercial uses of this nature.
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(i)

()

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

Scheme

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

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

the opinion of the Council, relevant to the prombskevelopment. Of the 24 listed

matters, the following are particularly relevanttie current application and require

careful_consideratian

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

()  the preservation of the amenity of the locality

In regards to matters (b) and (i), the proposaltmtee requirements for orderly and
proper planning through its use of the rear ofithéor car parking and the restrictions
on trading hours as recommended.

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

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

(w) any relevant submissions received on the agifwic, including those received
from any authority or committee consulted undeu€éa’7.4.

With respect to matters (s), (t), (w) the amertsy, parking and traffic sectiows this
report comment on these requirements.

Conclusion

The proposal broadly meets the objectives of thee®e. The matters relating to
amenity, character and traffic generation have bagequately addressed in the
development application. It is recommended that dpplication be conditionally

approved.

Consultation

(b)

Neighbour consultation

Area 2 neighbour consultation has been undertag&enhfs proposal in accordance
with  Policy P355 “Neighbour and Community Constidta in Town Planning
Processes”. 114 properties in the vicinity weredta@d/to inspect the application and to
submit comments during a 14-day period. In additothis a sign was placed on the
site for a period of 21-days. During the adverggoeriod, 1 submission was received
in support of the application but subject to caodis relating to trading hours. The
comments of the submitters, together with officesponses, are summarised as
follows:

Submitter’s Comment Officer Response
Considering the residential amenity of the street, | The recommendation proposes restricting the
the hours of operation no later than 10:00pm | hours of operation to no later than 10:00pm
Monday to Thursday and 10:30pm on Friday and | Sunday to Thursday and 10:30pm on Friday and
Saturday Saturday.
The comment is NOTED.
Parking and traffic impact on residential amenity. | Section (¢ and d) of this report provides the
required information. The comment is NOTED.
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(c) Manager, Engineering Infrastructure
The Manager, Engineering Infrastructure has providechroents in relation to the
requirements for on-site parking bays, crossovgreund levels and stormwater
drainage.

(d) Senior Health Officer, Environmental Health
The Environmental Health Department has providethildel comments. Refer to
important notes recommended to be placed on theyeglp

(e) Other Department comments
The Team Leader, Building Services had no comntemsake on the proposal at this
stage; however, if approved, the proposal will be subject of a building licence
application which will be thoroughly examined dater stage.

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

Financial Implications
The issue has 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 followsrms: To effectively manage, enhance
and maintain the City’s unique natural and built enronment.

Sustainability Implications

Sustainability implications in relation to planningiatters have been taken into

consideration. The use of an existing building anexisting car parking area is observed to
be sustainable. The proposed use, being a distagyiaise with consultation in accordance
with TPS6, is also observed to be sustainable based the discussion in the report and the
officer recommendation for approval.
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IOFFICER RECOMMENDATION ITEM 10 .3.1 |

That pursuant to the provisions of the City of $oRerth Town Planning Scheme No. 6 and
the Metropolitan Region Scheme, this applicatianplanning approval for a change of use
from Shop to Take-Away Food Outlet on Lot 7 (No R&anning Highway, Comde
approved, subject to:

(a) Standard Conditions
425  colours and materials 661  Validity of approval

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

(b) Specific Conditions
()  The hours of operation being limited to the robetween:
(a) 9:00am and 10:00pm Sunday to Thursday; and
(b) 9:00am and 10:30pm Fridays and Saturdays.

(i) Staff parking bays required to be in the marlgarking bays at the rear of the
property.

(i) The land owner agrees that any compensatwrdss of revenue arising from
the change of use to Take-Away Food Outlet will bet sought from the
Council or Western Australian Planning Commissidrew the reserved land is
required for upgrading of Canning Highway.

(iv) The property owner shall obtain written confation that the proposed signs
and their structures comply with the following r@@ments of Department of
Planning and Main Roads Western Australia:

(A) The advertisements do not interfere with sighes, distract drivers, or
have the potential to become confused with tradfgnals or road signs.
This position reflects the Commission’s Advertising Reserved Land
Policy D.C 5.4, paragraph 3.3.1

(B) The proponent agrees to remove the signagetstes without seeking
compensation from either the Council or the WAPCdny loss, damage
or expense should the reserved land be requiredrdad upgrading
purposes in the future.

(C) The sign and sign structure is to be placegrorate property and shall not
over hang or encroach upon the road reserve.

(D) Main Roads agreement is to be obtained pricary modifications to the
signs. If signs are illuminated, they must be ofi-level not exceeding
300cd/sqg. metres and neither flash, pulsate orechas

(E) The signs shall not contain fluorescent, rdilecor retro reflective colours
or materials.

(F) The type of sign and location must comply wathrelevant by-laws and
planning schemes made by Council.

(G) No other unauthorised signing is to be displaye

(v) The approved on-site car parking bays clearbrked on-site in accordance
with planning approval (Reference ID No. 11.2008.84ated 24 October 2008)
prior to commencing this particular take-away foadlet use.
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(c)

(d)

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

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

() Engineering Infrastructure
An effective drainage system needs to be instafledsisting of a “below
ground structure” to capture and retain stormwatéh soakage into the
subsoil. The most likely structural form would beegast concrete culverts
although other forms such as the “Atlantis Cell™lmvisible Structures” would
suffice providing the system was designed to actiept'worst case” scenario
for the accepted storm event.

(i) Environmental HealthThe applicant / owner are advised of the neetbtoply
with the City’'s Environmental Health requirementadaobtain necessary
approvals from the department prior to commendggproposed use.
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10.3.2 Proposed two storey Single House - Lot 51Ad. 14A) Hope Avenue|

Manning
Location: Lot 512 (No. 14A) Hope Avenue, Manning
Applicant: Averna Homes (Averna Pty Ltd)
Lodgement Date: 23 July 2009
File Ref: 11.2009.282 HO2/14
Date: 1 September 2009
Author: Cameron Howell, Trainee Planning Officer
Reporting Officer: Vicki Lummer, Director, Develomt and Community Services
Summary

The subject application for planning approval redatio a proposed two storey Single House
on Lot 512 (No. 14A) Hope Avenue, Manning. In adzorce with City Policy P398
‘Applications for Planning Approval: Applicant’'s Bgonsibilities’, this application needed
to be submitted because the current proposal iajarnaariation from an existing planning
approval issued by City Officers under delegatethaity. The proposed variation is the
modification of the roof above the street-facindcbay from an approved double pitch to
proposed skillion (mono-pitch) form. The proposedfrhas a pitch of 16 degrees as against
the 30 degree roof pitch over the remainder obihikling.

In accordance with City Policy P370_T ‘General [QesiGuidelines for Residential
Development’ and comments received from the Desigvisory Consultants, the Officer
recommendation is that the application be refusetth@ roof above the street-facing balcony
IS not compatible with the existing streetscapeaaxdtar.

Council has the ability to exercise discretionatation to the following:

Element on which discretion is sought Source of disetionary power
Streetscape compatibility Clause 9.6 (6) of TPS6
Background

The development site details are as follows:

Zoning Residential

Density coding R20

Lot area 524 sq. metres
Building height limit 7.0 metres
Development potential One (1) Single House
Maximum plot ratio Not applicable

This report includes the following attachments:

Confidential Attachment 10.3.2(a) Plans of the proposal dated 23 July 2009

Attachment 10.3.2(b) Photographs of neighbouring dwellings, with
accompanying captions and a computer-generated
photograph of the dwelling’s proposed front
elevation submitted by the applicant, Averna
Homes received 20 August 2009.

Comment

(@) Description of the proposal
The proposed development is a two storey Singlesklo@The site is adjoined by
residential zoned land and has street frontagedpeHAvenue. The location of the
development site is shown below:
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(b)
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In accordance with Council Delegation DC342, theppssal is required to be referred
to a Council meeting for determination as the rememdation of refusal involves
Council exercising discretion in relation to a a#ion from a provision of Council

Policy P370_T ‘General Design Guidelines for Resitd Development'.

The proposal complies with the requirements of @lity’'s Town Planning Scheme

No. 6 (TPS6), the Residential Design Codes (R-CQoaled relevant City Policies with
the exception of the variations discussed below.

Design - City Policy P370_T “General Design Gdelines for Residential
Development” (P370_T)

The applicant’'s drawings show a 16 degree skilffmono-pitch) roof over the street-
facing balcony and a 30 degree double pitched design over the rest of the house.
City Officers consider that a matching double pitcbf over the balcony will be more
in keeping with the streetscape and with traditidvwausing within the focus area. One
of the objectives of the City Policy P370_T “Genefaesign Guidelines for
Residential Developments” is:

“(a) To preserve or enhance desired streetscapeatttar, and to promote strong
design compatibility between existing and propasseiential buildings.”

The assessing officer considers that the proposetbination of skillion and double
pitched roof design would not be consistent wits tholicy objective. Clause 3
“Streetscape Character” of this policy supportsaheve policy objective. The policy
provision deals with the need for design compatybbetween the proposed building
and the existing buildings within the focus areayihg regard to the primary and
secondary contributing elements. Building ‘formoise of those primary elements.

40



AGENDA : ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING : 22 SEPTEMBER 209

(©)

(d)

The applicant’'s photograph8ttachment 10.3.2(b)attempt to demonstrate that the
design of the proposed dwelling is compatible witle streetscape, by providing
examples of roof forms visible from public strektsated within Manning and Salter
Point. However it is important to note that wittie development site’s focus area
(Hope Avenue between Mount Henry Road and Cornrgls¢ent), no skillion (mono-
pitch) roofs are present on any residential dwgdinin addition, the photographs
submitted by the applicant have not identified boydings within close proximity of
the development site that have a combination dfiakiand double pitched roof
forms, as currently proposed. In cases where aopsapskillion roofed building is
supported by the City’s Design Advisory Consultaf@sC), in accordance with the
May 2008 Officer report and Council resolution, Isacproposal may be approved by
officers under delegated authority. However, whétte DAC does not support a
particular skillion roofed design, the applicatioreds to be referred to a Council
meeting for determination. In this instance, the@Aoes not support the proposed
skillion roofed design.

As the non-compliance relates to provisions in aur@il Policy, Council has
discretionary power under clause 9.6 (6) of TPS@&pprove the skillion roofed
addition. This discretionary power should only Bereised if Council is satisfied that
the proposed design meets the “streetscape comfipatitbjective of Policy P370_T.

In this instance, it is recommended that the prapost be approved, as the applicant
has not satisfied this Policy objective.

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

Scheme Objectives 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 residentedsaand ensure
that new development is in harmony with the charaahd scale of
existing residential development;

The proposed dwelling has few features or charaties in keeping with the
character and scale of existing residential devetg. It is therefore, determined that
the proposal does not comply with Clause 1.6 of@PS

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

In addition to the issues relating to technicahpbance of the project under TPS6, as
discussed above, in considering an applicatiorpfanning approval, the Council is
required to have due regard to, and may imposeitwons! with respect to the matters
listed in Clause 7.5 of TPS6 which are, in the mpirof the Council, relevant to the
proposed development. Of the 24 listed matters, fillewing are particularly
relevant to the current application and requireftdrconsideration:

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

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

(n) the extent to which a proposed building is &igu in harmony with
neighbouring existing buildings within the focugayin terms of its scale, form
or shape, rhythm, colour, construction materialsentation, setbacks from the
street and side boundaries, landscaping visiblemfrdhe street, and
architectural details.
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In relation to listed matters (f), (j) and (n) theoposal is not considered satisfactory
as the design is not in keeping with the dominantesscape character and is
therefore, inconsistent with the abovementionededismatters. It is therefore,

determined that the proposal does not comply wigtuse 7.5 of TPS6.

Consultation

(a) Design Advisory Consultants’ comments

The proposal was considered by the City’s Desiglvigory Consultants at their

meeting held on 7 September 2009. The proposal neaswell received by the

Consultants. Their specific comments are summabséuiv:

1. The Architects observed that the approved drawirgs the proposed
development showing a double-pitch roof over thiedrey matching the double-
pitch roof above the remainder of the building veasnpatible to the existing
streetscape character.

2. Even though the amended mono-pitch roof over theohs is a relatively small
element in comparison to the entire building, mptihe extent of visibility of the
mono-pitch roof from the street, the Architects didt support this change
proposed at the building licence stage.

(b) Neighbour consultation
Neighbour consultation has been undertaken forpgtuposal to the extent and in the
manner required by Policy P104 “Neighbour and ComitguConsultation in Town
Planning Processes”. The proposal has been reflrréed adjoining neighbour, as a
boundary wall is proposed. No comments were redeivéhe boundary wall is
considered to meet the requirements of City PoR&p0.2 ‘Residential Boundary
Walls’.

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

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

Strategic Implications
This matter relates to Goal 3 “Environmental Mamaget” identified within the Council’s

Strategic Plan. Goal 3 is expressed in the follgwigrms: To effectively manage, enhance
and maintain the City’s unique natural and built enronment.
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Sustainability Implications

The proposed development has been designed to msaxsolar access to its habitable
rooms by providing sufficient setbacks from theeslibundaries. The outdoor living area
faces north, providing sufficient solar access.

| OFFICER RECOMMENDATION ITEM 10.3.2 |

That pursuant to the provisions of the City of $oBerth Town Planning Scheme No. 6 and
the Metropolitan Region Scheme, this applicationd@nning approval for proposed two
storey Single House on Lot 512 (No. 14A) Hope Awenhlanningbe refused for the
following reasons:

(@) The proposed dwelling is incompatible to thestaxg streetscape character and
conflicts with the provisions of Policy P370 T “Gamal Design Guidelines for
Residential Development” which requires all newalepment to be designed in such
a way so as to preserve or enhance the desiredsstape character.

(b) Having regard to the above reasons, the prabdseelopment does not comply with
objective (f) listed within Clause 1.6 “Scheme Qiijees” of the City of South Perth
Town Planning Scheme No. 6.

(c) Having regard to the above reasons, the prabdseelopment does not comply with
matters (f), (j) and (n) listed within Clause 7Mdtters to be Considered by Council”
of the City of South Perth Town Planning Scheme &o.

Important Note

(@) If you are aggrieved by aspects of the decisibere discretion has been exercised,
you may lodge an appeal with the State Administeafiribunal within 28 days of the
Determination Date recorded on this Notice.
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10.4 GOAL 4: INFRASTRUCTURE

104.1 Annual Tender 17/2009- Replacement of Exisg Concrete Slab Footpaths
with Poured In-Situ Concrete Footpaths.

Location: City of South Perth

Applicant: Council

File Ref: Tender 17/2009

Date: 3 September 2009

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

This report considers submissions received from ateertising of Tender 17/2009 for
‘Replacement of Existing Concrete Slab Footpathls Roured In-Situ Concrete Footpaths’

sThis report will outline the assessment procesd wduring evaluation of the tenders
received and recommend acceptance of the tendgurthdades the best value for money and
level of service to the City.

Background

A Request for Tenders was recently called for tReplacement of Existing Concrete Slab
Footpaths with Poured In-Situ Concrete Footpath$ender 17/2009 was advertised in the
West Australian newspaper on Saturday 8 August.2009

At the close of the Tender advertising period {gsubmissions from registered companies
had been received with one arriving late makingotltof six (6) tenders received.
However, the late tender was non-compliant as was ather, leaving a total of four
compliant tenders which are tabled below:

Tenderer Estimated Tender Price (GST Exclusive
Cobblestone Concrete $ 450,630
Dowsing Concrete $410,550
Techsand $440,482
Hammond Concrete $500,625

This tender forms part of the City’'s annual supgnders. The replacement of existing
concrete slab paths with poured in-situ concretesiential to facilitate the completion of
the 2009/2010 concrete slab replacement and maimterprogram.

Comment

Tenders were invited as a Schedule of Rates CantBEloe estimated contract value was
determined using 9,000 square metres of path asatfienal quantity of path to be replaced
during the 2009/2010 financial year (the quantitpathway is an estimate only and the City
does not guarantee that this amount of path wiliepdaced during the contract period).

The Tenders were reviewed by an evaluation partehasessed according to the qualitative

criteria outlined in the Request for Tender. Fagegdhe qualitative criteria is noted in Table
A below.
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TABLE A - Qualitative Criteria

Qualitative Criteria Weighting %
1. Demonstrated ability to do the service on time 10%
2. Conformity with tender specification 10%
3. Referees 10%
4. Price 70%
Total 100%

The weighted score and estimated contract val@aci tender received is noted in Table B
below.

TABLE B - Weighted Score and Estimated Tender Brice

Estimated Tender Price (GST Weighted Score
Tenderer .
Exclusive)
Cobblestone Concrete $ 450,630 9.1
Dowsing Concrete $410,550 10.0
Techsand $440,482 9.5
Hammond Concrete $500,625 7.7

The tender received from Dowsing Concrete contalh®f the completed schedules and
satisfies in all respects the qualitative and dtativte criteria listed in the Request for
Tender.

The tender submitted by Dowsing Concrete was theedd 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 atfteir performance to date has been
satisfactory.

Based on the assessment of all tenders receivélefater 17/2009, this report recommends
to the Council that the tender from Dowsing Coretet accepted for the period of supply
up to 30 June 2010 inclusive in accordance with $lobedule of Rates and estimated
contract value (GST Exclusive) as noted in Table B.

Consultation

Tender 17/2009 Replacement Of Existing Concretd $laotpaths With Poured In-Situ
Concrete Footpaths was advertised in the West &lisstron Saturday 8 August 2009. In
total six (6) tenders were received.

Policy and Legislative Implications

Section 3.57 of théocal Government A¢as amended) requires a local government to call
tenders when the expected value is likely to exc$#d0,000. Part 4 of the Local
Government (Functions and General) Regulations $886regulations on how tenders must
be called and accepted.

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

The Chief Executive Officer has delegated authaiityaccept annual tenders where the
value is less than $200,000 (GST Inclusive).
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Financial Implications
Full cost of the works reflected in the tender basn provided in the current 2009/2010
Operations and/or Capital Works Budgets.

Strategic Implications

The calling of tenders (forms part of Goal 6 Finah¥iability) for goods and services to

complete the various operations and Capital Wonleggiams is consistent with Goal 4

Infrastructure - Strategy 4.1Develop appropriate plans, strategies and managetmen
systems to ensure public infrastructure assets (teadrains, footpaths etc) are maintained

to a responsible level)

Sustainability Implications

This tender will ensure that the City is providehwhe best available service to complete
the works identified in the Annual Budget. By seekihe 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 Engineerinfrastructure team by ensuring that they
have access to a wide range of services at coipeatites.

| OFFICER RECOMMENDATION ITEM 10.4.1 |

That Council accepts the Tender submitted by Dogv§€ioncretefor the Replacement of
Concrete Slab Footpaths with Poured (Insitu) Cdecire accordance with Tender Number
17/20009 for the period of supply up to 30 June 2@tlusive.
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| 10.4.2 Annual Tender 23/2009: Supply, Delivery anbdaying of Asphalt

Location: City of South Perth

Applicant: Council

File Ref: Tender 23/2009

Date: 3 September 2009

Author: Fraser Jamg§enders and Contracts Officer
Reporting Officer: Stephen Bell, Director Infrastture Services
Summary

This report considers submissions received fromatheertising of Tender 23/2009 for the
‘Supply, Delivery and Laying of Asphalid both the City of South Perth and Town of
Victoria Park respectively.

This report will outline the assessment processl udaring evaluation of the tenders
received and recommend acceptance of the tendgurthdades the best value for money and
level of service to the City.

Background

A Request for Tenders was recently called for Swpply, Delivery and laying of Asphalt’
Tender 23/2009 was advertised in the West Australewspaper on Saturday 25 July 2009.
This was a joint annual tender involving both thity ©f South Perth and Town of Victoria
Park.

At the close of the Tender advertising period {sesubmissions from registered companies
were received as noted below:

e Asphaltech

* Asphalt Services

e Boral

e Downer EDI

* Pioneer Road Services

All tenders conformed to the requirements of thguRst for Tender.

Comment
This tender is for the supply, delivery, and layaig

¢ Asphalt Bituminous Stabilised Roadbase (Thicklift),

« Asphalt with laterite/red oxide additives; and

e Various Asphalt Mixes
to any roadway within the City of South Perth aravin of Victoria Park respectively. The
Tender is a Schedule of Rates Contract with ameasgid tonnage per year of about 9,000
tonnes for the purpose afetermining the estimated contract price.

The tender period is for a fixed term of two yefman 1 October 2009 to 30 June 2011
inclusive, with an option to extend the Contractéyurther 12 months to 30 June 2012
subject to satisfactory performance.

As previously stated, at the close of the Tendgedising period five (5) submissions from

registered companies had been received. The estinbmhder prices are shown in table A
below (in no apparent order):
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TABLE A - Tender Prices

Tenderer Estimated Tender Price
(GST Exclusive)
Asphaltech $ 951,560.00
Asphalt Surfaces $ 983,985.00
Boral $1,110,805.00
Downer EDI $ 951,875.00
Pioneer Road Services $ 1,036,090.00

The tenders were reviewed by an evaluation pamapdsing Officers from both the City of
South Perth and Town of Victoria Park and assessedrding to the qualitative criteria
outlined in the Request for Tender. For ease, thaitqtive criteria is noted in Table B
below.

TABLE B - Qualitative Criteria

Qualitative Criteria Weighting %
1. Demonstrated ability to perform the tasks as set out in spec. 10%
2. Works records and experience. 10%
3. Contractor's management systems. 10%
4. Referees - Past & Present Clients 10%
5. Price 60%

The weighted score and the estimated tender pfieaah tender received is shown in Table
C below.

TABLE C - Weighted Score and Total Estimated CasitRrice

Tenderer Total Estimated Tender Price Weighted Score
(GST Exclusive)
Boral $1,110,805.00 8.0
Pioneer $ 1,036,090.00 8.5
Downer EDI Works $ 951,875.00 9.7
Asphaltech $ 951,560.00 10.0
Asphalt Surfaces $ 983,985.00 9.6

The tender submitted by Asphaltech was the lowkatl ¢enders received and recorded the
highest score of 10.00 in the evaluation matrixspl#altech is currently the preferred asphalt
contractor with the Town of Victoria Park. In thisgard, Officers from Victoria Park are
highly satisfied with the level of service and awyabf work provided by Asphaltech.

Downer EDI has been the preferred contractor toQitg of South Perth for many years.
However, their commitment to major clients suchMeain Roads Western Australia has
meant that on a number of occasions work schedoyethe City has been delayed or
deferred due to their non-availability. Hence,i€fs have concerns over the reliability of
Downer EDI to service the City's capital works anthintenance program during the
2009/2010 financial year.

Based on the assessment of all tenders receivélefater 23/2009, this report recommends
to Council that the tender from Asphaltech be atspor a period of twenty four (24)
months up to 30 June 2011 inclusive at the ScheduRates and Total Estimated Price
(GST Exclusive) as noted in Table C.
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Consultation

Tender 23/2009 Replacement Of Existing Concretd $laotpaths With Poured In-Situ
Concrete Footpaths was advertised in the West &lisstr on Saturday 25 July 2009. In
total five conforming (5) tenders were received.

Policy and Legislative Implications

Section 3.57 of théocal Government A¢as amended) requires a local government to call
tenders when the expected value is likely to exc$#d0,000. Part 4 of the Local
Government (Functions and General) Regulations $886regulations on how tenders must
be called and accepted.

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

The Chief Executive Officer has delegated authatityaccept annual tenders where the
value is less than $200,000 (GST Inclusive).

Financial Implications
The full cost of the works reflected in the tentas been provided in the current 2009/2010
Operations and/or Capital Works Budgets.

Strategic Implications

The calling of tenders (forms part of Goal 6 Finah¥iability) for goods and services to
complete the various operations and Capital Wonleggams is consistent with Goal 4
Infrastructure - Strategy 4.1

“Develop appropriate plans, strategies and managemegstems to ensure public
infrastructure assets (roads, drains, footpaths)esite maintained to a responsible level)

Sustainability Implications

This tender will ensure that the City is provideithwhe best available service to complete
the capital and maintenance works identified inAhaual Budget. By seeking the services
externally the City is able to utilise best pragtmpportunities in the market and maximise
the funds available to provide sound and sustagnabset maintenance of the City's road
and pathway network.

The service will strengthen the City’'s Engineerinfrastructure team by ensuring that they
have access to a wide range of road building ses\at competitive rates.

| OFFICER RECOMMENDATION ITEM 10.4.2 |

That Council accepts the Tender submitted by Adeblalfor the Supply, Delivery and
Laying of Asphalt in accordance with Tender NumB8&f2009 for the period up to the 30
June 2011 inclusive.
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10.5 GOALS: ORGANISATIONAL EFFECTIVENESS

10.5.1 Applications for Planning Approval Determingl Under Delegated

Authority.
Location: City of South Perth
Applicant: Council
File Ref: GO/106
Date: 3 September 2009
Author: Rajiv Kapur, Manager, Development Sersice
Reporting Officer: Vicki Lummer, Director Developmteand Community Services

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

Background

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

“That Council receive a monthly report as part dhe Agenda, commencing at the
November 2006 meeting, on the exercise of Delegatedhority from Development

Services under Town Planning Scheme No. 6, as cathe provided in the Councillor’s

Bulletin.”

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

Comment

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

Consultation
During the month of August 2009, forty six (46vdBpment applications were determined
under delegated authority, refsftachment 10.5.1

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

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

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

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

| OFFICER RECOMMENDATION ITEM 10.5.1 |

That the report andttachment 10.5.1relating to delegated determination of applications
for planning approval during the month of Augus020be received.
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| 105.2 Use of the Common Seal
Location: City of South Perth
Applicant: Council
File Ref: GO/106
Date: 3 September 2009
Author: Kay Russell, Executive Support Officer
Reporting Officer: Cliff Frewing, Chief Executiv@fficer
Summary

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

Background

At the October 2006 Ordinary Council Meeting thid@ing resolution was adoptedfhat
Council receive a monthly report as part of the Agka, commencing at the November
2006 meeting, on the use of the Common Seal, Igtiseal number; date sealed;
department; meeting date / item number and reasonuse.

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

In addition, clause 21.1 requires the CEO to recoaliregister:

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

(ii) the nature of the document; and

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

Register

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

August 2009

Nature of document Parties Date Seal Affixed
Surrender of Lease x 3 Copies City of South Perth & Kevin and Constance Dawson 5 August 2009
CPV Lease - Collier Hair Care City of South Perth & Michelle Moylan Collier Hair Care 5 August 2009
CPV Deed of Agreement to Lease City of South Perth & Norma Marshall 5 August 2009
CPV Lease Agreement City of South Perth & Norma Marshall 5 August 2009
Deed of Agreement to Lease CoSth Pth & Michelle Suzanne Moylan Tdg as Collier Hair Care | 20 August 2009

Consultation
Not applicable.

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

Financial Implications
Nil.

Strategic Implications
The report aligns to Goal 5 of the Strategic Plan 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 Seahfnionth of August 2009 be received.
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\ 10.5.3 Proposed Increase to Landfill Levy
Location: City of South Perth
Applicant: Council
File Ref: FM/902
Date: 3 September 2009
Author Cliff Frewing, Chief Executive Officer
Summary

The purpose of this report is to provide a respaost¢he proposal by the Minister for
Environment, Hon Donna Faragher, JP, MLC to ina@dae landfill levy from its current
level of $7 per tonne to $28 per tonne.

Background

In 1998 the then Minister for the Environment imlwoced what is known as a Waste
Management Levy which applies to all municipal wadeposited by metropolitan local

governments to landfill sites within the metropatitregion. At the time of the introduction

of the levy the fee was $3 per tonne which waidtesl in the annual refuse charge. In
2006 the rate was increased to $6 per tonne a@@08 it was increased again to $7 per
tonne.

On 18 May 2009 the Minister for Environment; addisthat the levy would increase
significantly from $7 per tonne to $28 per tonnétmeffect from 1 July 2009. The increase
of $21 per tonne is significant and representedvamall increase of 300%.

The increase was a large factor in the City’s degi$o increase the 2009/10 refuse rate
from $190 to $200.

In what was considered to be an unusual move, weMinister announced this increase,
it was also announced that a large portion of timel$ derived from the levy, estimated to be
$30m would be used to fund normal operations of Dlepartment of Environment and
Conservation (DEC). Not unexpectedly, this proposat with stiff opposition from local
government. Upon investigation, WALGA determinedhttithe legislation provided that
proceeds from the Waste Management Levy could eatded for purposes other than on
waste management and advised the Minister accdyding

As a consequence the Minister advised that thewsyld not be increased with effect from
1 July 2009, that the legislation would be amentiedllow the funds to be used for an
alternative use and the new levy would be introddfoem 1 January 2010.

The City also wrote to the Minister expressing arncabout the increase and the purpose to
which the funds would be put. On 31 July 2009 thieister replied and advised that an
amendment to th&Vaste Avoidance and Resource Recovery Amendméemna&cbeing
progressed through Parliament which would provide it least 25% of the forecast levy
revenue could be directed for the purpose of waabedance and resource recovery.

Comment

The proposed action by the Minister and the Stateohsidered an abuse of power and
unprecedented in that it requires local governnbetite a collection agency for the State to
supplement its general consolidated revenue. nbtsunusual for the State to require local
government to levy and collect fees on its behaltife FESA levy) however the proceeds
of this levy are used exclusively on fire and ereeay services which is the subject of this

levy.
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The proposal to increase the Waste Management lhggyich a significant amount, ie from
$7 to $28 is not necessarily opposed provided ttatfunds are utilised for the purpose
consistent with the levy, ie waste management gssuearticularly on strategic waste
initiatives such as assistance to Local Governrtemards the cost of providing Alternative
Waste Treatment facilities.

Generally, this fund has been used to provide fumdo local governments for education
purposes and trialling new approaches to promogetiinee r's “ Reduce, Re-use and
Recycle”.

Two schemes have been in place where funding hexs fr@vided to Local Government for
minimising waste to landfill initiatives. The Resoa Recovery Rebate Scheme (RRRS)
was operational up until 2008, but has now condudexamples of projects funded from
this source include:

* Waste education and reduction programs

« Domestic bin trials (reduction from 240 litre toQLre bins)

* Installation of weighbridges in non-metro areas

* Waste engine oil collection scheme

In addition, a new scheme recently commendde Strategic Waste Incentive Scheme
whereby individual projects are considered by thenldipal Waste Advisory Committee.

The Minister has advised that the legislation quttyebeing amended will only require 25%
of the revenue derived from the Waste Managemewy tebe spent on waste management
purposes. By deduction, this means that 75% ofuthding pool (estimated to be $22.5m)
can be directed to other activities associated with DEC. This is considered a highly
inappropriate use of funds.

Interestingly, the inquiry into Municipal Waste Magement in Western Australia conducted
by the Standing Committee On Environment and RBublfairs in its report of May 2009
made the following finding.

Finding 23: The Committee finds that although agréase in the landfill levy may
be appropriate, it is concerned that any increas¢hie levy may be absorbed as an
additional revenue stream for the Department ofiEmment and Conservation’s
activities in the area of waste management.

Whilst the State Government has not yet respondedhé inquiry of the Standing
Committee (it is required to do so within four mastof the report being tabled in
Parliament and is therefore due in December 20@9Minister has clearly not only ignored
the finding of the Legislative Council Standing Quitiee, but directly contradicted it.

It is also interesting to note that a letter waseieed in April 2009 from the Minister for
Local Government, the Hon John Castrilli, MLA adrgs local governments to exercise
restraint when giving consideration to the 2009Hufiget. Specific extracts from the
Minister’s letter are as follows:
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Upon assuming office, the Liberal National Governtrimplemented a commitment
to achieve a three per cent efficiency dividende Thepartment of Local

Government, will achieve this through a programr@étraint and more targeted

spending - while not sacrificing service delivery.

However, in these tough economic times, when pepldosing their jobs and an
increasing number of families are struggling to fkekeir head above water, all
levels of government should be taking the lea@daonsidering spending patterns.

Expenditure by any level of government, which isgiged as not being in the
public interest, is viewed unfavourably by the veosynmunities who look to their
elected representatives for leadership; this is enep the case during times of
economic hardship.

| urge those currently planning discretionary spegdprojections for the coming
financial year to consider if their desired outcamn instead be achieved through
scaled back and other more cost-effective appraache

These comments are also in direct contradictiorthto actions of the Minister for the
Environment in relation to the increase in the wastanagement levy, the Minister for
Environment has clearly disregarded the intentibthe Minister for Local Government by
proposing an increase in the levy of 300%. Theciase also suggests that the DEC has been
unable to achieve a 3% efficiency dividend and tiaen the soft approach of increasing
revenue by requiring local government to levy aaoltect funds on its behalf.

WALGA has also issued a draft policy statement o Waste Levy and Strategic Waste
Funding. The relevant policy statement in connactiith the waste levy is as follows.

Conditional support for Waste Levy

Continuing Local Government support for the Levgibject to the provision (on an
ongoing basis) of robust evidence, made availabliné¢ public, demonstrating the
levy is achieving its broad objectives, and on enber of conditions regarding the
levy’s operation and the application of levy funds.

Further, the support for a levy hypothecated tatsgic waste management activities is
based on the following:

Local Government strongly opposes the applicationthe levy to non-waste
management related activities, such as fundinge SBaivernment core activities.
Local Government supports funds from the levy beipplied to strategic waste
management activities.

WALGA policy states there is no support for theylde be applied to waste received at
licensed premises whose primary purpose is rescaooery.
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Consultation
The City has exchanged correspondence with theskinfor Environment and consulted
with WALGA regarding the increase in the Waste Mgaraent Levy.

Policy and Legislative Implications
If the Waste Avoidance and Resource Recovery Bill®is passed by Parliament, all local
governments will be required to collect the levybmhalf of the DEC.

Financial Implications

The levy of $28 per tonne will yield approximat&#14,500 in a full year from the City of
South Perth alone, based on the tonnages collektteadg 2008/09. From a overall WA
Local Government point of view the levy will yielpproximately $30m in a full year at
current rates. If the Bill is not amended or deddapproximately $22.5m may be estreated
by the DEC to fund its normal operations. This wbunly leave $7.5m for waste
minimisation initiatives.

Strategic Implications
In line with Goal 5 - Organisational Effectivenesélo be a professional, effective and
efficient organisation.”

Sustainability Implications

The proposal to redirect funds away from waste migétion initiatives to ordinary State
Government Department operations is contrary tdaswsbility objectives. All of the
proceeds from the levy should be used for the mapoof further developing waste
minimisation initiatives including the provision afternative Waste Treatment facilities.

| OFFICER RECOMMENDATION ITEM 10.5.3 ‘

That the Minister for Environment and local membkesadvised that the City of South
Perth strongly objects to the proposal to subsidige operation of the Department of
Environment from funds derived from the Waste Mamagnt Levy.
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| 10.5.4 Local Government Reform Submission
Location: City of South Perth
Applicant: Council
File Ref: GO/314
Date: 3 September 2009
Author: Cliff Frewing, Chief Executive Officer
Summary

The purpose of this report is to seek the appro&ouncil to lodge a submission on the topic
of Local Government Reform to the Minister for LbGovernment.

Background
In February 2009, the WA Minister for Local Govermmh announced that he was keen to see
reform of Local Governments in the State, with gesthat may result in changes in four

areas:
1. A reduction in the number of elected members tavbeh 6 and 9;
2. Regional groupings of Councils for service deliyery

3. Amalgamations of local governments; and

4. Boundary changes.

In considering the issue of Local Government refotihe Minister was keen to involve the
community in this process and as a result, desicedmunity consultation to occur to ensure
that the Local Government took into account vieivhe community.

The Minister advised that he believes local governimn its current form is not sustainable,

and that:

e There are 85 local councils in WA serving populagiof less than 2,000 people.

« More than 50 councils have representation ratio®rad Councillor to less than 100
electors and in some instances this ratio is asa®wane to 20.

* Benefits from amalgamations across the state, dimajumetropolitan Perth, will be very
significant, including achieving greater economasscale, elected members clearly
focusing on governance and long-term strategicrten

« Increased competition for staff positions withie gector will be a welcome change from
the present situation.

« Fewer, yet larger, local governments would imprtheir State and Federal Government
lobbying capacity, and this may lead to additiofuslding and partnerships from those
levels of government and the private sector tdh&mtmprove services to communities.

To facilitate the reform process, the Minister Fasned a Local Government Reform Steering
Committee. This Committee comprises representatires the Minister's Office, the State
Department of Local Government and Regional Devekqt, the WA Local Government
Association, Local Government Managers Australigdd(Rvision) the Chamber of Commerce,
Department of Planning and Infrastructure, the drsity of Western Australia and the Local
Government Advisory Board [LGAB] and is tasked withviewing submissions from
individual Local Governments and making recommeiodatto the Minister.

The Local Government Reform Steering Committee $iggported the need for reform and
recognised that action was required in view offttlewing pressures on the sector.

The process suggested by the Minister involvesestagith a final submission originally

requested by 31 August 2009. This date has nowesulesitly been amended to 30 September
20009.
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Comment
In accordance with the Minister’s direction, thayCias fully participated in the reform process
and addressed each of the four areas requirecebMitister.

During the course of participating in the Local ®ovment Reform agenda the City formed an
internal project team consisting of the Mayor, Diggdayor and CEO. This team met regularly
with representatives from the City of South Pertmésghbours, ie the Town of Victoria Park

and the City of Belmont. The three local governmeaypointed an external consultant CRL
Highbury Consultancy to provide an external indejeem review of reform opportunities.

In addition the project team participated in distoiss with the City of Canning who arranged a
meeting of local governments who shared its bouegdand subsequently met with the Mayor
and CEO of that Council to discuss progress.

No meetings were held with representatives fromGhg of Melville or the City of Perth as it
was not considered necessary as any amalgamatipogais with these local governments are
inconsistent with the principles adopted by the dloGovernment Advisory Board. This is
because the Swan River forms a natural boundaryresnd is no common land connection with
those Local Governments.

The City has been very mindful of the need to ctinsith and advise the community in
accordance with the Minister’s wishes. Opportusifigr involvement have been provided on a
number of occasions, including the following:

* A draft discussion paper was prepared for this gsgpn May 2009 and feedback was
sought from elected members prior to it being madailable to the community for
comment. Submissions closed on 22 June 2009 anel emrsidered at the July 2009
Council meeting.

 The City regards the importance of consulting with community very highly. To
demonstrate the importance of the comprehensimsut@ation processes that the City
has in place, reference is made to the recentlglodad City of South Pert®ur Vision
Ahead process. At the concluding event at which thiglipyparticipated in this visioning
exercise, a community conference was held at thendCéligh School. The Local
Government Reform issue was specifically raisedhat'Summit’ and the discussion
paper on this subject was referred to.

» Advice of the final draft version of the Submissmas communicated to all participants
of the Visioning process who provided email addzessn Thursday, 3 September 2009.
The Submission was also placed on the City’s welasitl available for general public to
access. The purpose of this action was to advisectimmunity that the Council was
preparing to consider the Submission at its Couveiéting on 22 September 2009 and
that comments on the document were welcome.

A copy of the Submission is dtttachment 10.5.4.With respect to the four issues that the
Minister requested each local government to addtiessSubmission responds as follows:

1. The Submission contains a proposal that the nurabetected members be reduced
from 13 to nine.
2. The City currently participates in a range of regibresource sharing arrangements,

particularly with the Town of Victoria Park, anduslling to participate in additional
arrangements if there are benefits to residentsargayers of the City.

3. The City does not favour amalgamation at this timess the Town of Victoria Park
willingly participates in any amalgamation proposal
4, Whilst there are some minor boundary anomalies, dingent boundaries are not

causing any operational difficulties and no bougddranges are proposed.
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Consultation

In developing the Submission to the Minister, tlmmmunity has had opportunities to
participate in the reform debate and make subnmssio the City. In addition, the City of
South Perth Project Team has actively been invoivediscussions with the Town of
Victoria Park and the City of Belmont. Other dissioss have been held with the City of
Canning. Elected members have been progressivetived with the development and
progress of the Submission through briefing sessém the elected member Bulletin.

Policy and Legislative Implications

There are potentially significant policy and legtsle implications if the Minister does not
support the direction contained in the Submissidre City supports the reduction in elected
member representation which will involve at somagst in the future, changes to ward
representation.

Financial Implications
It is not possible to determine the financial imptions at this time.

Strategic Implications
Again, potentially significant dependent upon tiiécome of the Minister’s review process.

Sustainability Implications

The City of South Perth is regarded as a financiallstainable local government by a
number of external independent assessments. Anljgamation proposal with the Town of
Victoria Park and the City of Belmont would alsiikely result in the new local government
being assessed as financially sustainable.

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION 10.5.4

That the Submission from the City of South Perth latal Government Reform at
Attachment 10.5. 4be endorsed and submitted to the Minister foral@overnment.
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10.6 GOAL 6: FINANCIAL VIABILITY

|10.6.1 Monthly Financial Management Accounts - Augst 2009

Location: City of South Perth
Applicant: Council
File Ref: FM/301
Date: 9 September 2009

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

Summary

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

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

Background

Local Government (Financial Management) Regulatdnrequires the City to present
monthly financial reports to Council in a formafleeting relevant accounting principles. A
management account format, reflecting the orgaoisalt structure, reporting lines and
accountability mechanisms inherent within that dtriee is considered the most suitable
format to monitor progress against the budget. ififi@mation provided to Council is a
summary of the more than 100 pages of detailedbinkne information supplied to the
City's departmental managers to enable them to tootte 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 publdiethe Annual Budget.

Combining the Summary of Operating Revenues anceliifures with the Summary of
Capital Items gives a consolidated view of all @pens under Council’s control. It also
measures actual financial performance against hedgectations.

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

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

Reviews.

A summary of budgeted revenues and expendituresiggd by department and directorate)
is also provided each month. This schedule reflaatsconciliation of movements between
the 2009/2010 Adopted Budget and the 2009/2010 AexnBudget including the
introduction of the capital expenditure items eadrforward 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 wiih televant values for the equivalent time in
the previous year is also provided. PresentingBdlance Sheet on a monthly, rather than
annual, basis provides greater financial accoulitialbdo the community and provides the

opportunity for more timely intervention and cotree action by management where

required.

Comment

The major components of the monthly managementustsummaries presented are:

« Balance SheetAttachments 10.6.1(1)(Aland 10.6.1(1)(B)

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

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

* Summary of Capital ltemsAttachment 10.6.1(4)

» Schedule of Significant Varianceg\ttachment 10.6.1(5)

* Reconciliation of Budget MovementsAttachment 10.6.1(6)(A)and10.6.1(6)(B)

Operating Revenue to 31 August 2009 is $28.52M whépresents 100% of the $28.42M
year to date budget. Revenue performance is atobadget expectations overall - although
there are some small line item differences. Interesenues are slightly below budget
expectations for the first two months of the yeae do weak investment rates. Building
revenue is below expectations for August but parkimfringement revenue and waste
management revenue is well ahead of budget torti@eAugust.

Comment on the specific items contributing to theiances may be found in the Schedule
of Significant Variance#ttachment 10.6.1(5).

Operating Expenditure to 31 August 2009 is $5.75McW represents 94% of the year to
date budget of $6.11M. Operating Expenditure toedat 7% under budget in the
Administration area, 4% under budget in the Infiature Services area and 1% over
budget for the golf course.

This is not an unusual situation for the first femonths of the year when community

services and infrastructure maintenance progranes developed and readied for

implementation - but are yet to get underway. Tlaecalso several favourable variances in
the administration areas that relate to budgeted Yacant) staff positions in the CEO

Office, Planning and Rangers areas at presentwliarh recruiting activities are currently
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in progress. Waste collection arrangements andfegs have resulted in a favourable
variance against budget to date. Golf Course experds close to budget overall - but it
has a number of line item variances that are rdivitually significant. Most other items in
the administration areas are close to budget eapews to date.

Streetscape maintenance, park maintenance, enwrdam services and building
maintenance all currently reflect favourable vaces at the end of August but this is
regarded as nothing more than a timing differenbesivdetailed maintenance programs are
developed and readied for implementation.

The salaries budgetin€luding temporary staff where they are being udedcover
vacancie¥ is currently around 10.6% under the budget atlonafor the 216.3 FTE
positions approved by Council in the budget proedsasg we are yet to receive some agency
staff invoices to month end - and the EBA relatag imcreases approved by Council in the
budget process are not paid until the first payogein September (although back-dated
until 1 July).

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

Capital Revenue is disclosed as $0.11M at 31 Auggsinst a year to date budget of
$0.10M. The favourable variance relates to leasampms and refurbishment levies
resulting from the accelerated turnover of unitthatCollier Park Village. Comment on the
specific items contributing to the capital revemagiances may be found in the Schedule of
Significant VariancesAttachment 10.6.1(5).Capital Expenditure at 31 August 2009 is
$0.79M which represents 88% of the year to dategbudnd some 4.35% of the full year
budget (after the inclusion of carry forward woggsproved by Council in August). The City
will again be using the staged capital program eagn of creating a ‘Deliverable’ capital
program and a ‘Shadow’ capital program to ensura tbrganisational capacity and
expectations are appropriately matched.

The table reflecting capital expenditure progregssus the year to date budget by
directorate is presented below. Updates on speeliments of the capital expenditure
program and comments on the variances disclosedithare to be provided bi-monthly
from the finalisation of the October managemenbants onwards.

Directorate YTD Budget YTD Actual | % YTD Budget | Total Budget
CEO Office 335,000 355,769 106% 7,120,000
Financial & Information Services 67,500 58,290 86% 720,000
Planning & Community Services 80,000 73,247 92% 872,850
Infrastructure Services 398,300 284 111 71% 9,066,377
Golf Course 20,000 20,587 103% 418,200
Total 900,800 792,004 88% 18,197,427

Consultation

This financial report is prepared to provide finahinformation to Council and to evidence
the soundness of the administration’s financial ag@ment. It also provides information
about corrective strategies being employed to addamny significant variances and it
discharges accountability to the City’s ratepayers.
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Policy and Legislative Implications
In accordance with the requirements of the Seddidnof theLocal Government Acind
Local Government Financial Management Regulatighs 3

Financial Implications

The attachments to this report compare actual giahperformance to budgeted financial
performance for the period. This provides for tinmaentification of and responses to
variances which in turn promotes dynamic and prtufieancial management.

Strategic Implications

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

Sustainability Implications

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

Secondly, through the City exercising disciplinédahcial 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 ....

(a) the monthly Balance Sheet and Financial Sunasaprovided asAttachment
10.6.1(1-4)be received;

(b) the Schedule of Significant Variances providasl Attachment 10.6.1(5) be
accepted as having discharged Council's statutobpjigations under Local
Government (Financial Management) Regulation 34.

(© the Schedule of Movements between the Adoptedin&nded Budget provided as
Attachment 10.6.1(6)(A)and 10.6.1(6)(B)be received;
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|10.6.2 Monthly Statement of Funds, Investments anbebtors at 31 August 2009

Location: City of South Perth

Applicant: Council

File Ref: FM/301

Date: 8 September 2009

Authors: Michael J Kent and Deborah M Gray

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

This report presents to Council a statement sunsingrithe effectiveness of treasury

management for the month including:

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

. An analysis of the City’'s investments in suitabl@rmay market instruments to
demonstrate the diversification strategy acrosanfiial institutions.

. Statistical information regarding the level of datgling 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 Dirdatwncial & Information Services and
Manager Financial Services - who also have respoitgifor the management of the City’s
Debtor function and oversight of collection of datgling debts.

In order to discharge accountability for the exszmf these delegations, a monthly report is
presented detailing the levels of cash holdingbedralf 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 oh ¢addings showing the relative levels of
investment with each financial institution is alpoovided. Statistics on the spread of
investments to diversify risk provide an effectitaml by which Council can monitor the
prudence and effectiveness with which the delegatare being exercised. Data comparing
actual investment performance with benchmarks inn€i's approved investment policy
(which reflects best practice principles for manggpublic monies) provides evidence of
compliance with approved investment principles.alfin a comparative analysis of the
levels of outstanding rates and general debtorstivel to the equivalent stage of the
previous year is provided to monitor the effectimen of cash collections and to highlight
any emerging trends that may impact on future fas¥s.

Comment

(a) Cash Holdings
Total funds at month end of $44.66M compare favolyrao $40.64M at the
equivalent stage of last year. Reserve funds ame sé2.7M higher than at the
equivalent stage last year due to higher holdirfigsash backed reserves to support
refundable monies at the CPV.

Municipal funds are $1.3M higher due to the addiio$1.0M in restricted funds
(IAF grant relating to the Library & Community Féji). As collections from Rates
have flowed into the City during August 2009, ish@een shown that our convenient
and customer friendly payment methods - supplenddmyehe Rates Early Payment
Incentive Prizes (with all prizes donated by lobakinesses) have had the desired
effect in relation to our cash inflows even in tbigllenging economic climate.
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(b)

Funds brought into the year (and subsequent cditiions) are invested in secure
financial instruments to generate interest untidsth monies are required to fund
operations and projects during the year. Astutecsieh of appropriate investments
means that the City does not have any exposurendavik high risk investment

instruments. Nonetheless, the investment portfiglicontinually monitored and re-

balanced as trends emerge.

Excluding the ‘restricted cash' relating to casbhkeal Reserves and monies held in
Trust on behalf of third parties; the cash avaddblr Municipal use currently sits at
$17.50M (compared to $16.22M at the same time iA822D09). Attachment
10.6.2(1)

Investments

Total investment in money market instruments at ttmoand was $42.90M
compared to $39.99M at the same time last yeas iBhilue to the higher holdings
of both Reserve Funds and Municipal Funds as destabove.

The portfolio currently comprises at-call cash d@adn deposits only. Although
bank accepted bills are permitted, they are nateotly used given the volatility of
the corporate environment at present. Analysigiefdomposition of the investment
portfolio shows that approximately 96.4% of the damare invested in securities
having a S&P rating of Al (short term) or betteheTremainder are invested in
BBB+ rated securities.

The City’s investment policy requires that at 1e88% of investments are held in
securities having an S&P rating of Al. This ensuines credit quality is maintained.
Investments are made in accordance with Policy P&@® the Dept of Local

Government Operational guidelines for investmeAtsinvestments currently have
a term to maturity of less than one year - whicleassidered prudent in times of
changing interest rates as it allows greater fiéilto respond to possible future
positive changes in rates.

Invested funds are responsibly spread across wdpproved financial institutions
to diversify counterparty risk. Holdings with eafiiancial institution are within the
25% maximum limit prescribed in Policy P603. Coupgety mix is regularly

monitored and the portfolio re-balanced as requilgggbnding on market conditions.

The counter-party mix across the portfolio is shamwAttachment 10.6.2(2).

Interest revenues (received and accrued) for tlee §e date total $0.22M - well
down from $0.42M at the same time last year. Tlesult is attributable to the
substantially lower interest rates - notwithstagdimgher levels of cash holdings.
Rates have been particularly weak during July andmof August - but have shown
some signs of strengthening in August as banks rtadde capital management
initiatives.

Investment performance will continue to be monitoie the light of current low
interest rates to ensure pro-active identificatmfnsecure, but higher yielding,
investment opportunities - or any potential advénsgget closing position impact.

Throughout the year, it will be necessary to batabetween short and longer term
investments to ensure that the City can responsitdgt its operational cash flow
needs. Treasury funds are actively managed to eurssponsible, low risk
investment opportunities that generate additiomarést revenue to supplement our
rates income whilst ensuring that capital is presgr
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(©)

The average rate of return on financial instrumémtshe year to date is 4.16% with

the anticipated yield on investments yet to masitting at 4.19% (compared with

4.08% last month). Investment results to date ceftareful and prudent selection of
investments to meet our immediate cash needs. |Atash deposits used to balance
daily operational cash needs are now providingwameof only 2.75%.

Major Debtor Classifications

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

() Rates

The level of outstanding rates relative to the same last year is shown in
Attachment 10.6.2(3) Rates collections to the end of August 2009 (&fie due
date for the first instalment) represent 59.4%otdltrates levied compared to 60.7%
at the equivalent stage of the previous year. ®hiargely due to a slightly later
issue date for rates notices this year (relativ@08/2009) and is a particularly
pleasing result given the challenging economic atemat present. It is not expected
that this will have any impact on organisationalclows other than a minor initial
timing difference.

The range of appropriate, convenient and userdhjgpayment methods offered by
the City, combined with the Rates Early Paymeneitiwe Scheme (generously
sponsored by local businesses) will again be suppdoy timely and efficient

follow up actions by the City’s Rates Officer tosene that our good collections
record is maintained.

(i) General Debtors

General debtors stand at $2.21M at month end imgutdGP debtors - which
compares to $2.23M at the same time last year. R&Jeivable is some $0.38M
higher than at the same time last year. UGP Del&oBalance Date Debtors are
lower. Parking infringements outstanding are algghtly higher than last year. The
majority of the outstanding amounts are governng&esemi government grants or
rebates - and as such they are collectible an@sept a timing issue rather than any
risk of default.

(iif) Underground Power

Of the $6.76M billed for UGP (allowing for adjustnig), some $5.05M was
collected by 31 August with approximately 68.5% tbbse in the affected area
electing to pay in full and a further 30.1% optitg pay by instalments. The
remaining 1.4% has yet to make a payment. Howevewymber of these accounts
are new billings or disputed billing amounts. Thegléhowever become the subject
of follow up collection actions by the City if thegre not addressed in a timely
manner.

Collections in full are currently better than exigecwhich had the positive impact
of allowing us to defer UGP related borrowings uiatie in June 2009 - but on the
negative side, significantly less revenue than afgeted is being realised from the
instalment interest charge.
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Residents opting to pay the UGP Service Chargenialments are subject to
interest charges which are currently accruing enothitstanding balances (as advised
on the initial UGP notice). It is important to appiate that this isot an interest
charge on the ‘yet to completed UGP service’ -rathier is an interest charge on the
funding accommodation provided by the City's instaht payment plan (like what
would occur on a bank loan).

The City encourages ratepayers in the affected tar@aake other arrangements to
pay the UGP charges - but it is, if required, pding an instalment payment
arrangement to assist the ratepayer (includingspgeeified interest component on
the outstanding balance).

Consultation

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

Policy and Legislative Implications

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

Financial Implications

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

Strategic Implications

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

Sustainability Implications

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

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION ITEM 10.6.2 ‘

That Council receives the 31 August 2009 Monthlat&nent of Funds, Investment &
Debtors comprising:

e Summary of All Council Funds as per Attachment 10.6.2(1)

e Summary of Cash Investments as per Attachment 10.6.2(2)

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

Location: City of South Perth

Applicant: Council

File Ref: FM/301

Date: 8 September 2009

Authors: Michael J Kent and Deborah M Gray

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

A list of accounts paid under delegated authoridglégation DC602) between 1 August
2009 and 31 August 2009 is presented to Councihformation.

Background

Local Government Financial Management Regulationrdduires a local government to
develop procedures to ensure the proper approdahatiorisation of accounts for payment.
These controls relate to the organisational pumbaand invoice approval procedures
documented in the City’s Policy P605 - Purchasimgj lavoice Approval.

They are supported by Delegation DM605 which sk¢s @uthorised purchasing approval
limits for individual officers. These processes dinelir application are subjected to detailed
scrutiny by the City’s auditors each year during tlonduct of the annual audit.

After an invoice is approved for payment by an atitded officer, payment to the relevant
party must be made and the transaction recordethenCity’s financial records. All
payments, however made (EFT or Cheque) are recarddéde City’'s financial system
irrespective of whether the transaction is a Coedit Non Creditor payment.

Payments in the attached listing are supporteddogivers and invoices. All invoices have
been duly certified by the authorised officers asthe receipt of goods or provision of
services.

Prices, computations, GST treatments and costing haen checked and validated. Council
Members have access to the Listing and are givporgymity to ask questions in relation to
payments prior to the Council meeting.

Comment

A list of payments made during the reporting peri®grepared and presented to the next
ordinary meeting of Council and recorded in theutés of that meeting. It is important to
acknowledge that the presentation of this list @frpents is for information purposes only
as part of the responsible discharge of accouitiailayments made under this delegation
can not be individually debated or withdrawn.

The format of this report has been modified fromtdber 2008 forwards to reflect
contemporary practice in that it now records paysetassified as:

* Creditor Payments
(regular suppliers with whom the City transactsibass)
These include payments by both Cheque and EFT.u@hegyments show both the
unique Cheque Number assigned to each one anddlgnad Creditor Number that
applies to all payments made to that party throughlbe duration of our trading
relationship with them. EFT payments show bothER& Batch Number in which
the payment was made and also the assigned Crédlitmber that applies to all
payments made to that party. For instance an EFmeat reference of 738.76357
reflects that EFT Batch 738 made on 24/10/2008uded a payment to Creditor
number 76357 (ATO).
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* Non Creditor Payments
(one-off payments to individuals / suppliers whe not listed as regular suppliers
in the City’s Creditor Masterfile in the database).
Because of the one-off nature of these paymeradijdting reflects only the unique
Cheque Number and the Payee Name - as there isrnmapent creditor address /
business details held in the creditor's masterfle permanent record does, of
course, exist in the City’s financial records oftbthe payment and the payee - even
if the recipient of the payment is a non creditor.

Details of payments made by direct credit to empdoank accounts in accordance with
contracts of employment are not provided in thjgorefor privacy reasons nor are payments
of bank fees such as merchant service fees wheldiaect debited from the City’s bank
account in accordance with the agreed fee schedudsr the contract for provision of
banking services.

Payments made through the Accounts Payable funatidinno longer be recorded as
belonging to the Municipal Fund or Trust Fund ais tpractice related to the old fund
accounting regime that was associated with Treesukdvance Account - whereby each
fund had to periodically ‘reimburse’ the Treasur&dvance Account.

For similar reasons, the report is also now beiefgrred to using the contemporary
terminology of a Listing of Payments rather thaWarrant of Payments - which was a
terminology more correctly associated with the fardounting regime referred to above.

Consultation

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

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

ratepayers.

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

Financial Implications
Payment of authorised amounts within existing btiggevisions.

Strategic Implications

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

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

|OFFICER RECOMMENDATION ITEM 10.6.3

That the Listing of Payments for the month of Augas detailed in the report of the
Director of Financial and Information Servicégtachment 10.6.3, be received.
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10.6.4 End of Year Financial Management AccountsJune 2009

Location: City of South Perth
Applicant: Council
File Ref: FM/301
Date: 7 September 2009

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

Summary

Management account summaries comparing actualrpeafece against budget expectations
for the 2008/2009 year are presented for Coungieve Comments are provided on the
significant financial variances disclosed therein.

Background

Local Government (Financial Management) Regulatsgnrequires the City to present
monthly financial reports to Council in a formafleeting relevant accounting principles. A
management account format, reflecting the orgaoisalt structure, reporting lines and

accountability mechanisms inherent within that dtriee is considered the most suitable
format to monitor progress against the budget. ififi@mation provided to Council is a

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

managers to enable them to monitor the financidlopgance of the areas of the City's
operations under their control. This also refletts structure of the budget information
provided to Council and published in the Annual geid

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

Regulation 35 of the Local Government (Financial nsigement) Regulations requires
significant variances between budgeted and acemllts to be identified and comment
provided on those identified variances. The Citg lagopted a definition of ‘significant

variances’ of $5,000 or 5% of the project or linem value - whichever is the greater.
Whilst this is the statutory requirement, the Qiyovides comment on lesser variances
where it believes this helps discharge accountgbili

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

For comparative purposes, a summary of budgeteshtms and expenditures (grouped by
department and directorate) is provided throughitvat year. This schedule reflects a
reconciliation of movements between the 2008/20@@pted Budget and the 2008/2009
Amended Budget including the introduction of theital expenditure items carried forward

from 2007/2008.

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

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

opportunity for more timely intervention and cotree action by management where

required.
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Comment

The major components of the monthly managementustcsummaries presented are:

» Balance SheetAttachments 10.6.4(1)(Ajand 10.6.4(1)(B)

« Summary of Non Infrastructure Operating RevenueExmbnditureAttachment
10.6.4(2)

« Summary of Operating Revenue & Expenditure - Irnftagure ServiceAttachment
10.6.4(3)

e Summary of Capital ltemsAttachment 10.6.4(4)

e Schedule of Significant Variance&ttachment 10.6.4(5)

« Reconciliation of Budget Movement#ttachment 10.6.4(6)(A) and10.6.4(6)(B)

Operating Items

Operating Revenue to 30 June 2009 is $36.86M wheghesents 101% of the Annual
Budget. The Directorate of Financial & InformatiServices exceeded their revenue budget
by 1% ($189,005) due to a better than expectedopednce on interim rates (extra
$18,216) and by achieving better than anticipategstment returns, primarily due to the
higher cash holdings and higher interest ratesha darly part of the year (additional
$79,995). The Planning & Community Services Direat® finished the year 0% ($36,601)
behind budget due to better than anticipated mesoltthe waste management area and
slightly below (revised) expectations in the arefglanning & building approvals.

Infrastructure Services concluded the year 18% ®IA) ahead of budget expectations - a
result that would have been even better but fdaoeplant items not being able to be traded
at 30 June. Contributions for works undertakentifiord parties and a significant revenue
from an increase the value of nursery green stoektt®& major contributors to this very
positive result. Golf course revenue finished tearysome 2% under budget expectations
after a very wet final month produced a significdotvnturn in green fees.

Comment on specific variances contributing to thdg&rences may be found in the
Schedule of Significant Variancesttachment 10.6.4(5).

Operating Expenditure to 30 June 2009 is $34.97Nthvihepresents 103% of the Total
Budget. The costs within the Chief Executive’s Cdfiwere 4% ($95,529) under budget
overall - mostly due to a less than budgeted usmo$ultants, savings from staff vacancies
and less than budgeted recruiting costs as stafower reduced in the second half of the
year.

Operating Expenditure of the Financial and InfoliovatServices area (after allocations
outwards) is reported as 2% ($68,550) below budbe¢. majority of this relates to staff
cost savings in the IT area - although, despitg the team was able to deliver on almost all
of its business plan objectives. There were a nummbemall unfavourable variances in the
Library area - although none of these were indialijusignificant. Customer Services was
very close to budget expectations at year end.

Operating Expenses in the Planning & Community 8esvsDirectorate were on budget
overall at year end - although this was impacted ebynumber of favourable and
unfavourable variances on individual line itemsariPiing was 1% over budget largely due
to greater than budgeted legal costs defendingestadt decisions - but this was offset by a
significant salary saving in the directorate adstiation area due to the extended vacancy
for the director position. Building Services finesh2% over budget with consultants being
used to supplement the work of our qualified buaiddsurveyors. Health Services concluded
the year 8% under budget. Rangers were also sonavafbudget at year end with savings
on salaries costs being offset by increased finer@&ment costs.
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Community Culture & Recreation was 1% over buddeyemr end with an overspend on
Fiesta and community safety being largely offsesayings in the functions and events area
as the Pioneer lunch was moved from June into Jalyd hence into a different financial
year. The Collier Park Retirement Complex was 4%radwdget at year end primarily
attributable to higher than budgeted maintenanstscand additional hostel staffing costs
for more frail residents.

Infrastructure Services finished the year 9% ($2,2B4) over its Operating Expense
budget. This did include some unbudgeted expemdiissociated with reinstating the
Manning Library after a fire (which is recoveralilem the insurers) as well as a reasonably
significant value of ‘minor capital expenditureshat subsequently have had to be
reclassified from capital expenditure to ‘operatibrexpenditures’ to comply with
accounting disclosure requirements. The Enginedrifigstructure arm of the Infrastructure
Services Directorate ended the year 7% over buagletthe main items being an increased
spend on street sweeping and a less than budgetedery of overheads.

The City Environment area finished the year 11%auof@irable overall largely as a

consequence of the ‘level of service’ issues flagge earlier months - and responsibly

addressed by Council in the 2009/2010 budget psodd®e cost of maintaining parks and

reserves was 15% over budget for the year. Stagmtsmaintenance was 10% over budget
because the service level provided to manage msk raaintain the desired standard of
streetscape was beyond the allocated budget. Bgildiaintenance was well in excess of
the approved budget allocation but a large portibthis is attributable to reinstatement

costs at the Manning Library after the fire, vamstal costs at GBLC and unbudgeted, but
urgent remedial works at the Como Bowling Club.

Comment on specific variances contributing to thd#éerences may be found in the
Schedule of Significant Variancesttachment 10.6.4(5).

Employee Costs

Salary and associated costs for the year inclugerannuation and amounts transferred to
provisions for statutory employee entitlements sagslannual and long service leave. These
totalled $13.01M against a budget of $13.05M -vafmable variance of 3.6% reflecting the
challenge the City faced (particularly in the fitslf of the year) in maintaining service
levels in a labour market where it was challengiadfill vacant positions. Employee
entittements mentioned above (annual & long serldage) are fully cash-backed as part of
responsible financial management practice.

Staff costs within the Chief Executive’s Office high includes the Human Resources and
corporate support area were 5.9% under budget lbvatrayear end. The Financial &
Information Services area was 2.2% under budgestidf costs with most areas other than
Information Services very close to budget. InforgratlTechnology was well under budget
due to staff vacancies - although the GIS Officesitfion was filled by an external
contractor. Financial Services was within 0.6% wddpet overall as was the Libraries area at
year end.
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Staff costs in the Planning and Community Serviggectorate were 3.2% under budget at
year end. Directorate Administration was 18% unugiget (director vacancy for several
months) whilst Planning Services ended the yedniwi®.7% of budget. Building Services
was also more than 15% under budget - but thisoffast by increased use of a consultant
to ensure service standards were maintained. H8altvices was 4.4% under budget due to
an extended staff vacancy. The Rangers area wdleat 14.2% lower cost than was
budgeted due to staff movements and vacanciesgltinm year. Waste Management was
slightly over budget at year end whilst. Commur@ylture & Recreation was 1% under
budget. Total staff costs at the Collier Park Ratient Complex were 2.6% over budget at
year end - which is still a pleasing result for theility given the very difficult year for the
hostel in particular.

Infrastructure Services staff costs were 4.2% uhdelget overall. Directorate Support was
over budget at year end due to a conscious dedisiprovide additional resource to ensure
greater customer responsiveness during the yesr.Edvironment salaries finished 6.4%

under budget at year end - but this was offsetrizyeiase use of external contractors to
complete works.

Staff costs recorded in the accounts include atbtrary staff costs for the year as well as
permanent staff. A portion of the savings relatesidt using allocated sums to ‘back fill’
positions during short term leave.

Engineering Infrastructure finished with its saariexpenditure 3.0% under budget largely
because of the extended vacancy in the Asset Gadadiposition. Collier Park Golf Course
experienced several vacancies during the year asevgwere attracted to other industries
such as resources and construction - resultingli2% favourable variance on staff costs.

Capital Items

Capital Revenue of $3.69M represents 86% of thalTRiidget. The most significant factors
contributing to this unfavourable variance areittemplete sale of land to the South Perth
Hospital (carried forward to 2009/2010), the reteaipead of budget timelines of $1.0M of
IAF funding for the Library & Community Facility pfect and the delayed receipt of the
LotteryWest $1.5M building grant (carried forwarda 2009/2010).

Road grant revenue was very close to budget expatiarevenues from leasing units at the
Collier Park Village ended the year well ahead mpextations and UGP revenue was
slightly less than the anticipated amount.

Capital Expenditure of $17.14M represents 86% efTobtal Budget of $19.43M. Of this,
some $5.6M relates to cash calls on the UGP Std&gejact. The 2009/2010 Annual Budget
flagged potential gross carried forward expenditafe some $2.53M but following
adjustment to reflect actual rather than projedgpgenditure on the identified works, an
amount of $2.45M was adopted by Council in Aug@stmbined with the completed works,
this represents the full year budget. A detailgubreon the Capital Projects and the list of
Carried Forward Works was considered by Councilte® 10.6.4 of the August Agenda.
Further comment on variances relating to Capitahit may be found iAttachment 10.6.4

(5).
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Borrowings

Because of the late start to the UGP project arteibéhan anticipated up-front cash
collections, it was possible to delay the finalmatof borrowings associated with the project
until late in the financial year resulting in a mEigcant interest expense saving for
2008/2009. Fixed rate borrowings were completedagtordance with all statutory
obligations on 29 June.

Balance Sheet

Current Assets at year end are $33.47M compar88G@5M in 2007/2008 - with the major
changes being the holding of an additional $1.48Mash investments and an additional
$1.60M in cash ($1.0M of this is ‘restricted’ agétates to an advance payment of the IAF
grant for the Library & Community Centre). Receilesbare at a very similar level to the
previous year - a good result considering the diffi economic climate. Inventories are
higher because of the revaluation of nursery gsteck whilst accrued interest is lower than
last year's comparative figure.

Current Liabilities are higher than their positianyear end last year being $5.47M against
$4.15M in 2007/2008. Accounts Payable have inckdse $0.85M largely due to tardy
billing by suppliers resulting in late receipt afvbices, whilst Provisions for Employee
Entitlements (under legislation) for Annual LeaveL&ng Service Leave have necessarily
increased by $0.03M. Current Loan Liabilities a@e2$1 higher than at the same time last
year due to the new borrowings.

Non Current Assets as at 30 June 2009 are $194&0&ivicapitalising infrastructure assets
created during the year - and revaluing roads,spaititl drains to current replacement value
at 30 June 2009. This compares to $190.58M atitheslast year. This is attributable to the
revaluation impact of the value of infrastructussets. Non Current Receivables decreased
by the $2.10M due to accelerated collection of W&bts during the year.

Non Current Liabilities finished the year at $30M47 an increase of $4.4M on the 30 June
2008 balance. The combined CPV / CPH Leaseholdsility increased from $23.28M to
$25.14M in 2008/2009. The increase was a consequefigigher market values being paid
for the residential units - with the attendant gation to refund the larger values to
departing residents. The resulting increase irelealgler liability is offset by an increase in
Investments associated with the Reserve Fund irctwiihe refundable amounts are
quarantined.

Offsetting this was a $0.2M increase in Non Curieayables (Trust Fund Liabilities) and a
$0.05M decrease in non current Provisions for EggsoEntitiements. Non Current Loans
increased by $2.45M after including the new borrmsi and removing the loan capital
payments made during 2008/2009.

Consultation

This is a financial report prepared to provide fical information to Council and the City’s
administration to provide evidence of the soundnegsfinancial management being
employed by the administration. It also provideforimation and discharges financial
accountability to the City’s ratepayers.

Policy and Legislative Implications

In accordance with the requirements of the Sediidnof the Local Government Act and
Local Government Financial Management Regulatigh& 35.
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11.

12.

13.

Financial Implications
The attachments to this report compare actual imhmperformance to budgeted financial

performance for the period.

Strategic Implications

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

Sustainability Implications

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

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

|OFFICER RECOMMENDATION ITEM 10.6.4

That ....

(a) the monthly Statement of Financial Position &ithncial Summaries provided as
Attachment 10.6.4 (1-4pe received; and

(b) the Schedule of Significant Variances providasl Attachment 10.6.4(5) be
accepted as discharging Councils’ statutory olibgat under Local Government
(Financial Management) Regulation 35.

(c) the Summary of Budget Movements and Budget Realtation Schedule for
2008/2009 provided a&ttachment 10.6.4(6)(A)and 10.6.4(6)(B)be received.

APPLICATIONS FOR LEAVE OF ABSENCE

11.1  Application for Leave of Absence : Cr B Hearne \

| hereby apply for Leave of Absence from all Colieetings for the period 23 September
until 24 October 2009 inclusive.

11.2  Application for Leave of Absence : Cr T Burrovs \

| hereby apply for Leave of Absence from all Colirideetings for the period 7 to 19
October 2009 inclusive.

MOTIONS OF WHICH PREVIOUS NOTICE HAS BEEN GIVEN

QUESTIONS FROM MEMBERS WITHOUT NOTICE

RESPONSE TO PREVIOUS QUESTIONS FROM MEMBERS WTHOUT NOTICE

QUESTIONS FROM MEMBERS WITHOUT NOTICE
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14. NEW BUSINESS OF AN URGENT NATURE INTRODUCED BY DECISION OF MEETING

15. MEETING CLOSED TO PUBLIC

15.1 Matters for which the Meeting May be Closed.

15.1.1 Recommendations from CEO Evaluation Commite Meeting Held
14 September 2009CONFIDENTIAL Not to be Disclosed REPORT

Location: City of South Perth

Applicant: Council

Date: 15 September 2009

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

This report has been designatedCamfidential under thd.ocal Government AcSections
5.23(2)(a) as it relates to a matter affecting apleyee.

Note: Confidential report 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 Per

Mayors Activity Report - August 2009

August 2009

Monday, 31 August

Saturday, 29 August
Friday, 28 August

Thursday, 27 August
Wednesday, 26 August
Tuesday, 25 August

Monday, 24 August

Thursday, 20 August

Wednesday, 19 August

Activity

Group Citizenship Ceremony + CEO + Cr Kevin Trent + Director,
Infrastructure

Meeting CEO Evaluation + HR Manager + Anne Lake Consultant

Meet with Hon Lyn Maclaren, MLC, Member for South Metropolitan region @
South Metropolitan Fremantle offices + CEO

Attend Wesley South Perth Hockey Club Annual Dinner @ RPGC

Attend meeting John Curtin Institute  “Local Government for Local
Communities” by Nathan Taylor - Chamber of Commerce of WA

Attend Curtin Public Policy Breakfast Forum Senator : The Hon Kim Carr,
Minister for Innovation, Industry, Science and Research

Meeting Betty Skinner

Attend Rivers Regional Council lunch with Chairman and CEO @ Boatshed
cafe +CEO

Attend Neighbourhood Watch Committee Meeting in Councillors Lounge
Present cheques at Community funding @ City of South Perth
Chair Council meeting

Sir James Mitchell Park meeting with Director Infrastructure & Manager City
Environment

Attend South Perth Senior Citizens AGM + CEO
Mayor/CEO weekly meeting
Local Government Election - Candidate information session

Attend Schools and colleges function @ City of South Perth + Crs Sue
Doherty, Travis Burrows, Pete Best & Rob Grayden

Meeting of Zoo Board
Attend Rivers Regional Council meeting @ City of Armadale + Cr Kevin Trent
Attend John Curtin Leadership Academy meeting

Attend PATREC Connection Lunch seminar on Urban Sustainability and
Transport +Manager Engineering, Travelsmart/Roadwise Office &
Engineering Traffic Officer

Attend WORKSHOP Cities red or green: a sustainable future ? : A Master
Class for professionals and decision makers @ Curtin Uni Graduate School
of Business + Director Infrastructure

76



AGENDA : ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING : 22 SEPTEMBER 20

Tuesday, 18 August

Monday, 17 August
Friday, 14 August
Thursday, 13 August

Wednesday, 12 August

Tuesday, 11 August

Monday, 10 August
Saturday, 8 August
Friday, 7 August

Thursday, 6 August

Wednesday, 5 August

Tuesday, 4 August

Sunday, 2 August

Chair Council Briefing - Agenda items

Attend WORKSHOP Cities red or green: a sustainable future ? : A Master
Class for professionals and decision makers @ Curtin Uni Graduate School
of Business + Director Infrastructure

Mayor/ CEO weekly meeting
Visit to AWT Facilities with Rivers Regional Council
Attend Collier Park Village AGM

Attend presentation - Cities red or green: a sustainable future + Acting
Director Development Services

Attend meeting : Swan & Canning River future issues -- Dr Bruce Hamilton,
General Manager Perth NRM

Chair Briefing: SIMP Tree Planting Project + Local Government Reform
Discussion - 105A Welwyn Avenue, Salter Point with Senior Planning Officer
Mayor/ CEO weekly meeting

Panel enquiry on Code of Conduct complaint + Cr Colin Cala + CEO

Attend AGM @ WALGA Convention

Officiate at Old Mill Theatre re-dedication ceremony + CEO + Cr Colin Cala
Attend WALGA Convention

Attend Mayors & Shire Presidents Reception - WALGA Convention

Attend Swan River forum - WALGA Convention

Attend WALGA Convention

Attend ICLEI Oceania Recognition breakfast - Perth Convention Centre
Chair Town Planning Workshop - Major Developments

Panel enquiry on Code of conduct complaint + Cr Colin Cala + CEO

John Curtin Leadership Academy

Attend Structural reform Meeting with Canning Mayor Joe Delle Donne +
CEO

Chair CEO Evaluation Committee, Audit & Governance Committee +
Visioning Outcomes Presentation/Workshop

Mayor/ Acting CEO weekly meeting

National Tree Day planting - Visit to New Norcia - + Crs Sue Doherty, Kevin
Trent
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AGENDA : ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING : 22 SEPTEMBER 209

Council Representatives’ Activity Report - August 2009

August 2009 Activity

Tuesday, 18 August Como Secondary College - Launch of the Maths Science Futures - Deputy
Mayor Cr Colin Cala

Tuesday, 4 August Como Croquet Club Presentation launch - Deputy Mayor Cr Colin Cala
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