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South Perth

ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING

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

held in the Council Chamber, Sandgate Street, South Perth
Tuesday 27 April 2010 at 7.00pm

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

DISCLAIMER

The Mayor read aloud the City’s Disclaimer.

3.1

3.2

3.3

ANNOUNCEMENTS FROM THE PRESIDING MEMBER

Activities Report Mayor Best / Council Represetatives
Mayor / Council Representatives Activities Repant the month of March 2010 attached to
the back of the Agenda.

Public Question Time

The Mayor advised the public gallery that ‘Publioetion Time’ forms were available in
the foyer and on the City’s web site for anyone tivento submit a written question. If
anyone required help in this regard the Managere@w@nce and Administration is available
to assist. He further stated that it was prefergiat questions were received in advance of
the Council Meetings in order for the Administratim have time to prepare responses.

Audio Recording of Council meeting

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

ATTENDANCE

Present:
Mayor J Best (Chair)

Councillors:

| Hasleby Civic Ward

V Lawrance Civic Ward

P Best Como Beach Ward
G Cridland Como Beach Ward
C Cala McDougall Ward

R Wells, JP McDougall Ward
R Grayden Mill Point Ward

B Skinner Mill Point Ward

S Doherty Moresby Ward

K Trent, RFD Moresby Ward
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Officers:
Mr C Frewing Chief Executive Officer
Mr S Bell Director Infrastructure Services (untid2pm)
Mr M Kent Director Financial and Information Sesi(until 7.42pm)
Ms V Lummer Director Development and Communityv8grs (until 7.42pm)
Ms D Gray Manager Financial Services
Mr R Kapur Manager Development Services (untibpr)
Mr P McQue Manager Governance and Administration
Ms C Husk City Communications Officer (until 7ptR)
Ms J Jumayao Governance Research and Administr@fiticer
Mrs K Russell Minute Secretary
Gallery There were 22 members of the public present amérber of the press.
4.1 Apologies
Cr L P Ozsdolay Manning Ward
4.2 Approved Leave of Absence
Cr T Burrows Manning Ward
5. DECLARATION OF INTEREST
The Mayor reported having received a Declaratiomtdrest from Cr Grayden in relation to Agenda
Iltem 10.0.2. He further stated that in accordanith the Local Government (Rules of Conduct)
Regulations 2007hat the Declaration would be read out immediatedfore the Item in question
was discussed.
6. PUBLIC QUESTION TIME
6.1 RESPONSE TO PREVIOUS PUBLIC QUESTIONS TAKEN ONNOTICE
Note: At the Council meeting held 23 March 2010 thereen®s questions taken on notice.
6.2 PUBLIC QUESTION TIME : 27.4.2010

Opening of Public Question Time

The Mayor stated that in accordance with tleal GovernmenAct regulations question
time would be limited to 15 minutes. He said thaestions are to be in writing and
guestions received 5 working days prior to this tingewill be answered tonight, if possible
or alternatively may be taken on notice. Questi@teived in advance of the meeting will
be dealt with first, long questions will be paragded and same or similar questions asked at
previous meetings will not be responded to andpirson will be directed to the Council
Minutes where the response was provided. He thmmexr Public Question Time at
7.05pm.

Note: Written Questions submitted prior to the meetingewprovided (in full) in a
powerpoint presentation for the benefit of the pugallery.
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[6.2.1 Mrs Jane Pitcher, 40 King Edward Street, SotitPerth

(Written Questions submitted prior to the meeting)

Summary of Question

In relation to the right-of-way between Angelo dfalroo Streets, known as ROW15 | note
that SAT handed down its decision on 11 March 2iileelation to the development and
amalgamation of ROW15.

1.

2.

When did the City, or its legal adviser, infoBAT that the Minister for Education
had lodged a writ in the Supreme Court of WA challag the closure of ROW15?
When did the City, or its legal representatinégrm the WA Planning Commission
that the Minister for Education had lodged a wnitthe Supreme Court of WA
challenging the closure of ROW?

Has the City also advised WAPC of the commuadgcerns in relation to the loss
of use of ROW15, as recorded in Council Minutesectd Electors Meeting 16
November 2009? Has the City also urged the Conmwnisgo consider the
implication of these matters with regard to the dalines of Council and WAPC
Bulletins 33 and 57

Summary of Response

The Mayor requested Cr Skinner to respond. Crr&kiadvised as follows:

1.

The Tribunal was fully aware prior to it makirey determination that the State
Solicitor’'s Office, on behalf of the Minister fordication had filed pleadings in the
Supreme Court in respect of Lot 69 (refer paragZ®pbf [2010] WASAT 35).

By email dated 17 March 2010, the City infornibd processing officer at the WA
Department of Planning that the Minister for Edigrathas lodged a writ in the
Supreme Court of WA challenging the closure of ROWA that email, the City
requested that the WAPC defer a decision on thdgametion application until the
Supreme Court’s decision is handed down.

The City has sent to the WA Department of Plagrthe Writ of Summons lodged by
the Minister for Education. In that document, tB¢atement of Claim” explains the
historic use of ROW 15 by the School community épés, students and staff) and the
concern about the loss of this access.

Subsequent to the City’s written advice to the WAR@ City’'s Mayor and Chief

Executive Officer attended the meeting of the WA®Gtatutory Planning Committee
held on Tuesday 20 April 2010 to make a deputatianthis issue. During that

deputation, the Mayor and CEO fully explained thenmunity concerns as recorded in
Council Minutes in relation to the Special Electddgeting held on 16 November
2009. In its communication with the WAPC, the Chgs not made reference to
WAPC Bulletins 33 and 57.

|6.2.2 Mr Barrie Drake, 2 Scenic Crescent, South Ptr

(Written Questions submitted prior to the meeting)

Summary of Question

1.

From a legal view are there any time limitationswhen the City of South Perth can
enforce the observance of its Town Planning Scheme?

Does the City have a policy enforcing the obaece of its town Planning Scheme?
If so, what is it?
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3. Does the City enforce the observance of its tovanfihg Scheme with the same
passion, vigour and enthusiasm on all ratepayers@ landowners who have
breached the requirements of the Scheme?

Summary of Response
The Mayor requested the Deputy Mayor to respondDdherty advised as follows:

1. A prosecution for a planning offence must be ir@mmced within 12 months after the
date the offence was committed - see section 2thefCriminal Procedure Act
2004.

2. No — there is no policy. Both the Town PlannBcheme and the Planning and

Development Act 2005 create offence provisions, ah@& Planning and
Development Act sets out the relevant penalties.

3. In deciding whether or not to implement enforeaimaction in a particular instance,
the City evaluates a range of factors including ragnitude of the breach and the
best interests of the neighbourhood and the Citlge identity of the offender is
irrelevant.

[6.2.3 Mr Geoff Defrenne, 24 Kennard Street, Kensirign |
(Written Questions submitted prior to the meeting)

The Mayor acknowledged having received 9 writterestions from Mr Defrenne and
reiterated, for the benefit of the public galletyat in accordance with ‘public question time
procedures’ there is a limit of 3 questions peisper He then reminded Mr Defrenne of a
Statement made in 2002 by Julian Donaldson, thé@ha of Commissioners of the City of
South Perth at that time. The Mayor read aloeddlowing extract from that Statement:

........ the City has been very accommodating byce®ing and answering numerous
guestions on a wide range of subjects posed durmglic question time at Council
meetings by Mr Geoff Defrenne of Kensington........

It is acknowledged that the purpose of public questtime is to allow ratepayers and
residents the opportunity to ask questions in a palforum on matters affecting Council.
This traditionally applies to questions relating teports contained on the Council agenda
or matters affecting the ratepayer or resident pemslly. However, public question time
was not designed or intended to be used by indiglddor the purpose of asking questions
of a very general nature on almost any area of Cailroperations.

It is my ( Chairman of Commissioners) view, and thiew of the Acting CEO that public
guestion time is now taking up a considerable and anreasonable amount of staff
resources in researching and providing responseghie many questions raised. Clearly
there is a significant cost to the ratepayers ofettCity in continuing to deal with

accommodating a potentially unlimited number of gsteons at each Council meeting.

The Mayor stated that for the same reasons adfiddrinh the Statement by the Chairman of
Commissioners the questions submitted by Mr Defenitl not be answered nor will they
(questions/responses) appear in the April 2010 Cibinutes.

Close of Public Question Time

The Mayor asked if there were any further questfomis the public gallery. Mr Defrenne
endeavoured to raise a further question which veatirled by the Mayor. There being no
further written questions from the public gallehetMayor closed Public Question time at
7.15pm
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7. CONFIRMATION OF MINUTES / BRIEFINGS

7.1 MINUTES
7.1.1 Ordinary Council Meeting Held: 23.3.2010

COUNCIL DECISION ITEMS 7.1.1
Moved Cr Trent, Sec Cr Skinner

That the Minutes of the Ordinary Council Meetingch23 March, 2010 be taken as read and
confirmed as a true and correct record.
CARRIED (11/0)

7.1.2 CEO Evaluation Committee Meeting Held: 30.3(210

COUNCIL DECISION ITEMS 7.1.2
Moved Cr Doherty, Sec Cr Skinner

That the Minutes of the CEO Evaluation Committeeebfeg held 30 March 2010 be
received.

CARRIED (11/0)

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

7.2.1 Agenda Briefing - March 2010 Ordinary CoundiMeeting Held: 16.3.2010
Officers of the City presented background informatand answered questions on
items identified from the March 2010 Council Agendalotes from the Agenda
Briefing are included aAttachment 7.2.1.

7.2.2 Concept Forum: Town Planning Major Developmets Meeting Held: 7.4.2010
Officers of the City presented an update on Amenmdni¢o. 8 in Karawara.
Questions were raised by Members and respondegltttelofficers.

Notes from the Concept Briefing are includedAsischment 7.2.2

COUNCIL DECISION ITEMS 7.2.1 AND 7.2.2
Moved Cr Cala, Sec Cr Wells

That the comments and attached Notes under Iteth$ @nd 7.2.2 inclusive on Council
Briefings held since the last Ordinary Council Megtbe noted.
CARRIED (11/0)
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8.

PRESENTATIONS

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

8.1.1 Petition dated 16 March 2010 réceived 23 Marchirom David Horton, Haddon

Place, 54 Mill Point Road, South Perth together vt 21 Signatures in relation
to a traffic problem in a section of Mill Point Road.

Text of petition reads: As residents of ‘Haddon Place’ we are concerned tha
“yellow line” painting for traffic control allows ars to be parked on both sides of
the road in front of Haddon Place (54 Mill Point &t and we petition for
immediate reconsideration of this matter.

RECOMMENDATION

That the Petition dated 16 March 2010 (receivedVizBch) from David Horton,
Haddon Place, 54 Mill Point Road, South Perth togetwith 21 signatures in
relation to a traffic problem in a section of MRloint Road be received and it be
noted that the petition has been forwarded to #bfuature Services for
investigation.

| COUNCIL DECISION ITEM 8.1.1
Moved Cr Skinner, Sec Cr Trent

That the Petition dated 16 March 2010 (receivedvizZBch) from David Horton,
Haddon Place, 54 Mill Point Road, South Perth togetwith 21 signatures in
relation to a traffic problem in a section of Mioint Road be received, and it be
noted that the petition has been forwarded to #bfugture Services for
investigation.

CARRIED (11/0)

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.

Note: Deputations in relation to Agenda Item 10.3.1 weheard at the April Council Agenda
Briefing held on 20 April 2010.

There were no Deputations made at the Council Megeti
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8.4 COUNCIL DELEGATES

8.4.1. Council Delegate: Two Rivers Catchment GroufO February 2010
Cr Ozsdolay attended the Two Rivers Catchment Gidepting on Wednesday
10 February 2010 at the Town of Victoria Park. TWiautes of the Two Rivers
Catchment Group Meeting are available oni@&uncil website and afttachment
8.4.1.

RECOMMENDATION
That the Minutes atttachment 8.4.1 of the Two Rivers Catchment Group
Meeting Held : 10 February 2010 be received.

| COUNCIL DECISION ITEM 8.4.1 |
Moved Cr Trent, Sec Cr Lawrance

That the Minutes a#ttachment 8.4.1 of the Two Rivers Catchment Group
Meeting Held : 10 February 2010 be received.
CARRIED (11/0)

8.5 CONFERENCE DELEGATES |
Nil

9. METHOD OF DEALING WITH AGENDA BUSINESS
The Mayor advised the meeting that with the exoeptf the items identified to be withdrawn for
discussion that the remaining reports, including difficer recommendations, would be adopted en
bloc, ie all together. He then sought confirmatfoom the Chief Executive Officer that all the
report items had been discussed at the Agendaiyib€ld on 20 April 2010.

The Chief Executive Officer confirmed that this vwasrect.

WITHDRAWN ITEMS

The following items were withdrawn:

e Item 10.0.2 Declaration of Interest
* Item 10.3.1 Alternative Motion

| COUNCIL DECISION ITEM 9.0 - EN BLOC RESOLUTION
Moved Cr Grayden, Sec Cr Cala

That with the exception of Withdrawn Items 10.0.2dal0.3.1 which are to be considered
separately, the officer recommendations in relatmAgenda Items 10.0.1, 10.6.1, 10.6.2, 10.6.3,
10.6.4, 10.6.5 and 10.6.6 be carried en bloc.

CARRIED (11/0)

10
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10.

REPORTS

10.0

MATTERS REFERRED FROM PREVIOUS COUNCIL MEETING

10.0.1 Submissions on Proposed Naming of Right-of&y 109 (Item 10.3.1
December 2009 Council meeting refers)

Location: Right-of-Way 109

Applicant: Mr R Cherrie

File Ref: ROW 109

Date: 6 April 2010

Author: Patricia Wojcik, Trainee Planning Officer

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

To consider submissions on the naming of Right-@fy209, contained within the block
bounded by Henley, Robert, Cassey and Leonora tStré@omo and to make a
recommendation to the Geographic Names Committee.

Background

Previous Council resolution
The request for naming Right-of-Way 109 was oritljneonsidered at the December 2009
Council meeting. At that meeting, Council resolaedfollows:

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

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

(c) the applicant be advised of the above Coumsbtution.

Location

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

ROW 109 is 5.0 metres wide and is paved for itgetength. There are no mail boxes on
the right-of-way, however rubbish is collected dfe right-of-way. The right-of-way has
speed humps for its full length and is signposted20 km/h”. The following photographs
show the condition and usage of the right-of-way:

\

Portion of ROW 109 (looking south)

Portion of ROW 109 (looking north)

12



MINUTES : ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING: 27 APRIL 2010

Previous right-of-way naming

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

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

Right-of-Way 109 naming request

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

« ROW 109 is extensively used by residents and visito

» itis difficult to direct tradespersons to their elling from the ROW;

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

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

« itis difficult to direct taxis to their dwellingdm the ROW;

» itis difficult to direct RAC vehicles to their dWieg from the ROW;

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

» there are examples of Council approved visitor ludlythe ROW.

Comment

The “Consultation” section below describes the attaton undertaken with the adjoining
owners and occupiers, and an officer from Landga@tographic Names Committee was
contacted for advice before public advertising. Tfficer advised that “Lily Lane” is a
compliant name and this name was subsequently t&babito all the adjoining landowners
and occupiers.

13
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Consultation

Advertising during February / March 2010.

There are no statutory advertising procedures fapgsals to name a right-of-way.
However, at its December 2009 meeting Council kegbko advertise the proposal to the
affected owners and occupiers of properties fod&ls. The proposed name of “Lily Lane”
was advertised during February and March 2010 t® ¢hwners and occupiers of
approximately 19 dwellings abutting the right-ofywdourteen submissions were received
and these are summarised as follows:

Submitter 1 Other interest Agrees with Lily Lane.
Submitter 2 Owner Agrees with Lily Lane.
Submitter 3 Other interest Agrees with Lily Lane.
Submitter 4 Occupier Agrees with Lily Lane.
Submitter 5 Owner / Occupier Against the naming of the Right-of-Way in general.
Submitter 6 Owner / Occupier Agrees with Lily Lane.
Submitter 7 Owner / Occupier Agrees with Lily Lane.
Submitter 8 Other interest Agrees with Lily Lane.
Submitter 9 Owner / Occupier Agrees with Lily Lane.
Submitter 10 Owner / Occupier Agrees with Lily Lane.
Submitter 11 Owner Agrees with Lily Lane.
Submitter 12 Owner / Occupier Agrees with Lily Lane.
Submitter 13 Owner / Occupier Agrees with Lily Lane.
Submitter 14 Owner / Occupier Agrees with Lily Lane.

Responses were received from around 78% of theepiep to which notices were sent. Of
the responses received, 92% were in favour of #mimg of the right-of-way. The single
owner who is against the naming has an opinion hvigcnot shared by the substantial
majority. All positive respondents agree with tlzene “Lily Lane”.

Geographic Names
According to the Geographic Names Committee’s ngnguidelines for a right-of-way, a
suitable name would:

* not have similar sounding names within a 10 kmusidi

* not be duplicated more than five times within thetmopolitan area;

* not be a double barrelled name or be too long;

» be a floral name consistent with previously namghtrof-ways in the City; and
» if at all possible, have some relevance to thetrigfway being named.

The “road type” usually used for a right-of-way‘isane”. The name chosen meets all the
relevant Geographic Names Committee guidelinessadative flowering species.

Policy and Legislative Implications

Council does not have a policy to guide decisiosstaawhether or not the naming of
particular right-of-ways will be supported, andd, how names will be selected.
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The Geographic Names Committee document titled RNaming Guidelines (2001)”
provides the following guidelines for the namingight-of-ways:

“The increase in urban density in new developmerd arban redevelopment has resulted
in many narrow short lanes and right-of-ways requgrnames. The naming of such roads is
supported with a preference for use of the roaa timne" and short names. Laneways will
normally only be named if a name is required fodmdsing purposes. The leg of a
battleaxe lot is not a laneway.”

Financial Implications

If Council resolves to precede with the naming @he Geographic Names Committee
consents to name the right-of-way, the cost toalhsh sign at each end will be
approximately $300 per sign. This would be a tofalpproximately $600, although the cost
varies according to the length of the name.

Strategic Implications

This matter relates to Strategic Direction 3 “Haogsand Land Uses” identified within the
Council’'s Strategic Plan which is expressed in fibleowing terms: Accommodate the
needs of a diverse and growing population with amhed mix of housing types and non-
residential land uses.

Sustainability Implications
There are no sustainability implications relatiogttis application.

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION AND
COUNCIL DECISION ITEM 10.0.1

That ...

(&) Council recommends to the Minister for Lands fRight-of-Way 109 (situated within
the block bounded by Henley Street, Robert St@assey Street and Leonora Street,
Como) be named “Lily Lane”; and

(b) the submitters and applicant be notified of euncil's recommendation to the
Minister for Lands.

CARRIED EN BLOC RESOLUTION

DECLARATION OF INTEREST : CR GRAYDEN : ITEM 10.0.2
The Mayor read aloud the following Declaration mtieirest from Cr Grayden:

| wish to declare a Conflict of Interest in relatmto Agenda Item 10.0.2. Although the
SAT proceedings in relation to the development apglion affecting ROW15 have now
finalised, | consider that | have an Impartiality dterest in this matter, however, my
interest is no different to any other member of tbemmunity and as such | will remain in
the Council Chamber and vote on the issue at theu@al Meeting on 27 April 2010.

Note: Cr Grayden remained in the Council Chamber.
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10.0.2 Recommendation to Western Australian PlanngyCommission for Proposed
Amalgamation of Lot 204 (No. 32) and Lot 69 Rivengw Street, South Perth.
(Item 10.3.3 Council Meeting 24 November 2009)

Location: Lots 204 (No. 32) and 69 Riverview Str&xuth Perth
Applicant: Complex Land Solutions Pty Ltd

Lodgement Date: 24 April 2009

File Ref: 15.2009.85 139812

Date: 15 April 2010

Author: Rod Bercov, Strategic Urban Planning Adwise

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

To further consider an application for the propoaethlgamation of Lot 204 (No. 32) and
Lot 69 River View Street, South Perth. The propadaés not conflict the Residential
Design Codes of Western Australia. However, ongheflots involved in the amalgamation
is the former Right-of-Way 15 which, in accordame¢h Council Policy P350.14 “Use or

Closure of Rights-of-Way”, should have remainedrop€losure of the ROW occurred due
to the owner implementing a procedure not usuatipleyed, in which the Council has no
role.

At officer level, the WA Department of Planning Haeen advised that the City recommends
that the Western Australian Planning Commisgiefuse the application. This report now
recommends that the Council endorse the officeigonse.

Background
The development site details are as follows:
Zoning Residential
Density coding R25
Lot area Lot 204 - 457 sq. metres; Lot 69 — 473 sq. metres
Building height limit 7.0 metres
Development potential Not applicable
Plot ratio limit Not applicab2le
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The location of the subject land is shown below:

The Council first considered this amalgamation igpibn at its November 2009 meeting.
At that meeting, the Council resolved as follows:

€)] In respect of the proposed amalgamation of 2814 (No. 32) and 69 Riverview
Street, South Perth, a recommendation to the Whestanstralian Planning
Commission (WAPC) be deferred to a later Counciéting pending receipt of the
decision on the appeal to the State Administrafivibunal (SAT) DR 234/2009:
Parker v City of South Perth, following the SAT e scheduled for 11 December
2009; and

(b) The WAPC be requested to defer its decisiorihenamalgamation until the SAT
decision on the appeal has been handed down.

The above Council resolution was conveyed to theP@My letter dated 1 December 2010.
Subsequently, the following advice was includedaim email dated 4 January 2010,
addressed to the WA Department of Planning offideo was processing the amalgamation
application:

"... The former Right-of-Way 15 (now identified as$ &9) off Riverview Street, South Perth
has been closed by way of a very uncommon procacder the Transfer of land Act, in
which the Council had no involvement. The Cousajreatly concerned about the closure
because ROW 15 is classified as an "essentialt4ftway under Council Policy P350.14.
The Council has also received a petition from ne@hing residents and people associated
with the South Perth Primary School seeking asstgdowards reinstatement of the right-
of-way. Therefore, at its December 2009 meetihg, Council resolved to advise the
petitioners that the City supports the reinstater@nROW 15 as a public accessway and
that City officers are pursuing options in an endmar to bring about the reinstatement.
The Council is also making a formal approach to Mimister for Education requesting
assistance in progressing the re-opening of rightvay 15 as a Public Accessway.
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The Council has been advised that the MinisterHducation intends to take action in the
Supreme Court regarding the ROW closure process.

As advised in the City's letter dated 1 Decemb&92@he Council resolved that the WAPC
be requested to defer its decision on the amalgamatpplication until the SAT decision
has been handed down on the related appeal agagfistal of the development application.

The Council greatly appreciates the support of y@apartment and the WAPC in the
extended deferral of the decision on the amalgamagipplication. Having regard to the
circumstances outlined above, would you pleaseircorthat the WAPC will continue to
defer its decision at least until the decision be telated SAT application is known, and
possibly until after a determination on any relatedpreme Court challenge regarding the
ROW closure process."

Since this time the Administration has been in f@goontact with the various parties to
monitor progress of this issue.

Comment

(&) SAT decision on related development application

The development application involves additions e existing house on Lot 204
(No.32) Riverview Street. The additions are proposebe situated on the adjoining
Lot 69, being the former ROW 15. Council refusedt thevelopment application and
the applicant lodged an appeal with the State Adsmmative Tribunal. The SAT
decided to uphold the appeal as it was considdraidthe proposed additions would
not adversely affect the adjoining South Perth BrinBchool. The City was advised
of the SAT's decision on 16 March 2010 and thisoinfation was conveyed to
Council Members by the Manager, Governance and Adination on 17 March.

(b) Supreme Court Action: Writ lodged by Minister for Education
A further complication has now arisen as although $SAT has made a decision on
the development application in favour of the apiic a new action in the Supreme
Court has now been instigated by the Minister fdu&ation. The writ served in the
Supreme Court contends that the Minister for Edanatolds a prescriptive easement
over Right of Way 15. It is understood that, & tBupreme Court action is successful,
this could result in the former Right-of-Way 15 gifully reinstated.

A Directions Hearing is scheduled to be held in $upreme Court on 29 April 2010
and this will be followed by a Mediation sessiostéd for 29 June 2010. It is not
known when the Supreme Court is likely to finalgtermine the Action.

(c) Recent Communication with WA Department of Plaming
On 12 April the assessing officer from the WA Depant of Planning advised that
they will now be recommending to the WAPC's Statutelanning Committee that
the amalgamation application be approved. Beingdfoi of the possibility that the
Supreme Court action could lead to the re-openintp® ROW, the City forwarded
the following response to the DoP.
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“Therefore it would be prudent for the WAPC to ¢nuae to defer its decision on the
amalgamation application pending the Supreme Csfirtal decision.

If the WAPC's Statutory Planning Committee is tdeweine the amalgamation
application before the Supreme Court decision isdeal down, the City recommends
that the applicatiorbe refuseddue to the possibility of the right-of-way beirg r
opened and reinstated as a communal thoroughfare.

Could you please advise the City of the date ofStautory Planning Committee
meeting at which the amalgamation application él considered.

It is understood that the City may be given an ofymity to make a presentation to
the Statutory Planning Committee outlining reas@gginst amalgamation of the
subject lots. If such an opportunity is availableould you please forward an
invitation to the City in this regard, and advisgta the procedure involved.

For your information, a directions hearing in theq@eme Court is scheduled for
29 April 2010.”

On Friday 16 April 2010 the City became aware thatapplication for amalgamation
of Lots 69 (ROW15) and Lot 32 Riverview Street was the Agenda for

consideration by the Statutory Planning Commissibithe WAPC for Tuesday 20
April 2010. The Chairman of the WAPC was contacted a Deputation arranged.

The Mayor and CEO represented the City at the Ca@enimeeting and strongly
presented Council’'s views as to why the Amalganmasivould not proceed. The City
has since received advice that the Committee dmfemnaking a decision on the
Amalgamation and has sought its own legal advicéhensubject. It is not known
when the matter will be brought back to the Comeeifior further consideration.

A more detailed summary of the arguments put agdeis arising in relation to this
matter are contained @onfidential Attachment 10.0.2.

Consultation

In connection with the related development appglicat there has been substantial
community engagement including an electors’ meet@further consultation was required
in regard to the amalgamation application.

Policy and Legislative Implications

Council Members have been extensively briefed gislative implications in reports from
the Manager Governance and Administration and dlsing the attendance of lawyers
Jackson McDonald at a special briefing.

Policy P350.14 is also relevant.
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Financial Implications

Applications for amalgamation of lots have no ficiah implications for the City because
the WAPC is the authority responsible for determgnisuch applications. The WAPC
receives the application fee.

The City has however incurred significant expemsehiallenging the closure of ROW15.
Further costs are unknown.

Strategic Implications

This matter relates to Strategic Direction 3 “Haogsand Land Uses” identified within the
Council's Strategic Plan which is expressed inftlewing terms:

Accommodate the needs of a diverse and growing faten with a planned mix of
housing types and non-residential land uses.

Sustainability Implications
There are no sustainability implications relatinghis application.

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION AND
COUNCIL DECISION ITEM 10.0.2

Moved Cr Skinner, Sec Cr Trent

That....
(@

(b)

(€)

(d)

in respect of the proposed additions on Lot @0d. 32) Riverview Street and Lot

69 Riverview Street (ROW 15), the decision of that& Administrative Tribunal to

conditionally approve the development applicatioenoted;

the Council maintains its strong oppositiortlie amalgamation of Let®804 (No.

32) Riverview Street and Lot 69 Riverview Streebuth Perth for the following

reasons:

0] Right-of-Way 15 is considered to be an "ess#htright-of-way and is
identified as such in Council’s Policy P355.14 dspiovides public
pedestrian access by means of a constructed foptpat

(i) the closure of the right-of-way occurred witlioCity knowledge which
circumvented any opportunity for the City and thiblc to comment;

(iii) one of the adjoining property owners, the Sowerth Primary School,
strongly opposes the closure of the right-of-wayt asfects access to and
egress from the school;

(iv)  there is strong community opposition to thestlre of the right-of-way; and

(V) Action has been commenced by the Minister fdu&ation in the Supreme
Court by way of a writ claiming Prescriptive AcceRights over the right-
of-way.

the WAPC be thanked for deferring a decisiontlod application to amalgamate

Lots 204 and 69 and be requested to either refusepplication or further defer

consideration of the application until such timetfzes outcome of the Action taken

by the Minister for Education in the Supreme Casiknown; and

the Minister for Education, the Minister forgs, the Minister for Planning and

Member for South Perth, John MGrath, MLA be advisédCouncil's decision in

this matter.

CARRIED (11/0)

20



MINUTES : ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING: 27 APRIL 2010

10.1

10.2

10.3

STRATEGIC DIRECTION 1 : COMMUNITY
Nil

STRATEGIC DIRECTION 2: ENVIRONMENT
Nil

STRATEGIC DIRECTION 3: HOUSING AND LAND USES

10.3.1 Proposed Change of Use (Shop and Single Heudo Shop and
Café/Restaurant) and Associated Extensions to Exisg Building. Lot 3
(No. 333) Mill Point Road, South Perth

Location: Lot 3 (No. 333) Mill Point Road, Southrire

Applicant: Private Horizons — Planning Solutions

Lodgement Date: 8 December 2009

File Ref: 11.2009.539 MI3/333

Date: 6 April 2010

Author: Lloyd Anderson, Senior Statutory Planninfficgr

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

The application relates to the conversion of arstéxg Shop and Single House to a Shop
and Café / Restaurant. Under Table 1 of the Citgwn Planning Scheme No. 6 (TPS6),
the proposed Café / Restaurant is classified aD@" “use (Discretionary use with
Consultation) on the subject lot zoned local conuiaér Neighbour consultation has
resulted in several supporting, as well as opposiognments received by the City. The
Council’s consideration is sought in regard to tfigcretionary use, the concerns expressed
by neighbours, and variations requested to car ipgrikequirements. The officer
recommendation is for approval, subject to a nunolbetandard and special conditions.

Council is being asked to exercise discretion lstien to the following:

Element on which discretion is sought Source of discretionary power
Discretionary land use TPS6 Clause 3.3(3), andeTabl
Car parking TPS6 Clause 7.8(1)

Background

The development site details are as follows:

Zoning Local Commerecial

Density coding R15

Lot area 562.0 sq. metres

Building height limit 7.0 metres

Development potential The proposed Café / Restaurant is a “DC” use (Discretionary use with

Consultation) in the local commercial zone. The existing Shop is a “D’use
(Discretionary use).
Plot ratio limit 0.5

The City's property file does not have a recordwdfen the existing development was
originally built, and it is possible that it wasilbaluring the first half of the ZDcentury. The
subject premises originally operated as a Houske aviBhop front and continued to operate
in this form until recently. The use of the prersis®r commercial purposes in part
therefore, is not new, even though the site is iadib by low density residential
development on both sides and at the rear. Apprnsvabw sought for conversion of the
entire building to a non-residential use, nameljéC&estaurant.
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This report includes the following attachments:

Confidential Attachment 10.3.1 Plan of adjoining dwelling at 3BA Mill Point Rd
Confidential Attachment 10.3.1(a) Plans of the proposal.

Attachment 10.3.1(b) Applicant’s supporting report.

Attachment 10.3.1(c) Comments received during consultation.

The location of the development site is shown below
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MILL POINT)
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In accordance with Council Delegation DC342, theppisal is referred to a Council meeting
because it falls within the following category ddised in the delegation:

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

In relation to Item 6 above, concerns raised byghm@durs include late trading, serving of
alcohol on the premises, noise, car parking anffiacrgenerated. The extent of adverse
amenity impact arising from the proposal is congdeacceptable (see “Comments” section
below). The City officers are of the opinion thhetproposal will not have a detrimental
impact on the amenity of the area, provided thatdh-site parking facilities are upgraded
and evening opening hours are appropriately réstridNeighbours raised various concerns
which are discussed in this report.

7. Neighbour comments
In considering any application, the assigned detegahall fully consider any
comments made by any affected landowner or occupééore determining the
application.

The City advertised the proposal and neighbourgiroents are discussed further in this

report. Some neighbours’ comments on the proposatrant Council consideration in
relation to possible future amenity impacts.
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Comment

(@)

Change of use

The current proposal involves the conversion ofHloese to Café / Restaurant while
retaining the existing Shop. Extensions to thetedsuilding have been proposed to
accommodate the additional enclosed areas, as shiowre plans.

The applicant advises that it is not the immediatéention to operate the
establishment as a “restaurant”, but as a low-lafg éor the local community. The
applicant makes particular mention of the desireenance the local community
vibrancy by providing a facility currently lackinig the area which will be readily
accessible to local residents, people catchindptise and to people riding past on the
dedicated cycle path connecting to the foreshoRefer Attachment 10.3.1(b)
applicant’s supporting report.

The use is defined in TPS6 as follows:
“Café / Restaurant : means any land or building diggimarily for the preparation
and serving of meals or refreshments for consumpiothe premises.”

The City had obtained legal advice regarding theiisg or sale of liquor from a Café
/ Restaurant for a similar application approvedh®/Council in the past.

The sale, supply and consumption of alcohol areregtilated by the City but by the
Licensing Authority under theiquor Licensing Act 1988Jnder that Act, a person
may apply for a “restaurant licence” which wouldrpé the sale of alcohol to a
customer who is eating a meal on the premises. ¥sopewishing to obtain a
restaurant licence must file a Section 39 Local €pment Certificate (relating to
Health Act matters) and a Section 40 Planning AutyhcCertificate (relating to

compliance with “planning” legislation) with thecénsing authority.

Whilst under Section 51(2) of théquor Licensing Acii988it is an offence to supply
liquor for consumption in an unlicensed restaur8ettion 51(3) provides that:

Where a person is charged with a contraventiorubisction (2) it shall be a defence
to show that the liquor was brought to the restautyan such a quantity only as was
reasonable in the circumstances, by a customehefréstaurant for consumption
ancillary to a meal supplied at that restaurant &md eaten by, that customer or a
guest of that customer there.

So whilst it is an offence to supply liquor in anlisensed restaurant, it is permissible
for customers to consume alcohol which they haweidint with them to have with
their meal.

As TPS6 does not contain any provisions dealing Vigiuor, legal advice obtained by
the City advises that it is unlikely that the Cityuld be able to impose a condition
preventing the consumption of BYO alcohol on thenpises where that occurs in
accordance with Section 51(3) of thiquor Licensing Act

However, appropriate conditions of planning approa@ being recommended to
limit any possible detrimental impact on the amenitthe locality by:

(i) limiting the hours of operation; and

(i) preventing the use of on-site parking bays tgn-users during night-time
hours.
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(b)

(©)

(d)

(e)

Core trading hours

Hours of operation of the proposed Café / Restauram be set by way of a condition
of planning approval under Clause 7.5 of TPS6 asmenity consideration. The
applicant’s proposal is to operate from 7:00am:@®@m, seven days of the week.

In light of neighbours’ comments and other apprevat Café / Restaurant within the
City, the officer recommendation is to confine opgnhours to between 8:00am and
9:00pm 7 days of the week. The general daily omeratwould need to fit within
these core times.

Plot patio

Table 3 of TPS6 prescribes a maximum plot rati®.&f (281.0 sq. metres) for the
subject proposal. The plot ratio proposed is 0&L(@ sq. metres) which complies
with the relevant provisions.

Landscaping and fencing

Table 3 of TPS6 requires 10% (56.2 sq. metresh@Btbject local commercial zoned
lot to be landscaped. The proposal entails landisgal?.2% (68.5 sq. metres) of the
site, which complies with the prescribed requiretnen

Car parking bays
TPS6 requirements

The car parking requirement for a Café / Restauraiable 6 of TPS6 is one car bay
per 5.0 sq. metres of dining area.

From the plans provided, an area of approximat@y $q. metres is proposed as
dining area which results in a requirement of 14 marking bays. Ten car parking
bays have been provided on site. There isn’t safficspace on site to provide an
additional parking bay. However, the dining flopase could be reduced by 2.0 sqg.
metres to achieve the required 50.0 sgq. metreshwhilt match the number of car
parking bays proposed. It should also be notedttieatafé will attract people living
within walking distance of the premises.

In relation to the existing Shop, it is noted ttie shop currently relies upon on-street
parking for customers. There will be no additioneduirement in this regard, and
street parking will continue to cater to this uséhaut impacting upon the amenity of
Mill Point Road and Banksia Terrace.

On-site car park design

In accordance with TPS6 (6)(c), the Council shallehregard to:

“The suitability and adequacy of proposed screerongatural planting in relation to
the bays and accessways.”

Noting the site constraints, City officers obsetivat the proposed screening or natural
planting surrounding the car parking area is adiegas the bays have been designed
to minimise adverse visual and amenity impact endtijacent residential properties.

The on-site car parking is seen to satisfy the dein@equirements for staff and

customers. To ensure that the proposed dimensibtiseccar parking bays comply
with Clause 6.3 of TPS6, a standard condition i®effect has been recommended.
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(f)

(9)

Bicycle parking

TPS6 requirements

The bicycle parking requirement for a Café / Restatin Table 6 of TPS6 is one bay
per 40.0 sqg. metres of dining area. Three bike baye been provided to comply with
this requirement.

Setbacks

Under Table 3 of TPS6, buildings in the local comeiad zone are required to be set
back a minimum of 1.5 metres from the street bonndBhe table prescribes a nil
setback from other boundaries. In addition Clau$é of TPS6 reads as follows:

“(4) Notwithstanding the minimum setbacks presatibeTable 3:
(& in any non-residential zone where a developnsitet has a common
boundary with land in the residential zone:

(i) the Council may require a building on the deyghent site to be set
back a greater distance from the street than thiasdk prescribed
in Table 3 in order to protect the amenity of thdjoining land in
the residential zone. In such cases, the setbaek @r front of the
building shall contain landscaping visible from treajoining
residential site; and

(i) the setback from that common boundary shalkhm same as that
prescribed for Grouped Dwellings on the adjoiningsidential
land, unless otherwise prescribed by the Council.”

The application involves the use of the existingdig as well as some extensions to

it. While TPS6 requirements are not retrospectite, proposed change of use of the

site causes the proposal to need to be assesdgdafulthough it were a new

development. In the current application, the emgstbuilding has, in part, a zero

setback from Mill Point Road. This requires the @alis discretionary approval

under Clause 7.8 of TPS6. This clause empowerCthencil to permit variations

from certain Scheme provisions if it is satisfibdit

» such a variation would be consistent with the olgland proper planning of the
locality and the preservation of the amenity of [deality;

» enforced compliance would have an adverse impadherusers of the property
or of the precinct; and

» the proposed development meets the objectivebddCity and the precinct.

In view of the building having existed with a zesetback for many years as a non-
residential use, it has become well establishelimihe streetscape of Mill Point and
this part of the precinct, and therefore fits cortdbly within the orderly and proper
planning of the locality for the type of buildinbat it is and the function it fulfils.
Noting that the use of this portion of the buildiagya Shop remains unchanged, it is
considered that the existing zero setback of thetfwall of the building should be
accepted.
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(h)

(i)

Scheme Objectives: Clause 1.6 of Town Plannir&cheme No. 6
Scheme Obijectives are listed in Clause 1.6 of TH86.proposal has been assessed
according to the listed Scheme Objectives, asvdio

(1) The overriding objective of the Scheme is tquie and encourage
performance-based development in each of the ldinmts of the City in a
manner which retains and enhances the attributethefCity and recognises
individual precinct objectives and desired futufeacter as specified in the
Precinct Plan for each precinct.

The proposed development is considered to meet abésriding objective. The
proposal has also been assessed under, and hadobeento meet, the following
relevant general objectives listed in Clause 1.6{2)PS6:

Objective (a) Maintain the City's predominantly residential chater and amenity;

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

Objective (g) Protect residential areas from the encroachmentinafppropriate
uses;

Objective (h) Utilise and build on existing community facilitiesd services and
make more efficient and effective use of new senaad facilities;

Objective (j) In all commercial centres, promote an appropriedage of land uses
consistent with:
(i) the designated function of each centre as sgtim the Local

Commercial Strategy; and

(i) the preservation of the amenity of the logalit

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

In addition to the issues relating to technical pbamce of the project under TPS6 as
discussed above, in considering an applicatiorpfanning approval, the Council is
required to have due regard to, and may imposeitonsl with respect to, other
matters listed in Clause 7.5 of TPS6 which argéhéopinion of the Council, relevant
to the proposed development. Of the 24 listed msttee following are particularly
relevant to the current application and requireftdrconsideration:

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

(b) the requirements of orderly and proper plannimgluding any relevant
proposed new town planning scheme or amendmenhiais been granted
consent for public submissions to be sought;

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

(i) the preservation of the amenity of the locality
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)

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

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

(n) the extent to which a proposed building is a&lsu in harmony with
neighbouring existing buildings within the focugarin terms of its scale,
form or shape, rhythm, colour, construction matksjarientation, setbacks
from the street and side boundaries, landscapistl from the street, and
architectural details;

(p) any social issues that have an effect on thendtynof the locality;

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

(v) whether adequate provision has been made totahdscaping of the land to
which the application relates and whether any treesther vegetation on
the land should be preserved,;

(w) any relevant submissions received on the agic, including those received
from any authority or committee consulted undeugéa7.4.

The proposal is considered satisfactory in relatieach of the above matters.

Local Commercial Strategy

The proposal has been assessed against to theggtfat local commercial centres set
out in the Council’'s Local Commercial Strategy (DGghich was adopted in March
2004. The proposal is considered to meet the fatigwelevant statements:

“Objective for local centres

To recognise, reinforce and retain the importankerthat small corner stores and
local centres play in fulfilling the daily shoppirand commercial requirements of
residents of the City.

Recommended actions for local centres

In considering a change from one commercial useatother within a local
commercial zone, Council should aim to ensure thath use will not adversely
impact on adjoining residential amenity and can fprably be demonstrated as
serving local shopping needs or aspirations. Thaur@d will have regard to the
impact of the development on adjacent residentiebs, as well as the demand for
such facilities to serve the adjacent local comryuhi

27



MINUTES : ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING: 27 APRIL 2010

Consultation

(@) Design Advisory Consultants
The proposal to convert the existing House and Sbap Café / Restaurant was not
required to be referred to the Design Advisory Qidtasits for comment.

(b) Neighbour consultation
Neighbour consultation has been undertaken fargloposal to the extent and in the
manner required by Policy P355 “Neighbour and ComitguConsultation in Town
Planning Processes”. All of the submissions havenb&immarised and responses
provided to all comments idttachment 10.3.1(c)to this report.

(c) Engineering comments
Supporting comments have been received from thgsCngineering Department
and will be attached to the determination of thaping application.

(d) Environmental Health comments
Comments have also been received from the CityisrBnmental Health Department
and will be attached to the determination of thaping application.

In relation to the noise effect and the abilitytioé fence to ameliorate the noise, the
Manager Environmental Health Services has advisatia fence of 2.1 or 2.2 metre
height will reduce the noise impact on the adjainproperties. A difference of
100mm in the fence height will have a negligiblegpant. In terms of materials, the
denser the material the more it reflects noise awayever the unevenness of the
colorbond surface also breaks up sound waves s@adtual material will make a
difference, but only minimal difference.

A condition to this effect has been recommendethbyofficers.

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

Financial Implications
There are no financial implications in relatiorthis development.

Strategic Implications
This matter relates to Strategic Direction 3 “Haogsand Land Uses” identified within the
Council's Strategic Plan which is expressed infthllewing terms:Accommodate the needs
of a diverse and growing population with a plannedix of housing types and non-
residential land uses.

Sustainability Implications

Since the proposal is observed by officers to cgmpith relevant statutory planning
requirements, and not have an adverse amenity imgsm the surrounding residential
development, the proposed development is obseovkd sustainable.
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IOFFICER

RECOMMENDATION ITEM 10 .3.1 |

That pursuant to the provisions of the City of $oBerth Town Planning Scheme No. 6 and
the Metropolitan Region Scheme, this application glanning approval for the proposed

change of

use from Shop to include Café / Restawiahot 3 (No. 333) Mill Point Road,

South Perthbe approvedsubiject to:
(@) Standard Conditions

349
352
353
351
354
390
393
410
425

Car parking bay dimensions 455  Standard feaights

Approved bays marked on site 456 Removal dtieg fencing
Designated visitors’ bays 508 Landscaping ptguired
Screening of parking bays 555 Revised drawiegsired

Hard standing area for bays 550  Concealed phgrilitings
Crossover specifications 615  Visual privacesning details
Reinstating verge and kerbing 625 Sightlinegifivers

Crossover effects infrastructure 660  Validitypproved construction
Colours and materials 661  Validity of approusd

(b) Specific Conditions

(i)

(ii)

(i)

(iv)
v)

The dining area including the proposed alfreseating area of the proposed
Café / Restaurant shall not exceed 50.0 sq. mitresder to comply with the
car parking requirements of TPS6.

The opening hours for the proposed Café /tReant shall be between 8:00am
and 9:00pm 7 days of the week.

Adequate measures shall be taken to ensuateath-site parking is not accessible
to public outside the hours of operation of thepmsed use. Barriers shall be
installed to block access to on-site parking owtside approved operating
hours.

The external materials and finish of the axigtbuilding shall be upgraded to a
standard that matches with the proposed buildimgitaruse.

In order to minimise the noise related ameriitypact upon the adjoining
residential properties at No. 331A Mill Point Roaicd No. 2 Banksia Terrace,
the owner of the proposed development is requezbhsult with the adjoining
property owners, and provide a 2.2 metre high femeceeommon boundaries
with both these properties. The cost of the fenoe i&s installation is to be
borne by the owner of the proposed development.

(c) Standard Advice Notes

645  Landscaping plan required 648  Building licence required

646  Landscaping standards — General 649  Signs licence required

646A Details of any brick fence 649A Minor variations - Seek approval
647  Amended drawings 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.

(d) Specific Advice Notes
The applicant is advised that:

(i)

(ii)

(ii)

The applicant / owner are advised of the needlidise with the City's
Environmental Health Department in order to complth all relevant health
requirements.

The applicant / owner are advised of the ndedliaise with the City’s
Engineering Infrastructure Department in order tomply with all relevant
infrastructure requirements.

It is the applicant’'s responsibility to liaiswith the City’s Environment
Department prior to landscaping the street vergasar

(iii) All activities conducted on the premises willeed to comply with the

Environmental Protection (Noise) Regulations 1893all times.
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OFFICER RECOMMENDATION
The Mayor called for a mover of the officer reconmuiation at Item 10.3.1. The officer
recommendation Lapsed.

MOTION
Moved Cr Hasleby, Sec Cr Lawrance

That....

€)] the officer recommendation not be adopted;

(b) this application for planning approval for theposed change of use from Shop to
include Café / Restaurant at Lot 3 (No. 333) MibilR Road, South Pertthe
deferred to the May Ordinary Meeting of Council to enable tapplicants to
undertake further neighbour consultations to fultjdress the vexing issues they
have raised.

MEMBER COMMENTS FOR / AGAINST MOTION - POINTS OF @ARIFICATION

Cr Hasleby opening for the Motion

* issues raised by neighbours during Deputations eiation to application for
café/restaurant to replace existing shop/singleséou

» understand there is a petition from neighboursutating stating there has not been
enough consultation in relation to proposed redgrekent

» particular concerns raised by adjoining neighbduB3l Mill Point Road in respect of
business proposed in residential area affectinghéynef neighbours re traffic/noise etc

* neighbours and applicant need to get togetherstuds height / type of dividing fences,
proposed hours of business, especially at night

» refer to the Banksia Terrace Café and see sinidarit low key business operating in a
residential area where extensive neighbour coriguittook place

» ask that this proposal be deferred to the May Cibumeeting in order for applicant to get
together with neighbours to address issues raigetl as suggested inversion of the
toilet / ablutions area at the rear of the planrgalign along Banksia Terrace, the
height / materials of the dividing fences and theppsed hours of business

» applicants are reminded they need to live in hagnwaith their neighbours

» consultation to reach a compromise will preveniéssin the long term

Cr Lawrance for the Motion

 reiterate points raised by Cr Hasleby

» believe rights of both parties are relevant

» adjoining neighbour has come to the table with estgd alternatives to be put to the
developers such as inversion of the toilet / abhgiarea at the rear of the plan, the
height / material of dividing fence which shows M@hnson as a neighbour has come up
with a good compromise and this needs to be disduss

» support deferral

Cr Trent point of clarification to Ward Membetsofficers have recommended conditional
approval, what if there is no agreement reached?

Cr Haslebysaid he believed the suggested consultation issitiye approach and worth
pursuing.

Cr Doherty point of clarification- who is in the best position to undertake thigati@tion
process?

Director Development and Community Servicesponded that the way the Motion is
worded that it is for the applicant to negotiatehwthe adjoining neighbour, however if a
‘stalemate’ occurs then officers, or alternativielgcted Members can be involved.
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10.4

10.5

10.6

Cr Hasleby closing for the Motion

» for long term harmony need to sort out issues davgi¢h proposal at the start rather than
experiencing problems down the line

» believe further consultation to reach a satisfactoompromise by both parties will
prevent issues in the long term.

» ask Members support deferral

| COUNCIL DECISION ITEM 10.3.1
The Mayor put the Motion

That....

€)] the officer recommendation not be adopted;

(b) this application for planning approval for theposed change of use from Shop to
include Café / Restaurant at Lot 3 (No. 333) MibilR Road, South Perthhe
deferred to the May Ordinary Meeting of Council to enable tapplicants to
undertake further neighbour consultations to fatjdress the vexing issues they
have raised.

CARRIED (11/0)

Reason for Change
The item was deferred as Council were of the vié applicants of the proposed
redevelopment needed to consult with neighbourslation to amenity issues raised.

STRATEGIC DIRECTION 4: PLACES

Nil

STRATEGIC DIRECTION 5: TRANSPORT
Nil

STRATEGIC DIRECTION 6: GOVERNANCE

‘10.6.1 Monthly Financial Management Accounts - Mark 2010

Location: City of South Perth

Applicant: Council

File Ref: FM/301

Date: 5 April 2010

Author: Michael J Kent, Director Financial and Infaation Services
Reporting Officer: Cliff Frewing, Chief Executiveffizer

Summary

Monthly management account summaries comparingttyes actual performance against
budget expectations are compiled according to tag@mfunctional classifications. These
summaries are then presented to Council with comprevided on the significant financial
variances disclosed in those reports.

The attachments to this financial performance repia part of the suite of reports that were

recognised with a Certificate of Merit in the I&tcellence in Local Government Financial
Reporting awards.
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Background

Local Government (Financial Management) Regulatdnrequires the City to present

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

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

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

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

City’'s departmental managers to enable them to tootie financial performance of the

areas of the City’s operations under their confFais report also reflects the structure of the
budget information provided to Council and publisire the Annual Budget.

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

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

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

The local government budget is a dynamic documedtveill necessarily be progressively

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

Reviews.

A summary of budgeted revenues and expendituresifgd by department and directorate)
is also provided each month. This schedule reflaatsconciliation of movements between
the 2009/2010 Adopted Budget and the 2009/2010 AlenBudget 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 with televant values for the equivalent time in
the previous year is also provided. PresentingB#ilance Sheet on a monthly, rather than
annual, basis provides greater financial accoulitialtd the community and provides the

opportunity for more timely intervention and comiee action by management where

required.
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Comment

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

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

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

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

e Summary of Capital ItemsAttachment 10.6.1(4)

» Schedule of Significant Variance#ttachment 10.6.1(5)

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

* Rate Setting Statemenfttachment 10.6.1(7)

Operating Revenue to 31 March 2010 is $36.19M winégresents 101% of the $35.73M
year to date budget. Revenue performance is ofobadget expectations overall - although
there are some individual line item differenceseilest revenues have further improved and
are now right on budget expectations despite weagstment rates in the early part of the
year. Property management revenue shows a sigmifiagourable variance after the final
settlement sum for disputed prior year rental adjests on a major commercial lease was
finally agreed after very protracted negotiatiombis revenue area is adjusted in the Q3
Budget Review.

Continuing to reflect the positive tone of WA's eomnic climate, Planning and Building
Services revenues remain well ahead of budget &qats (24% and 19% respectively) -
and will be further adjusted upwards in the Q3 Bidgeview. Collier Park Village revenue
is now 4% behind budget expectations due to sewariéd being vacant whilst the Hostel
revenue lags budget expectations by some 3% dumtn vacancies (an unusual situation)
and lesser commonwealth subsidies being receiwece(the commonwealth funding model
has been adjusted to the detriment of our facil@fant funding for events has been better
than anticipated and will be further adjusted umisain the Q3 Budget Review - but all
extra revenue is expended on those events, metrahghere is no net financial benefit to
the City as a consequence of receiving the largent@llocations. Meter parking revenue is
on budget - but infringement revenue efforts haeerb adversely impacted by staff
shortages in the area during March. Golf Courseemeg remains around 9% ahead of
budget targets. The plant nursery reflects a sobatébook gain in the carrying value of
nursery greenstock. A review of aged Trust depdmsitthe Financial Services team yielded
additional $48K revenue that will also be recogdisethe Q3 Budget Review.

Comment on the specific items contributing to theances may be found in the Schedule
of Significant Varianceéttachment 10.6.1(5).

Operating Expenditure to 31 March 2010 is $27.54Mclv represents 101% of the year to
date budget of $27.32M - but after eliminating th@budgeted) non-cash impact of the
asset book values of the old Library & Hall builgenwhich were necessarily written out of
the Asset Register following demolition, ($640Khetoperating expenses are actually
around 98.5% of year to date budget. Originallyatl been planned to address this issue in
2010/2011 when the building was completed - butntioee correct accounting treatment is
to write the old asset values out now. The (adfl)s@perating Expenditure to date is 4%
under budget in the Administration area, 1% ovetda in the Infrastructure Services area
and on budget for the golf course. There are skvienourable variances in the
administration areas that relate to budgeted (hoant) staff positions (currently covered to
some extent by consultants) in the CEO Office, @od Services and Rangers areas. Waste
collection site fees have resulted in a favourafaléance against budget to date due to the
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City having (correctly) budgeted for the increaSgdte Waste Levy from 1 Jan 2010 but no
charge has yet been levied for this to date. Theemra currently under investigation to
ensure that the City does not get caught out laygelretrospective adjustment at the end of
the financial year.

Timing differences also exist on software purchases events but these should reverse in
the immediate future. Golf Course expenditure igselto budget overall with minor
offsetting variances on salaries, promotions, nesiamce activities and plant use. Most
other items in the administration areas remainectodudget expectations to date other than
minor timing differences.

Following the (cost neutral) re-distribution of karmaintenance budgets in the Q2 Budget
Review to better reflect the in-use maintenancenreg at SJIMP, EJ Oval and in the
Manning Ward, this area is now on target. Traffevide maintenance has a favourable
timing difference to date but streetscape maintemaaflects an unfavourable variance due
to the $60K work in progress cleanup costs aftersétvere storm damage. This amount will
increase further as supplier invoices are rendestarm damage / cleanup costs relating to
engineering infrastructure and buildings are nafuided in this number at this time. A
complete summary of the storm related costs and-ecyveries made against them will be
prepared at a later date - but it will take somenthe before the various suppliers, agencies
and insurers have settled and tallied these expense

There are some small unfavourable variances rgldtnroad and path maintenance as a
consequence of having taken advantage earliererydlar of contractor availability - but
these differences are of a timing nature only anldl neverse in the future. There are
favourable variances on street lighting and stepeteping but these are also expected to
reverse later in the year. Cash fleet and mobdatpbperating costs are very close to budget
and are in line with charge out recoveries - alfiodhe (non cash) expense of plant
depreciation is necessarily being adjusted in tBeBQ@dget Review. Operating overheads in
the Infrastructure area are currently showing sdmprovement following the recent
investigation and adjustment during March.

The salaries budgetin¢luding temporary staff where they are being udedcover
vacanciey is now around 2.40% under the budget allocatmmntlie 217.6 FTE positions
approved by Council in the budget process - aftetirfy allowed for agency staff invoices
to month end.

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

Capital Revenue is disclosed as $2.62M at 31 Maghinst a year to date budget of
$2.37M. Some $0.28M of this reflects additionalv&rue’ from the UGP project (which
will be used to offset the unbudgeted costs ovet above the project cash calls). A
favourable variance now exists on lease premiundsrafurbishment levies attributable to
re-leased units at the Collier Park Village afteree units were settled during the month.
There are currently six vacant at present. An fifteture Australia grant for $78K relating
to the flagpole precinct is yet to be recognisduit-is included in the Q3 Budget Review. A
capital contribution towards landscaping at thedJ8ton ramp may not be realised at this
time and the project is under further investigation

Comment on the specific items contributing to theital revenue variances may be found
in the Schedule of Significant Variancédtachment 10.6.1(5).
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Capital Expenditure at 31 March 2010 is $9.06M eepnting 91% of the year to date
budget and some 49% of the full year budget (dfterinclusion of carry forward works
approved by Council in August). Management contnieeclosely monitor the delivery of
the capital program - and is again using the staggital program approach of running a
‘Deliverable’ and a ‘Shadow’ capital program to eres that organisational capacity and
expectations are appropriately matched. Delaysbatable to public consultation and
clashes with major events on certain high profileations (eg: SJIMP) have had an adverse
impact on completion of some projects. Updatesheniridividual project progress were last
supplied in the March Council agenda.

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

finalisation of the October management accountsandsy

TABLE 1 - CAPITAL EXPENDITURE BY DIRECTORATE

Directorate YTD Budget YTD Actual % YTD Budget | Total Budget
CEO Office 2,980,000 2,749,819 92% 7,130,000
Financial & Information Services * 317,000 221,094 70% 795,000
Planning & Community Services 472,500 390,680 83% 930,350
Infrastructure Services 5,911,007 5,383,890 91% 9,345,990
Golf Course 302,700 314,392 104% 418,200
Total 9,983,207 9,059,875 91% 18,619,540

* Financial and Information Services is also resjole for the Library building project
which constitutes the majority ($6.96M) of the ¢apexpenditure under the CEO Office

Consultation

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

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

Financial Implications

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

Strategic Implications

This report deals with matters of sustainable fai@nmanagement which directly relate to
the key result area of Direction 6 : Governanceatified in the City's Strategic Plan‘Fo
ensure that the City’s governance enables it topesd to the community’s vision and
deliver on its promises in a sustainable manner’.
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Sustainability Implications

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

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

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION AND
COUNCIL DECISION ITEM 10.6.1

That ....

€)] the monthly Balance Sheet and Financial Sunmawaprovided asAttachment
10.6.1(1-4)be received;

(b) the Schedule of Significant Variances providas Attachment 10.6.1(5) be
accepted as having discharged Council’s statutobjigations under Local
Government (Financial Management) Regulation 34;

(c) the Schedule of Movements between the Adopteldfanended Budget provided as
Attachment 10.6.1(6)(A)andAttachment 10.6.1(6)(B)be received; and

(d) the Rate Setting Statement providedtilachment 10.6.1(7)be received.

CARRIED EN BLOC RESOLUTION

\10.6.2 Monthly Statement of Funds, Investments anbebtors at 31 March 2010

Location: City of South Perth

Applicant: Council

File Ref: FM/301

Date: 5 April 2010

Authors: Michael J Kent and Deborah M Gray

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

This report presents to Council a statement sunsingrithe effectiveness of treasury

management for the month including:

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

. An analysis of the City’s investments in suitablemay market instruments to
demonstrate the diversification strategy acrosanfinal institutions.

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

Background

Effective cash management is an integral part op@r business management. Current
money market and economic volatility make this aenremore significant management
responsibility. The responsibility for managememid ainvestment of the City’s cash
resources has been delegated to the City’s Diréétancial and Information Services and
Manager Financial Services - who also have respiitgifor the management of the City’s
Debtor function and oversight of collection of dateing debts.
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In order to discharge accountability for the exezadf these delegations, a monthly report is
presented detailing the levels of cash holdingbeimalf of the Municipal and Trust Funds as
well as funds held in ‘cash backed’ Reserves. Amiicant holdings of money market
instruments are involved, an analysis of cash hgklishowing the relative levels of
investment with each financial institution is alpoovided. Statistics on the spread of
investments to diversify risk provide an effecti®l by which Council can monitor the
prudence and effectiveness with which these detagatire being exercised.

Data comparing actual investment performance wehchmarks in Council’s approved
investment policy (which reflects best practicenpiples for managing public monies)
provides evidence of compliance with approved itmesit principles. Finally, a
comparative analysis of the levels of outstandisigs and general debtors relative to the
same stage of the previous year is provided to tootiie effectiveness of cash collections
and to highlight any emerging trends that may inpaduture cash flows.

Comment

(a) Cash Holdings
Total funds at month end of $39.19M compare favolyrao $32.33M at the
equivalent stage of last year. Reserve funds ameesf0.30M higher than at the
equivalent stage last year - reflecting higher imggl of cash backed reserves to
support refundable monies at the CPV ($2.1M highet)$2.3M less holdings in the
Future Building Works Reserve as monies are appieedhe new Library and
Community Facility project. Several other Reseratahces are modestly changed.

Municipal funds are $7.1M higher due to the addiio$1.9M in restricted funds

(IAF and Lotteries grant relating to the Libraryda@ommunity Facility) and the

transfers back from Reserves for the same proggdi/) - plus very favourable

timing of cash outflows for other capital major jeais. We also benefit from not
making regular cash calls on the UGP Project asregsired last year. Collections
from rates and reimbursements from the Office afteStRevenue for pensioner
rebates are also well in advance of last year’s pasition thanks to very successful
and timely follow up actions from the Financial @ees team.

Our convenient and customer friendly payment methsdpplemented by the Rates
Early Payment Incentive Prizes (with all prizes aedl by local businesses), have
continued to have the desired effect in relatiomuo cash inflows. Funds brought
into the year (and subsequent cash collections)irarested in secure financial

instruments to generate interest until those moaresrequired to fund operations
and projects during the year. Astute selectionppirapriate investments means that
the City does not have any exposure to known higk investment instruments.

Nonetheless, the investment portfolio is continuationitored and re-balanced as
trends emerge.

Excluding the ‘restricted cash' relating to cashkeal Reserves and monies held in
Trust on behalf of third parties; the cash avagdbr Municipal use currently sits at
$13.84M (compared to $6.68M at the same time in8ZDY). Attachment
10.6.2(1)

(b) Investments

Total investment in money market instruments at tmoand was $36.30M
compared to $31.10M at the same time last yeas iBhilue to the higher holdings
of Municipal Funds as investments as described e@blovthe current year we also
have higher cash holdings in bank accounts as nemfjdy the grant funding
obligations - although these can now be transfdvesdk to general funds as we have
passed the requisite expenditure thresholds omititary and Community Facility
project..
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(€)

The portfolio currently comprises at-call cash d@edn deposits only. Although
bank accepted bills are permitted, they are nateatly used given the volatility of
the corporate environment at present. Analysisiefdcomposition of the investment
portfolio shows that approximately 95.6% of the dsrare invested in securities
having a S&P rating of Al (short term) or betteheTremainder are invested in
BBB+ rated securities.

The City’s investment policy requires that at 1e88% of investments are held in
securities having an S&P rating of Al. This ensuihes credit quality is maintained.
Investments are made in accordance with Policy P&93 the Dept of Local

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

Invested funds are responsibly spread across wedpproved financial institutions
to diversify counterparty risk. Holdings with edfitancial institution are within the
25% maximum limit prescribed in Policy P603.

Counterparty mix is regularly monitored and thetfodio re-balanced as required
depending on market conditions. The counter-party atross the portfolio is
shown inAttachment 10.6.2(2).

Interest revenues (received and accrued) for tlae t@ date total $1.35M - well

down from $1.82M at the same time last year. Thsult is attributable to the

substantially lower interest rates early in theryeaotwithstanding higher levels of

cash holdings. Rates were particularly weak dudaly and much of August but

have strengthened progressively (albeit modesityeslate September as banks
undertook capital management initiatives.

Investment performance continues to be monitorethénlight of current modest

interest rates to ensure that we pro-actively iflersecure, but higher yielding,

investment opportunities as well as recognising potgntial adverse impact on the
budget closing position. Throughout the year, wakance the portfolio between
short and longer term investments to ensure thaiClity can responsibly meet its
operational cash flow needs. Treasury funds arévedyt managed to pursue
responsible, low risk investment opportunities tlygnerate additional interest
revenue to supplement our rates income whilst @mgtinat capital is preserved.

The weighted average rate of return on financisiriiments for the year to date is
4.52% with the anticipated weighted average yigldnvestments yet to mature now
sitting at 5.30% (compared with 5.31% last monitestment results to date reflect
careful and prudent selection of investments totroaeimmediate cash needs. At-
call cash deposits used to balance daily operdtzash needs continue to provide a
modest return of only 3.75% - although this is gngicant improvement on the
2.75% on offer early in the year.

Major Debtor Classifications

Effective management of accounts receivable to edrthe debts to cash is also an
important part of business management. Detailsaoh ®f the three major debtor’s
category classifications (rates, general debtodsusrderground power) are provided
below.
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() Rates

The level of outstanding local government rateatig to the same time last year is
shown inAttachment 10.6.2(3) Rates collections to the end of March 2010 (after
the due date for the fourth instalment) represehir% of total rates levied
compared to 95.0% at the equivalent stage of teeiquis year. This means that the
year end KPI of 95% has already been achieved elthenge now is to see how
much it can be bettered by at year end.

This is a particularly pleasing result in spitetloé improving economic climate. It
reflects a good community acceptance of the ragimgg communication strategies
applied by the City in developing the 2009/2010 AalrBudget.

The range of appropriate, convenient and userdlyepayment methods offered by
the City, combined with the Rates Early Paymeneiive Scheme (generously
sponsored by local businesses) has again been rseghduy timely and efficient
follow up actions by the City’s Rates Officer tosere that our good collections
record is maintained.

(i) General Debtors

General debtors stand at $1.82M at month end ($1186t year) excluding UGP
debtors - and compared to $2.13M last month. Thaary reason for this decrease
is collection of $0.4M for the most recent trandfenfrastructure Australia grant
funding raised in February. Other major changesthia composition of the
outstanding debtors balances (year on year) aré5BDdecrease in the amount of
GST refundable - and additional invoices raised (famfirmed) grants associated
with Australia Day, Youth andFamily Zone, Fiestadgrouth activities at GBLC.
The balance of parking infringements outstandingals higher than last year.
Debtors relating to Pensioner Rebates, outstan@iRg¢l fees and other sundry
debtors are substantially less than the previoas palances. The majority of the
outstanding amounts are government and semi gowsingnants or rebates - and as
such, they are considered collectible and represéming issue rather than any risk
of default.

(iif) Underground Power

Of the $6.77M billed for UGP (allowing for adjustmts), some $5.61M was

collected by 31 March with approximately 74.4% bbge in the affected area
electing to pay in full and a further 24.9% optitg pay by instalments. The

remaining 0.7% has yet to make a payment. Howewest of these 18 remaining

properties are disputed billing amounts. A numbérthese are the subject of
escalating collection actions by the City as theaweh not been satisfactorily

addressed in a timely manner. Collections in fidl eurrently better than expected
which had the positive impact of allowing us toetef/GP related borrowings until

late in June 2009 but on the negative side, resuttesomewhat less revenue than
was budgeted being realised from the instalmentést charge.

Residents opting to pay the UGP Service Chargenbtalments continue to be
subject to interest charges which accrue on thstanding balances (as advised on
the initial UGP notice). It is important to apprate that this igiot an interest charge
on the UGP service charge - but rather is an istecharge on the funding
accommodation provided by the City’s instalmentrpagt plan (like what would
occur on a bank loan).

The City encourages ratepayers in the affected tareaake other arrangements to
pay the UGP charges - but it is, if required, pdowy an instalment payment
arrangement to assist the ratepayer (includingspgeeified interest component on
the outstanding balance).
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Consultation
This financial report is prepared to provide eviderof the soundness of the financial
management being employed by the City whilst disging 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 Mamagnt) Regulation 19, 28 and 49
are also relevant to this report as is the DOLGr@mal Guideline 19.

Financial Implications

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

Strategic Implications

This report deals with matters of sustainable fal@nmanagement which directly relate to
the key result area of Governance identified in @ity’'s Strategic Plan “To ensure that
the City’'s governance enables it to respond to dwmmunity’s vision and deliver on its
promises in a sustainable manner’.

Sustainability Implications

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

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION AND
COUNCIL DECISION ITEM 10.6.2

That Council receives the 31 March 2010 MonthlytStent of Funds, Investment and
Debtors comprising:

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

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

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

CARRIED EN BLOC RESOLUTION

‘10.6.3 Listing of Payments March 2010

Location: City of South Perth

Applicant: Council

File Ref: FM/301

Date: 5 April 2010

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 March
2010 and 31 March 2010 is presented to Councihformation.
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Background

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

supported by Delegation DM605 which sets the aigbhdrpurchasing approval limits for

individual officers. These processes and theiriapfibn are subjected to detailed scrutiny
by the City’s auditors each year during the conaddithe annual audit.

After an invoice is approved for payment by an au#ed officer, payment to the relevant
party must be made and the transaction recordethenCity’s financial records. All
payments, however made (EFT or Cheque) are recdrdeéde City's financial system
irrespective of whether the transaction is a Ceeditegular supplier) or Non Creditor (once
only supply) payment.

Payments in the attached listing are supporteddagivers and invoices. All invoices have
been duly certified by the authorised officers asthte receipt of goods or provision of
services. Prices, computations, GST treatments @gling have been checked and
validated. Council Members have access to thergséind are given opportunity to ask
guestions in relation to payments prior to the @iluneeting.

Comment

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

The report format now reflects contemporary practic that it now records payments
classified as:

¢ Creditor Payments
(regular suppliers with whom the City transactsibass)
These include payments by both Cheque and EFT.@heayments show both the
unigue Cheque Number assigned to each one andstgnad Creditor Number that
applies to all payments made to that party throughloe duration of our trading
relationship with them. EFT payments show bothER& Batch Number in which
the payment was made and also the assigned Craéditmber that applies to all
payments made to that party. For instance an EfFmeat reference of 738.76357
reflects that EFT Batch 738 included a payment ted@or number 76357
(Australian Taxation Office).

* Non Creditor Payments
(one-off payments to individuals / suppliers whe aot listed as regular suppliers
in the City’s Creditor Masterfile in the database).
Because of the one-off nature of these paymenddijgting reflects only the unique
Cheque Number and the Payee Name - as there isrnmapent creditor address /
business details held in the creditor's masterfe 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.

41



MINUTES : ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING: 27 APRIL 2010

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

Payments made through the Accounts Payable funatiemo longer recorded as belonging
to the Municipal Fund or Trust Fund as this practielated to the old fund accounting
regime that was associated with Treasurers Adv&toeunt - whereby each fund had to
periodically ‘reimburse’ the Treasurers Advance éwat.

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

Consultation

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

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

ratepayers.

Policy and Legislative Implications
Consistent with Policy P605 - Purchasing and Ined\pproval and Delegation DM605.

Financial Implications
Payment of authorised amounts within existing btiggevisions.

Strategic Implications

This report deals with matters of sustainable farnmanagement which directly relate to
the key result area of Governance identified in @ity’'s Strategic Plan “To ensure that
the City’s governance enables it to respond to dwmmunity’s vision and deliver on its
promises in a sustainable manner’.

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

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION AND
COUNCIL DECISION ITEM 10.6.3

That the Listing of Payments for the month of Maashdetailed in the report of the Director
of Financial and Information Servicestitachment 10.6.3, be received.

CARRIED EN BLOC RESOLUTION

10.6.4 Budget Review for the Quarter ended 31 MarcR010

Location: City of South Perth

Applicant: Council

File Ref: FM/301

Date: 15 April 2010

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

A comprehensive review of the 2009/2010 Adopteddgador the period to 31 March 2019
has been undertaken within the context of the apgardoudget programs. Comment on the
identified variances and suggested funding optiéors those identified variances are
provided. Where new opportunities have presentethselves, or where these may have
been identified since the budget was adopted, lag also been included - providing that
funding has been able to be sourced or re-deployed.

The Budget Review recognises two primary groupsdpdistments:
» those that increase the Budget Closing Position

(new funding opportunities or savings on operaticosats)
» those that decrease the Budget Closing Position

(reduction in anticipated funding or new / addibnosts)

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

Background

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

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

Although not required to perform budget reviewgyagater frequency, the City chooses to
conduct a Budget Review at the end of the Septenilezember and March quarters each
year - believing that this approach provides mogmathic and effective treasury
management than simply conducting the one statti@ifyyearly review.

The results of the Half Yearly (Q2) Budget Reviewr® forwarded to the Department of
Local Government for their review after they werelersed by Council. This requirement
allowed the Department to provide a value-addimgise in reviewing the ongoing financial
sustainability of each of the local governmentsthie state - based on the information
contained in the Budget Review. However, local goseents are encouraged to undertake
more frequent budget reviews if they desire - &sithgood financial management practice.
As noted above, the City takes this opportunityheqaarter - and the attached review
incorporates all known variances up to 31 Marchidtluding a comprehensive review of
the capital program jointly undertaken by Finan8alvices & Infrastructure Services.

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

The Budget Review is typically presented in thragg

* Amendments resulting from normal operations in thearter under review
Attachment 10.6.4(1)

These are items which will directly affect the Mipal Surplus. The City’'s
Financial Services team critically examine recordezlenue and expenditure
accounts to identify potential review items. Théeptial impact of these items on
the budget closing position is carefully balanceaiast available cash resources to
ensure that the City’s financial stability and siebility is maintained. The effect
on the Closing Position (increase / decrease) andexplanation for the change is
provided for each item.

* Items funded by transfers to or from existing CaReserves are shown as
Attachment 10.6.4(2).

These items reflect transfers back to the Municipahd of monies previously
quarantined in Cash-Backed Reserves or plannedsteas to Reserves. Where
monies have previously been provided for projeciieduled in the current year, but
further investigations suggest that it would bedamt to defer such projects until
they can be responsibly incorporated within largategrated precinct projects
identified within the Strategic Financial Plan (Sl until contractors / resources
become available), they may be returned to a Rederwse in a future year. There
is no impact on the Municipal Surplus for thesengeas funds have been previously
provided.

» Cost Neutral Budget Re-allocatiéitachment 10.6.4(3)

These items represent the re-distribution of fueddsady provided in the Budget adopted
by Council on 10 July 2009.

Primarily these items relate to changes to moreusaiely attribute costs to those
cost centres causing the costs to be incurred. 8 eeno impost on the Municipal
Surplus for these items as funds have already Ipgevided within the existing
budget.

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

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

Consultation

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

Policy and Legislative Implications

Whilst compliance with statutory requirements neitates only a half yearly budget review
(with the results of that review forwarded to thedartment of Local Government), good
financial management dictates more frequent andudjn reviews of budget versus actual
financial performance.
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Financial Implications

The amendments contained in the attachment taebisrt that directly relate to directorate
activities will result in a net change of $202,18%he projected 2009/2010 Budget Closing
Position as a consequence of the review of ope&mstibhe budget closing position is
calculated in accordance with the Department ofal@overnment’s guideline - which is a
modified accrual figure adjusted for restrictedhcds does not represent a cash surplus - nor
available funds.

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

The adopted budget at 10 July showed a ClosingtiBosof $133,389. The changes
recommended in the Q3 Budget Review will resulthia (estimated) 2009/2010 Closing
Position being adjusted to $385,065 (up from thémeded Closing Position of $139,065)
after allowing for required adjustments to the rested opening position, accrual
movements and reserve transfers.

The impact of the proposed amendments in this QBgBLIReview report on the financial
arrangements of each of the City’s directorateisslosed in Table 1 below. Figures shown
apply only to those amendments contained in theclaments to this report (not previous
amendments). Table 1 includes only items direatipacting on the Closing Position and
excludes transfers to and from cash backed resemvbgch are neutral in effect. Wherever
possible, directorates are encouraged to contrifouteeir requested budget adjustments by
sourcing new revenues or adjusting proposed experdi

Any adjustments to the Opening Balance shown intabkes below refer to the difference
between the Estimated Opening Position used abtdget adoption date (July) and the
final Actual Opening Position as determined after tlose off and audit of the 2008/2009
year end accounts.

TABLE 1: (Q3 BUDGET REVIEW ITEMS ONLY)

Directorate Increase Surplus Decrease Surplus Net Impact
Office of CEO 0 0 0
Financial and Information Services 314,000 (177,000) 137,000
Development and Community Services 217,500 (100,000) 117,500
Infrastructure Services 843,000 (841,500) 1,500
Opening Position 0 0 0
Accrual Movements & Reserve Transfers 90,000 (100,000) (10,000)
Total 1,464,500 (1,218,500) 246,000

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

The cumulative impact of all budget amendmentstfer year to date (including those
between the budget adoption and the date of thiswg is reflected in Table 2 below.
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TABLE 2: (CUMULATIVE IMPACT OF ALL 2009/2010 BUDGE T ADJUSTMENTS) *
Directorate Increase Surplus Decrease Surplus Net Impact
Office of CEO 127,250 (159,750) (32,500)
Financial and Information Services 750,478 (619,268) 131,210
Planning and Community Services 699,200 (428,850) 270,350
Infrastructure Services 2,110,849 (2,021,774) 89,075
Opening Position 0 (196,459) (196,459)
Accrual Movements & Reserve Transfers 90,000 (100,000) (10,000)

0
Total change in Adopted Budget 3,771,777 3,526,101 251,676

The cumulative impact table (Table 2 above) providevery effective practical illustration
of how a local government can (and should) dynalflgicaanage its budget to achieve the
best outcomes from its available resources. Wiiilste have been a number of budget
movements within individual areas of the City's batl the overall budget closing position
has only moved from the $133,389 as determineddayn€il when the budget was adopted
in July 2009 to $385,065 after including all budgeivements to date.

Strategic Implications

This report deals with matters of sustainable fai@nmanagement which directly relate to
the key result area of Governance identified in @lity’s Strategic Plan “To ensure that
the City’'s governance enables it to respond to dwmmunity’s vision and deliver on its
promises in a sustainable manner’.

Sustainability Implications

This report addresses the City’s ongoing finansiadtainability through critical analysis of
historical performance, emphasising pro-active ftifieation of financial variances and
encouraging responsible management responsess® tadances. Combined with dynamic
treasury management practices, this maximises cantyrioenefit from the use of the City’s
financial resources - allowing the City to re-degpsavings or access unplanned revenues to
capitalise on emerging opportunities.

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION AND
COUNCIL DECISION ITEM 10.6.4

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

31 March 2010, the budget estimates for Revenue Ependiture for the 2009/2010

Financial Year, (adopted by Council on 10 July 2@0bfdl as subsequently amended by

resolutions of Council to date), be amended astheerfollowing attachments to the April

2010 Council Agenda:

* Amendments identified from normal operations in tQearterly Budget Review;
Attachment 10.6.4(1);

» Items funded by transfers to or from Reservégachment 10.6.4(2) and

» Cost neutral re-allocations of the existing Budgitachment 10.6.4(3).

CARRIED EN BLOC RESOLUTION
And By Required Absolute Majority
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10.6.5 Applications for Planning Approval Determingl Under Delegated

Authority
Location: City of South Perth
Applicant: Council
File Ref: GO/106
Date: 6 April 2010
Author: Rajiv Kapur, Manager Development Services
Reporting Officer: Vicki Lummer, Director DevelopmeCommunity Services

Summary
The purpose of this report is to advise Councilapplications for planning approval
determined under delegated authority during thetmohMarch 2010.

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

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

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

Comment

Council Delegation DC342 “Town Planning Scheme M. identifies the extent of
delegated authority conferred upon City officersrétation to applications for planning
approval. Delegation DC342 guides the administeatjwocess regarding referral of
applications to Council meetings or determinatioder delegated authority.

Consultation
During the month of March 2010, fifty-one (51) demment applications were determined
under delegated authority Attachment 10.6.5

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 Strategic Direction 6 “®@mance” within the Council’'s Strategic
Plan. Strategic Direction 6 is expressed in théovdhg terms: Ensure that the City’s
governance enables it to both respond to the comityi® vision and deliver on its service
promises in a sustainable manner.
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Sustainability Implications
Reporting of Applications for Planning Approval Benhined under Delegated Authority
contributes to the City’s sustainability by pronmgtieffective communication.

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION AND
COUNCIL DECISION ITEM 10.6.5

That the report anédittachment 10.6.5relating to delegated determination of applications
for planning approval during the month of March @0lke received.

CARRIED EN BLOC RESOLUTION

| 10.6.6  Use of the Common Seal |

Location: City of South Perth

Applicant: Council

File Ref: GO/106

Date: 8 April 2010

Author: Kay Russell, Executive Support Officer

Reporting Officer: Phil McQue, Governance and Auistration Manager
Summary

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

Background

At the October 2006 Ordinary Council Meeting thdldwing resolution was adopted:
“That Council receive a monthly report as part of @hAgenda, commencing at the
November 2006 meeting, on the use of the Commorl,disting seal number; date sealed;
department; meeting date / item number and reasondse.”

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

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

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

(ii) the nature of the document; and

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

Register

The Common Seal Register is maintained on an elgictdata base and is available for
inspection. Extracts from the Register on the afsthe Common Seal are provided each
month for Elected Member information.
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March 2010
Nature of document Parties Date
Seal affixed

Deed of Agreement to Lease | CoSP and Frederick Charles Grigg and Lenora Edna | 9 March 2010
Grigg

Deed of Lease CoSP and Frederick Charles Grigg and Lenora Edna | 9 March 2010
Grigg

Surrender of Lease CoSP and Millar Holdings Pty Ltd 9 March 2010

Sublease CoSP and Millar Holdings Pty Ltd and Graeme Ross | 9 March 2010
Millar

Amendment No 15 TPS No 6 | City of South Perth 9 March 2010

Amendment No 18 TPS No 6 | City of South Perth 9 March 2010

Surrender of Lease CoSP and Winifred May Marshall 13 March 2010

Deed of Agreement CoSP and Martha Helen Fischer 19 March 2010

Deed of Agreement CoSP and Winifred May Marshall 19 March 2010

Deed of Agreement CoSP and Norma Leslie Levitzke 19 March 2010

Deed of Agreement CoSP and Kenneth Joseph Savedra 19 March 2010

Deed of Agreement to Lease | CoSP and Arthur Frederick Liddelow and Roma | 19 March 2010
Geraldean Liddelow

Deed of Lease CoSP and Arthur Frederick Liddelow and Roma | 19 March 2010
Geraldean Liddelow

Deed of Lease CoSP and Sybil Dawn Watson 19 March 2010

Deed of Agreement to Lease | CoSP and Betty Joyce Hillier 29 March 2010

Deed of Lease CoSP and Betty Joyce Hillier 29 March 2010

Surrender of Lease CoSP and June Doris Laycock 30 March 2010

Delegation D346 Authority to | City of South Perth 30 March 2010

Issue Strata Title Certificates

Consultation
Not applicable.

Policy and Legislative Implications

Clause 21 of the City’s Standing Orders Local La&¥d2 describes the requirements for the

safe custody and proper use of the common seal.

Financial Implications
Nil.

Strategic Implications

The report aligns to ‘Governance’ at Direction 6tlé Strategic Plan Ensure that the
City’s governance enables it to both respond to ttmenmunity’s vision and deliver on its
service promises in a sustainable manner.

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

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION AND
COUNCIL DECISION ITEM 10.6.6

That the report on the use of the Common Seahfontonth of March 2010 be received.

CARRIED EN BLOC RESOLUTION
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11. APPLICATIONS FOR LEAVE OF ABSENCE

11.1  Application for Leave of Absence : Cr P Best |

| hereby apply for Leave of Absence from all Colinteetings for the period
6 — 8 May 2010 inclusive.

11.2  Application for Leave of Absence : Cr | Hasliey |

| hereby apply for Leave of Absence from all Colnbleetings for the period
17 to 19 May 2010 inclusive.

‘11.3 Application for Leave of Absence : Cr T Burravs |

| hereby apply for Leave of Absence from all Colinteetings for the period
22 April to 1 May inclusive and 17 to 19 May 20iflusive.

‘11.4 Application for Leave of Absence : Cr G Cridhnd |
(Note: Request ‘tabled’ at the Council meeting)

| hereby apply for Leave of Absence from all Colnbleetings for the period
4 May to 10 June and 28 June to 21 July 2010 $nau

COUNCIL DECISION ITEMS 11.1 TO 11.4
Moved Cr Wells, Sec Cr Trent

That Leave of Absence from all Council Meetingggbented to:

» Cr Best for the period 6 — 8 May 2010 inclusive;

* Cr Hasleby for the period 17 to 19 May 2010 intles

» Cr Burrows for the period 22 April to 1 May and tb719 May 2010 inclusive; and
» Cr Cridland for the period 4 May to 10 June andl@8e to 21 July 2010 inclusive.

CARRIED (11/0)

Note: The Manager Development Services retired from theting at 7.35pm
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12. MOTIONS OF WHICH PREVIOUS NOTICE HAS BEEN GIVEN

12.1 WALGA - Notice of Motion for AGM — Cr Trent

Location: South Perth

Applicant: Council

File Ref: GR/601

Date: 9 April 2010

Author: Cliff Frewing, Chief Executive Officer
Summary

The purpose of this report is to provide informatrelating to a proposed Notice of Motion
which, if adopted by Council, will be considered #ie Western Australian Local
Government Association [WALGA] Annual General Megtito be held on Saturday, 7
August 2010.

Background

The Annual General Meeting of WALGA will be held part of the Local Government
Convention. The agenda of the Annual General Mgeticludes a section For Members’
Notices of Motion. In this instance Members reféoslocal governments which have
previously supported Notices of Motion. Any Noticeé Motion must be provided to
WALGA by Monday, 14 June 2010.

Comment

Elected Members were advised to give consideratmrcorrespondence received from
WALGA in relation to submission of Motions to bensidered at the Annual General
Meeting of WALGA.

In response, Cr Trent has submitted the followingtié¢ of Motion for Council
consideration:

The ALGA call on the Federal and State Governmientievelop a plan to deal with
the predicted 35-45 million people predicted tadsding in Australia by 2050.

In support of this Motion Cr Trent has made théofelng comments:

* Local Governments across Australia provide and taainboth the infrastructure and
human services required to maintain life in Ausrahnd with the increasing
expectations as to what those services will bg @nticipated that the cost of providing
those services will be greater than it is today.

* Not only will new infrastructure be required, thest of maintaining or replacing
existing infrastructure will place an extreme burde Local Government.

The proposed Motion is justified for obvious reasolt is clear that Local Government is
becoming increasingly reliant on Commonwealth fagdigiven the reduction in State
Government grants to Local Government. Further, lthbor Government has become
increasingly involved in capital city planning arglanning for population growth is
consistent with this position.
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Summary
Council endorsement of individual Elected Membek®tions is necessary to enable
consideration by the WALGA State Council at its AGM

Consultation
All Elected Members have been invited to submit iblog for consideration at the WALGA
AGM.

Policy Implications
Action consistent with past procedures.

Financial Implications
Nil.

Strategic Implications

In line with the Strategic Plan, Direction 6: Gavance - Ensure that the City’'s
governance enables it to both respond to the comitys vision and deliver on its service
promises in a sustainable manner.”

| RECOMMENDATION ITEM 12.1 |

That Council adopt to the following Notice of Maoti proposed by Cr Trent to be
considered at the WALGA AGM on 7 August 2010.

The ALGA call on the Federal and State Governmientievelop a plan to deal with
the 35-45 million people predicted to be residingustralia by 2050.

MOTION
Moved Cr Trent, Sec Cr Best

That the ALGA call on the Federal and State Govemmisito develop a plan to deal with the
35 - 45 million people predicted to be residingAumstralia by 2050.

AMENDMENT
Moved Cr Cala, Sec Cr Best

That the Notice of Motion be amended by the indnsof the following additional words

after the worddn Australia by 2050.... in recognising the role of local government in
funding the provision of Services and Infrastruetur

The Mayor Put the Amendment. CARRIED (11/0)
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COUNCIL DECISION ITEM 12.1
The Mayor Put the Motion

The ALGA call on the Federal and State Governmentievelop a plan to deal with the 35-
45 million people predicted to be residing in AaSt by 2050 in recognising the role of
local government in funding the provision of Seed@nd Infrastructure.

CARRIED (11/0)

13. QUESTIONS FROM MEMBERS

13.1. Response to Previous Questions from Membergalen on Notice
Nil
13.2  Questions from Members

Nil

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

15. MEETING CLOSED TO PUBLIC

15.1  Matters for which the Meeting May be Closed.

| COUNCIL DECISION : MEETING CLOSED TO THE PUBLIC |
Moved Cr Skinner, Sec Cr Cala

That the meeting be closed to the public at 7.42pmaccordance with the.ocal
Government Act Sectidn23(2)(a) while Item 15.1.1 is discussed asldtes to a matter
affecting an employee.

CARRIED (11/0)

Note: The following staff and the remaining membershaf public gallery left the Council
Chamber at 7.42pm

Mr S Bell Director Infrastructure Services

Mr M Kent Director Financial and Information Searei

Ms V Lummer Director Development and Communityv&sgs
Ms C Husk City Communications Officer

The Council Chamber doors were closed at 7.45pm
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15.2

15.1.1 Recommendations from CEO Evaluation Commite Meeting Held
30 March 2010 CONFIDENTIAL Not to be Disclosed REPORT

Location: City of South Perth

Applicant: Council

Date: 1 April 2010

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

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

Note: Confidentialreport circulated separately.

MEMBERSHIP OF CEO EVALUATION COMMITTEE

Following discussion on Item 15.1.1 and in partcyboints of clarification raised it was
suggested by the Mayor that Cr Cala be nominated as'ember of this Committee as
currently the McDougall Ward was not represent€d Cala accepted nomination.

| COUNCIL DECISION 15.1.1 |
(A) Moved Cr Skinner, Sec Cr Cala

That Council adopts the CEO Evaluation CommitteedRenendations as contained
in ConfidentialReport Item 15.1.1 of the April 2010 Council Meegtin

(B) Moved Cr Trent, Sec Cr Hasleby
That Cr Cala be appointed as a member of the CEDuEWon Committee.

CARRIED (11/0)

| COUNCIL DECISION : MEETING OPEN TO THE PUBLIC |
Moved Cr Doherty, Sec Cr Trent

That the meeting be again open to the public &pfrd
CARRIED (11/0)

Public Reading of Resolutions that may be madeublic.
For the benefit of the 5 members of the publicagglthat returned to the Council Chamber
the Minute Secretary read aloud the Council degisidtem 15.1.1.

16. CLOSURE
The Mayor closed the meeting at 7.50pm and thaekedyone for their attendance.
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DISCLAIMER

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

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

These Minutes were confirmed at a meeting on 25 Ma3010

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

27/04/2010 7:16:12 PM

Item 7.1.1 Motion Passed 11/0

Yes: Mayor James Best, Cr Veronica Lawrance, Cr lan Hasleby, Cr Glenn Cridland, Cr Peter Best, Cr Kevin Trent, Cr
Susanne Doherty, Cr Betty Skinner, Cr Rob Grayden, Cr Roy Wells, Cr Colin Cala

No: Absent: Cr Travis Burrows, Cr Les Ozsdolay, Casting Vote

27/04/2010 7:16:43 PM

Item 7.1.2 Motion Passed 11/0

Yes: Mayor James Best, Cr Veronica Lawrance, Cr lan Hasleby, Cr Glenn Cridland, Cr Peter Best, Cr Kevin Trent, Cr
Susanne Doherty, Cr Betty Skinner, Cr Rob Grayden, Cr Roy Wells, Cr Colin Cala

No: Absent: Cr Travis Burrows, Cr Les Ozsdolay, Casting Vote

27/04/2010 7:17:13 PM

Item 7.2.1 and 7.2.2 Motion Passed 11/0

Yes: Mayor James Best, Cr Veronica Lawrance, Cr lan Hasleby, Cr Glenn Cridland, Cr Peter Best, Cr Kevin Trent, Cr
Susanne Doherty, Cr Betty Skinner, Cr Rob Grayden, Cr Roy Wells, Cr Colin Cala

No: Absent: Cr Travis Burrows, Cr Les Ozsdolay, Casting Vote

27/04/2010 7:19:01 PM

Item 8.1.1 Motion Passed 11/0

Yes: Mayor James Best, Cr Veronica Lawrance, Cr lan Hasleby, Cr Glenn Cridland, Cr Peter Best, Cr Kevin Trent, Cr
Susanne Doherty, Cr Betty Skinner, Cr Rob Grayden, Cr Roy Wells, Cr Colin Cala

No: Absent: Cr Travis Burrows, Cr Les Ozsdolay, Casting Vote

27/04/2010 7:19:37 PM

Item 8.4.1 Motion Passed 11/0

Yes: Mayor James Best, Cr Veronica Lawrance, Cr lan Hasleby, Cr Glenn Cridland, Cr Peter Best, Cr Kevin Trent, Cr
Susanne Doherty, Cr Betty Skinner, Cr Rob Grayden, Cr Roy Wells, Cr Colin Cala

No: Absent: Cr Travis Burrows, Cr Les Ozsdolay, Casting Vote

27/04/2010 7:22:52 PM

Iltem 9 en Bloc Motion Passed 11/0

Yes: Mayor James Best, Cr Veronica Lawrance, Cr lan Hasleby, Cr Glenn Cridland, Cr Peter Best, Cr Kevin Trent, Cr
Susanne Doherty, Cr Betty Skinner, Cr Rob Grayden, Cr Roy Wells, Cr Colin Cala

No: Absent: Cr Travis Burrows, Cr Les Ozsdolay, Casting Vote

27/04/2010 7:25:02 PM

Item 10.0.2 Motion Passed 11/0

Yes: Mayor James Best, Cr Veronica Lawrance, Cr lan Hasleby, Cr Glenn Cridland, Cr Peter Best, Cr Kevin Trent, Cr
Susanne Doherty, Cr Betty Skinner, Cr Rob Grayden, Cr Roy Wells, Cr Colin Cala

No: Absent: Cr Travis Burrows, Cr Les Ozsdolay, Casting Vote

27/04/2010 7:35:28 PM

Item 10.3.1 Motion Passed 11/0

Yes: Mayor James Best, Cr Veronica Lawrance, Cr lan Hasleby, Cr Glenn Cridland, Cr Peter Best, Cr Kevin Trent, Cr
Susanne Doherty, Cr Betty Skinner, Cr Rob Grayden, Cr Roy Wells, Cr Colin Cala

No: Absent: Cr Travis Burrows, Cr Les Ozsdolay, Casting Vote
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27/04/2010 7:36:26 PM

Item 11.1 to 11.4 Leave of absence...Motion Passed 11/0

Yes: Mayor James Best, Cr Veronica Lawrance, Cr lan Hasleby, Cr Glenn Cridland, Cr Peter Best, Cr Kevin Trent, Cr
Susanne Doherty, Cr Betty Skinner, Cr Rob Grayden, Cr Roy Wells, Cr Colin Cala

No: Absent: Cr Travis Burrows, Cr Les Ozsdolay, Casting Vote

27/04/2010

Amendment Item 12.1......Passed 11/0

Yes: Mayor James Best, Cr Veronica Lawrance, Cr lan Hasleby, Cr Glenn Cridland, Cr Peter Best, Cr Kevin Trent, Cr
Susanne Doherty, Cr Betty Skinner, Cr Rob Grayden, Cr Roy Wells, Cr Colin Cala

No: Absent: Cr Travis Burrows, Cr Les Ozsdolay, Casting Vote

27/04/2010

Item 12.1 Motion Passed 11/0

Yes: Mayor James Best, Cr Veronica Lawrance, Cr lan Hasleby, Cr Glenn Cridland, Cr Peter Best, Cr Kevin Trent, Cr
Susanne Doherty, Cr Betty Skinner, Cr Rob Grayden, Cr Roy Wells, Cr Colin Cala

No: Absent: Cr Travis Burrows, Cr Les Ozsdolay, Casting Vote

27/04/2010

Meeting Closed to be Public Motion Passed 11/0

Yes: Mayor James Best, Cr Veronica Lawrance, Cr lan Hasleby, Cr Glenn Cridland, Cr Peter Best, Cr Kevin Trent, Cr
Susanne Doherty, Cr Betty Skinner, Cr Rob Grayden, Cr Roy Wells, Cr Colin Cala

No: Absent: Cr Travis Burrows, Cr Les Ozsdolay, Casting Vote

27/04/2010

Item 15.1.1 Motion Passed 11/0

Yes: Mayor James Best, Cr Veronica Lawrance, Cr lan Hasleby, Cr Glenn Cridland, Cr Peter Best, Cr Kevin Trent, Cr
Susanne Doherty, Cr Betty Skinner, Cr Rob Grayden, Cr Roy Wells, Cr Colin Cala

No: Absent: Cr Travis Burrows, Cr Les Ozsdolay, Casting Vote

27/04/2010 7.45pm

Meeting Again Open to Public Motion Passed 11/0

Yes: Mayor James Best, Cr Veronica Lawrance, Cr lan Hasleby, Cr Glenn Cridland, Cr Peter Best, Cr Kevin Trent, Cr
Susanne Doherty, Cr Betty Skinner, Cr Rob Grayden, Cr Roy Wells, Cr Colin Cala

No: Absent: Cr Travis Burrows, Cr Les Ozsdolay, Casting Vote
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