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South Pert}

APRIL ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING
(due to public holidays April Meeting held 3 May)

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

held in the Council Chamber, Sandgate Street, South Perth
Tuesday 3 May 2011 at 7.00pm

DECLARATION OF OPENING / ANNOUNCEMENT OF VISITOR S

The Mayor opened the meeting at 7.00pm and welcognedyone in attendance. He then
paid respect to the Noongar peoples, past andrgrase traditional custodians of the land
we are meeting on, and acknowledged their deemépef attachment to country.

DISCLAIMER
The Mayor read aloud the City’s Disclaimer.

ANNOUNCEMENTS FROM THE PRESIDING MEMBER
3.1 Activities Report Mayor Best / Council Represetatives
Note: Mayor / Council Representatives Activities Repfat the month of March 2011
attached to the back of the Agenda.

3.2 Public Question Time
The Mayor advised the public gallery that ‘Publioetion Time’ forms were available in
the foyer and on the website for anyone wantingutamit a written question. He referred to
clause 6.7 of the Standing orders Local Law ‘proced for question time’ and stated that it
is preferable that questions are received in advafthe Council Meetings in order for the
Administration to have time to prepare responses.

3.3 Audio Recording of Council meeting
The Mayor reported that the meeting is being awdanrded in accordance with Council
Policy P673 *“Audio Recording of Council Meetingahd Clause 6.16 of the Standing
Orders Local Law 2007 which staté# person is not to use any electronic, visual or
vocal recording device or instrument to record theoceedings of the Council without the
permission of the Presiding Memberand stated that as Presiding Member he gave
permission for the Administration to record prodagd of the Council meeting.

3.4 Withdrawal of Item 10.3.2 at Officers’ Request
The Mayor advised that at the officer’'s requegmit10.3.2 idNithdrawn from the April
Council Agenda for the purpose of completing theday required advertising for No.6 and
6a Downey Drive. Following completion of the adisng this proposal will be considered
at the earliest available Council meeting.
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3.5 Response to February Council Meeting Commendain
The Mayor reported on correspondence received ffenmifer Mathews, Director General
of the Department of Local Government, acknowledgthe CEO’s commendation of
Council at its February Meeting. He then read dlthe following paragraphs:

“Given past events that necessitate monitoring atiter measures being put in place, it is
most gratifying to note your positive comments wodr recent commendation to Council
regarding the high level of maturity and respedtienced during debate at meetings.

The fact that you believe that meetings are bearglacted at such a mature level that other
local governments could benefit from Council’'s egbanis an endorsement of both the
measures put in place and the commitment of cdargito establish a high standard of

behaviour reflective of the privilege it is to regent the South Perth community.”

ATTENDANCE

Mayor J Best (Chair)

Councillors:

| Hasleby

V Lawrance
P Best

T Burrows

C Cala

R Grayden

B Skinner

K Trent, RFD

Officers:

Mr C Frewing
Mr S Bell

Mr M Kent

Ms V Lummer
Ms D Gray

Mr R Kapur

Mr P McQue
Ms P Arevalo
Mr R Bercov
Ms W Patterson
Mr R Woodman
Mrs K Russell

Civic Ward

Civic Ward

Como Beach Ward
Manning Ward
McDougall Ward
Mill Point Ward
Mill Point Ward
Moresby Ward

Chief Executive Officer
Director Infrastructure Services
Director Financial and Information Sesei
Director Development and CommunityvBess
Manager Financial Services
Manager Development Services

Manager Governance and Administration
Marketing Officer

Strategic Urban Planning Adviser

City Sustainability Coordinator (U&t00pm)
Corporate Projects Officer

Minute Secretary

Gallery There were 25 members of the public present amérbers of the press.
4.1 Apologies

Nil
4.2 Approved Leave of Absence

Cr G Cridland Como Beach Ward

Cr L P Ozsdolay Manning Ward

Cr P Howat McDougall Ward

Cr S Doherty Moresby Ward

5. DECLARATION OF INTEREST
Nil
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6. PUBLIC QUESTION TIME

6.1

6.2

Response to Previous Public Questions Taken blotice
At the Council meeting held 22 March 2011 thereen® questions was taken on notice:

Public Question Time : 3.5.2011

Opening of Public Question Time

The Mayor stated that in accordance with tloeal Government Aategulations question
time would be limited to 15 minutes. He said thakesfions are to be in writing and
guestions received prior to this meeting will bevaered tonight, if possible or alternatively
may be taken on notice. Questions received in agvar the meeting will be dealt with
first, long questions will be paraphrased and samsimilar questions asked at previous
meetings will not be responded to and the persdnbeidirected to the Council Minutes
where the response was provided. The Mayor thenaxgpPublic Question Time at 7.06pm.

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

[6.2.1 Mrs Maxine Pendal, 13/15 Swan Street, SoutteRh |
(Written Questions submitted prior to the meeting)

Summary of Question

1. Should Heritage House, once the Council Charfdrehe original Road Board of South
Perth and therefore having strong historical sigaifce, not be kept for the people of this
City and its many visitors and proudly show that ity values its art and culture and in
particular, the famous Gibbs family?

2. What consultations have occurred between thelpesf this City and in particular the
Historical Society and the Trust Fund of the Maypl&& Art Collection?

3. Do the Councillors of the City of South Pertmkhit relevant that other activities related
to heritage which occur within the City should alsave the right to have access to
Heritage House and therefore how could they cond&desing the building for any other
purpose?

Summary of Response

The Mayor responded as follows:

1. Over the years, Heritage House has been usadCamincil office, Doctors surgery,
rented to a security firm, ticketing agency, haméhe Local Studies collection and
May & Herbert Gibbs collection and gallery. In ratéimes Heritage House has been
used as the base for the Local Studies collectimh @allery. The Local Studies
collection (and associated staff resource) hava belecated to the new civic centre
library where it can be managed more appropriateljhe Council has yet to
determine how the building will be managed in thaufe but it is still proposed to
house the May and Herbert Gibbs collection andteixtiie collection periodically.
Preliminary discussions have been held withSibieth Perth Historical Society.

The Council has yet to form a view on the futtn@nagement of Heritage House. The
building is a valuable community facility and théjective is to ensure that its
ultimate use benefits the whole of the communitd adds to the vibrancy of the
precinct.

wn
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[6.2.2 Ms Lynn O'Hara, South Perth Historical Sociey

(Written Questions submitted prior to the meeting)

Summary of Question

1.

The Historical Society have received numerougugies from members and residents
regarding the future use of Heritage House-CultGeaitre. Could the City advise details
which will enable us to inform them that Heritageude will remain a Cultural Centre
for residents?

. The Society notes that the City has assured ugiting that heritage House will remain

housing the May and Herbert Gibbs collection - mayask details of future exhibitions
of this collection at Heritage House - Heritageue having undergone significant and
expensive renovations to enable even temperatghtinig etc?

Summary of Response

The Mayor responded as follows:

1.

Options are currently being considered regartiiegduture management of Heritage
House. When the options have been identified, dastel received council
consideration, the views of the Historical Sociatyl the May Gibbs Trust will be
sought. It is noted that the Phillip Pendal Youiegitage Award and Exhibition is
planned to be held at Heritage House commencidgrie 2011.

The City is looking at the potential to run aibition later this year in conjunction
with a book planned to be published on May Gibbs

|6.2.3 Mr Barrie Drake, 2 Scenic Crescent, South Pdr |

(Written Questions submitted prior to the meeting)

Summary of Question

Questions relate to those asked at the March CoMiegting re development at No. 9 Lamb
Street, South Perth. The Deputy Mayor responddtiédirst 4 of my questions by saying
“The existing height was measured from the Buildifggnce Plans”

PR

o

What Building Licence Plans were they?

How was the height measured?

What was the height that was measured?

Can | see a copy of the Building Licence Plaméctv were used to calculate the
height?

The CEO gave alternative answers to the firat fpuestions — why weren't his
answers recorded in the Minutes?

On 8 March 2011 | wrote to the City of South tRerequesting documents in
accordance with the Freedom of Information Act 188@cerning the development
at No. 9 Lamb Street, South Perth. When will thiguest be acknowledged and the
requested documents provided?
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Summary of Response

The Mayor responded as follows:

1.
2.
3.

4,
5.

The building licence plans were of the existingelling on the property.

The height was measured using the details sloovthe plans

As stated in the Council report in August 2010the existing building height is
8.82 metres (12.36 m AHD)...'

If the owner of the property provides his writggermission you may see the plans.
There were no ‘alternative answers’ providedhigyCEO at the March Council
Meeting. In response to a further ‘verbal’ queaised by Mr Drake, the CEO stated
that.....many things are mentioned by Councillors in delbatieunless they are the
subject of a Council resolution they are generalty acted upon — the answer has
been given, the measurement was taken from thdirogitblans and that was
explained to Councillors at the Council Briefing/as a Surveyor engaged — No.
The FOI request relating to the development@atN_amb Street, South Perth was
acknowledged and the information provided to Mrkgran 3 May 2011.

16.2.4

Mr Lindsay Jamieson, 14 Tralee Way, Waterford |

(Written Questions submitted prior to the meeting)

Summary of Question

1.

We know the Department of Local Government caimsiruct the CEO to perform
an action, that responsibility belongs with Counklibwever on Agenda Item 3.4 at
the 22 March 2011 Council meeting the CEO did nowige Council visibility to
paragraphs 3, 4 and 5 of the letter from the Depamt of Local Government, all
three of which the CEO was non-compliant (whichhis prerogative). By not
providing paragraphs 3, 4 and 5 the CEO was nogb@pen, visible and
accountable to Council. Why was Council not prodidéne whole truth for
openness, visibility and accountability so that @@ucould determine if the CEO’s
actions were appropriate?

At the time of the meeting, was the Chair of #2eMarch 2011 Council meeting,
Deputy Mayor Doherty, aware of the existence obpgeaphs 3, 4 and 5 of the letter
from DoLG, and that the CEO was non-compliant wlithse three paragraphs?
Standard process at meetings, including smathlldP&Cs, is that inward
correspondence be tabled, but this did not ocauadenda item 3.4 at the 22 March
2011 Council meeting. Will Council modify its pegses so that correspondence is
tabled in full thus ensuring the whole truth andempess, visibility and
accountability are established

Summary of Response

The Mayor responded as follows:

1.

Mr Jamieson would not be aware that prior to@oencil meeting on 22 March, the
CEO addressed the Council during the dinner breakread the entire contents of
the letter to all Councillors present (about 4 shp@aragraphs). The CEO informed
the Councillors of his intent to summarise the egpondence at “Announcements
from the Presiding Member”. The relevant portiortlué correspondence was read
out at the meeting and recorded in the Minutes.

The Deputy Mayor was aware of paragraphs :iditaas were other Councillors
present at the meeting.

The Council is not a “small local P&C — if tlity were to adopt the proposition of
tabling correspondence received we would meet fareak and not conduct any
business.
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[6.2.5 Mr Chris Gorrill, 25/8 Darley Street, South Rerth
(Written Questions “Tabled” at the meeting)

Summary of Question
1. The City’s justification for proposing AmendmeXb. 25 to the TPS6 at this time
when:

(a) there is no prospect for a South Perth Tra@ti@t in the foreseeable future,
if ever, and when there are better and more apateppublic transport
options for South Perth.

(b) State Planning Policy 4.2 (released August 20désignates South Perth
(Peninsula) as a “District Centre”

(© The intended level of development will desttbg village character of the
Mill Point Precinct for all time?

2. How much has the City spent on professional witensts’ reports to support the case
for intensive high rise development in a South iP@BD in the guise of a station
precinct?

3. What is the intended use of the $2M station ipotcreserve that has been

accumulated since 20067

Summary of Response

The Mayor responded that:

1. Council is working on securing a train statiakimg into account feedback from the
“Community Visioning” future plan under the strategdirection of “Housing” with
emphasis on better public transport options. lati@h to part (b) ie District Centre a
Transport Oriented Development (TOD) node will leveloped in that area once
the Town Planning Scheme is amended. In respanpart (c) Council is mindful
that when you increase density it has to be atgtith good streetscapes and it is
incumbent on this Council to achieve this outcome.

2. this question is Taken on Notice.

3. the Civic Triangle, which is included in our &ggic Plan allows for
re-development of this area which includes theRatice Station, Post Office etc

Close of Public Question Time
There being no further written questions the Maglosed Public Question Time at 7.20pm

7. CONFIRMATION OF MINUTES AND TABLING OF NOTES OF BRIEFINGS AND
OTHER MEETINGS UNDER CLAUSE 19.1

7.1 MINUTES
7.1.1 Ordinary Council Meeting Held: 22.3.2011

COUNCIL DECISION ITEM 7.1.1
Moved Cr Trent, Sec Cr Grayden

That the Minutes of the Ordinary Council Meetindgdh22 March 2011 be taken as read and

confirmed as a true and correct record.
CARRIED (9/0)

10
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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 P672 “Agenda Briefings,
Concept Forums and Workshops”, and document t@titsdic the subject of each Briefing.
The practice of listing and commenting on briefiagssions, is recommended by the
Department of Local Government and Regional Dgvakent’'s“Council Forums Paper”
as a way of advising the public and being on pulglcord.

7.2.1

7.2.2

7.2.3

7.2.4

Agenda Briefing - March Ordinary Council Meding and Australia Day 2011
Feedback - Held: 15.3.2011

Officers of the City presented background informatand answered questions on
items identified from the March 2011 Council Agen@ansultant, P Roaen gave a
presentation on ‘feedback’ following the 2011 AaBt Day events. Notes from the
Agenda Briefing are included astachment 7.2.1.

Concept Forum — Big Ideas Breakfast - Meetingeld: 16.3.2011
Representatives from the Cities of South Perth Badville and the Town of
Victoria Park attended a ‘Big Ideas Breakfast” preation by MacroPlan Australia
on “Australia to 2050 - future Challenges - Whatesloit mean for Local
Government”. Notes from the Concept Briefing arduded atAttachment 7.2.2.

Concept Forum — Climate Change Strategy and uBlget Process — Strategic
Financial Plan Projections - Meeting Held: 29.3.201

The City Sustainability Coordinator gave a presmeon thedraft Climate Change
Strategy. The Director Financial and Informatican&ces provided an overview of
the Budget process/theme and economic environmegether with Strategic
Financial Plan projections. Following each preagoh Members raised questions
and points of clarification which were respondedyothe officers. Notes from the
Concept Briefing are included Attachment 7.2.3.

Concept Forum — Como Furniture Mart Proposal and Kensington and
Arlington Design Guidelines - Meeting Held: 5.4.201

Mr Dart (applicant) gave a presentation on a prapfis the Como Furniture Mart
at No. 123 Melville Parade, Como. RepresentativesifTPG Town Planning and
Urban Design gave a presentation on the KensinDesign Guidelines. Following
each presentation Members raised questions andspafirclarification which were
responded to by the presenters/officers. Notes ftbhen Concept Briefing are
included atAttachment 7.2.4.

COUNCIL DECISION ITEMS 7.2.1TO 7.2.4

Moved Cr Cala, Sec Cr Burrows

That the comments and attached Notes under Itedik 0. 7.2.4 on Council Briefings held
since the last Ordinary Council Meeting be noted.

CARRIED (9/0)

11
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8.

PRESENTATIONS

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

8.1.1 Petition received from David Kennedy, 10 Dalak Street, Como together with

seven (7) signatures in relation to parking signsn the south side of Davilak
Road between Edgecumbe and Lockhart Streets.

Text of petition reads: “We, the undersigned request that Council revigsv i
placement of 4 hour parking signs on only the saidl of the Davilak Street road
segment between Edgecombe and Lockhart Streets...”.

RECOMMENDATION

That the petition received from David Kennedy, l1@vilak Street, Como together
with seven (7) signatures in relation to parkirgns on the south side of Davilak
Road between Edgecumbe and Lockhart Streets, bé/edcand forwarded to the
Infrastructure Services Directorate for investigatiand report to the earliest
available Council Meeting.

The Mayor read aloud the text of the Petition.

COUNCIL DECISION ITEM 8.1.1 |

Moved Cr Best, Sec Cr Burrows

That the petition received from David Kennedy, l1@vilak Street, Como together
with seven (7) signatures in relation to parkiigns on the south side of Davilak
Road between Edgecumbe and Lockhart Streets, bé/edcand forwarded to the
Infrastructure Services Directorate for investigatiand report to the earliest
available Council Meeting.

CARRIED (9/0)

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

8.2.1 Australia Day 2011 Celebration — Thank you fsm the City of Perth
The Mayor presented a framed collage of photographshe 2011 City of Perth
Skyworks theme “Celebrating Families” from the Ldvhyor of Perth Lisa Scaffidi in
recognition of the City of South Perth’s contrilmutito the 2011 event.

8.2.2 Certificate of Accreditation — Collier Park Hostel
The Mayor presented a Certificate to the City icognition of the Collier Park Hostel
having been accredited by the Aged Care StandamdsAazcreditation Agency to
14 April 2014.
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8.3 DEPUTATIONS - A formal process where members of the community may, with prior permission, address
the Council on Agenda items where they have a direct interest in the Agenda item.

8.3.1 Deputations at Council Agenda Briefing 19 Apr2011
Deputations in relation to Agenda Items 10.0.3310.and 10.4.1 were heard at the
April Council Agenda Briefing held on 19 April 2011

Note: Dueto the lateness of the advice letters sent out irtioeldo Amendment

No. 25 at Item 10.4.1 on the April Agenda, Depuatagion Item 10.4.1 were
accepted at the April Council Meeting held 3 Mag12.

8.3.2 Deputations at April Council Meeting 3 May 221

‘Nick and Fran Bell, 28/8 Darley Street, South Perth  Agenda ltem 10.4.1

Mr Bell spoke against the officer recommendationitain 10.4.1“South Perth

Station Precinct — Amendment No. 251 the following points:

e proposed South Perth Train Station being used psthication for intensive
development, creating more commercial and mixedzoses, generally relaxing
building by-laws when it is clear there is no pmedpof the station becoming
viable in the foreseeable future.

« what possible advantages might the proposal affexisting ratepayers by way
of compensation for suffering increases in noisfit and disruption during the
building phase as well as loss of amenity, incrédsaffic and likely increased
crime

« given the stated mission of both Mill Point Wardu@oillors is to preserve the
village character of South Perth — explain howghgposal can be anything else
than diametrically opposed to this

Paul Ruthven, 5/24 Charles Street, South Perth Agenda Item 10.4.1 \

Mr Ruthven spoke against the officer recommendagibhiem 10.4.XSouth Perth

Station Precinct — Amendment No. 2%1 the following points:

» station precinct proposal mainly benefits develspeanting to maximise profits
from increased building heights and businesses im@rb increase their real
estate values

 station precinct proposal disadvantages residents Variety of reason
- loss of river views
- increased height limits — why 13 storey officedis
- amenity / streetscape
- noise/ crime
- adverse impact on existing residents
- decrease in property values of strata titled tapemts
- station can be achieved while still maintainintjage’ lifestyle

e Council should give more weight to negative impaatsresidents who have
invested their life-saving in their home ratherrth@® the potential financial
benefits to developers and business owners - askhé status quo in relation to
building heights be maintained
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David Vinnicombe & Joseph Geha, 9 Harper Tce, SouttPerth .... Agenda
Iltem 10.4.1

Mr Geha, as an owner of No. 11 Harper Terrace, espbk the officer
recommendation at Item 10.4'South Perth Station Precinct — Amendment No. 25”
on the following points:

« request Amendment No. 25 be modified to includetfortion of No. 11 Harper
Terrace (67 South Perth Esplanade) in the Mend=etS8ub-Precinct for the
following reasons:

- 67 South Perth Esplanade will be the only prop&ating Harper Terrace
which cannot be developed to the full commerciateptal as other
properties in the street

- The whole of 11 Harper Terrace. inclusive of auth Perth Esplanade
frontage is ideally suited to commercial developtneh restaurants and
speciality shops

- the demarcation between commercial and residensias facing Harper
Terrace and South Perth Esplanade can adequatetpriimlled through
design controls

- the continuation of commercial land uses is ingnarto maintain continuity
of pedestrian movement around the locality and erage through
movement to the Civic Triangle.

Mr Vinnicombe, as an owner of No. 11 Harper Terraggoke for the officer

recommendation on the following points:

« looking at improving development potential of NG. Harper Terrace

» proposal similar to that of Incontro Restaurantliends Street

« acknowledge there is an opportunity to make a ss&iori when Amendment
No. 25 goes to advertising

« would like Council to address requested changedpgsed Amendment prior to
advertising

8.3.3 Request for Deputation — Mr Lindsay Jamiesor former Councillor
Request received from Mr Jamieson on 18 April 2fitla ‘Deputation to Address
Council’ on Agenda Item 3.4 of the March 2011 CduNteeting.

MOTION TO ACCEPT DEPUTATION
The Mayor called for a Motion in support of Mr Jasdn’'s request for a
‘Deputation to Address Council’ on Item 3.4 of tdarch 2011 Council Meeting.

COUNCIL DECISION ITEM 8.3.3

There was no Motion put forward by Members at I&63 LAPSED

Deputations Closed
The Mayor closed Deputations at 7.50pm
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9.

10.

8.4 COUNCIL DELEGATES REPORTS

8.4.1. Council Delegate: Two Rivers Catchment Group February 2011
Cr Ozsdolay attended the Two Rivers Catchment Gidepting on 9 February
2011 at the City of South Perth. The Minutes @ Two Rivers Catchment Group
Meeting are available on th@ouncil website and aAttachment 8.4.1.

RECOMMENDATION
That the Minutes atttachment 8.4.1 of the Two Rivers Catchment Group
Meeting Held: 9 February 2011 be received.

ICOUNCIL DECISION ITEM 8.4.1 |
Moved Cr Best, Sec Cr Skinner

That the Minutes a#ttachment 8.4.1 of the Two Rivers Catchment Group

Meeting Held: 9 February 2011 be received.
CARRIED (9/0)

8.5 CONFERENCE DELEGATES REPORTS |

Nil

METHOD OF DEALING WITH AGENDA BUSINESS

The Mayor advised the meeting that with the exoeptf the items identified to be withdrawn for
discussion, the reports, including the officer racmendations, would be adopted en bloc, ie all
together. He then sought confirmation from thee€Eixecutive Officer that all the report items had
been discussed at the Agenda Briefing held on 14 2p11.

The Chief Executive Officer confirmed that this wamrect with the exception of late Item 10.6.7
(Budget Overview) which was discussed at a ConBepting held on 27 April 2011.

WITHDRAWN ITEMS
Item 10.0.3 Alternative Motion
Item 10.4.1 Alternative Motion

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

That the officer recommendations in relation to Adg Items 10.0.1, 10.0.2, 10.2.1, 10.2.2, 10.2.3,
10.3.1, 10.3.3, 10.5.1, 10.6.1, 10.6.2, 10.6.%.4010.6.5. 10.6.6., and 10.6.8 be carried en. bloc

CARRIED (9/0)

Note: City Sustainability Coordinator retired from the etiag at 8.00pm.

REPORTS
10.0 MATTERS REFERRED FROM PREVIOUS COUNCIL MEETING

10.0.1 Amendment No. 23 to TPS No. 6: Child Day CarCentres and Consulting Rooms
Report on Submissions(ltem 10.0.1 October 2010 Council meeting refers)

Location: City of South Perth

Applicant: Council

File Ref: LP/209/23

Date: 1 April 2011

Author: Emmet Blackwell, Strategic Planning Officer

Reporting Officer: Vicki Lummer, Director Developmieand Community Services

15



MINUTES : APRIL ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING HELD: 3 MY 2011

Summary

The objective of Amendment No. 23 to the City’'s ToRlanning Scheme No. 6 (TPS6) is to relax
the provisions pertaining to the locations wher€laild Day Care Centre’ or ‘Consulting Rooms’
may be considered appropriate. For both land ubesroad name lists in Table 4 of TPS6 are
proposed to be deleted. In relation to a Child BDaye Centre, Table 4 already contains a provision
stating that, when a Child Day Care Centre is psepdn the Residential zone, Council’s preference
is for this land use to be located adjacent torattie-generating uses such as commercial centres,
recreation and educational facilities. That prawisiis being retained. For Consulting Rooms
proposed in the Residential zone, Table 4 will griblthis land use on cul-de-sac roads and instead
require Consulting Rooms to be located on ‘throughads.

The draft Amendment was endorsed by the CoundDdétober 2010 and has been advertised for
community comment. The two submissions that wereived are discussed in the Report on
Submissions afttachment 10.0.1(a).The recommendation is that Amendment No. 23 pbtee
finalisation with modification and that this recomnuation be forwarded to the Minister for
Planning for final approval of the Amendment.

Background

This report includes the following attachments:

Attachment 10.0.1(a) Report on Submissions.

Attachment 10.0.1(b) Schedule of Submissions.

Attachment 10.0.1(c) Modified Amendment No. 23 text for final adoption.

Amendment No. 23 was initiated at the October 2CHuncil meeting. The statutory process
requires that the draft Amendment proposal be mefleto the Environmental Protection Authority
(EPA) for assessment prior to it being advertised dommunity comment. The prerequisite
clearance from the EPA was received on 1 Decemd&0,2allowing community advertising and
consultation to proceed.

Comment

The community consultation in relation to the pregd Amendment No. 23 was initiated on 25
January and concluded on 11 March 2011. The prop@saadvertised in the manner described in
the ‘Consultation’ section of this report and résdlin two submission3he personal details of the
submitters are confidential, but are available @wouncillor scrutiny in the Council Members’

lounge. However, the submissions are discussed in the ReporSubmissions afttachment
10.0.1(a)and in greater detail in the Schedule of SubmissiahAttachment 10.0.1(b) The
Schedule also contains recommendations on each issged by the submitters, for consideration
and adoption by the Council. After considering thémissions, the Council needs to resolve
whether to recommend to the Minister that the Ammeadt should proceed, with or without
modification, or should not proceed. When the Cdisncecommendations have been conveyed to
the Minister for Planning, he is responsible fa fimal determination of the Amendment.

An additional recommended modification to Amendmétd. 23 which is not a result of the
submissions received, relates to a recently digegvenconsistency within the amended Scheme
Text, specifically Table 4. For ‘Child Day Care @®s’, currently the Scheme Amendment
documents delete requirement No. 10 within colunf@ther Development Requirements’ which
prescribes ‘minimum outdoor playing space’. Howeatisting requirement No. 9 which relates to
‘minimum indoor playing space’ also needs to beetgl, as the replacement provisions in Table 4
include requirements for both ‘indoor and outdolaryjimg space’.
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Consultation

The statutory advertising required by thewn Planning Regulation§,own Planning Scheme No. 6

and City policies, was undertaken in the manneslved at the October 2010 Council meeting, as

follows:

¢ A community consultation period of 46 days.

» Southern Gazette newspaper notice in two issuety WWpdate’ column - on 25 January and 8
February 2011.

* Notices and Amendment documents displayed in QBaatre customer foyer, in the City's
Libraries and Heritage House, and on the City’s giédb (‘Out for Comment’).

The required minimum advertising period is 42 day$n this occasion, the actual advertising
period was 46 days. During the advertising periaa, submissions were received. One of these is
detailed and complex and has resulted in the Cbsimécommendation to modify the original
Amendment proposals, contributing to a more apjpatgoutcome.

The Report on Submissions and Schedule of SubmissitAttachments 10.0.1(a)and 10.0.1(b)
respectivelywill be provided to the Western Australian Plannidgmmission (WAPC) for further
consideration and for recommendation to the MiniiePlanning.

In anticipation of the Minister’s support, the finmodified Amendment text will also be provided
to the WAPC and the Minister. A copy of each sugsiain, in full, has been placed in the Council
Members’ Lounge for perusal prior to the Counciletiey. The submissions will also be provided,
in full, to the WAPC and the Minister.

Policy and Legislative Implications

The statutory Scheme Amendment process is sehdhbeifown Planning Regulationhe process

as it relates to the proposed Amendment No. 28%isised below, together with the time frame
associated with each stage of the process. Thagessivhich have been completed, including the
forthcoming consideration at the 3 May 2011 Counwmkting, are shaded:

day period

Stage of Amendment Process Time
Preliminary consultation under Policy P355 Not applicable
Council resolution to initiate Amendment No. 23 to TPS6 26 October 2010
Council adoption of draft Amendment No. 23 for advertising purposes 26 October 2010
Referral of draft Amendment proposals to EPA for environmental assessment during a 28 8 November 2009

Receipt of EPA’s response

1 December 2010

Public advertising period of not less than 42 days

25 January - 11

March 2011
Council consideration of Report on Submissions in relation to Amendment No. 23 3 May 2011
Referral to the WA Planning Commission and Minister for consideration:
¢ Report on Submissions;
*  Schedule of Submissions; .
»  Council's recommendations on the proposed Amendment No.23; Mid-May 2011
» Three signed and sealed copies of the modified Amendment No. 23 documents for final

approval.

Minister's final determination of Amendment No. 23 to TPS6 Unknown
Publication of the approved Amendment No. 23 notice in Government Gazette Unknown
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Following the Council’s decision to recommend te tfinister that Amendment No. 23 proceed
with modifications, three copies of the modified amiment document will be executed by the City,
including application of the City Seal to each copyose documents will be forwarded to the
WAPC with the Council’'s recommendation.

Financial Implications

Scheme Amendment requests by external applicamésiaa City Planning Fee calculated under the
City's Schedule of Fees and ChargB® planning fee applies where there is no ‘ajgpli¢ as in the
case of Amendment No. 23. Therefore all costs @&ssatwith Amendment No. 23 (Officers’ time,
community consultation, statutory advertising) hbeen met by the City.

Strategic Implications

This matter relates to Strategic Directions 3 “Hogsand Land Uses” identified within the
Council’s Strategic Plan 2010-2015 which is expedss the following terms:Accommodate the

needs of a diverse and growing population with aamphed mix of housing types and non-
residential land uses.

Sustainability Implications

The proposed Amendment No. 23 facilitates morecéffe use of land. It will enable consideration
of applications for ‘Child Day Care Centres’ anditSulting Rooms’ in a broader context, and will
allow determination of applications on their merégher than on the basis of the road on which the
development site is situated.

The relaxation of the TPS6 provisions in terms xganding the number of permissible roads for
Child Day Care Centres and Consulting Rooms wdilifate a broader mix of appropriate land uses
within the Residential zone, while the controlsimendment No. 23 and the related Policy P380
(now P307) “Family Day Care and Child Day Care @ssitwill effectively safeguard the amenity
and character of neighbouring residential and rsidential areas.

Conclusion

To date, the proposed Amendment No. 23 has begomogepd by the Council. During the public
consultation period, two submissions were receiv@te expressing concerns in regard to the
proposals. Some of these concerns have result@gpiropriate modifications to the Amendment, to
the extent discussed in the attached documents.

Having regard to all of the submitters’ commentsl @ssessment of them by City Officers, the

proposed modified Amendment should now be finallgomied by the Council and a
recommendation that the Amendment proceed with ficatiobn be forwarded to the Minister.
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OFFICER RECOMMENDATION AND
COUNCIL DECISION ITEM 10.0.1

That ...

@)

(b)

(©)

(d)

the Western Australian Planning Commissiondwsad that Council recommends that:

(i)  Submission 1, unconditionally supporting AmeradriNo. 23 be upheld;

(i) Submission 2, conditionally supporting the poged Amendment No. 23 be partially
upheld;

(i) Amendment No. 23 proceed with modificatido the extent and in the manner
recommended in the Report on SubmissionsAdachment 10.0.1(a) and the
Schedule of SubmissionsAttachment 10.0.1(b) and

(iv) for Child Day Care Centre, in Table 4, requients Nos. 9 and 10 be deleted from
column 5 ‘Other Development Requirements’ and tiwing wording be inserted
in their place:

“Minimum indoor and outdoor playing space: as e Regulations made under
the Child Care Services Act 2007.”

Amendment No. 23 to Town Planning Scheme Nas Gereby finally adopted by the

Council in accordance with thEown Planning Regulations 1967 (as amendedy the

Council hereby authorises the affixing of the Comnsal of Council to three copies of the

modified Amendment No. 23 document, as required by thoselRegns;

the Report on Submissions Attachments 10.0.1(a) the Schedule of Submissiora

Attachment 10.0.1(b),a copy ofthe submissions arttiree executed copies of the modified

Amendment No. 23 document attachment 10.0.1(c) be forwarded to the Western

Australian Planning Commission for final determioatby the Minister for Planning; and

the submitters be advised of the above reswiudind be thanked for participating in the

process.
CARRIED EN BLOC RESOLUTION

10.0.2 Proposed Modified Planning Policy P30p(eviously P38p“Family Day Care
and Child Day Care Centres”. Report on Submission (Item 10.0.1 October
2010 Council meeting refers)

Location: City of South Perth

Applicant: Council

File Ref: LP/801/9

Date: 1 April 2011

Author: Emmet Blackwell, Strategic Planning Officer

Reporting Officer: Vicki Lummer, Director Developmieand Community Services
Summary

In connection with proposed Amendment No. 23 to i®lanning Scheme No. 6 (TPS6), a
Report on Submissions is the subject of Agenda it6r@i.1 for the 3 May Council meeting.

In support of Amendment No. 23, officers have gisepared a modified Planning Policy
P307 ‘Family Day Care and Child Day Care Centregpreviously Policy P380) to
introduce a wider range of development requireméotsChild Day Care Centres and
Family Day Care. The modified Policy P380 was esddrby the Council in October 2010
and has been advertised for community comment.sifigde submission that was received
is discussed in this Report and in more detailhiea attached Report on Submission at
Attachment 10.0.2(a).The recommendation is that Policy P307 procedth&disation with
further modification.
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Background

This report includes the following attachments:

Attachment 10.0.2(a) Report on Submission.

Attachment 10.0.2(b) Further modified Policy P307 in a form suitable foral
adoption.

Comment

The community consultation in relation to the prega modified Policy P380 was initiated
on 25 January and concluded on 11 March 2011. Totywopal was advertised in the manner
described in the ‘Consultation’ section of this ggpand resulted in one submissidrhe
personal details of the submitter are confidentialf are available for Councillor scrutiny

in the Council Members’ loungélowever, the submission is discussed in the Report
Submission aAttachment 10.0.2(a).That report also contains recommendations on each
issue raised by the submitter, for consideratiod adoption by the Council. After
considering the submission, the Council needs smlve whether or not to adopt the
modified Policy P307 and whether to further modifg Policy.

Consultation

The statutory advertising required by clause 9.6(2)TPS6 and Council Policy P355

‘Consultation for Planning Proposals’ was undentaikethe manner resolved at the October

2010 Council meeting, as follows:

* Southern Gazette newspaper notice in two issuéy. Update’ column - on 25 January
and 8 February 2011 (46 days, to be in line withresponding advertising of proposed
Amendment No. 23 to TPS6).

¢ Notices and Amendment documents displayed in GBeatre customer foyer, in the
City's Libraries and Heritage House, and on thg’€nveb site (‘Out for Comment’).

During the advertising period, one submission vez®ived. The submission is detailed and
complex and has resulted in a recommendation tihndumodify the original modified
Policy P380 proposal, contributing to a more appate outcome.

Policy and Legislative Implications

Clause 9.6 of TPS6 sets out the required procesadiption of a planning policy and for
modification of an adopted policy. Public advents of draft policy provisions is an
important part of this process. Under clause . 5RE6, planning policies are documents
that support the Scheme. The process as it rdlatde proposed modified Policy P380
(now P307) is set out below, together with an est&mof the likely time frame associated
with each stage of the process. Those stages Whiot been completed are shaded:

Stages of Advertising and Adoption of Policy P380 modifications Estimated Time Frame
Council resolution to consider the modified Policy P380 for advertising 26 October 2010
Public advertising period of not less than 21 days 25 January - 11 March 2011

Council review of the modified Policy P380 (now P307) in light of
submission received and outcome of public consultation on Amendment No. | April (3 May) 2011 Council
23 to TPS6, and resolution to formally adopt the policy with/without meeting

modification, or not proceed with the policy

Publication of a notice in one issue of the Southern Gazette, advising of
Council’s resolution

May 2011

Financial Implications

The only relevant financial implications in relatido proposed further modified Policy
P307 are the costs of the two newspaper noticasregtjfor community consultation and,
should Council adopt the proposed modificationg, tlst of one additional newspaper
notice to notify the Community of the modifications
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Strategic Implications

This matter relates to Strategic Directions 3 “Hogsand Land Uses” identified within the
Council’s Strategic Plan 2010-2015 which is expedssin the following terms:
Accommodate the needs of a diverse and growing pemmn with a planned mix of
housing types and non-residential land uses.

Sustainability Implications

The proposed modified Policy P307 and related Amesmd No. 23 to TPS6 will facilitate
more effective use of land. It will enable consaten of applications for ‘Child Day Care
Centres’ in a broader context, and will allow deteration of applications on their merits
rather than on the basis of the road on which éweldpment site is situated.

The relaxation of the TPS6 provisions in terms xpasding the number of permissible
roads for Child Day Care Centres and Consultingrfowvill facilitate a broader mix of

appropriate land uses within the Residential zargle the controls in Amendment No. 23
and modified Policy P307 will effectively safeguatle amenity and character of
neighbouring residential and non-residential areas.

Conclusion

To date, the proposed modified Policy P380 (now7p8@s been supported by the Council.
During the public consultation period, the one sigsion received expressed concerns in
regard to certain provisions of the Policy. Sometlmése concerns have resulted in
appropriate further modifications to Policy P303,the extent discussed in the attached
Report on Submissions.

Having regard to the submitter's comments and assest of them by City Officers, the
proposed further modified Policy P307 should novabtepted by the Council.

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION AND
COUNCIL DECISION ITEM 10.0.2

That, under the provisions of clause 9.6 of thegy GftSouth Perth Town Planning Scheme
No. 6, the further modified Planning Policy P30ankily Day Care and Child Day Care
Centres’, afAttachment 10.0.2(b),be adopted.

CARRIED EN BLOC RESOLUTION

[ 10.0.3 OId Mill Precinct (referreditem 10.0.1 September 2010 Council Meeting) |

Location: City of South Perth

Applicant: Council

File Ref: ED/101

Date: 6 April 2011

Author: Cliff Frewing, Chief Executive Officer
Summary

The purpose of this report is to further progréssdoncept proposal for development of the
Old Mill precinct following the community consultah process.

Background

In September 2010 Council endorsed the Old Millckhwe proposal solely for the purpose
of conducting community consultation. The proposals advertised in November for a
period of 45 days and a Public Information Foruns wald on Saturday 20 November 2010
which was attended by approximately 250 residents.
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Following the conclusion of the community consudtatprocess on 14 January 2011 a
Council Members' Concept Forum was held on 1 Felgrat which the results of the
consultation were presented to Councilors in atend. At that meeting, the following
outcomes were agreed:

1. refer the Old Mill Precinct Redevelopment Plan & joint Design Advisory
Consultants / Architect Garry Lawrence Workshopftother review;

2. consider progressing construction of Tram Hasatage 1 with provision in the
2011/2012 Budget; and

3. a further Workshop be held to discuss the futlirection following completion of

the DAC / Garry Lawrence Workshop
Comment

Information Forum

The Old Mill Precinct concept proposal was adverdis1 November 2010 for a period of 45
days which concluded on 14 January 2011 and a ®uiftbrmation Forum was held on
Saturday 20 November 2010, attended by approxiyn25® residents.

Community Consultation
An overall summary of the written responses tod@munity consultation is as follows:-

Because of the location and possible impact of gieposed development on the local
community, a total of 7,500 brochures were deligei® each household in the Mill Point
and Civic Wards, with extensive advertising ocaugrin local and City media to cover the
whole of the City. Not surprisingly, the majority the submissions received were from
these wards.

Overall, the City received 428 responses duringcitramunity consultation period. This
included 128 proforma’s which were originated by twners of the Peninsula development
at the north end of Mill Point road which were axghithe proposal. It is unfortunate that
these responses were based on incorrect informatiohas a consequence, each of the
issues raised are dealt with separately belowusing of the ‘no’ proforma, this resulted in
203 responses in favour, 174 responses againglandsure about the proposal.

Excluding the proforma’s, there were only 46 sulsiiss received which did not support
the proposal.

Of the 182 suggestions or written feedback receivedr main areas were identified as
being important for the City to consider in considg this project further:

- preserving the peaceful feel of the area

- traffic, congestion, noise and antisocial behaviour

- heritage

- parking

The outcome of the community consultation was thatumber of concerns about the

proposal were identified. These concerns have lenped into the following main
themes:
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The project puts prime foreshore land into the kasfcprivate developers

Response- Incorrect. The Council has not considered or resbliiow the Old Mill
project would be redeveloped or funded. There aaeynoptions open to the Council
such as the City being the lead project owner /agan leasing all or part of the land to
an organisation such as the National Trust, a (PPRYyate/Public partnership
arrangement or a possible Commonwealth/State/Jeertttn collaboration, etc. The most
likely outcome, because of the complexity of thewagement is for the City to remain in
control of the land with only specific areas leasedhe private sector for particular
purposes, ie restaurant etc.

Will have a significant impact on the amenity ofart®y residents, including noise,
lighting, security and traffic.

Response The original 2006 concept plans have been sigmifiganodified in response
to similar concerns raised during the previous ottason process. The current concept
plans propose many world class design elementsiii@nhance the security of precinct
and limit the impact of noise. The Peninsula isightdensity urban area that adjoins
Kwinana Freeway which incorporates a railway lind & less than 1 kilometre from the
CBD, and will always be subject to potential depah@nt that may create further noise
and traffic. Certainly every attempt will be maderinimise noise but because of its
location there is already significant backgroundseolt is not anticipated that there will
be any major increase in noise.

Traffic is likely to increase but the concept prsglbanticipates visits by many forms of
transport including ferry, boat, walking, cyclinggach, bus as well as motor vehicles.
Previous traffic studies have confirmed that theilebe no adverse impact as a result of
traffic as there is a ‘contra-flow’ ie local traffleaves the area in the morning and project
traffic arrives after ‘rush hour’ and visa versahe later afternoon.

Undermines the historical importance of the OldIMil

Response The Old Mill redevelopment's objective is to recsgnthe importance and
significance of the Old Mill. The concept plans Béyween prepared in consultation with
the National Trust and Heritage Council to ensurat tintegrity of the Old Mill is
preserved and celebrated. Both of these organisatiave been very much involved in
the development of the plan and support the dtaft j principle. The project also has
the support of the South Perth Historical Socidtye proposed redevelopment of the
area will see the OId Mill return to its former gfaas a popular iconic tourist attraction
of state-wide significance. The intention is to\yde more focus to the Old Mill and
demonstrate its historical importance — not undeenitis importance.

Notwithstanding the above, the City’'s Design Advis@€onsultants (DAC) also made

comment on the Old Mill itself and as a consequescene further changes to the
concept plan have been proposed and agreed to Wwhghesulted in an increased focus
on the Old Mill itself.

Potential environmental impact, including the lo§several large trees, and disturbance
of acid sulphate soils.

Response There have been preliminary environmental studiespieted in developing
the concept plan. Further environmental studieslavbe completed should the project
proceed. Initial soil testing indicates that adidbbate soils do not occur at the intended
excavation level of Millers Pool. The City will bequired to prepare an Acid Sulphate
Soils Management Plan as part of the Swan RivesstTapproval process for any
development that occurs. The trees on the freewal bre not native to South Perth and
are proposed to be removed whilst major trees eta@ned around Millers Pool. Other
trees more appropriate to the area will be planted.
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» Will force residents to contribute to the developirarough rates.
Response incorrect. The Council is yet to determine how tkdevelopment will be
funded. Financial modelling will be undertaken ddoall components of the project
proceed, with funding options to be sourced froorm8mnwealth Government agencies,
State Government Agencies and private organisatiBiisCity works are generally
required to be financed in some way through rates iais reasonably expected that
foreshore works, including parks and reserves ivgmmeents and community buildings
would be normally regarded as routine City capitaprovement works. The issue
becomes a priority for funding matter rather thaeréasing rates.

* Will cause parking congestion
Response There are currently 103 parking bays on the exgssite. The proposed plan
indicate a total number of 320 parking bays inagdi
- 4 coach bays (under the Freeway bridge)
- 11 extra bays at the Queen Street Jetty
- 99 undercover bays

* Propose buildings too high

Response- In terms of building heighthe project is low scale. The restaurant at the
Narrows Bridge (north ) end is 2 storey and is aiotally set below the height of the
Narrows Bridge (however the location of the resaatirmay change - refer to DAC
outcomes). Between this (north end) and the Milhe restaurants and cafes are single
storey. The Museum, Gallery to the south of Milhdaalso the office/commercial
building to the west of the freeway are 2 1/2 stotew level views from the Peninsula
will have the new landscaping forecourt as parthef outlook, while the views to the
Millers Pool and City lights north along Mill PoiRRoad (subject to qualification above)
and to the River west of the Freeway will remainnbibited. The gallery / museum
building provides both a wind and noise buffertfoz site.

The current design was significantly changed agsalt of the earlier 2006 concept
community consultation which raised similar concerhe height issue has therefore
been addressed.

No adverse comment was received in connection &iitier the gallery / museum or Millers
Pool component of the concept.

Catalyse Survey

In addition, as part of the recent City wide Cagalgustomer survey conducted, the following
specific question was asked in relation to the Midl: Do you see a need to restore and
develop the OId Mill Site in South Perth?

The response to this question was as follows: Y&8%, No - 12%, Unsure 10%.
Based on this survey, the results indicate thatethe a strong community demand to
develop the Old Mill Precinct site. The communigsponses (multiple responses allowed)
identified a range of facilities and activities tiizey would prefer to see, including:

Museum / exhibition centre / information centre 53%

Café / Restaurant 39%
Public open space / playground 32%
Restoration of Old Mill 17%
Shop (souvenirs / tourist) 11%
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All of these facilities and activities have beemypded in the Old Mill Precinct Concept
Plan.

DAC Consideration

On the 24 January 2011, a Special DAC meeting veds &t which the project architect,
Garry Lawrence presented the project concept tonteenbers of the DAC. A further
meeting was held on 31 January 2011. During theseoof the meeting a number of design
and other issues were raised, many of which wedgeaded at the time and other issues
listed for further consideration.

The project Architect subsequently met with Bill rakes of the DAC on this project, to
discuss issues raised at the earlier meeting toatimaore thorough understanding of the
issues could be gained. Following this meeting pthgject architect submitted a written
response to the issues raised. The response waktad to all members of the DAC and a
further Special meeting was held on Wednesday 2@iv2011.

At the meeting on 23 March the Advisory Architelstal identified a number of areas where
design modifications were considered necessaryry@aawrence agreed to modify the
design to address the issues raised. The matteagais considered at the DAC meeting
held on 4 April 2011. The purpose of the 4 Apriletieg was to consider the project
architect’s modifications. He attended that meetmgresent and explain the modifications
and a summary of the issues raised follows:

Relocation of restaurant situated to east of Frgewa
The restaurant has now been relocated northwardsed to the existing car park and
partially projecting over Millers Pool.

Millers Pool
The revised drawings include ‘soft edge’ treatnmenthe north and south sides of Millers
Pool.

Greater Prominence for the Old Mill
The modifications have resulted in increased spaparation between the Old Mill and
proposed buildings to the north and south.

The Advisory Architects considered that the spag@aration has improved, but suggested
that further space separation may be desirable.

Stronger Connection between Millers Pool and Ol Mi

The Advisory Architects had reservations about ldtion of the proposed ‘boardwalk
reach’ projecting into Millers Pool. This is on takkgnment of the historic ‘spur’ for water
craft and was seen to detract from the linkage @&etwMillers Pool and the Old Mill.
However, the project architect is intending taietthe boardwalk in this location. He has
explained that it is strongly favoured by repreagwes of Aboriginal groups and is intended
as a spiritual link between indigenous heritage Bodopean settlement. The boardwalk
meets the ‘spur’ at the ‘celebration fountain'. iSTlinkage is considered to be important but
the length of the boardwalk is being reduced — g@lyeto the satisfaction of the Advisory
Architects.

Following extended debate between the Advisory Aecks and Garry Lawrence, it was
agreed that the boardwalk would remain on its aciiredignment however the projection
into Millers Pool would be significantly reduced aoound half or two thirds of the length
indicated on the latest drawings.
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Gallery / Museum
This building has now been re-designed to be ksgular’.

After extensive debate, the Advisory Architects sidared that the revised design is
satisfactory.

Marina
The marina has been redesigned in a more ‘curvetlless geometric form.

The Advisory Architects were satisfied with theised design of the marina. It was noted
however that, to provide necessary security fovgbe boats moored at the marina, a
security fence is necessary on the edge of théewwrtboardwalk. Outside this fence, there
will need to be a public boardwalk providing acctsshe relocated public ferry terminal.
The project architect accepted the need for thithér design modification and will make
the necessary changes.

Wind and Noise
The Advisory Architects are satisfied that all issuelating to wind and noise are being
addressed in a satisfactory manner.

Serpent Bridge
While having raised queries regarding the finanegiability of constructing the Serpent

Bridge, the Advisory Architects are satisfied withis element of the plan. It is
acknowledged that the City would only be a fadiditain this regard and would not
contribute any significant funds to this part of froject.

The issue of connectivity for pedestrians and sy&livas again discussed at some length.
Although the project architect pointed out the msgd linkages by way of pedestrian and
cycle paths, the Advisory Architects saw the neadffirther improvement. The project
architect advised that he is in consultation wiflyBling Western Australia and that the
design and alignment of the cycle paths will benesf, taking heed of advice from that
organisation.

Bus facilities
The project architect pointed out the refinemeritthe bus route and ‘turnaround’ facility
for buses. There will be a direct connection betwedus stop and the ferry terminal.

The Advisory Architects were satisfied with the yision for buses.

The majority of the issues raised by the DAC membeave therefore been agreed to
(subject to further consideration by relevant stafk@ers where necessary) and changes
have been made in sketch form to the concept pabpdSubject to Council consideration
and decision, the changes will then be made tadheept plan.

In summary, the DAC members are very supportivéhefconcept and have worked in a

collaborative way with the project architect withetobjective of arriving at a very high
class development concept.
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Consultation

During the course of developing the concept plagnificant community consultation and
liaison has occurred as detailed in this reportaddition, informal consultation has been
carried out with the following State Government aethted agencies. The overwhelming
response received to date has been extremelyygobitiall those agencies contacted.

The State Government and other stakeholders cexdsttir informal response are as

follows:

>

Aboriginal Groups - (Sovereign Whadjuk and Souflest Aboriginal Land and Sea

Council)

VVVVVVVVVVVVVVVYVYVYVYV

City of Perth

Committee for Perth

Department of Lands and Regional Development
Department of Planning

Department of Premier and Cabinet
Department of Transport (Marine Safety)
Heritage Council

Kings Park Botanic Gardens & Parks Authority
Local State & Federal politicians

Lotteries WA

Main Roads Western Australia

National Trust of WA

Perth Waterfront Authority

Premier’s Office

South Perth Historical Society

Swan River Trust

Telstra

Tourism WA

WA Planning Commission

All of these agencies have expressed support éopthject - some conditional.

Policy and Legislative Implications

(@)

A change in the vesting in respect of one or méth@®above parcels may be required. It is
possible that an amalgamation of some or all ofwbsting orders will also be required.
Approval will also be necessary to lease portidrsie land for commercial purposes.

The land involved is Crown land vested in tlity @s follows:

Title Purpose

1 | Reserve 37594 LR Vol 3043 Fol 251 Park and Recreation
Lot 921 on Deposited Plan 214831

2 | Reserve 20804 LR Vol 3127 Fol 182 Public Recreation
Lot 818 on Deposited Plan 209789

3 | Reserve 20804 LR Vol 3127 Fol 183 Public Recreation
Lot 833 on Deposited Plan 34516

4 | Reserve 37593 LR Vol 3043 Fol 252 Park and Recreation
Lot 922 on Deposited Plan 214831

5 | Reserve 33804 Vol 3119 Fol 157 Recreation
Lot 920 on Plans 14831 and 14832

6 | Portion of road reserve Local Road

27



MINUTES : APRIL ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING HELD: 3 MY 2011

(b)

(©)

(d)

(€)

Heritage Act

e The Old Mill is included in both the State HeritaBegister and the City’s
Municipal Heritage Inventory.

» Approved Conservation Plan prepared by Ron Bodytod993 was updated
with an Addendum in August 2005 to recommend apglrdg the Project
Concept at that stage. Continuing collaboratioseateral intermediate stages
since then ensures that the current proposal wilafproved and incorporated
in an update of the conservation plan.

» The Heritage Council granted approval for restoratvork on the Old Mill in
December 1996 and 2009.

* The ‘adaptive reuse’ heritage proposal can onlcged with the endorsement
and approval of the Heritage Council.

Swan River Trust Act

* This land forms part of the Swan River Trust manag@t area and therefore
the proposed development is subject to decisionismgaiuthority of the Swan
River Trust, who in turn make a recommendation e Minister for the
Environment.

* _Swan River Trust will have regard to key considerst, including but not
limited to:
» The recommendations of the City of South Perth

Consistency with Swan River Trust policy on foraghdevelopment within

the river system

Public access

Scale and form of construction

Acid sulphate soils
» Re-establishment of original shoreline and re-vatiyat

» Swan River Trust will also undertake community adtegion prior to making a
decision.

» Swan River Trust will also give special considematto the boat moorings and
jetty before deciding whether or not to approveséheomponents of the project.

e The City will have a formal opportunity to commeaih the development
application when referred to the City by the SwaveRTrust.

>
>
>
>

Land Administration Act

The Precinct includes a portion of local road (thes turnaround). The initial
proposal to accommodate the tram in this locatioeschot require implementation
of road closure action. However, prior to appraahe subsequent construction of
the City Gallery / Museum building partly located this land, road closure action
will be required under section 58 of thend Administration Act

Metropolitan Region Scheme

With the exception of the local road reserve (lwedround), all land parcels within
the Precinct are reserved for Parks and Recreptigmoses under the Metropolitan
Region Scheme. It appears that the proposed laesl aisd works are consistent
with the Parks and Recreation reserve classificatid.and used for restaurant
purposes will need to be excised from the reserirerauch the same way that the
Boatshed restaurant land has been treated. Asopisdyi stated, the Swan River
Trust (and the relevant Minister) will need to appe the development application.
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(f)

(9)

(h)

(i)

()

(k)

City of South Pertifown Planning Scheme No. 6

As previously advised, the bus turnaround areassmved for Local Road purposes
under TPS6. The initial proposal to accommodagetthm in this location does not
require an amendment to TPS6. However, the subsdgproposed City Gallery /
Museum building may require appropriate amendmetats TPS6 and the
Metropolitan Region Scheme.

Local Government Act

Various sections of the LG Act may be relevant dej@t upon the model
eventually selected. Further community consultaiiorrelation to this project is
likely. The community consultation would be condrtion an ‘as needs basis'. It
would be desirable for the City’'s and the Swan RiVgust's community
consultation to be synchronised.

National Trust Act

One option is to transfer the land to the Natiohaist to facilitate development. It
is too premature to identify any particular issassociated with this option at this
early stage but early legal advice suggests thaethare no legal impediments in
transferring the land to the National Trust to litatie development

Minister for Indigenous Affairs

There has been an enduring collaboration and gignifinput from key individuals
including Noel Nannup and then Sovereign Whadju#t 8outh West Aboriginal
Land and Sea Council. As a result of this eariyative the SWALSC will provide
consultation for the anthropological consultatiorogess of preparation of the
Section 18 and Sovereign Whudjuk will assist wité preparation of the Section 18
Application as part of the support for approvatted Concept Proposal.

Other Acts

There are likely to be many other legal complianeguirements associated with
this development, however the main areas of legalptiance have been identified
above.

Leases

It would be necessary to enter into some leasexgeraents in respect of land on
which the commercial buildings would operate. Tbaditions of the leases would
need to be determined at a later stage but an targoaspect is the term of the
leases - which would reasonably be expected ta beeiregion of 50 + years.

Financial Implications
Significant funds are required to complete the gubput funding liability can be roughly
broken down to areas east and west of the narrows.

East of Narrows

This part of the development involves work that niermally associated with local
government expenditure, ie construction of gallemyuseum, community areas and reserve
enhancement. The City would facilitate but not dbote to the development of the
restaurant and other small scale supporting tosinigps etc.
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Estimated costs associated with this part of tiveldpment are:

> Gallery / museum $9.5M
»Tram house $500,000
> Millers Pool $1M
»>Community areas $350,000

»Infrastructure (including roads, civil works, pargi
landscaping, bollards, benches, sculptures, and
entrance statement (excluding river walls) $3M

Subject to contingency of 25%, escalation and Hetaumentation.

Revenue from the land leased for the restaurantanist shops would be used to fund loan
repayments for loans raised in relation to the gmtoj The investigations and research are
presently being conducted to ascertain whether atrtine project is eligible to attract
Commonwealth tourism funding. The preliminary eest indicates that the City may
attract funding up to $1M if successful in a Grapplication.

West of Narrows

This part of the development involves work thatn® normally associated with local
government expenditure, ie Swan River ‘Serpentd&idboat and ferry mooring, flying fox

etc. These features could only proceed with Statee@ment approval and major financial
contribution together with private enterprise furgli Commonwealth contribution in

relation to the Serpent Bridge would also seem iikejy.

In regard to funding sources and operational ctistsfollowing comments are provided:

(@ Principal sources of funding
The final financial model to be used has not yetnbdetermined but it is likely that
funding would be provided from a collaboration ofisces including:
« Commonwealth agencies;
» State agencies (such as Swan River Trust for Redlrinfrastructure);
» City of South Perth;
* Lotteries Commission;
* Telstra & Main Roads WA, and
* Private contributions.

At this stage there is no commitment to progresasgects of the concept plan and
the components would be the subject of furtherareteand investigation as the
plan developed.

(b) Future Operational Costs and Maintenance Issues
Costs directly associated with the proposal arenawk at this time. It is
reasonable to assume however that costs may beeddn connection with:
« seeking professional advice;
« conducting research, investigations and commumibsultation;
e improvements to community assets and infrastrucaured
 future operational costs.
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Future costs are therefore yet to be determinedvatdce dependant upon the
model ultimately approved by Council.

Costs associated with the operation of the Old Khildl other civic areas are likely
to be incurred. Operational costs would be incuwéh the operation the Gallery /
Museum but costs would be incurred regardless ddravithe Gallery / Museum
would be located. It is possible that additionaintenance costs would be incurred
in relation to Millers Pool but these would not essarily be significantly greater
than those currently incurred at the existing areataining Millers Pool as it
currently is.

Revenue would also be derived from the site andldvimelude income from land
rent on which buildings and other commercial operet are located (as well as
rates) to allow recovery of capital costs by thayCWhilst the State would
reasonably wish to retain a share of the rent ésihis State land), it is believed that
this could be deferred for up to 20 years or so pedhaps longer. The revenue
derived from rent could be used to fund loans thiseinitiate capital construction
of components of the project.

Positive financial implications would also be rezedoly anticipated from operations
of the ‘flying fox’ if this venture eventuated agllvas rent from the café and offices
located on land on the western side of the Narrows.

Imminent expenditure
If Council decides to progress with this proposalious components require funding
consideration in the short term:

(@)

(b)

Preparation of concept plan

Garry Lawrence will be required to finalise the ised concept following
community and DAC consultation. The costs assatiatéth this action are
estimated to cost up to $20,000 dependant uporirezgents such as whether or not
a short video is produced as well as digital images

Tram house

Council has been kept progressively advised ofgtogress of the South Perth
Tram restoration being performed by PETS at Whitefark. The tram could be
finally completed and ready for delivery by the eoid2011 or thereabouts. If
Council is committed to the project including thenstruction of the gallery /
museum a “stand alone” tram house could be coristfun the short term with the
understanding that it could be incorporated inte trger building in the longer
term.

Alternatively, construction of the tram house sldoloé deferred until the City is in a
position to fund the gallery / museum which woukdtuilt at the same time as the
tram house. This is certainly the safer optionibdbes mean that unless a suitable
home can be found for the tram in the short termvatild presumably remain at
Whiteman Park.
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(9] Millers Pool

The project could commence with the developmentdfers Pool which is a
significant and focal part of the project (and agty the least controversial). It
would be regarded as a major upgrade to that panegrecinct which would need
to be completed prior to the exact location of staerant being determined. This
work could be regarded as a demonstration of tladitguof work for the remainder
of the project and set high standards. The worklavdne largely if not wholly
funded by the City as normal public open space agigg. It may also lead to
private contributions for the community areas depeient and possible external
grants being obtained.

Estimated costs associated with this component atou$1M and could be funded
over two financial years. Funding has already Waetored into the City’s Strategic
Financial Plan for this purpose.

Strategic Implications

This project fosters a sense of community by irsirea appreciation of South Perth’'s
heritage and aligns with the City’s Strategic Diiet 4 “Places” Plan and develop safe,
vibrant and amenable placedn particular Strategic Direction 4.3 staté&igage the
community to develop a plan for activities and usels and near foreshore areas and
reserves around the City.

Corporate Plan, actioh1.1. statesProgress the Old Mill Precinct Redevelopment

Sustainability Implications

This project assists in providing a tangible linkhithe City’s past and is a celebration of its
history in the community of South Perth. The projglso has a tangible and relevant link
with the Perth Waterfront project and is seen tmgiement this project.

The City, through its Sustainability Policy and ébégy, is committed to ensuring that
developments are considered with adaptations tortpacts of climate change. Notably for
the proximity of this development, the major climathange impacts are likely to be
seal/river level rise and storm surge and the flalbolwance level for long term climate
change has been considered when setting the #welsl of the major building elements.

Through the Sustainability Strategy, the City isnooitted to ensure that a Sustainability
Assessment approach be applied to development saitspdn particular, the community

consultation element and the procurement / tenggincess. A successful demonstration
of a Sustainability Assessment approach was rgcapplied to the planting of extra trees
on the Sir James Mitchell Park.

In addition, the application of Ecologically Susiable Development (ESD) principles be
applied to the built elements of the developmengnsure the buildings are ‘future fit’. The
ESD principles include energy and water efficienagste reduction, materials use, the
consideration of sustainable transport, and others.
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| OFFICER RECOMMENDATION ITEM 10.0.3 |

That Council notes the results of the communityscdtation and agrees in principle to
progress the Concept Plan in stages as follows:
(@) by authorising Garry Lawrence to:
0] upgrade the concept plan as a result of the nconity consultation
(including DAC) feedback; and
(i) prepare a detailed financial budget for thelléfs Pool component of the
concept prior to further consideration; and
(b) authorise the Administration to pursue othenponents of the Plan and report back
to Council prior to 30 September 2011.

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION
The Mayor called for a mover of the officer reconmalation at Iltem 10.0.3. The officer
recommendation Lapsed.

MOTION
Moved Cr Cala, Sec Cr Skinner

That the officer recommendation be amended to dela sub part (iii) to Part (a), as
follows:

(iii) prepare a detailed financial budget for theam House component of the
Concept Plan, with a view to progressing it astarid alone” building that
can be constructed in the short term with the wtdeding that it will be
incorporated into the larger Gallery/Museum in kweger term should the
City commit itself to this project; and

MEMBER COMMENTS FOR / AGAINST MOTION - POINTS OF @ARIFICATION

Cr Cala Opening for the Amended Motion

* community consultation process concluded 14 Jan2@tyt

e Council Member Concept Forum held 1 February preseresults of the consultation
phase the following outcomes were agreed at Fep@ancept Forum:

1. refer the Old Mill Precinct Redevelopment Plam & joint Design Advisory
Consultants/Architect Garry Lawrence Workshop fotHer review;

2. consider progressing construction of Tram Haasestage 1 with provision in the
2011/2012 Budget; and

3. further Workshop be held to discuss future dioecfollowing completion of the
DAC/Garry Lawrence Workshop

» part 3 of these outcomes has not occurred

* believe it was clear, on the part of those Counislipresent at that Forum that the
Council should progress the process to where thayidcseriously consider the
construction of the Tram House as a “stand alondting

« if the construction of the Tram House (in the orde$0.5M) is linked to the construction
of the gallery/museum, (in the order of $9.5M),rtkis will mean that there will be
many years before anyone sees the realisatioffitst atage

» volunteers from “PETS”, who have shown such pas&worihe restoration of the Tram,
will have long lost any enthusiasm for this projaotd moved onto other more immediate
projects.

« total costs of the entire plan are significant teemxal funding will be essential - however,
if Council proceeds with the Millers Pool and Tratause components of the plan, these
will form a catalyst for more funds and the redlma of all of the proposals for the
development of the Old Mill Precinct Concept Plan.
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10.1

10.2

Cr Skinner for the Amended Motion

* PETS have been working on the Tram Restoratioreprdpr 6 years

» there is a City undertaking to house the tram

» Council should be progressing this project

» proposed Amendment does not commit us but will ntbeeproposal forward
* support the Amendment

COUNCIL DECISION ITEM 10.0.3 |

The Mayor Put the Motion

That Council notes the results of the communityscdtation and agrees in principle to
progress the Concept Plan in stages as follows:

(a) by authorising Garry Lawrence to:
0] upgrade the Concept Plan as a result of the nmomity consultation
(including DAC) feedback;
(i) prepare a detailed financial budget for thelléfs Pool component of the
concept prior to further consideration; and
(iii) prepare a detailed financial budget for theam House component of the
Concept Plan, with a view to progressing it astarid alone” building that
can be constructed in the short term with the wtdrding that it will be
incorporated into the larger Gallery/Museum in kbeger term should the
City commit itself to this project; and
(b) authorise the Administration to pursue othenponents of the Plan and report back
to Council prior to 30 September 2011.

CARRIED (9/0)

Reason for Change
Council were of the view that the inclusion of @idditional Clause (a)(iii) would allow the
Tram House component of the Concept Plan to pregres ‘stand alone’ building.

STRATEGIC DIRECTION 1 : COMMUNITY
Nil

STRATEGIC DIRECTION 2: ENVIRONMENT

10.2.1 City of South Perth Climate Change Strategy

Location: City of South Perth

Applicant: Council

File Ref: EM/116

Date: 1 April 2011

Author: Wendy Patterson, City Sustainability @boator
Reporting Officer: Cliff Frewing, Chief Executiv@fficer
Summary

The City has developed its Climate Change Strategyan extension of its previous
involvement in the ICLEI Cities for Climate Protieet Program, and as a sub-strategy of the
City’s Sustainability Strategy. Climate change a@skey consideration for whole of
government as the managers and custodians of iaivestructure. In addition, the likely
impacts of climate change need to be understoszhsore that appropriate organisational
and community planning and response is determing&tie Strategy is primarily about
managing the City’s risk and vulnerability to thetwal and potential impacts of climate
change.
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This Climate Change Strategy sets the scene fotirtteframe 2010 - 2015 - as an initial
response to addressing this important and emesgibgect. The Strategy to encompasses
the themes of Adaptation, Leadership, and Mitigatidction Plans to address these themes
are incorporated into the Strategy

Background

The City joined the ICLEI (Local Governments for sfinability) Cities for Climate
Protection Program in 2001 and completed its fivkestone journey in 2009. The ICLEI
Cities for Climate Protection (CCP) campaign waduteled by the Australian Government
in June 2009. The CCP campaign was significanilgcessful in the local government
sector in Australia, in bringing about the earlyacbes required to mitigate greenhouse
gases (carbon emissions) and, adapting to thelgotential impacts of climate change.

The City’s efforts to date have been based on atitig activities such as the civic building
energy audits (and the resultant lighting upgradesduce electricity/energy consumption);
other civic building upgrades; the community HouddrEnergy Audit project in 2008; the
re-configuration of the City’s vehicle fleet; theautohing of green waste from operations; the
development of a sustainable purchasing stratedyaation plan; community information
sessions; tree planting; and many others.

In transitioning from the Cities for Climate Praiea program, a draft City-wide Climate
Change Strategy 2010-2015 has been developedsdisted in the City’s Corporate Plan
2010-2011. This Climate Change Strategy is a sutegly of the City’s Sustainability
Strategy and has three themes - Adaptation, Lelaigeend Mitigation.

Comment

The Climate Change Strategy sets the scene fopprogriate response from the City in
regard to its management of risks from actual demtgal impacts of climate change. The
Strategy is primarily a document for City Adminaion to manage its Adaptation,
Leadership and Mitigation response in an ongoingimea Therefore most of the items
listed in the Actions Plans relate to direct atyivity City directorates and departments.
Ultimately, the community, as a stakeholder, ibeaefit from the outcomes of the Strategy.

The Adaptation theme sets out the City's goalseigard to adaptation to the impacts of
climate change, which is to ensure that the Citgafith Perth is prepared for and resilient
to climate change. A definition of adaptation tionate change is actions in response to
actual or projected climate change and impacts,t tlead to a reduction in risks or a
realisation of benefits. A distinction can be mduktween a planned or anticipatory
approach to adaptation (ie risk treatments) andagproach that relies on unplanned or
reactive adjustmeni@wustralian Government, 2006).

The City has already undertaken its first assesswienlimate change risks and this was
presented in a separate Council Report in MarchL20it should be noted that Climate
Change Adaptation is a subset of this Climate Ca&tgategy.

The Leadership and Education theme sets out thes@bals in providing leadership and
building capacity within the City and communityciading partnering with other Local
Governments, to manage climate change risk andrappty.

The Mitigation theme sets out the City’s goals &mluce (mitigate) the organisation’s
greenhouse gas (carbon) emissions, and carbonriftotpA definition of greenhouse gas
emission mitigation is response measures that reduce the emission of lygase gases

into the atmosphere or enhance their sinks, aimeédreaucing their atmospheric

concentrations and therefore the probability of aking a given level of climate change
(Australian Government, 2006).
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The Strategy suggests a target reduction of 4%ypar in corporate (organisational)
greenhouse gas emissions from 2007-2008. An adedcitarget is the reduction in
organisational energy consumption and is suggedtééo per year from 2007-2008. These
targets are valid for the period of this Strategy.

Achievements in the City's response to climate geasince 2007-2008 include:

« Completion of ICLEI Cities for Climate ProtectiotuB Program - June 2008

» Development of Sustainable Purchasing Plan (asopatiove) - June 2009

« Improved emissions efficiency of vehicle fleet, amdplementation of a Fleet
Vehicle Policy and Management Practice- July 2009

« Development of a basic Ecological Sustainable Omprekent (ESD) Building
Design Policy - March 2008

« Development of a Sustainable Design Policy (P35hljhe Residential Design
Policy Manual - November 2008

* Ongoing environmental data reporting through than® Footprint program -
October 2007

* Undertaken a building energy audit on Civic and i@pens Centres - 2008

» Participated irswitch your thinkingPrograms 2009-2010

« Participation in annual staff volunteer tree plagtin New Norcia for National Tree
Planting Day

e Completion of ICLEI Water Campaign Milestone Th(éetion Plan) - June 2009

The Strategy document outlines the science of ¢énshange, and the context in regard to
National and State policy and strategies. Theimyivorces of the City’s involvement and
activity in the topic of climate change impactsillisstrated. This encompasses community
activities, organisational systems and data repgrtrehicle fleet policy, involvement in the
ICLElI Water Campaign, sustainable purchasing, gigdtion in the Carbon Neutral™
program, the GreenPower program, and membershiheoRivers Regional Council and
associated waste issues.

One of the key technical elements of the Strategyoiidentify, measure and report the
City’s greenhouse gas (carbon) emissions, as anizgfion. City activities that generate
greenhouse gases (carbon emissions) are: wasteatieng vehicle use, electricity

consumption (buildings, street lighting, water psmgather plant), gas consumption (small).
The City’'s average annual greenhouse gas (carbmigsion for the last five years is

approximately 5500 tonnes. It should be noted thiat figure is dependent on the City's
capacity to identify sources of greenhouse gassaoms and to quantify correctly, that is,
some emissions are currently estimated.

From time to time, as a snapshot exercise, it llpossible to capture the community’s
inventory of greenhouse gas emissions. As expregsethe Strategy document, the

Australian Government has been debating for some tiow, the legislation of a carbon

emissions reduction scheme and the development a#rlzon market. It would appear

prudent for the City to determine its emissiong] &mbe able to have an understanding of
the whole jurisdiction’s emissions.

Consultation

As the Climate Strategy was developed as an exterdithe Cities for Climate Protection
program, and is primarily an Administrative Strateqio external consultation was
undertaken. The Strategy’s Leadership and Educ#tieme allows for the consultation and
engagement of the community as an outcome. A wgrgroup of City Staff was convened
to guide the development of the Strategy.

A Councillor's Briefing was held on Tuesday 29 Ma2011.
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Policy and Legislative Implications

The policies directly impacted and related to Stistegy are listed below:
» Sustainability Policy P320

» Energy conservation P302

* Groundwater Management P303

» Ecologically Sustainable Building Design P321

» Sustainable Design P350.1

Financial Implications

The Climate Change Strategy’'s Action Plans for lezskip and Mitigation have an
expected budget forecast as listed in the Acti@n®! It was not possible to apply a cost
estimation for some items at this stage but gitenfive year time frame of the Strategy it is
anticipated the total cost of the identified acti@ould be significant and would be subject
to reporting to Council on a regular basis to easualigns with other corporate directives. .

In addition (and treated as a separate Council Repdarch 2011) is the Climate Change
Adaptation Reports, already undertaken as the <Lityitial risk assessment for climate
change impact. That Council Report outlines thégetiary requirements for the Adaptation
theme.

Strategic Implications

Strategic Directions 2010-2015: Environment at 2Build capacity within the City and
community including partnering with stakeholders, rhanage climate change risk and
opportunity, through leadership, adaptation andigatdion.

Sustainability Strategy 2006-2008 (in developmentrévision).

Corporate Plan 2010-2011:

* Environment 2.5.1 - Participate in the LGIS Clim@teange Risk Assessment Program

* Environment 2.5.2 - Consider Adaptation Plans doethin the Climate Change Risk
Assessment Report

* Environment 2.5.3 - Develop and implement a ClinGit@nge Strategy

Sustainability Implications

The management of climate change impacts, the atiitiy of and adaptation to, is an

element of this Climate Change Strategy, whichnigurn a sub-strategy of the City’s

Sustainability Strategy. The management of clint@iZnge impacts is a key sustainability
function for the City as an organisation, and foe tvhole community as Australia and the
rest of the world moves towards a (low) carbon econ The full consequences of climate
change will be revealed over time, and will therefeequire a sustainable process to
continually monitor and adapt.

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION AND
COUNCIL DECISION ITEM 10.2.1

That Council endorse the City of South Perth Clan@hange Strategy and associated
Action Plans aAttachment 10.2.1
CARRIED EN BLOC RESOLUTION
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10.2.2 Construction of Irrigation Lake and Pump Howse Collier Park Golf Course -
Review of Submissions for Tender 19/2011

Location: City of South Perth

Applicant: Council

File Ref: Tender 19/2011

Date: 11 April 2011

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

Lump Sum tenders have been called and receivetiémonstruction of an irrigation lake
and pump house for the Collier Park Golf Coymender 19/2011). This report outlines
the assessment process and recommends that theilCendorse the alternative tender
Option B submitted by Musgrave Contracting for tinap sum price of $877,000 plus GST
be approved.

Background

At the December, 2010 meeting Council approved rdiftg model to facilitate the
redevelopment of the ‘Island 9’ on the Collier P&8blf Course. The approved works
totalled $5.8 million.

There are four components or ‘packages’ to the wofkhey are:
 Irrigation replacement;

* lIrrigation lake construction;

» Course layout;

» Course landscaping.

At the March 2011 meeting, Council resolved aceeptnder from Total Eden Pty Ltd to
install a new irrigation system and pump equipn@nthe Island 9 Course of Collier Park.
This is the first package of the redevelopmentefCourse.

The second package to be considered is the cotistruaf the irrigation lake and pump
house. Work will involve the redevelopment of #dsting lake located on the Island 9
Course. The purpose of the works is to provide:

« Alined lake to assist the irrigation of the Couyrse

« Iron removal from groundwater to ensure efficigrigation operation;

e A greater amount of water ‘in play’ on the Isléh€ourse;

« Additional stormwater recharge.

The lake forms part of the Water Corporation mada@ellier Pines Main drain. This main

drain runs through the Course from Hayman Road) thto George Burnett Park (Lake

Gillon) and through Bodkin Park via the wood lingin and two lakes and terminates in
the Canning River at Waterford. Approval was reggiifrom the Water Corporation prior to
commencing this redevelopment.
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The following scope of works is requested.

* Removal of trees, tree stumps, shrubs and topstil disposal on-site to the area as
shown on the access track and disposal site.

» All'lay down areas to be fenced off by the Contwadébr the duration of the Contract.

» Earthworks over the site including the excavatibiting and trimming of proposed
lakes;

» Construction of limestone retaining walls;

 Installation of waterproof membrane lining to lakes

» A pedestrian bridge linking to island;

* Hydraulic works including pipelines and pump stasio

The tender schedule provides two options (Optio& ) to bid on. The difference
between the options is that Option B allows for diszharge point of the bore water feed to
be elevated. The additional cost is in the prowisof footings. This will allows for
modifications to be made to the bore feed to p@¥at iron removal, at a later date, if this
becomes a problem.

Tenders were called for this project on SaturdayMach 2011 and were closed on
Thursday 7 April 2011.

Comment
Seven (7) tenders plus one (1) alternative tendge weceived from seven (7) companies.
The prices received are listed below (all ex GST).

Tendered Price Tendered Price Alternative Alternative
Option A Option B Option A Option B
Riverlea Corporation $971,021.41 | $980,566.41 - -

Musgrave Contracting | $1,134,000.000 $1,141,000.00 $870,000.00  $877,000.00

Tenderer

CECK $1,395,065.36 $1,424,217.36 -
Malavoca $1.414,614.00 $1,412,153.00 -
Croker $1.458.438.04 $1,455,943.24 -
Downer EDI Works | $1,918,052.40 $1,926,212.40 -
Mako Civil $2,065,000.00 $2,065,000.00 -

The City has engaged an engineering consultancy&fB@o assist with the development,
assessment and administration of this tender igunction with the landscape architect
(Pullyblank). A Tender Assessment Panel was asted comprising City officers,

representatives from BG&E, Pullyblank and the Gitggppointed project manager.

An initial compliance check was made of each tend&rthis stage it was determined that
the tender submitted by Riverlea was non-conformithgrefore it was excluded from
further analysis. The remaining tenders have sagpdill of the required information and
completed the required documentation.

Due to the small increase in price, Option B wasselm as the preferred methodology.
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The remaining six (6) tenders plus one (1) altéveatender were then assessed in more
detail against the qualitative criteria as estaielisbelow.

Qualitative Criteria Weighting %
1. Demonstrated Experience in completing similar projects. 20%
2. Satisfactory resources to complete works 15%
3. Demonstrated understanding of the required task 10%
4. Referees 5%
5. Price 50%
TOTAL 100%

Each company’s submission and response to theiariteas then incorporated into the
Selection Criteria matrix. The final scores apgmslow.

Tenderer Score
Musgrave Contracting 9.51
CECK 8.79
Malavoca 8.29
Croker 8.21
Downer EDI Works 7.49
Mako Civil 6.86

In view of the scores, the tender panel assesseubir detail the three highest ranking bids
(Musgrave, CECK and Malavoca) plus the alternatéreder from Musgrave. All of these
companies are well known to the Tender Panel. Aesalt, the Panel are confident that any
one of them will be able to complete the works irsaisfactory manner within the
nominated time frame.

The Panel then focussed on the alternative tenden Musgrave. This represents a
significant saving over the next lowest Option Ber($264,000), which is the conforming
bid by Musgrave and $535,000 over the next lowgstad B bid from Malavoca.

The Panel then investigated the implications of Higernative tender submitted by
Musgrave. Alternative tenders are able to be dedepy the City as this has been provided
for in the tender conditions. The alternative Emdffers the same conditions as the
conforming tender but provided savings by offermgmaller diameter pump station well
liner (2.1 metres against 3.0 metres) and the fiaa alternative irrigation lake liner.

The City’s irrigation consultants (Hydroplan) addisthat they have no issues with the
smaller diameter well liner.

The alternative lake liner is proposed to be Lineaw Density Polyethylene (LLDP)
against the PVC specified in the tender. The teahrspecification is performance based
requiring the contractor to supply and install adurct that is ‘fit for purpose’ with a ten
(10) year guarantee. An investigation into the ELEner has revealed that it is gradually
replacing the PVC liner in use and is an acceptalbdenative.

As a result of the investigation, the Tender Paseaionfident that the alternative tender

Option B from Musgrave offers the best value inmgrof price, relevant experience and
ability to perform the works in the designated tifrene. .
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In view of the prices submitted and the scores ftbenSelection Matrix it is recommended
that the alternative tender Option B submitted bysytave Contracting be accepted by
Council. This represents a significant saving ba budget and pre-tender estimate of
$1,500,000.

Consultation
Tenders were advertised in accordance withLtieal Government Act (1995).

Tenders were invited on Saturday 13 March 2011 canthg the advertised period twenty
eight (28) sets of documents were distributed tmmanies. At the close of tenders on
Thursday 7 April 2011, seven (7) submissions plus (1) alternative tender were received
from seven (7) companies.

Policy and Legislative Implications

Section 3.57 of theocal Government Act 1995s amended) requires a local government to
call tenders when the expected value is likely xoeed $100,000. Part 4 of the Local
Government (Functions and General) Regulations $886regulations on how tenders must
be called and accepted.

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

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

The acceptance of Alternative tenders by the Gigllowed for in the tender conditions.

Financial Implications

The City has provided a notional allocation of $Blion to this project in its Strategic
Financial Plan. This amount is made up of borrgwiof $4.8 million (with payments of
principal and interest to be serviced exclusivebynf revenue generated at the course) — plus
a one off contribution of $1 million to come froimet Collier Park Golf Course Reserve.

The pre-tender estimate for this project was $1@plus GST. The recommended tender
price of $877,000 plus GST is able to be accomneabefithin the existing notional budget
allocation.

Strategic Implications
This project compliments the City’s Strategic P2210 — 2015 and in particular:

» Direction 2.3 - Environment
“Review and integrate sustainable water managemestrategies to improve
community and City practices;"and

» Direction 1.1 - Community

“Develop, prioritise and review services and deliwemnodels to meet changing
community needs and prioritiés
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Sustainability Implications

The CPGC Master-plan, as a strategic document, teetparameters by which course

development is to occur and these are based oairsalsility principles. Such sustainability

initiatives include but are not limited to:

» Use of state of the art reticulation system thabtase efficient and water wise;

» Stormwater harvesting and reuse of treated storemtatreduce the need to irrigate the
course using bore/ground water;

» Use of native (endemic) vegetation that requiresimmal watering and maintenance;

» Use of alternative energy sources such as solaeipfow lighting;

» Use of porous pavements for roads and car parking.

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION AND
COUNCIL DECISION ITEM 10.2.2

That the alternative tender Option B submitted hysijtave Contracting for construction of
an irrigation lake and pump house for the ColliarkPGolf Course (Tender 19/2011) at
price of $877,000 plus GST be accepted.

CARRIED EN BLOC RESOLUTION

| 10.2.3 Cities as Water Supply Catchments — ResearEmogram |

Location: City of South Perth

Applicant: Council

File Ref: GR/205

Date: 18 April 2011

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

The University of Western Australia has writtenaloWALGA Members seeking support for
“The Cities as Water Supply Catchments” researatgnam. The research program is a
national, $20M, five year program that is researghivays to better manage water in a water
sensitive city to overcome water shortages, redut@n temperatures, improve waterway
health and improve urban landscapes.

Background

The national research program has 30 project partreross four eastern States, representing
regulatory agencies at all levels of governmentewaervice providers, urban designers and
land developers. An integrated, multi-disciplinagsearch team has been established to
address the governance, policy, economic and haatihsafety issues, as well as the science
and technological requirements that are essent@hsure adoption of research outcomes.

An opportunity now exists for WA local governmertts participate in this comprehensive

program by:

» establishing a WA Research Node at the UWA thdinlsed to the research team in the
eastern states; and

» forming a consortium of WA organisations to fune tmode and WA'’s participation in the
national program.

Comment

Local governments are invited to become participanthis national program. Membership of
the WA consortium and a funding commitment of betw&10,000 and $50,000 per annum for
three years are sought from each local governmetitd University of Western Australia and

the Centre for Water Sensitive Cities.
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The research node at UWA will coordinate the redeg@rogram and work with researchers
and other experts in WA within other universiti€SIRO, industry and government agencies.
this is the first time a program will properly cdorate and harness the significant science
expertise in WA to focus on solution to stormwated other urban water challenges facing the
State.

The WA consortium and Research Node will provideechanism for implementation of the

Overview of the Stormwater Science Plan for Betleban Water Management and ensure

that:

» program activities address priority WA stormwatgiesce and research issues;

* WA research requirements are represented in theimgpglevelopment of the national
“Cities as Water Supply Catchments” research progend

» outcomes of the $20M program are appropriately @dbjw suit WA conditions.

The benefits of the program for WA include:

» support for urban development and local governnbgnidentifying alternative, low cost
and low energy demanding water supply options (sscfor irrigating public open space)
and low energy demanding water supply options aeilithting the approval process for
innovative water supply schemes;

» research options to increase flood protection aeduge stormwater and drainage
infrastructure requirements by increasing retentibstormwater higher in the catchment to
reduce peak flows;

» demonstrate the performance of longevity of Watms8ive Urban Design principles and
new stormwater quantity and quality treatment mansant technologies;

» research options to reduce erosion and pollutiarrioan waterways and wetlands;

* more effective investment in stormwater managernmeWA,

« improved liveability and amenity of urban areagégucing the urban heat island effect;

* reduced demand on potable water supplies and sedaasilience to the impacts of climate
change by managing stormwater as a resource antifyiieg fit for purpose and alternative
water supply options;

» provide date and guidelines to assist urban ininesire planning and river and flood
management planning to mitigate the effects of alerchange; and

» increased leverage for Western Australian reseesctre attract nation and international
expertise and research funding.

By becoming a member of the WA Consortium the Gitysouth Perth will be represented on
the State Management Committee to help guide $eareh and ensure it continues to meet the
City’s needs. here will also be opportunity torfgapate in the program through workshops
and other forums that will be held to communicasearch outcomes and develop the work
plan for future research.

Consultation

The University of Western Australia has been atfigeeking local government participation

in the Cities as Water Supply Catchments reseamafjram. The concept is also supported by
WALGA and has been the subject of a presentatiamettC21 group of Swan and Canning
River Local Governments forum.

Legislative and Policy Implications
Council Policy P203 “Groundwater Management” applie
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10.3

Financial Implications

The Department of Water has already committed 0@ per annum in cash towards the
program. the University of WA has committed $2@0,@er annum in cash and $700,000 in-
kind funding which will include the new appointmerita senior academic with expertise in
urban water management. It is recommended thatitiyeof South Perth contribute $15,000
towards “The Cities as Water Supply Catchments2aesh program.

Strategic Implications

This project compliments the City’s Strategic P2A10 — 2015 and in particular:

» Direction 2.3 - Environment
“Review and integrate sustainable water managemstrategies to improve community
and City practices ! and

» Direction 1.1 - Community
“Develop, prioritise and review services and delwemodels to meet changing
community needs and prioritiés

Sustainability Implications

Water is becoming an increasingly important rese@as its scarcity increases. Involvement in
the ‘Cities as Water Supply Catchments’ researabgnam will demonstrate the City’s
environmental, community and social leadership.

The sustainability implications arising out of neat discussed or recommendations made in
this report are consistent with the City’s Susthiliy Strategy.

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION AND
COUNCIL DECISION ITEM 10.2.3

That the University of Western Australia be advitieat:
€)] the City of South Perth supports the “TheeSitas Water Supply Catchments”; and
(b) contributes $15,000pa for the next three y&argrds the research program.

CARRIED EN BLOC RESOLUTION

STRATEGIC DIRECTION 3: HOUSING AND LAND USES
10.3.1 Proposed Amendment No. 28 to Town Planningl!$eme No. 6 to rezone Lot

51 (Nos. 245-247) Canning Highway, SW corner Soutfierrace, Como to
Highway Commercial

Location: Lot 51 (Nos. 245-247) Canning Highway n@o

Applicant: Tuscom Subdivision Consultants on beb&the land

owners, C.S Lau and C.Y. Yang

Lodgement Date: 8 December 2010

File Ref: LP/209/28

Date: 1 April 2011

Author: Emmet Blackwell, Strategic Planning Officer

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

The applicant referred to above has requested am@ment to Town Planning Scheme No.
6 (TPS6) in relation to the site at Nos. 245 and 24nning Highway, Como. This rezoning
proposal will be identified as Amendment No. 28 TBS6. The applicant's request is
supported by concept plans and a letter which tegetompriséttachment 10.3.1to this
report. The applicant is seeking rezoning from &asiial R40 with 7 metre building height
limit to Highway Commercial (R80 residential degsiioding) with a 10.5 metre building
height limit. The recommendation is to initiate ®eheme Amendment process.

Background
Relevant details relating to the subject land artobows:
Lot area 1498 sq. metres
Current zoning Residential R40
Current building height limit 7.0 metres
Proposed zoning Highway Commercial
Proposed density coding R80
Proposed building height limit 10.5 metres
Development potential under As for the Highway Commercial zone. One of the listed ‘D’
proposed Scheme Amendment (Discretionary) Uses is ‘Mixed Development’
Maximum plot ratio (Highway | 0.5 = 749 sq. metres
Commercial zone)

The location of the development site is shown below
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The Amendment site comprises a lot on the south-emaer of Canning Highway and

South Terrace, Como. The existing buildings (twawested houses) are used for the
purpose of a physiotherapy practice. The subjdcadgoins two Single Houses on its
north-west and south-west boundaries respectivélyose properties are zoned
Residential with R40 density coding, as is the ectbjot. The lots on the other three
corners of the Canning Highway/South Terrace ietgign are all currently zoned

Highway Commercial with R80 density coding, coreistwith the proposed zoning

and density coding of the subject site.

/

In 1984, Planning Approval was granted for the @eion of the previous houses to
Consulting Rooms. The ‘Como Physiotherapy Cliiommenced operation at that
time.
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Development concept plamattachment 10.3.1,have been submitted by the applicant
to indicate the likely form of development on thite,sshould the rezoning ultimately be
approved by the Minister. The concept plans areimginded to be the final design
solution for the site. However the design indicatad the concept plans appears
generally to comply with Council's relevant plangircontrols applicable to the
proposed zoning, density coding and building helighit.

Comment

(@) Scheme Objectives: Clause 1.6 of No. 6 Town Rtang Scheme
Scheme Objectives are listed in Clause 1.6 of TP¥Be proposal has been
assessed according to the listed Scheme Objectisds|lows:

(1) The overriding objective of the Scheme is tquime and encourage
performance-based development in each of the leirmuts of the City in a
manner which retains and enhances the attributesthef City and
recognises individual precinct objectives and dasifuture character as
specified in the Precinct Plan for each precinct.

The proposed Scheme Amendment meets this overratijegtive.

The proposal has also been assessed under, armbéragound to meet, the
following relevant general objectives listed inuga 1.6(2) of TPS6:

(&) Maintain the City's predominantly residentilbzacter and amenity;

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

(9) Protect residential areas from the encroachnoéimappropriate uses;

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

() Create a hierarchy of commercial centres acawgd to their respective
designated functions, so as to meet the variougpihg and other commercial
needs of the community;

() In all commercial centres, promote an approfeiaange of land uses consistent
with:

(i) the designated function of each centre as sefrothe Local Commercial
Strategy; and
(i) the preservation of the amenity of the logalit

(b) Matters to be Considered by Council - Clause 3.of Town Planning Scheme No.
6
Clause 7.5 of TPS6 is applied in the context ofapplication for development
approval rather than requests for amendments t& . TR@wvever, it is appropriate to
consider the provisions of Clause 7.5 at the ptesiame in relation to the
applicant’s concept plan since the rezoning withdeto a later development
application.
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(©)

Clause 7.5 lists a range of matters to which thenCib is to have due regard, and in
connection with which the Council may impose coodi$ of development
approval.

Of the 24 listed matters, the following are patiecly relevant to the current

proposal:

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

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

(c) the provisions of the Residential Design Cadwbany other approved Statement
of Planning Policy of the Commission prepared ur8kxtion 5AA of the Act;

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

(9) in the case of land reserved under the Schiéma@urpose of the reserve;

(i) the preservation of the amenity of the locality

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

(n) the extent to which a proposed building isalistin harmony with neighbouring
existing buildings within the focus area, in terofsits scale, form or shape,
rhythm, colour, construction materials, orientatiaetbacks from the street and

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

The proposed Scheme Amendment is considered satigfain relation to the
above matters.

Canning Highway Reservation Review

Council is aware of the review of the Canning HiglgvReservation currently being

undertaken by consultants appointed by the WA Depart of Transport. The

purpose of the study is to produce a single congmsle plan for road

requirements and land use planning for the seatibr€anning Highway from

Albany Highway to Canning Bridge. It involves:

e preparation of an access strategy that minimisastdge access onto Canning
Highway;

e investigation of the potential for up-coding of eaffed properties along the
highway by way of a study of urban design and eedliuilding form.

« preparation of a road design concept and reservatans that accommodate the
requirements of an activity corridor.

The study commenced early in 2011 and is anticib&tebe completed around
August 2011.

The outcome of the Canning Highway Reservation &evnay affect the subject
property and therefore this study should be dramthé attention of the applicant.
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Consultation

(@)

(b)

Design Advisory Consultants’ Comments

The concept plans were considered at the Couridgd'sign Advisory Consultants’
meeting held on 4 April 2011. The Advisory Archifeexpressed concern regarding
the concept plans and in this respect, made theafiolg comments:

. The building design needs to be modified to moffectifrely address both
Canning Highway and South Terrace to the allowabight.

. There should be only one vehicle crossover on tottfSderrace, having
regard to the close proximity to the traffic ligtantrolled intersection and the
high volume of traffic carried by South Terrace.

. The layout of the parking area and the generalnat@nof the building is
considered to be inefficient.

Prior to consideration by the Advisory Architectse concept plans had already
been amended in response to certain concerns sgprbyg City officers. However,
having considered the Advisory Architects’ subsequemments, City officers still
have some reservations about the design. Thigléected in the recommendation at
the end of this report.

Neighbour Consultation

Community consultation has not yet been undertdkerelation to the proposed
Scheme Amendment. Neighbour and community conguitatequirements are
contained in the Town Planning Regulations and he City’'s Policy P301

“Consultation for Planning Proposals”. Following @wil's endorsement of the
draft Scheme Amendment, community consultation Bellundertaken as prescribed
in Policy P301. The consultation process will alswolve referral to the

Environmental Protection Authority for assessmeatid also to the Water
Corporation.

Community consultation will involve a 42-day advsrtg period, during which a
sign will be placed on the site inviting submissipand notices will be placed on the
City’s web site, in the Southern Gazette newspaperin the City’s Libraries and
Civic Centre. Any submissions received during treésiod will be referred to a later
Council meeting for consideration.

Policy and Legislative Implications

The statutory Scheme Amendment process is setrothe Town Planning Regulations
1967 The process as it relates to the proposed Amentho. 28 is set out below, together
with an estimate of the likely time frame assodatéth each stage of the process:

Stage of Amendment Process Estimated Time

Council resolution to initiate Amendment No. 28 to TPS6 3 May 2011

Council adoption of draft Scheme Amendment No. 28 proposals for | Unknown
advertising purposes

Referral of draft Amendment proposals to EPA for environmental Unknown
assessment during a 28 day period, and copy to WAPC for
information

Public advertising period of not less than 42 days Unknown

Council consideration of Report on Submissions Unknown

Referral to the WAPC and Planning Minister for consideration,

including:

* Report on Submissions;

 Council's recommendation on the proposed Amendment No. 28;

 Three signed and sealed copies of Amendment No. 28
documents for final approval

Unknown

Minister’s final determination of Amendment No. 28 to TPS6 and
publication in Government Gazette

Unknown
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Usually the resolution to initiate the Scheme Anmaedt process and the Council's
endorsement of the draft text of the Amendment petithe same meeting. However, on
this occasion, the applicant has requested thgttbelinitial resolution be adopted at the 3
May meeting. Following this resolution, the appfita planning consultant will be
preparing the Scheme Amendment report to be foreatd the WA Planning Commission
(WAPC) and the Minister. That report will also tain the text of the draft Amendment.

Immediately after the Council has endorsed thet dvafendment proposals for advertising,
the Amendment documents will be forwarded to theiBnmental Protection Authority for

environmental assessment during a 28 day periodl,aanopy will be forwarded to the
WAPC for information. Public advertising of Amendnt No. 28 will commence upon
receiving favourable assessment and advice fror& e

Financial Implications

Financial costs incurred during the course of tatusory Scheme Amendment process will
be covered by the Planning Fee which is payablcaordance with the Council’s adopted
fee schedule. In this case, the estimated Plarfreiegis $15,000, payable upon initiation of
the Amendment by the Council. The actual fee bélbased on officers’ time and other
actual costs incurred by the City. If the initistienate exceeds the actual cost, any unused
monies will be refunded at the conclusion of theeftiment process.

Strategic Implications

This matter relates to Strategic Directions 3 “Hogsand Land Uses” identified within the
Council’s Strategic Plan 2010-2015 which is expedssin the following terms:
Accommodate the needs of a diverse and growing patman with a planned mix of
housing types and non-residential land uses.

Sustainability Implications

The proposed Amendment No. 28 provides an oppdytdoi more effective use of land
and expansion of employment opportunities withia kbcality. The rezoning of the land
from Residential to Highway Commercial will allownaix of residential and non-residential
uses that can contribute towards increased locplayment opportunities and urban infill
which are objectives of the State Government aaddity, in the interest of sustainability.

Conclusion

The requested amendment to TPS6 to rezone this sit@sidered reasonable, having regard to
the unique location of the site in being the ordynaining corner lot at the intersection of
Canning Highway and South Terrace which is curyerntined residential, despite its existing
approved use as Consulting Rooms. The built forthsmale demonstrated by the applicant’s
supporting concept planaftachment 10.3.1 is consistent with that existing in the immediate
locality. It should be noted however that City offis still have some reservations about the
design and site planning of the proposal reflettetthe concept plans. Therefore, it should be
made clear to the applicant that Council's williega to initiate the Scheme Amendment process
should not be construed as support for a developdesigned in the manner shown on the
concept plans. Council's decision on any futureetigyment application will be governed by
TPS6 and related Planning Policies, and the assassenity impact on neighbouring sites.

It is considered that Council should now initigte statutory Scheme Amendment process

to enable the proposed Amendment No. 28 to be asleerio the public. At the same time,
Council should make its reservations clear regarttie concept plans.
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OFFICER RECOMMENDATION AND
COUNCIL DECISION ITEM 10.3.1

That....

(@ the Council of the City of South Perth undex fowers conferred by tianning
and Development Act 200bereby amends the City of South Perth Town Pranni
Scheme No. 6 in order to:

0] rezone Lot 51 (Nos. 245-247) Canning Highway South Terrace, Como
from Residential with R40 density coding to Highw@gmmercial with R80
density coding; and

(i) increase the Building Height Limit for the gebt site from 7.0 metres to
10.5 metres.

(b) the applicant be invoiced for the applicatiae ffollowing Council's decision to
initiate the amendment;

(c) the applicant be advised that Council has ter&servations about the design and site
planning of the proposal reflected in the concef@ng Therefore, Council's
decision to initiate the Scheme Amendment procésalld not be construed as
support for a development designed in the mannewshon the concept plans.
Should the Scheme Amendment ultimately be finajypraved by the Minister,
Council’s decision on any future development aggien will be governed by Town
Planning Scheme No. 6 and related Planning Policied the assessed amenity
impact on neighbouring sites; and

(d) the applicant’s attention be drawn to the CagnHighway Reservation Review
currently being undertaken by consultants engagedhe WA Department of
Transport, noting that the outcome of that Studyy rhave implications for the
subject site.

CARRIED EN BLOC RESOLUTION

10.3.2 Proposed Three-Storey Mixed Development - L4408 (No. 2) Downey Drive

Como
Location: Lot 408 (No. 2) Downey Drive, Como
Applicant: Peter Jodrell Architect
Lodgement Date: 29 December 2010
File Ref: 11.2010.717 DO4/2
Date: 1 April 2011
Author: Chris Schooling, Snr Planning Officer, Diamment Services
Reporting Officer: Vicki Lummer, Director, Develogmt & Community Services
Summary

To consider an application for planning approval dathree-storey mixed development on

Lot 408 (No. 2) Downey Drive, Como. The mixed deyghent comprises:

* 3 two-bedroom dwellings and 9 single-bedroom dwghi in a multiple dwelling
configuration;

» 3 shops/ offices; and

« A shop / café-restaurant.

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

Element on which discretion is sought Source of discretionary power
Car parking provision Clauses 6.3 and 7.8(1) TPS6
Plot ratio Table 3 and Clause 7.8(1) TPS6

It is recommended that the proposal be approvegstto conditions.
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Background

The development site details are as follows:
Zoning Highway Commercial
Density coding R80
Lot area 1,110 sq. metres
Building height limit 7.0 metres
Plot ratio limit 0.5

This report includes the following attachments:
Confidential Attachment 10.3.2(a) Plan and elevation drawings of the proposal.

Attachment 10.3.2(b) Site photographs.

Attachment 10.3.2(c) Notes from the concept forum held on 6 October
2010.

Attachment 10.3.2 (d) Applicant’s supporting report.

The location of the development site is shown below

Development Site

| e | Jmemm AR ks

Manning Road

Downey Drive T

NORTH

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

2. Major developments
(b) Residential development which is 9.0 metrek bighigher, or comprises 10 or
more dwellings; and
3.  The exercise of a discretionary power
(b) Applications which in the opinion of the delegatefficer, represents a
significant departure from the Scheme, the Resialeesign Codes or
relevant planning policies.

Comment

(a) Background
The applicant presented the proposal for a threegtbuilding on Lot 408 (No. 2)
Downey Drive, Como, the subject siteefore the Elected Members at a forum held in
October 2010. In December 2010, the City receilredsubject planning application,
as described above.
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(b)

(©)

(d)

Existing development on the subject site

The subject site is located at Lot 408 (No. 2) DewiDrive, Como. The former
development on the site consisted of a single haaseancillary outbuildings. This
development has recently been demolished andtéssiurrently vacant, as depicted
in the site photographs Attachment 10.3.2(b)

Description of the surrounding locality

The site has a frontage to Downey Drive to thelsauid Ley Street to the west. The
property shares common boundaries with a two-stemymercial building to the
north and an existing single house to the easteas inFigure 1 below. Across Ley
Street to the west are shops, and across Downese Bwithe south is the Manning
Senior Citizens Centre.

Description of the proposal

The proposal involves the construction of a mixegvedlopment on the site,
comprising 3 two-bedroom dwellings and 9 singlerbedh dwellings in a multiple
dwelling configuration, 3 shops / offices, and ash café-restaurant, as depicted in
the submitted plan and elevation drawingsCainfidential Attachment 10.3.2(a)
Additionally, the photographs show the relationsbighe site with the surrounding
built environment afttachment 10.3.2(b)

The applicant’s letteAttachment 10.3.2(c)describes the proposal in more detail.

The proposal generally complies with the requiretsi@i the Scheme, the R-Codes
and relevant Council policies in relation to firgshground and floor levels (minimum
and maximum), boundary walls, landscaping and Vehiwvements. The remaining
aspects requiring exercise of discretion along witter noteworthy matters have been
discussed below.
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()

(f)

(9)

(h)

Land use

The proposed land uses of single-bedroom and twlosben dwellings in a multiple
dwelling configuration, shop, office and café /teesant are classified as “D”
(Discretionary) land uses on Highway Commercialexbtand in Table 1 “Zoning -
Land Use” of TPS6. In considering this discretignase, it is observed that the site
adjoins residential and non-residential land usesa location with a streetscape
comprising mixed-use developments. Accordingly, ulse is regarded as complying
with Table 1 of the Scheme.

Street setbacks - Ground and % floor, south and west

Tables 3 and 5, when read in conjunction with tb&oaiated Clause 5.1(4) of TPS6,
prescribe setbacks for mixed development in thehWay Commercial zone.
Accordingly, the street setbacks for the proposedeibpment have been assessed on
the basis of the performance criteria while takimigp consideration the streetscape
amenity and the outlook from adjoining properties.

The proposed setbacks are 1.141 metres and 0 neetreswest and south boundaries
respectively. Both the south and west elevatioasufe architectural elements, such
as awnings and balconies, which project forwardhef building line and serve to
articulate the Downey Drive and Ley Street frontage

The adjoining development to the north is set bhd8 metres from the Ley Street
boundary. It is considered that the proposed sktbht.141 metres is consistent with
the setback of the existing building to the north.

The adjoining development to the east is set b@d& thetres from the Downey Drive
boundary. This development is subject to a redgwveént proposal for six multiple
dwellings and one shop across a two-storey mixedldpment. The applicant for the
proposal on this adjoining lot has had prelimindigcussions with the City. It is
considered that the nil setback to the south bayndgdl be consistent with setbacks
of buildings visible from the street.

Wall setback - Ground and f'floor, north

The northern walls of the building are set backMeein 0.4 and 2.75 metres from the
boundary in lieu of 4.5 metres required by Tablef IPS6. Therefore, the proposed
development does not comply with the setback pitestrby Table 3 of TPS6.
However, Clause 5.1(4)(b) of TPS6 permits the 4ebrenrear setback to be reduced,
provided loading and unloading of delivery vehictesl the removal of rubbish from
the site is achieved without the need for vehitbe®verse from or to a street.

Given the location of parking bays within the raaderve in close proximity to the
commercial tenancies along both sides of Ley Stiees considered that separate
delivery bays dedicated solely to this developnaeatnot required, and the communal
car parking bays should suffice. Therefore, oficennsider that the proposed setback
complies with the Clause 5.1(4)(b) of TPS6, andmemend approval.

Wall setback - Ground and f'floor, east

The prescribed east side setback is 0 metres uratge 3 of TPS6. The proposed
setback is 0 metres, therefore the proposed dawelopcomplies with Table 3 of
TPS6. Also noting that the side boundary alignnwitih the adjoining property has
been proposed as a part of this application; thgirdadg property owner has plans to
develop the lot in the near future. The applicamtthe proposal on this adjoining lot
has had preliminary discussions with the City.
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(i)

0

Building height

The building height limit for the site is 7.0 medr¢l2.5 metres AHD), and the
proposed building height is 7.0 metres (12.5 me&e®). A small portion of the
curved roof protrudes through the nominal 25 degoe¢ envelope on the Ley Street
elevation. In accordance with Clause 6.2 “Buildidgight Limit” of TPS6, since
building heights are measured to the highest pifithe external wall of the building
which rises to the highest altitude, the roof itsahn be located outside the planes that
form a notional 25 degree hip roof. Therefore, pineposed development complies
with the prescribed building height limit.

Plot ratio
The maximum permissible plot ratio is 0.5 (53%mnder Table 3 of TPS6, and the

proposed plot ratio is 1.088 (122%mTherefore, the proposed development does not
comply with the prescribed plot ratio.

Council has discretionary power under Clause 708.TPS6 to approve the proposed
plot ratio if Council is satisfied that the follomg requirements of this clause have
been met:

(&) Approval of the proposed development would dresistent with the orderly and
proper planning of the precinct and preservatiothefamenity of the locality;

(b) The non-compliance will not have any adverdeatfupon the occupiers or
users of the development or the inhabitants ofptieeinct, or upon the likely
future development of the precinct; and

(c) The proposed development meets the objectoethé City and for the precinct
in which the land is situated as specified in theciict Plan for that precinct.

In this instance, officers are of the view that #pplicant has demonstrated that the
abovementioned requirements have been met. In dawoe with the provisions of
Clause 7.8 of TPS6, Council has approved variationglot ratio for the following
recently approved developments:

Plot ratio variations granted by Council Proposed
variation
3
7] o% & = @
> =0 2 o [} =
2 £S | 58 | =§ 2
T ©3F oY | 23 2
8= 8 2 8§ | 388 =
S8 | 3% | 25 | 228 28
Permissible under
TPS6 0.750 0.5 0.5 0.50 0.50
Existing plot ratio - - - 1.40 -
Approved 0.814 0.992 1.2 2.01 1.088 (proposed)
Variation - Plot ratio 0.064 0.492 0.7 0.61 0.58
Variation - 8.5% 98% 140% 122% 116%
Percentage

Plot ratio variation needs to be assessed undeydteatial impacts upon amenity and
the streetscape. In assessing this variationlyfitsshould be acknowledged that there
are contrasting planning controls for non-residdrand residential developments in
the Highway Commercial zone. Whilst non-residerdieelopments have a plot ratio
control of 0.5, a residential development is petenito build a plot ratio of 1.0. This
serves to indicate that a plot ratio in the orderl® will be compatible with the
amenity of the locality.
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(k)

The character of “Highway Commercial” streetscapes the west and south
boundaries (in the immediate vicinity) is consisteith the proposal. Ley Street is a
busy local distributor with existing single-storegmmercial buildings dominating its
character on both sides. The building immediatelthe north of the site is a recently
constructed two-storey commercial building of thens scale as that proposed in this
application.

Downey Drive features original and new housing lsteend the Manning Senior
Citizens Centre opposite the site. The applicastifegen in consultation with the City
regarding a proposed mixed development at 4 Dovivese, and it is anticipated that
this development would be of a similar scale td graposed in this application. It is
considered that the bulk and scale of the developrite consistent with existing
development in the Highway Commercial zone of khiglity.

A direct outcome of building bulk is overshadowiigsurrounding properties. Due to
the orientation of the lot and Downey Drive beiogéards its south, it is observed that
the impact in this regard will be acceptable. Baspdn the discussion presented
above, officers consider that the proposal compliéls the discretionary clause and is
therefore supported by the City.

Car parking

The required total number of car bays for the dgwslent is 28 which comprises the

following:

* In accordance with TPS6 provisions for the nondesiial uses, a total of 16 car
bays are required for staff as well as the visitors

* In accordance with Clause 7.3.3 of the R-Codes 2thEproposed 12 dwellings
are classified as medium-sized (75 -110 sq. melesratio area) and are within
250 metres of high frequency bus routes along Manmtoad and Ley Street.
Accordingly, one car bay per dwelling is requiretiet totals to 12 car parking
bays for the residential use required. A mixed t®weent allows reciprocal
parking facilities. Accordingly, an additional 3sitbrs’ bays required for the
residential use have been accounted for withinkiéwgs required for the non-
residential uses.

The proposed number of car bays is 20, a shodfdlbays (29%). 12 on-site parking
bays have been allocated for the residential coexpoof the development and 8 for
the non-residential component. Therefore, the pegalevelopment does not comply
with the car parking requirement prescribed by €ablof TPS6. The applicant’s
letter, Attachment 10.3.2(c) provides written justification for the proposedrc
parking variation.

The applicant has also proposed 3 additional aestparking bays. One bay is
proposed on the north side of Downey Drive direetfijacent to the crossover. Even
though this proposed bay has been marked as alatisghrking bay, it will be
assessed to comply with the disabled parking reqments of the Building Codes of
Australia. If this is an unsuitable location for disabled bay, the bay will be
designated as a standard car bay. 2 car bays@vegad on the south side of Downey
Drive directly opposite the development site, aejgcto Manning Senior Citizens
Centre. Comments in this regard from the City’s iBagring Infrastructure Services
are covered in the relevant section below.
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()

Clause 6.3(4) of TPS6 provides the discretionarwgroto approve the proposed
variation to car parking for non-residential usésCouncil is satisfied that the

proposed number of bays is sufficient, having rédarthe peak parking demand for
different uses on the development site. Additignaltlause 7.8.1 of TPS6 provides
the discretionary power to approve the proposegaeking if it is satisfied that all of

the following requirements of this clause have bmet

(&) Approval of the proposed development would desistent with the orderly

and proper planning of the precinct and the predenw of the amenity of the
locality;

(b) The non-compliance will not have any adverdectfupon the occupiers or

users of the development or the inhabitants oftieeinct, or upon the likely
future development of the precinct; and

(c) The proposed development meets the objectivesthfe City and for the

precinct in which the land is situated as specifiethe Precinct Plan for that
precinct.

In response to the above matters, the applicantphagided written justification
which is supported by the officers:

Orderly and proper planning and the preservatiah@fmenity of the locality

The City is of the opinion that, given the diveraage of land uses in the locality
which offer a facility for reciprocal parking betem uses, i.e. offices and café /
restaurant, and the existence of a significant ramalp parking bays within the
road reserve, the full compliment of 28 on-sitekpay bays is not required for
this development. Additionally, many local residentho would use the proposed
services would commute by alternative modes ofspart, and may also visit
more than one business during their trip.

Not have any adverse effect upon the occupiersrsusnhabitants

The City observes that the sharing of car parkiagshin the locality already

exists due to the number of commercial uses alag3treet. As a result, there
would be no adverse impact on the amenity of thality arising from sharing of

car parking bays within this development.

Clause 6.3(5)(b) of TPS6 relating to cash-in-liégar parking bays cannot be utilised
in this instance in order to seek the cash paynfenthe clause states, Council must
have firm proposals to expand the capacity of pupdirking facilities in the vicinity
of the development site. At this, the City doesimate any such proposal.

Based upon the comments provided above, officerssider that the proposal
complies with the discretionary clause and is tteeeesupported by the City.

Visual privacy

The eastern face of the balcony to Dwelling 13enés a 7.5 metre cone of vision
variation to Clause 7.4.1 “Visual Privacy” of theG®des. The proposed development
does not comply with the provisions. Therefore, @ndition of approval is
recommended seeking compliance and thereby addgetbés matter.
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(m) Scheme Objectives - Clause 1.6 of Town Plannit8@cheme No. 6

(n)

In considering the application, Council is requittedhave due regard to and may
impose conditions with respect to matters liste€Ciause 1.6 of TPS6 which are, in
the opinion of Council, relevant to the proposedealigoment. Of the 12 listed
matters, the following are particularly relevantth@ current application. Officers are
of the view that the proposal demonstrates compéiarith these matters:

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

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

() In all commercial centres, promote an appropgigange of land uses consistent
with:

(i) the designated function of each centre as setrothe Local Commercial
Strategy; and
(i) the preservation of the amenity of the logalit

Other Matters to be Considered by Council - Clase 7.5 of Town Planning Scheme

No. 6

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

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

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

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

(c) The provisions of the Residential Design Codad any other approved
Statement of Planning Policy of the Commission gmeb under Section 5AA of
the Act;

(H  Any planning policy, strategy or plan adoptgd@ouncil under the provisions of
Clause 9.6 of this Scheme;

(i)  The preservation of the amenity of the locality

() All aspects of design of any proposed developrimeluding but not limited to,
height, bulk, orientation, construction materialglegeneral appearance;

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

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

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

(n) The extent to which a proposed building isaligun harmony with neighbouring
existing buildings within the focus area in ternfsite scale, form or shape,
rhythm, colour, construction materials, orientatimetbacks from the street and
side boundaries, landscaping visible from the stie®d architectural details;
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(@) The topographic nature or geographic locatidrthe land;

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

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

(u)  Whether adequate provision has been made fmsady disabled persons; and

(v) Whether adequate provision has been made @fathdscaping of the land to
which the application relates and whether any treesther vegetation on the
land should be preserved.

The proposed development is considered satisfastosfation to all of these matters.

Consultation
(@) Design Advisory Consultants’ comments

The design of the proposal was considered by thes@esign Advisory Consultants
(DAC) at their meeting held in January 2011. Theppsal was favourably received
by the consultants. Their comments and responeasthie applicant and the City are

summarised below:

DAC Comments

Applicant’s Response

Officer’'s Comment

The Advisory Architects
acknowledged the need for a café in
this locality as there is none operating
currently, and asked the City to
consider  approving  appropriate
concessions to the associated car
parking requirements.

The City agrees that the cafe
use will contribute to land use
diversity within the locality, as
well as providing casual
surveillance of the sections of
Downey Drive and Ley Street.
The comment is NOTED.

Noting that the development was

The applicant has liaised

It is considered the 3 additional

deficient of approximately 7 to 8 car- | with the City's | parking bays will positively
parking  bays, the architects | Engineering Services | contribute to the availability of
recommended that the applicant | with regards to providing | car parking within the locality.
considers providing additional on- | 3 additional on-street | Additional on-street parking bays
street car parking bays in accordance | parking  bays along | do not require the built form to
with the provisions of Clause 6.3 of | Downey Drive. be modified to the extent that the
TPS6. size of the commercial tenancies
is reduced.
The comment is UPHELD.
A modified design layout was | The  applicant  has | The City considers the revised
recommended to relocate the | incorporated the | plans received with respect to

staircase (provided for fire escape
purposes) outside the security gate
and closer to the Downey Drive
alignment. This will facilitate a direct
connection between the covered car
parking area with the entry foyer.

architects’ comments into
revised plans for the
development.

this comment to be satisfactory.
The comment is UPHELD.

The architects recommended making
the entrance to the building and car
park more defined and placing soft
landscaping (a hedge) along the
property boundary.

The  applicant  has
incorporated the
architects’ comments into
revised plans for the
development.

The City considers the revised
plans received with respect to
this comment to be satisfactory.
The comment is UPHELD.
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(b)

(©)

(d)

DAC Comments

Applicant’s Response

Officer’'s Comment

The architects recommended that the
bedrooms of Dwellings 14 and 15
which adjoined a light well be opened
on to this space with a partition
allowing for exclusive use by these
dwellings. Providing obscure glazing
along the periphery of the corridors
will achieve visual privacy for these
private outdoor areas.

The  applicant  has
incorporated the
architects’ comments into
revised plans for the
development.

The City considers the revised
plans received with respect to
this comment to be satisfactory.
The comment is UPHELD.

Since the proposed  common
staircases go up to the first floor level
only, they are not required to be
isolated or fire rated. Hence, the walls
enclosing these staircases could be

The  applicant  has
incorporated the
architects’ comments into
revised plans for the
development.

The City considers the revised
plans received with respect to
this comment to be satisfactory.
The comment is UPHELD.

removed, thus opening them up and
make them more visible.

Neighbour consultation

Neighbour consultation has been undertaken forgiaposal to the extent and in the
manner required by Policy P301 “Consultation foarfPing Proposals”. Under the
“Area 1” consultation method, individual propertwmers, occupiers and / or strata
bodies at No 4 Downey Drive and Nos. 56, 61 and_&{l Street were invited to
inspect the plans and to submit comments duringdalayy period. During the
advertising period, a total of 4 consultation negievere sent and no submissions were
received.

Internal referral - Engineering Infrastructure Services

The City’'s Engineering Infrastructure Services was fedi to comment on the
provision of 3 car parking bays proposed within ttead reserve as detailed
previously. While no objections were raised, théfeing comments were received:

“(i) A separation between the crossover and theablisd parking bay would be
required, as a crossover to the City’'s standardsidqreclude the disabled
bay from remaining in the proposed location; and

(i) The on-street parking bays should partiallyiliseé both the verge and the
existing road surface. This would in effect deceeti®e impact of the bays on
the verge and also narrow the lane width to theimirm 3.0 metres, therefore
helping to slow traffic throughout the area and widing a safer road
environment.”

The applicant has made relevant amendments to thstreet parking bays in
accordance with Engineering Infrastructure’s comtsien

Internal referral - Strategic Urban Planning Adviser
City’'s Strategic Urban Planning Adviser raised objectionsand provided the
following comments:

“This proposal was the subject of a Council Memba&@ncept forum held on 6
October 2010. At that time, the project architecbyided an overview of the
development concept proposed for No. 2 Downey DManning and responded to
questions from Elected Members. Notes from theemirwriefing are attached to this
report as Attachment 10.3.2(c) Plans, elevations and perspective drawings were
displayed at the concept forum and were favourablgeived. Council Members
encouraged the applicant to submit an application planning approval for the
proposed mixed-use development.
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Clauses 5.4(4)(a) and (c) of TPS6 state that:
(4)(a In this sub-clause, “Site D" means all tlatl comprised in:

0] Lot 409 (No. 56) Ley Street, Como (Lot 409);

(i) Lot 408 (No. 2) Downey Drive corner Ley Stte@omo (Lot 408);
and

(i) Lot 407 (No. 4) Downey Drive, Manning (Ldd4).

(c) None of the land comprised in Lot 408 may sedufor the purposes referred to
in paragraph (b) unless such use is part of an grated development
encompassing:

0] both Lots 408 and 409; or
(i) all of the lots comprised in “Site D".”

The previous Town Planning Scheme No. 5 was ameadgiply Commercial zoning
to Lots 409, 408 and 407 referred to above, in otdeexpand and “round off” the
local Commercial zone at the Ley Street / ManningadR intersection. When
implementing the Scheme amendment, Council sawndkd to ensure that any
development on these lots would be designed intaegrated manner, although there
was no requirement for the lots to be amalgamatée. TPS5 provisions were carried
through into the current Town Planning Scheme NoTl@at is the reason for the
provisions in Clauses 5.4(4)(a) and (c) set outvabo

The project architect for the development undersaderation has been mindful of the
requirement referred to above. The design of thegept, particularly the Ley Street
elevation, is considered to most satisfactorilygrate with the design of the existing
development on Lot 409 (No. 56) Ley Street.

Policy and Legislative Implications
Comments in relation to various relevant provisioh§own Planning Scheme No. 6, the R-
Codes and Council policies have been provided élsemin this report.

Financial Implications
The determination has no financialplications

Strategic Implications

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

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

Sustainability Implications

Noting the proximity of the subject Highway Commiatdot to Manning Road, as well as to
the surrounding high density non-residential degelents, the applicant has successfully
designed a building that compliments the streetscBgen though all balconies do not have
access to the northern sunlight, they are of aoreddy large size, thus providing the
required balance between indoor and outdoor aietivior each of the dwellings. The mixed
development is observed to be sustainable as itige® active surveillance of the street
during various times of the day and night, prong#nsense of safety and security amongst
the community.

Conclusion

While Council is required to exercise discretionthviegards to various aspects of the
development, officers consider that the proposalcapable of being approved. The
development is observed to meet with the relevasite®e, R-Codes and City policy
objectives and provisions, and not have a detrialeimpact on adjoining residential
neighbours. Accordingly, it is considered that tagplication should be conditionally
approved.
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IOFFICER RECOMMENDATION ITEM 10 .3.2 |

That pursuant to the provisions of the City of $oBerth Town Planning Scheme No. 6 and
the Metropolitan Region Scheme, this application péanning approval for a mixed
development on Lot 408 (No. 2) Downey Drive, Cob@approvedsubject to:

(a) Standard Conditions
340A Parapet walls - Finish from 456  Dividing fences - Timing

street
352 Car bays - Marked and visible 470 Retainindswalf required
354  Car bays — Maintained 508 Landscaping apprewed
completed
377 Screening - Clothes drying 471 Retaining wallaning
390 Crossover — Standards 550  Plumbing hidden
393  Verge and kerbing works 578  New titles prioBto
410  Crossover - Affects 625  Sightlines for drivers
infrastructure
416  Street tree - Not to be removed39  Verge licence required
445 Stormwater infrastructure 660  Expiry of apptova

455 Dividing fences - Standards 664  Inspectiora{finequired
(b) Specific Conditions
() Revised drawings shall be submitted, and su@wihgs shall incorporate the
following:
(@) Separate screened drying areas appurtenaathaesidential dwelling;
(b) The provision of secure clothes lockers to nesidential change rooms
in accordance with Clause 6.4 of Town Planning 8eh6; and
(c) Privacy screening in accordance with Clausel7M of the R-Codes to
the eastern face of the balcony to Dwelling 13.

(i) In accordance with clause 7.8(1) of Town Pliaign Scheme No.6 the
applicant shall pay to the Council the full costlué works within the public
areas to construct (3) three parking bays on Dowbsgye, prior to the
occupation of the development.

(c) Standard Advice Notes

646  Landscaping - General 648  Building licence required
standards

646A Masonry fences require BA  649A Minor variations - Seek approval

647 Revised drawings required 651  Appeal rights - Council

647B Address outstanding matters

(d) Specific Advice Notes
The applicant is advised to liaise with the Citi¢isvironmental Health department for
their specific requirements to be addressed.

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

ICOUNCIL DECISION ITEM 10.3.2 |

Note: At the request of Council Officers this item wdthwn for the purpose of completing
the 14 day required advertising.

61



MINUTES : APRIL ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING HELD: 3 M\Y 2011

10.3.3 Proposed Change of Use (Shop to Consultingpdtns) - Lot 3 (No. 101
Canning Highway South Perth

Location: Lot 3 (No. 101) Canning Highway, SouthtRe

Applicant: Ms C L Duncan

Lodgement Date: 1 February 2011

File Ref: 11.2011.51 CA6/101

Date: 1 April 2011

Author: Mina Thomas, Planning Officer Developmegt\ices
Reporting Officer: Vicki Lummer, Director Developmie& Community Services
Summary

To consider an application for planning approval dochange of use (shop to consulting
rooms) on Lot 3 (No. 101) Canning Highway, SouthteThe proposal is a “DC” use in

the “Regional Road / Highway Commercial” zone. ACDuse is not permitted unless

Council has exercised its discretion by grantirapping approval after giving special notice
of the development proposal in accordance with ghavisions of Clause 7.3 of Town

Planning Scheme No. 6 (TPS6).

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

Element on which discretion is sought Source of discretionary power
Car parking provision Clauses 6.3 and 7.8(1) of TPS6

It is recommended that the proposal be approvegsito conditions.

Background
The development site details are as follows:
Zoning Regional Road and Highway Commercial
Density coding R80
Lot area 265 sq. metres
Building height limit 10.5 metres
Plot ratio limit 0.5

This report includes the following attachments:
Confidential Attachment 10.3.3(a) Plans of the proposal.

Attachment 10.3.3(b) Applicant’s supporting letter.
Attachment 10.3.3(c) Shawmac Pty Ltd's Parking Statement dated 9 Marc
2011.
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The location of the development site is shown below

DYSON ST

37
DYSON ST

88
CANNING HWY

Development Site

CANNING HWY

CANNING HWY

Dyson Street

84
CANNING HWY

LOT: 12376

o
CANNING HAY

107
CANNING HWY 58
CANNING HAY

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

1. The exercise of a discretionary power
Applications which in the opinion of the delegatsfticer, represents a significant
departure from the Scheme, the Residential Desigde€ or relevant planning
policies.

Comment

(@) Description of the proposal
The subject site zoned Highway Commercial was apgatdo operate as an office in
1995, and then as a shop in 2002. At some stag@pthroved shop ceased to operate
and the use of the premises was changed back toritlieally approved office use.
City’s records do not indicate this reverting baakhe original office use. None-the-
less, this application relates to a change of oseonsulting rooms, specifically a
physiotherapy clinic. The applicant’s letter, reégl to asAttachment 10.3.3(b)
describes the proposal in more detdil.variation to car parking requirements is
proposed from the approved shop to consulting roomfsch is supported by a
Parking Statement by Shawmac Pty Ltd, referredstéttachment 10.3.3(c) This
variation requires exercise of discretion, henég gport to Council recommended by
officers for approval.

Como Physiotherapy Clinic, the applicant is cuiseticated at No. 245 Canning
Highway, corner of South Terrace. The clinic is gmsed to be relocated to the
subject premises. The proposal is to have 2 th&sapvorking at any one time, 2
permanent part-time reception staff and a masd@perating hours proposed are
8:00am to 7:00pm Monday to Thursday, 8:00am to@n®0n Fridays, and 8:00am to
2:00pm on Saturdays.

The proposal generally complies with the provisiafighe City’s Town Planning

Scheme No. 6 (TPS6) and relevant Council policwigh the exception of some
aspects which require exercise of discretion, ssudised in the report.
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(b)

(©)

Land use

The proposed land use “Consulting Rooms” is classias a “DC” (Discretionary
with Consultation) land use in Table 1 (Zoning ndaUse) of TPS6. In considering
this discretionary with consultation use, it is eb®d that the subject site adjoins
existing non-residential uses in close proximityGdnning Highway. Accordingly,
the use is regarded as being compatible to the area

Car parking

The officers observed that the approved “Shop” tespiired 7 on-site car parking
bays in accordance with TPS6 provisions. Sinceettisting shop does not have any
parking bays on-site, it was previously approvedhwiomplete reliance on car
parking bays located within the road reserve. Tlaeeecurrently 24 existing parking
bays on either side of Salisbury Avenue that ctéhe need of non-residential uses
in the vicinity.

The required number of on-site car parking baygHerproposed consulting rooms is
9. Noting the lack of on-site parking, the propoisatelying solely on the existing
parking bays within the road reserve. Since thepgsed development does not
comply with the car parking requirement in TableTBS6, Council discretion is
sought.

Effectively, the “Consulting Rooms” use requiresaatditional 2 bays over and above
the parking required for the existing shop.

Clause 6.3(4) of TPS6 provides the discretionarwgroto approve the proposed
variation to car parking for non-residential usé€ouncil is satisfied that sufficient
parking bays are available in the vicinity of thevelopment site to cater to the
demand. Additionally, Clause 7.8(1) of TPS6 prosidbe discretionary power to
approve the proposed car parking if it is satisfight all of the following
requirements of this clause have been met:

(i)  Approval of the proposed development would besistent with the orderly and
proper planning of the precinct and the presermatb the amenity of the
locality;

(i) The non-compliance will not have any adverstea@ upon the occupiers or
users of the development or the inhabitants ofptieeinct, or upon the likely
future development of the precinct; and

(i) The proposed development meets the objectigeshe City and for the precinct
in which the land is situated as specified in thecict Plan for that precinct.

In response to the above matters, the applicantphagided written justification

which is supported by the officers:

(i) The report by Shawmac Pty Ltd (refer to pageoi&he report) indicated that
parking within Salisbury Avenue road reserve hasuaent vacancy rate of
more than 10 car bays during most of the day, wiicufficient to cater for the
proposed increase of 2 cars.

Additionally, site inspections conducted by offieat various times of the day
indicate that sufficient vacant bays are availatitdin the road reserve to cater
to the additional demand for 2 parking bays. Thisewvation is supported by
aerial photographs provided on the “NearMap” welsiphotos taken at
intervals of 4 to 6 weeks since 2009.
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(i) The report by Shawmac Pty Ltd (refer to pageahd 14 of the report) also
indicated that a maximum of 9 car parking bays W# required for the
proposed consulting rooms during peak time as coedpi® TPS6 requirement
of a minimum of 9 car parking bays for this lane.uklowever, the applicant
has indicated that they would require 9 to 10 lmygny one time. Information
provided above in (a) provides evidence that vabays are available within
the road reserve.

(i) The development is also observed to be cdestswith the objectives of the
Scheme. Relevant information is covered in thei@ean “Scheme Objectives”
below, which are considered to have/have not batsfigd.

Clause 6.3(5)(b) of TPS6 relating to cash-in-liégar parking bays cannot be utilised
in this instance in order to seek the cash paynfenthe clause states, Council must
have firm proposals to expand the capacity of pubdirking facilities in the vicinity
of the development site. At this time, the City sloet have any such proposal.

Based upon the comments provided above, officerssider that the proposal
complies with the discretionary clause, and isefee supported by the City.

(d) Landscaping
This change of use proposal does not entail phydelopment or construction on
site from what already exists. The existing levielamdscaping is observed to be of a
reasonable standard.

(e) Scheme Objectives - Clause 1.6 of Town Planniggheme No. 6

Having regard to the preceding comments in termghefgeneral objectives listed

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

objectives:

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

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

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

(i) Create a hierarchy of commercial centres acaagdto their respective
designated functions, so as to meet the variougpéig and other commercial
needs of the community;

() Inall commercial centres, promote an appropgigange of land uses consistent
with:

(i) the designated function of each centre as setrothe Local Commercial
Strategy; and
(i) the preservation of the amenity of the logalit
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(h)

Other Matters to be Considered by Council - Clase 7.5 of Town Planning Scheme

No. 6

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

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

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

(@ The objectives and provisions of this Schemeuding the objectives and
provisions of a Precinct Plan and the MetropoliRegion Scheme;

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

()  Any planning policy, strategy or plan adopted@ouncil under the provisions of
Clause 9.6 of this Scheme;

(9) Inthe case of land reserved under the Schiéma@urpose of the reserve;

(i)  The preservation of the amenity of the locality

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

(v) Whether adequate provision has been made @fathdscaping 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 agijic, including those received
from any authority or committee consulted underuséa7.4; and

(X)  Any other planning considerations which Counoitsiders relevant.

The proposed development is considered satisfactoslation to all of these matters,
subject to the recommended conditions.

Consultation

(@)

(b)

Neighbour consultation

Neighbour consultation has been undertaken forpgitaposal to the extent and in the
manner required by Policy P301 “Consultation foarfPing Proposals”. Under the
“Area 1” consultation method, individual propertwmers, occupiers and / or strata
bodies at Nos. 94, 96, 97 ,98 and 100 Canning Highwere invited to inspect the
plans and to submit comments during a minimum XMA-gariod (however the
consultation continued until this report was fisat).

During the advertising period, a total of 5 corstitin notices were sent and no
submissions were received. However, the asseséiiogrodealt with two enquiries
about the subject development whereby no conceens expressed by the enquirers.

Internal referral - Environmental Health Services

Comments were invited from the City’s Environmentdkalth Services. No

objections were raised, subject to compliance wta standard requirements. A
specific important note is recommended to be plamedhe approval, advising the
applicant / owner of the need to liaise with thevitEsnmental Health Services with
respect to complying with the relevant health regmients prior to commencing the
proposed use.

Policy and Legislative Implications
Comments in relation to various relevant provisioh$own Planning Scheme No. 6, the R-
Codes and Council policies have been provided élsexin this report.
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Financial Implications
The determination has no financial implications.

Strategic Implications

This matter relates to Strategic Direction 3 “Hogsiand Land Uses” identified within
Council’s Strategic Plan which is expressed infthlewing terms:

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

Sustainability Implications

Sustainability implications for this proposal reldab sustaining the existing local business
and associated facilities and services providethéocommunity within the South Perth
district. The business also provides employmentodppities within the area, while
ensuring that it does not adversely impact uponathenity of the adjoining development.
Officers observe that the proposal adequately agddrkthe above criteria.

Conclusion

It is considered that the proposal demonstratesptante with the relevant Scheme,
R-Codes and City policy objectives and provisioscordingly, it is considered that the
application should be conditionally approved.

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION AND
COUNCIL DECISION ITEM 10.3.3

That pursuant to the provisions of the City of $oBerth Town Planning Scheme No. 6 and
the Metropolitan Region Scheme, this applicationpianning approval for a change of use
(shop to consulting rooms) on Lot 3 (No. 101) Cagriighway, South Perthe approved
subject to the following conditions:

(&) Standard Conditions
660 Validity of approval - 24 months
(b) Specific Conditions

() The proposed consulting rooms shall have a mawi of 2 therapists operating
at any one time, along with 2 support staff andaaseur.

(i) Operating hours of the consulting rooms shwlrestricted to between 8:00am
and 7:00pm Monday to Thursday; 8:00am and 6:00prhRratays; and 8:00am
and 2:00pm on Saturdays.

(c) Standard Advice Notes

648 Building licence required 646A Masonry fences require BA
642 Strata note - Comply with that Act  649AMinor variations - Seek
approval

643 Strata note - Seek strata approval 651  AppealsigBouncil

646 Landscaping - General standards
(d) Specific Advice Notes

(i) The applicant / owner are advised of the needlidise with the City's
Environmental Health Services with respect to cgingl with the relevant
health requirements prior to commencing the propose.
Footnote A full list of Standard Conditions and Advice Notes is available for inspection at the
Council Offices during normal business hours.

CARRIED EN BLOC RESOLUTION
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10.4 STRATEGIC DIRECTION 4: PLACES

10.4.1 Proposed Amendment No. 25 to Town Planningci®me No. 6 — South
Perth Station Precinct

Location: City of South Perth

Applicant: Council

File Ref: LP/209/25

Date: 12 April 2011

Author: Vicki Lummer, Director Development and Conmmity Services
Summary

The purpose of this report is firstly to considee tresult of the preliminary consultation
undertaken for an amendment to Town Planning Scheéme6 (TPS6) to implement the

recommendations of the South Perth Station PreBlieet report and secondly, to initiate the
required Scheme Amendment.

The preliminary consultation is required under sk&8.8 (3) of TPS6.

It is recommended that the Amendment No. 25 to TiSHitiated with some changes from
the advertised documents.

Background

This report contains the following attachments:

+ Attachment 10.4.1(a) Amendment No. 25 Text and Maps

e Attachment 10.4.1(b)  Preliminary Consultation — Table of Submissions

The Scheme Amendment is described below anditiachment 10.4.1(a)being the draft
Amendment Text and Maps, all which will be displayed during the statutory adising
period should Council decide to initiate the Ameiettnprocedure.

The Amendment comprises two parts. The first eridlate a Special Control Area over the
South Perth Station Precinct (SPSP) and put irept@ev development requirements for the
precinct. The second part will provide for theylieyy of development contributions for
infrastructure within specific parts of the Cityich as the SPSP to be paid by the developer
at the time of development.
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The Amendment site location and its proposed dinignto sub-precincts are shown below:

LEGEND:

SCOTT-RICHARDSON

SUB-PRECINCT.........cooviienen

SUB-PRECINCT.........ccoeiemnen

MENDS STREET
SUB-PRECINCT.........cooeiienn

SOUTH PERTH ESPLANADE m

1l 1 P PLAN 1
: 1% erding SUB-PRECINCT PLAN
- : . JOB CODE: DATE:
Assoclates STH STA GE 03.03.2011
b 125 Hamersley Road, Subiaco W.A. 6008 HORTH SOUTH PESR;'PL};;’;QSTNHPRECINCT
PH: (08) 9382 3000 FAX: (08) 9382 3005 ]
www.allerdingassoc.com City of South Perth

Comment

(a) Engagement of Consultants
The South Perth Station Precinct Plan was adopgettid Council in August 2010
when it was resolved as follows:

“(@)  Council endorse the South Perth Station PmetiPlan Final Report July 2010
as the guide for future implementation of the redtgyment of the precinct; and
(b)  Consultants are engaged to develop and megithe Town Planning Scheme
Amendments required to facilitate the implementeatibthe South Perth Station
Precinct Plan Final Report.”
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(b)

(©)

The South Perth Station Precinct Plan was enddrgéde Western Australian Planning
Commission and subsequently published by the Dmeatt of Planning in January
2011

Expressions of Interest were sought from suitabiglified Town Planning consultants
and in November 2010, Allerding and Associates wappointed by the City.
Separately, two of the City’s Design Advisory Coltest architects were engaged to test
the draft Amendment provisions through preparatibiypothetical designs using the
‘development requirements’ and ‘performance crtein the adopted Precinct Plan
report and to make recommendations about apprepigtnges to those provisions.

Policy P687 Development of Council-Owned Land

This policy requires the use of consultants in priely Scheme Amendments for
commercial purposes, which relate to Council-owtaed. Since the Council owns land
within the Scheme Amendment area, consultantsydiilg and Associates, have been
engaged.

Description of the Scheme Amendment
The proposed Scheme Amendment is describedtiachment 10.4.1 (a) and
explained below.

The amendment seeks to introduce new provisiomsth Scheme which aim to
achieve the objectives of the South Perth Stati@tiRct Plan, published by the
Western Australian Planning Commission in Janud@¥12 This report identified
that in 2002 the State government considered thheré was insufficient
justification for a South Perth rail station in thghort term” However it was
identified that f the picture of substantial growth/change cangresented as an
inevitable and real phenomenon for the precincthent there is justification for
setting up the infrastructure that is proposed idey to meet this need in the long
term.”

In 2004, the Proposed South Perth Rail Stationifcednalysis Report identified
that the City of South Perth:
... should strengthen its planning strategies touoon more compact and
mixed use developments within the Station preciviogre a variety of daily
activities are closely integrated.

Following on from that, the South Perth Stationcdiret Study was undertaken and
produced the South Perth Station Precinct Plane Vikion of the South Perth
Station Precinct Plan was:

A vibrant attractive business location featuringeh choice of employment,
public transport option, pedestrian friendly traedd streets and also
including reminders of South Perth heritage.

The South Perth Station Precinct Plan also idestiféi number of objectives in order

to achieve the vision including :

* Provide a significant increase in the potential é@velopment on the precinct.

e Create lively street frontages and a dynamic pubdialm by locating shops,
restaurants and other non-residential uses at gebiloor levels.

* Encourage walking as the primary means of travebugh the precinct by
improving pedestrian amenity within the public streetwork.

e Allow taller and larger buildings in locations wherriver views can be
maximised.

* Integrate best practice sustainability technologiesplanning, design and
development of the new urban fabric of the precinct
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The South Perth Station Precinct Plan then idewtifihe South Perth Station
precinct boundary and Sub Precincts within the iRcgca building height plan
specific to the precinct was developed, and a apéesign area was delineated on
plan. This report identified that in terms of bddrm and building height,the main
height emphasis in the precinct will be along MehParade, Judd Street and part
of Mill Point Road in order to establish a stromgrhework of built form along the
precincts front door and to address the regionalverent corridor of the Kwinana
Freeway and southern suburbs rail lihe.

The South Perth Station Precinct Plan identified ¢hkey method to introduce these
proposed provisions into the City of South Pertiesce is to include the area within

what is referred to as a Special Control Area. sTAimendment seeks to create a
Special Control Area for the South Perth StaticecPict and introduce new scheme
provisions that only apply to this Precinct.

Draft scheme text provisions in the form of twolésbwere also included in the
South Perth Station Precinct Plan, one table ifjéng development controls across
the precinct and sub-precincts and the second idéieifying performance criteria
whereby Council could relax density and buildingghé controls for properties
identified as being within the Special Design Avdzere the proposed development
met the listed performance criteria. These talitesn an integral part of the
amendment and are included in a new Schedule itecbgoorated into the Scheme.

The South Perth Station Precinct Plan identifieddfog sources that could be
pursued in order to pay for the capital expendiinwlved in such a project. The
South Perth Station Precinct Plan identified thavedbper contributions is one
funding source that could be used in order to pl@¥or the infrastructure identified
in the report. The Western Australian Planning @uossion released a state
planning policy regarding developer contributionsNovember 2009. This policy
includes standard scheme provisions that are tséé when local government seek
to introduce developer contribution requirementgo irtheir scheme.  This
amendment seeks to introduce those standard prosisinto the Scheme text and
then apply them to the South Perth Station Preeired. A separate schedule is also
included which details what infrastructure requiesits are the subject of developer
contributions how the cost is to be apportionedvben the land owners. Once the
amendment is approved, detailed costings of theeldpment contribution
requirements would have to be undertaken for teedi works in the developer
contribution plan and then developer contributiaisthe rate identified in the
schedule must be paid prior to comprehensive rédenweent of a site occurring. It
should be noted that developer contributions aen theviewed annually. The
money collected from the developer contributionshisn kept by the Council in a
trust fund and then used in order to pay for thieastructure works identified in the
developer contribution plan.

The Amendment documents in their original form,aavertised for preliminary

comment, have been altered in response to the ssloms that have been received

during the preliminary consultation period. Thampes are summarised as follows:

0] Properties between Stone Street and Melville Pavagle advertised as
having a 41m height limit and being within the Spebesign Area, which
would allow for height relaxation if the developnhemet specified
performance criteria. _ Modification to the amendmepw reduces the
building height limit from 41m down to the existidglm and the Special
Design Area no longer applies to those.lots
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(ii) Portion of Richardson Park that reflected a progobailding footprint
adjacent to the proposed Railway Station Site waduded in the
Amendment Area. _ Richardson Park has now been @sdldrom the
amendmentnd the reserve will remain unchanged. In the tettet the
Council wishes to pursue that option, that wouldlesented to Council as
a separate item whereby Council would have to vestd request that the
Western Australian Planning Commission amend th#&sP& Recreation
boundary to Urban for that portion of RichardsorkPa

(i) Modification to the boundary on South Perth Espiteni® include properties
up to Frasers Lane

(iv) Modification to Table A to include parking provisio for tourist
accommodation

(v) Minor text changeas recommended by the Council’s solicitors.

Consultation

The SPSP Plan has been the subject of extensivengnity engagement from 2007 to the
most recent advertising. The final content of ®BSP Plan reflected the extensive
community engagement which included landowners’ksioops in February 2009 and a
community forum in April 2009.

Clause 9.8 (3) of TPS6 states:

“In the case of a proposed amendment to the zonintand other than an amendment
requested by the owner, the Council shall, befoittating any amendment to the Scheme,
invite comment from the owner of the land concefned

Accordingly, Amendment No. 25 has been advertiseacicordance with clause 9.8 (3) and
Policy P301 ‘Consultation for Planning Proposalfetters and an information sheet were
sent to over 900 owners of properties in and adjgithe precinct and further information

was provided on the City’'s web site. The submisgieriod extended over 26 days from 4
March to 30 March 2011, the required minimum adserg period being 21 days.

There were 126&ubmissions received. The submitters’ commentssamemarised in the
table of ‘preliminary’ submissions attachment 10.4.1(b).

Policy and Legislative Implications

The Scheme Amendment will have the effect of madgythe City’s operative Town
Planning Scheme No. 6 in terms of development otn@pplicable to the South Perth
Station Precinct. Although the Council may iniia Scheme Amendment at its discretion,
once it has been initiated, the final decision Wwélmade by the Minister for Planning.

The current proposals will be progressed as Amentlide. 25 to TPS6, in accordance with
the statutory Scheme Amendment process inTtven Planning RegulationsThat process
is set out below, together with an estimate oflitedy time frame for each stage:

Stage of Amendment Process Estimated Time
Preliminary consultation under clause 9.8 (3) of TPS6 4 March to 30 March 2011
Council decision to initiate Amendment No. 25 to TPS6 and Council 3 May 2011

adoption of draft Amendment No. 25 Report and Amendment Text for
advertising purposes

Referral of draft Amendment No. 25 documents to EPA for Unknown (28 days)
environmental assessment during a 28 day period, and to WAPC for
consent to advertise.
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| Stage of Amendment Process Estimated Time

Public advertising period of not less than 42 days Unknown - the City normally

(Note: Council policy precludes community consultation processes from | allows a slightly longer period than

being undertaken between mid-December and mid-January) the minimum 42 days, to provide
for mail deliveries and slightly late
submissions

Council consideration of Report on Submissions in relation to Unknown, but at the first available

Amendment No. 25 proposals Council meeting following the

conclusion of the statutory
advertising period (Possibly

August 2011)

Referral to the WAPC and Minister, of: Unknown, but usually within two
* Report on Submissions, Schedule of Submissions and copies of weeks of the Council meeting at

submissions; which submissions were
« Council's recommendations on the proposed Amendment No. 25; considered
 Three signed and sealed copies of Amendment No. 25 documents

for final approval
Minister’s final determination of Amendment No. 25 to TPS6 Unknown
Notification to all submitters following publication of Notice of the Unknown - following receipt from
Minister's approval of Amendment No. 25 in the Government Gazette Planning WA of the Minister’s final
and a local newspaper approval

Financial Implications

As this Scheme Amendment is being proposed by ihe @l of the associated costs of
consultation and preparation of documents are bbgnéhe City. This project is being
undertaken by Allerding and Associates in accordanith funds provided in the current
budget.

The amendment proposes the introduction of a dpusat contribution scheme which will
be levied upon development approval. The procadsaaministration of the scheme is a
complex task and will require additional human tese or be outsourced to a consultant.
The cost of administration of the scheme can aéstubded by the contributions.

Strategic Implications
This proposal relates to a number of Strategicdiimas from the 2010-2015 Strategic Plan,

including:

4.4 Facilitate optimal development of the Civigahgle precinct

5.1 Improve access and use of railway stationipogs and surrounding land uses.

4.1 Identify and ensure activity centres and comitgthubs offer a diverse mix of uses

and are safe, vibrant and amenable.

The Amendment proposal is also directly relatedhto City’s “Vision Ahead” future plan
under the strategic direction of “Housing”:

Accommodate a Growing Population

Work towards ensuring that diverse accommodationiogls are available to us all,

regardless of our stage in life, household size ambme, whilst maintaining a positive

quality of life.

» Develop and facilitate a series of collaborativaphing forums on accommodation to
develop clear strategies (including consideratioh zoning and building codes) for
managing population growth and housing needs.

» Ensure a range of affordable housing options aralable to meet the needs of a diverse
population.
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Review the Town Planning Scheme

Review and develop a new Town Planning Schemeicaurages housing design of a high

quality, honours both our heritage and the evolviregure of architecture and society, and

caters for a growing population.

 Identify areas for high density e.g. along Canrlihgy, the freeway and train-line.

» Develop and facilitate collaborative planning forsirfor the community to review the
Town Planning Scheme.

» Identify existing or possible village hubs that déathe potential for mixed-use
developments.

* Incorporate strategies that have been developedanage a growing population.

Sustainability Implications

The proposals for the South Perth Station Pregdnoimote more development around a
future train station, which will reduce the usepoivate motor vehicles and reduce carbon
emissions in the long term. The facilitation oégier commercial and office space increases
the jobs available in the City and makes it an eodnally more sustainable locality.

| OFFICER RECOMMENDATION ITEM 10.4.1 |

That ...

€) the Council of the City of South Perth under powers conferred by tlanning and
Development Act 200Bereby amends the City of South Perth Town PlanS8ittgeme
No. 6 in the manner describedAttachment 10.4.1 (a);

(b) the draft Amendment text and maps Aftachment 10.4.1.(a) be adopted and
forwarded to the Environmental Protection Authofity environmental assessment and
to the Western Australian Planning Commission fipraval to advertise;

(c) upon receiving clearance from the EnvironmeeRtatection Authority and consent to
advertise from the Department of Planning, comnyuadvertising of Amendment No.
25 be implemented in accordance with the Town RtenfRegulations and Council
Policy P301; and

(d) the following footnote shall be included byyaf explanation on any notice circulated
concerning this Amendment No. 25:

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

making a final decision.

OFFICER COMMENT ITEM 10.4.1

The reporting officer advises that owing to the pterity of the proposed Amendment
Text, the illustrating of proposed Amendment Mapsild not be completed in time for
inclusion with the amending text. In recognitiontbé need to progress this Amendment as
a priority, this report has been submitted prioceonpletion of the amending maps. These
map changes have effectively been endorsed by thendll as part of this resolution
through the detailed technical text descriptionswklver, as the map changes are required to
be advertised as part of the Amendment No. 25 deotnit is intended that they will be
added to the document prior to forwarding it to BA and WAPC for consent to advertise
to ensure that they are advertised for public contrhe
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OFFICER RECOMMENDATION
The Mayor called for a mover of the officer reconmuiation at Item 10.4.1. The officer
recommendation Lapsed.

MOTION
Moved Cr Cala, Sec Cr Grayden

That....

(a) the officer's recommendation not be adopted;

(b) the draft Amendment No. 25 documentAdtachment 10.4.1(a)be modified as
follows:

0] Schedule 9 is modified as follows -

(A) An additional precinct known as the Stone-MkéviParade Sub-
Precinct is to be created comprising the area bedirtdy Stone
Street, Judd Street, Melville Parade and ScoteStre

(B) The land uses for the Stone-Melville Parade -Brdxinct are to
remain as currently prescribed in Table 1 of TowanRing Scheme
No. 6 for the Residential Zone, including Multidiavellings and
Tourist Accommodation.

© Other development requirements for the Stonésile Parade
Sub-Precinct are to be as for the Scott-RichardStreet Sub-
Precinct.

(i) The ‘Existing Zoning’ map and the ‘Scheme (Antgenent) Map’ be deleted and
replaced by a set of amending maps depicting athefScheme Amendment
proposals pertaining to the Scheme Maps as artezlilay technical description
in the proposed Amendment text;

(c) for the purpose of adopting the draft Amendmiéat 25, Attachment 10.4.1(a)is
deemed to have been modified to the extent destiibpart (a) of this resolution;

(d) the Council of the City of South Perth undes lowers conferred by th&anning
and Development Act 200Bereby amends the City of South Perth Town Planning
Scheme No. 6 in the manner describedtiachment 10.4.1(a);

(e) the draft Amendment text and maps comprigittgchment 10.4.1(a) be adopted
and forwarded to the Environmental Protection Adthofor environmental
assessment and to the Western Australian Plannamgn@ssion for approval to
advertise;

() upon receiving clearance from the Environmeedtection Authority and consent
to advertise from the Western Australian Planningm@ission, community
advertising of Amendment No. 25 be implemented dnoadance with the Town
Planning Regulations and Council Policy P301; and

(9) when the Western Australian Planning Commisgias granted consent for draft
Amendment No. 25 to be advertised for public submiss, the following footnote
shall be included by way of explanation on any e¢®ftirculated concerning this
Amendment:

Footnote: This draft Scheme Amendment is currently only a proposal. The Council welcomes your
written comments and will consider these before recommending to the Minister for Planning whether to
proceed with, modify or abandon the proposal. The Minister will also consider your views before
making a final decision.
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MEMBER COMMENTS FOR / AGAINST MOTION - POINTS OF @ARIFICATION

Cr Cala Opening for the Motion

whilst the concerns of residents in this localityres considered valid on the issue of the
Special Design Area and building height propostis, concerns regarding a proposed
mandatory mixed use and requirement of a commegoiaind floor were not.

rationale for this position was on the basis that,quote from the Summary of
Submissions:“the introduction of commercial uses on the grodtwbr will encourage
activation of the frontage”

area between Stone Street/Mill Point Road, whitstiflng a mixed use at present has not
made use of this opportunity because the demandbédwes for high standard apartment
accommodation.

demand has shaped the character of the area, frilifiPdint Road down to Melville
Parade

comment in the Summary of Submissions strengthéis goint “A number of
submissions refer to the character and ‘village edphere’ of this area (Stone Street)
and concern about the impact on that streetscagech of this area has been recently
redeveloped with other sites having been stratiedtitand therefore unlikely to be
developed due to the need to get agreement betlidand owners in order to develop.
On that basis, it is considered unlikely that themcter of this area will significantly
change in the foreseeable future. Further, theradngent seeks to retain a front setback
in this area in order to retain the existing chate

if the character of this area is clearly residéntianature why would we seek to change
this by making it a mandatory requirement of propewners to introduce commercial
space on the entire ground level of any future igreent between Stone Street and
Melville Parade - It would be contradictory to thery controls put in place toetain the
existing character”

the area of the Peninsular north of Judd Streatclgarly distinct area from that south of
Judd Street to Richardson Street

the high quality apartments that have been buit arbenchmark for any further
developments

to pursue planning measures of the type envisageuld impose a planning regime, not
only inappropriate for the area, but strongly oggbby those residents currently living in
this area; for no tangible benefits for the Precinc

ask Councillors support amended Motion

Cr Grayden for the Motion

endorse Cr Cala’'s comments

Deputations highlighted the primary concern shdaddow will this Amendment benefit
residents/ratepayers

assure constituents the Mill Point Ward Councilleie committed to the ‘village
character’ of the area

acknowledge Judd Street / Richardson Street newdstking to make the most of this
area

believe Amendment No.25 will enhance the arealertenefit of residents

we have listened to the residents of the Stonetarea

support Amendment No. 25 in general

support Motion

Cr Skinner for the Motion

commend Cr Cala on preparing Amended Motion
endorse comments by Crs Cala and Grayden
support proposal

support Motion
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\COUNCIL DECISION ITEM 10.4.1
The Mayor Put the Motion

That....

€)) the officer's recommendation not be adopted;

(b) the draft Amendment No. 25 documentAdtachment 10.4.1(a)be modified as
follows:

0] Schedule 9 is modified as follows -

(A) An additional precinct known as the Stone-MiéviParade Sub-
Precinct is to be created comprising the area bedirtdy Stone
Street, Judd Street, Melville Parade and Scote§tre

(B) The land uses for the Stone-Melville Parade -Brdxinct are to
remain as currently prescribed in Table 1 of TowanRing Scheme
No. 6 for the Residential Zone, including Multidiavellings and
Tourist Accommodation.

© Other development requirements for the Stonésile Parade
Sub-Precinct are to be as for the Scott-RichardStreet Sub-
Precinct.

(i) The ‘Existing Zoning’ map and the ‘Scheme (Amggnent) Map’ be deleted
and replaced by a set of amending maps depictihgofalthe Scheme
Amendment proposals pertaining to the Scheme Mapsaréiculated by
technical description in the proposed Amendmertt tex

(c) for the purpose of adopting the draft Amendmiat 25, Attachment 10.4.1(a)is
deemed to have been modified to the extent destiibpart (b) of this resolution;

(d) the Council of the City of South Perth undes lowers conferred by th&anning
and Development Act 200Bereby amends the City of South Perth Town Planning
Scheme No. 6 in the manner describedttachment 10.4.1(a);

(e) the draft Amendment text and maps comprigittgchment 10.4.1(a) be adopted
and forwarded to the Environmental Protection Adthofor environmental
assessment and to the Western Australian Planngmgn@ssion for approval to
advertise;

() upon receiving clearance from the Environmefadtection Authority and consent
to advertise from the Western Australian Planningm@ission, community
advertising of Amendment No. 25 be implemented dooedance with the Town
Planning Regulations and Council Policy P301; and

(9) when the Western Australian Planning Commisgias granted consent for draft

Amendment No. 25 to be advertised for public submiss, the following footnote

shall be included by way of explanation on any e¢®ftirculated concerning this

Amendment:

Footnote: This draft Scheme Amendment is currently only a proposal. The Council welcomes your written

comments and will consider these before recommending to the Minister for Planning whether to proceed with,
modify or abandon the proposal. The Minister will also consider your views before making a final decision.

CARRIED (9/0)
Reason for Change

Whilst the concerns of residents in this localitgrer considered valid on the issue of the
Special Design Area and the building height projsgpgae concerns regarding a proposed
mandatory mixed use and requirement of a commegoiaind floor were not. The rationale
for this position was on the basis th&@the introduction of commercial uses on the ground
floor will encourage activation of the frontage”.
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10.5 STRATEGIC DIRECTION 5: TRANSPORT

| 10.5.1 Metropolitan Region Scheme Amendment 1203/4Perth Waterfront |

Location: City of South Perth

Applicant: Western Australian Planning Commission
File Ref: LP/213

Date: 1 April 2011

Author: Stephen Bell, Director Infrastructure Bees

Reporting Officer: Cliff Frewing, Chief Executiv@fficer

Summary

The current WA State Government has committed ¢odilivery of Perth Waterfront. To
make this commitment possible, MRS Amendment 12D3kas been prepared to
consolidate approximately 19.75 hectares of exjsparks and recreation, waterways and
regional road reservations tdPablic Purpose Special Use Reservithe MRS Amendment
is currently advertised for public submissions &period of three (3) months from 22
February 2011 to 27 May 2011 inclusive.

The purpose of this report is for the Council tmsider MRS Amendment 1203/41. Of
particular concern to City Officers is the severgidRiverside Drive between Barrack Street
and William Street and redistribution of traffictorthe local and regional road network,
with the potential for increased traffic volumesiagongestion on Canning Highway, Mill
Point Road, Labouchere Road and Judd Street résglgctThis clearly is not an acceptable
outcome and hence it is the recommendation to Glotlrat a submission be forwarded to
the Western Australian Planning Commission (WAPi@hlighting the City’s concerns on
the matter.

Background
The redevelopment of Perth foreshore has been mesamy by successive WA State
Governments as being vital to the growth and vibyaof Perth CBD. It has also been the
subject of numerous planning, design and publicsatiation initiatives over the past 30 or
more years.

The current WA State Government has committed ¢odilivery of Perth Waterfront, and
in August 2009 requested the WAPC and DepartmerRlafining (DoP) to assume lead
agency responsibility for this ambitious project.

The WAPC and DoP prepared a Masterplan under teesight of the Perth Waterfront
Ministerial Taskforce, which was released by thenier and Minister for Planning in
December 2009. This was followed by a project Bess Case submitted for consideration
by Cabinet in March 2010.

In June 2010, Cabinet requested that the WAPC avfél [progress the detailed planning,
design and statutory approvals necessary to faeilihe timely construction of the project.
The Perth Waterfront Masterplan is shown at Figlrand Figure 2 respectively and
includes the following key elements as taken diyefcbm the text of the Amendment:
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A significant new urban waterfront precinct;

A new inlet that brings the river closer to theyCiframed by public terraces,
promenades and civic spaces;

An island within the inlet that provides a rangeretreational, interpretative and
public event opportunities. Connected by two brgltee island also completes and
attractive pedestrian circuit around the new wabeitf

A nationally significant centre for indigenous eutk, art and learning;

Buildings reflecting the scale of the City that afehigh architectural quality and
provide a mix of residential, commercial, officetail, hotel and short stay, and
hospitality uses;

The strengthening of William and Barrack Streeténgsortant connections through
the City from the river to Northbridge.

The extension of Howard Street and Sherwood Coutti¢ waters edge, enhancing
their role as activated pedestrian connectionsthdheart of the City;

The diversion of Riverside Drive between Barrade&t and William Street and the
redistribution of major traffic to The Esplanade;

The construction of a traffic calmed waterfront ddaetween Barrack Street and
William Street. This new road can be closed tdfizatt certain times of the day or
for major events.

Relocation of the commuter ferry terminal to a nevet, allowing passengers to
embark and disembark closer to the city and crgadirmuch stronger connection
with the Esplanade railway station and bus port;

Enhancement of Barrack Square and the framingeoB#lltower with appropriately
scaled buildings to give it a more defined context;

Enhancement of Supreme Court Gardens as a majdoauévent and ceremonial
space;

Re-establishing the City's connection with King'arl via a chairlift from the end
of William Street.

Figure 1 — Proposed Perth Waterfront Masterplan Figure 2 - Perth Waterfront
Masterplan
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The amendment is being advertised for public susions for a period of three (3) months
from 22 February 2011 to 27 May 2011. Written Swgsiains on the amendment must be
received by 5.00 pm Friday, 27 May 2011.

The MRS Amendment 1203/41 for Perth Waterfronhmmn atAttachment 10.5.1

Comment

One of the most significant structural changes atigubin the Perth Waterfront Masterplan
is the proposed form and function of Riverside Brivihe masterplan places a high priority
on public and pedestrian access over private wehacicess. Accordingly, the primary
function of Riverside Drive will be to provide asseto the City rather than function as a
bypass.

The Masterplan is based on the premise that fowtierfront to function as an extension of
the City, roads must be designed as City stre¢terahan feeders to the regional road
network. Accordingly, the section of Riverside Bribetween Barrack Street and William
Street is to be removed with two-way traffic flowintroduced into Barrack Street, the
Esplanade, Mounts Bay Road and William Streetaddition, the Masterplan places greater
emphasis on alternative modes of transport by dmladimg bus, rail and commuter ferry

services, and improving pedestrian and cycle nétsvaithin the area.

It is stated in Section 5 - Transport and Accesghef MRS Amendment that transport

planning and modelling was undertaken in consoltatiith the City of Perth, Department

of Transport, MRWA, Public Transport Authority afdanning and Transport Research
Centre. Although the traffic model highlights titaere will be some increased levels of
congestion within the City, the MRS Amendment iadés that these impacts are quote
“manageable” if a sustainable multi-model appraadaken.

The Perth waterfront development will clearly impan the 30,000 vehicles per day which
currently utilise Riverside Drive. The State Goweent is planning to modify Graham

Farmer Freeway, including the addition of a thadd to the Northbridge tunnel, to assist in
the orderly flow of traffic in and around the CityThis involves expanding the Graham
Farmer Freeway tunnel to six lanes by removingdimergency (i.e. breakdown) lanes to
cope with the vehicles no longer able to utilisedRside Drive.

It is expected that not all vehicles will utiliseaham Farmer Freeway to bypass the City
and hence a high proportion of traffic can be etgubto divert to local roads. According to
DoP modelling, the volume of cars on Riverside Bmwill drop from about 30,000 vehicles
per day to about 15,000 vehicles per day oncedhd rs re-routed around the back of the
Swan River inlet which is to be cut into the Esplda foreshore. This work is expected to
be completed in 2013.

It is anticipated that a high proportion of traffidll divert through streets within the City of
South Perth during the morning and afternoon peaket times with Canning Highway,
Mill Point Road, Labouchere Road and Judd Stréef\iito be adversely impacted. This
will lead to increased traffic volumes and congestion the local road network and
intersections. South Perth has not been consuitedt &he transport planning and modelling
undertaken for the Perth Waterfront nor does itehaecess to the traffic model or study
report. Notwithstanding, it is highly unlikely ththe traffic study would have considered
the implications of additional traffic volumes onuh Perth streets.
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Mill Point Road and Labouchere Road, particulanyinlg the morning and afternoon peak
periods, are already congested and additionaldnafsulting from severing Riverside Drive
will lead to a worsening situation. For exampley ancreased traffic volumes at Mill Point
Road and Labouchere Road is only likely to havegative impact on the level of service at
key intersections, entry (and exit) at the Kwindhaeway on-ramp, pedestrian and road
safety, and detract from the residential amenittheflocal area.

The proposal to redevelop Perth foreshore represemtonderful opportunity to rejuvenate
and grow Perth CBD, hence the concept should bpostgal in-principal by the Council.
Whilst transport planning and modelling was suppbsendertaken to support the MRS
Amendment, there is limited advice about how ttafitt from Riverside Drive is to be
distributed and managed on the regional and la@d network. Whilst the MRS describes
the traffic impacts and congestion as being maridged is not clear how the traffic
redistribution affects roads in the City of SoutrtR, more particularly Canning Highway,
Mill Point Road, Labouchere Road and Judd Str8éterefore, it is recommended that the
City provide a written submission to the WAPC Highting that the City of South Perth
supports in principal MRS Amendment 1203/41 - P&iaterfront dated February 2011,
with the exceptions:

Consultation

The City received a copy of MRS Amendment 1203 Eébruary 2011. The amendment
is being advertised for public submissions for aqueof three (3) months from 22 February
2011 to 27 May 2011. Written Submissions on theratmeent must be received by 5pm
Friday, 27 May 2011.

The City has not been consulted about the trangpanning and modelling undertaken for
the Perth Waterfront development.

Policy and Legislative Implications

The Western Australian Planning Commission is rasjtide for keeping the MRS under
review and initiating changes where necessary. arhendment process is regulated by the
Planning and Development Act 2005. The MRS amendh203/41 is being made under
the provisions of Section 41 of the Act.

Financial Implications
Nil

Strategic Implications
This project compliments the City’s Strategic P2010 — 2015 and in particular:
= Direction 1 - Community
1.2 Ensure that land use planning and servicevdeji aligns and responds to
community safety priorities.
= Direction 3 - Housing and Land Uses
3.2 Encourage and facilitate economic development
3.3 Develop integrated local land use plannin@tggies to inform precinct plans,
infrastructure, transport and service delivery.
= Direction 5 - Transport
5.2 Ensure transport and infrastructure plans imtgg with the land use strategies
and provide a safe and effective local transpotivoek.
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10.6

Sustainability Implications
The appropriate management of infrastructure ireextly important to ensure that it meets
the current and future traffic and transport nefdbe community.

Reporting on MRS Amendment 1203/41 contributes lie City’'s sustainability by
promoting effective communication between key stakeers.

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION AND
COUNCIL DECISION 10.5.1

That the City of South Perth....

(a) supports in principal the Metropolitan Regioch&me Amendment 1203/41 ‘Perth
Waterfront’ dated February 2011, with the followiexceptions:

(i) the City is extremely concerned about the psgabchanges to Riverside Drive
which will reduce traffic volumes from about 30,00€hicles per day to about
15,000 vehicles per day, with the resultant trafffeggng forced to utilise other
local and regional roads in Perth. Of particulanecern to the City of South
Perth is the high probability of traffic being rstlibuted to Canning Highway,
Mill Point Road, Labouchere Road and Judd Strespeetively thereby
resulting in increased traffic volumes and congestnd reduction in road and
pedestrian safety and residential amenity duriegniorning and afternoon peak
travel times;

(i) the City requests that detailed traffic modwal and reporting be undertaken as
a matter of urgency to determine the likely inceeds traffic volumes and
congestion on Canning Highway, Mill Point Road, tabhere Road and Judd
Street resulting from the Perth Waterfront develeptnand changes to
Riverside Drive, and that the City be party to sadtudy; and

(i) where it is identified in the detailed tradfimodelling and reporting that
Canning Highway, Mill Point Road, Labouchere Road aludd Street are
adversely impacted by increased traffic volumes @nhestion, improvements
be undertaken to the road network and intersectioradleviate the identified
negative impacts.

(b) requests to be consulted on any future tredfid transport studies or initiatives
undertaken by the City of Perth and/or the WA S@Gt&ernment, where changes to
the road and transport network in Perth is likelyrdsult in adverse impacts within
the City of South Perth.

CARRIED EN BLOC RESOLUTION

STRATEGIC DIRECTION 6: GOVERNANCE

\10.6.1 Monthly Financial Management Accounts - March 2011

Location: City of South Perth

Applicant: Council

File Ref: FM/301

Date: 10 April 2011

Author / Reporting Officer: Michael J Kent, DirectBinancial and Information Services
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 comprewided on the significant financial
variances disclosed in those reports.
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The attachments to this financial performance repog part of a comprehensive suite of
reports that have been acknowledged by the Depattofie.ocal Government and the City's
auditors as reflecting best practice in financggarting.

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 e 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 tooiiie financial performance of the

areas of the City’s operations under their confFbis report also reflects the structure of the
budget information provided to Council and publi$tirethe Annual Budget.

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

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 ‘budgetiiresl which actual performance is
compared is phased throughout the year to rethectyclical pattern of cash collections and
expenditures during the year rather than simplyde proportional (number of expired
months) share of the annual budget. The annualéiudgs been phased throughout the year
based on anticipated project commencement date®x@etted cash usage patterns. This
provides more meaningful comparison between actodlbudgeted 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 ahgell circumstances and new
opportunities. This is consistent with principlesresponsible financial cash management.
Whilst the original adopted budget is relevant iy vhen rates are struck, it should, and
indeed is required to, be regularly monitored aedewed throughout the year. Thus the
Adopted Budget evolves into the Amended Budget thia regular (quarterly) Budget

Reviews.

A summary of budgeted revenues and expendituresifgd by department and directorate)
is also provided each month from September onwaihis.schedule reflects a reconciliation
of movements between the 2010/2011 Adopted Budgktree 2010/2011 Amended Budget
including the introduction of the capital expend&utems carried forward from 2009/2010
(after September 2010).

A monthly Statement of Financial Position detailithge City’s assets and liabilities and
giving a comparison of the value of those assetsliabilities with the relevant values for
the equivalent time in the previous year is alsovjgled. Presenting this statement on a
monthly, rather than annual, basis provides grdatancial accountability to the community
and provides the opportunity for more timely intmion and corrective action by
management where required.
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Comment

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

»  Statement of Financial Positiottachments 10.6.1(1)(A)and 10.6.1(1)(B)

« Summary of Non Infrastructure Operating Revenud Bmxpenditure 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 MovemenisAttachment 10.6.1(6)(A)and10.6.1(6)(B)

* Rate Setting Statemenfttachment 10.6.1(7)

Operating Revenue to 31 March 2011 is $38.96M wihégresents 101% of the $38.76M
year to date budget. Revenue performance is ofobadget expectations overall - although
there are some individual line item differences.téeparking is in line with budget
expectations but infringements revenue continu&gobudget. Interest revenues remain
well ahead of budget expectations - with higherdings of both Municipal and Reserve
funds contributing to the favourable variance. fimerates revenue has stalled with few
interims raised during the month. Property enquayenue is also very low with a greatly
reduced amount of sales activity in the area. Atppesworkers compensation premium has
been received as the insurers continue to re-assebsclose out existing claims. This
amount will be transferred to the Insurance RiskdRee in the Q3 Budget Review until
used to offset future negative premium adjustments.

Planning revenues are now some 11% below budgeiceaqions after a very quiet period
during January to March. Building revenue now dsgs budget by 7%. Collier Park
Village revenue is slightly ahead of budget exp@ata whilst the Collier Park Hostel
revenue remains significantly favourable - althowyimodest downwards adjustment is
expected after a review of the commonwealth suésidiolf Course revenue is now 2%
below budget targets - even after the budget figuas revised downwards in the last
Budget Review. Infrastructure Services revenueaigdly on budget in most areas -
although transfer station entry fees are well dowrexpectations. Comment on the specific
items contributing to the variances may be founthenSchedule of Significant Variances at
Attachment 10.6.1(5).

Operating Expenditure to 31 March 2011 is $29.34McW represents 98% of the year to
date budget. Operating Expenditure is 4% under &udy the Administration area, on
budget in the Infrastructure Services area and Aéeubudget for the golf course.

Operating expenses in most administration areasclase to budget other than timing
differences and staff vacancies. Pleasingly, manage interventions associated with the
parks maintenance and streetscapes areas havededsuhctual costs falling closely in line
with budget expectations. Plant use recoveriebeiay reviewed by an external consultant
to allow corrective measures to be introduced gyeatr. Waste management costs are close
to budget expectations. Golf Course expendituralse close to budget at this time with
only minor timing differences being evident.

There are a number of budgeted (but vacant) stefitipns across the organisation that are
presently being recruited for. The salaries budigetuding temporary staff where they are
being used to cover vacanciés currently around 3.2% under the budget aliocator the
223.2 FTE positions approved by Council in the lmidgocess - after having allowed for
agency staff invoices to month end.
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Comment on the specific items contributing to tiperating expenditure variances may be
found in the Schedule of Significant Variance&ttachment 10.6.1(5).Relevant items are
also addressed in the Q3 Budget Review.

Capital Revenue is disclosed as $2.46M at 31 Maghinst a year to date budget of
$2.52M. The major factor contributing to this favable variance is some road grant
funding revenue that will now not be received instlgear because works can not be
completed - but which should be able to be carfoediard into next year. Details of the
capital revenue variances may be found in the Sdbedf Significant Variances.
Attachment 10.6.1(5).

Capital Expenditure at 31 March 2011 is $13.13Mresenting 82% of the year to date
budget and 65.3% of the full year revised budgéerahe inclusion of $4.0M of carry
forward works). The major elements of the capitalgobam delivered so far this year is
$6.7M in progress claims on the Library & Communigcility project and $4.9M on
various infrastructure projects.

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 79,500 39,512 48% 160,000
Library & Community Facility * 6,175,000 6,215,859 101% 6,175,000
Financial & Information Services * 1,042,000 1,021,416 98% 1,612,000
Planning & Community Services 926,740 397,393 57% 1,516,100
Infrastructure Services 6,769,132 4,793,756 71% 8,876,055
Waste Management 430,000 120,306 38% 445,000
Golf Course 477,000 384,752 81% 537,000
UGP 162,500 161,368 99% 800,000
Total 16,061,872 13,134,362 81% 20,121,155

*  Financial & Information Services is also respbies for the Library & Community
Facility building project.

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 add@ny significant variances and it
discharges accountability to the City’s ratepayers.

Policy and Legislative Implications
In accordance with the requirements of the Seddidnof theLocal Government Acand

Local Government Financial Management Regulatighs 3

Financial Implications

The attachments to this report compare actual 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.
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Strategic Implications

This report deals with matters of sustainable farnmanagement 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 primarily addresses the ‘financial’ @insion of sustainability by promoting

accountability for resource use through a histbnieporting of performance - emphasising
pro-active identification and response to appafieancial variances and, secondly, through
the City exercising disciplined financial managemeractices and responsible forward
financial planning, we can ensure that the congerpee of our financial decisions are
sustainable into the future.

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION AND
COUNCIL DECISION ITEM 10.6.1

That ....

€)] the monthly Statement of Financial Position &tncial Summaries provided as
Attachment 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 Adopteih&ended Budget provided as
Attachment 10.6.1(6)(A)and10.6.1(6)(B)be received;

(d) the Rate Setting Statement provided\tachment 10.6.1(7)be received.

CARRIED EN BLOC RESOLUTION

10.6.2 Monthly Statement of Funds, Investments anBebtors at 31 March 2011

Location: City of South Perth

Applicant: Council

File Ref: FM/301

Date: 09 April 2011

Authors: Michael J Kent and Deborah M Gray

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

This report presents to Council a statement sunsingrithe effectiveness of treasury
management for the month including:

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

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

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

Background

Effective cash management is an integral part op@r business management. Current
money market and economic volatility make this aenemore significant management
responsibility. The responsibility for managememid ainvestment of the City’s cash
resources has been delegated to the City's Dirdétmncial & 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 dfstanding rates and general debtors relative
to the same stage of the previous year is providethonitor the effectiveness of cash
collections and to highlight any emerging trends tihhay impact on future cash flows.

Comment

€))] Cash Holdings
Total funds at month end of $40.27M compare faviolyrdo $39.19M at the
equivalent stage of last year. Reserve funds ai@0%¥ higher than the level they
were at for the same time last year - reflectind Béhigher holdings of cash backed
reserves to support refundable monies at the CPZR8I. The Future Building
Projects Reserve is $0.3M more than at March 2@1furds have been applied to
the Library & Community facility project but newrids are now being accumulated
towards the Manning Hub project. The UGP Resen&0i9M higher. The Waste
Management, Information Technology and Plant Replent Reserves are each
$0.3M higher whilst the River Wall Reserve is $0.2\gher. Most other Reserve
balances are also modestly higher when comparedtgear.

Municipal funds are $5.9M lower which reflects higltash outflows on the Library
and Community Facility project and major infrasture projects. Collections from
rates this year have remained strong and arevetiyl close to last year’'s excellent
performance.

Our convenient and customer friendly payment methsdpplemented by the Rates
Early Payment Incentive Prizes (with all prizes abed by local businesses), have
again proven very effective in having a positivieef on our cash inflows.

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

instruments. Nonetheless, the investment portfislicontinually monitored and re-

balanced as trends emerge.

Excluding the ‘restricted cash' relating to casbhkeal Reserves and monies held in
Trust on behalf of third parties; the cash avagdbr Municipal use currently sits at
$7.90M (compared to $10.71M last month). It wa8.8QM at the equivalent time
in 2009/2010Attachment 10.6.2(1)
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(b)

Investments

Total investment in money market instruments at tmoend was $39.86M
compared to $36.30M at the same time last yeas iBhilue to the higher holdings
of Reserve Funds as investments (but less as MuathiEunds) as described above.

The portfolio currently comprises at-call cash d@edm deposits only. Although
bank accepted bills are permitted, they are nateatly used given the volatility of
the corporate environment at present. Analysisiefdomposition of the investment
portfolio shows that approximately 96.1% of the dsnare invested in securities
having a S&P rating of Al (short term) or betteheTremainder are invested in
BBB+ rated securities.

The City’s investment policy requires that at 1688% 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 - whicledasidered prudent in times of
changing interest rates as it allows greater figgibto respond to possible future
positive changes in rates.

Invested funds are responsibly spread across sagpproved financial institutions
to diversify counterparty risk. Holdings with edofancial institution are within the
25% maximum limit prescribed in Policy P603. Coupésty mix is regularly
monitored and the portfolio re-balanced as requitepkending on market conditions.
The counter-party mix across the portfolio is shawAttachment 10.6.2(2).

Total interest revenues (received and accruedjhferyear to date total $1.78M -
well up from $1.35M at the same time last year.sThasult is attributable to the
higher interest rates available during the year laigtier levels of cash holdings -
particularly Reserves.

Investment performance continues to be monitorethénlight of current modest

interest rates to ensure that we pro-actively iflerstecure, but higher vyielding

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 are actively managed to pursue nsdiple, low risk investment
opportunities that generate additional interestenexe to supplement our rates
income whilst ensuring that capital is preserved.

The weighted average rate of return on financisiriiments for the year to date is
5.63% with the anticipated weighted average yieldnwvestments yet to mature now
sitting at 5.76% (compared with 5.82% last monityestment results to date reflect
prudent selection of investments to meet our imatedcash needs. At-call cash
deposits used to balance daily operational casdsneerrently provide a modest
return of only 4.50% since the November 2010 Res@&ank decision on interest
rates.
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(©)

Major Debtor Classifications

Effective management of accounts receivable to edrihe debts to cash is also an
important part of business management. Detailsaoh ®f the three major debtor’s
category classifications (rates, general debtotsn&8erground power) are provided
below.

(i) Rates

The level of outstanding local government rateatie to the same time last year is
shown inAttachment 10.6.2(3) Rates collections to the end of March 2011 (after
the due date for the final instalment) represen6®bof rates levied compared to
95.7% at the equivalent stage of the previous year.

This provides convincing evidence of the good atauege of the rating strategy and
communication approach used by the City in develpghe 2010/2011 Annual
Budget and the range of appropriate, convenientuged friendly payment methods
offered by the City. Combined with the Rates EdPlgyment Incentive Scheme
(generously sponsored by local businesses) thesee harovided strong

encouragement for ratepayers - as evidenced kstiiieg collections to date.

The good collection result has been supported astratively throughout the year
by timely and efficient follow up actions by thets Rates Officer to ensure that
our good collections record is maintained. Thiseitected in the City reaching its
KPI of 95% collections some 3 months before yeak en

(i) General Debtors

General debtors (excluding UGP debtors) stand @284 at month end ($1.82M

last year) ($1.64M last month). The major changeshie composition of the

outstanding debtors’ balances are the GST Receivé®0.1M higher), sundry

debtors ($0.15M higher) and outstanding parkingingements ($0.1M lower).

Grant funding outstanding is broadly in line wittetprevious period balance. This
represents a very positive collection result olzerlast 3 months.

Excluded from these figures is the Pension Relateverable amount which can
not be collected from the Office of State Revenn#l eligible pensioners qualify
for their entitlement by making a payment of the mebated amount.

The majority of the outstanding amounts are govemn& semi government grants
or rebates (other than infringements) - and as,diely are considered collectible
and represent a timing issue rather than any fislefault.

(i) Underground Power

Of the $6.74M billed for UGP (allowing for adjustnts), some $6.13M was

collected by 31 March with approximately 80.6% btbgde in the affected area
electing to pay in full and a further 18.7% optitg pay by instalments. The

remaining 0.7% (15 properties) represents propertieat are disputed billing

amounts. Final notices were issued and these asbame been pursued by external
debt collection agencies as they have not beesfaetiirily addressed in a timely

manner. As a result of these actions, legal prangedhave been instituted in

relation to the 3 outstanding debts (Jan & Feb 20ddrings - one has since been
settled). Two other paid in full, 8 have commenegohyment plan and 2 others are
yet to reach a satisfactory arrangement.

Collections in full continue to be better than ested as UGP accounts are being
settled in full ahead of changes of ownership oamslternative to the instalment
payment plan.
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Residents opting to pay the UGP Service Chargenbialiments continue to be
subject to interest charges which accrue on thstanding balances (as advised on
the initial UGP notice).

It is important to recognise that thisngt an interest charge on the UGP service
charge - but rather is an interest charge on thdifig accommodation provided by

the City’s instalment payment plan (like what wouolttur on a bank loan). The City

encourages ratepayers in the affected area to willez arrangements to pay the
UGP charges - but it is, if required, providingiagtalment payment arrangement to
assist the ratepayer (including the specified @gecomponent on the outstanding
balance).

Consultation

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

Policy and Legislative Implications

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

Financial Implications

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

Strategic Implications

This report deals with matters of sustainable farnmanagement 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 twenmunity’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 managenoeefféctively manage and grow our
cash resources and convert debt into cash in &timanner.

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION ITEM 10.6.2

That Council receives the 31 March 2011 Monthlyt&tent of Funds, Investment &
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
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10.6.3 Listing of Payments

Location: City of South Perth

Applicant: Council

File Ref: FM/301

Date: 10 April 2011

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
2011 and 31 March 2011 is presented to Councihformation.

Background

Local Government Financial Management Regulationrédduires a local government to
develop procedures to ensure the proper approdahathorisation of accounts for payment.
These controls relate to the organisational 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 conadi¢che 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 recdrdede 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 asthe receipt of goods or provision of
services. Prices, computations, GST treatments @wuling have been checked and
validated. Council Members have access to thergséind are given opportunity to ask
questions in relation to payments prior to the @iluneeting.

Comment

A list of payments made during the reporting perimgrepared and presented to the next
ordinary meeting of Council and recorded in theutes of that meeting. It is important to
acknowledge that the presentation of this list @fments 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.&hegyments show both the
unique Cheque Number assigned to each one andslgnead Creditor Number that
applies to all payments made to that party throughioe duration of our trading
relationship with them. EFT payments show bothER& Batch Number in which
the payment was made and also the assigned Cradlitmber that applies to all
payments made to that party. For instance, an Eyimpnt reference of 738.76357
reflects that EFT Batch 738 included a payment ted@or number 76357
(Australian Taxation Office).
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* Non Creditor Payments
(one-off payments to individuals / suppliers whe aot listed as regular suppliers
in the City’s Creditor Masterfile in the database).
Because of the one-off nature of these paymenddijgting reflects only the unique
Cheque Number and the Payee Name - as there isrntapent creditor address /
business details held in the creditor's masterfde permanent record does, of
course, exist in the City’s financial records oftbthe payment and the payee - even
if the recipient of the payment is a non creditor.

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

Payments made through the Accounts Payable funat®mo 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 dwat.

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

Consultation

This financial report is prepared to provide fin@ahdnformation to Council and the

administration and to provide evidence of the sowsd of financial management being
employed. It also provides information and disckar{inancial 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 btggevisions.

Strategic Implications

This report deals with matters of sustainable farnmanagement 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 twenmunity’s vision and deliver on its
promises in a sustainable manner’.

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

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION AND
COUNCIL DECISION ITEM 10.6.3

That the Listing of Payments for the month of Mafi11 as detailed in the report of the
Director of Financial and Information Servicégtachment 10.6.3, be received.

CARRIED EN BLOC RESOLUTION
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10.6.4 Budget Review for the Quarter ended 31 March011

Location: City of South Perth

Applicant: Council

File Ref: FM/301

Date: 26 April 2011

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

A comprehensive review of the 2010/2011 Adopteddgador the period to 31 March 2011
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 operati@osats)
» those that decrease the Budget Closing Position
(reduction in anticipated funding or new / addiibnosts)

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 develepimprocess are encouraged to seek /
generate funding or to find offsetting savingshait own areas.

Background

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

This requirement recognises the dynamic naturealIgovernment activities and the need
to continually reassess projects competing fortéthifunds - to ensure that community
benefit from available funding is maximised. It gl also recognise emerging beneficial
opportunities and react to changing circumstaniesughout the financial year so that the
City makes responsible and sustainable use ofrthadial 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 Septenimrember and March quarters each
year - believing that this approach provides mosmathic and effective treasury
management than simply conducting the one statti@ifyyearly review.

The results of the Half Yearly (Q2) Budget Reviewra forwarded to the Department of
Local Government for their review after they werearsed by Council. This requirement
allows the Department to provide a value-addingiserin reviewing the ongoing financial
sustainability of each of the local governmentsthe state - based on the information
contained in the Budget Review. However, local gomeents are encouraged to undertake
more frequent budget reviews if they desire - @sithgood financial management practice.
As noted above, the City takes this opportunityhequoarter. This review incorporates all
known variances up to 31 March 2011. It also iniclgda comprehensiv@pecial Reviewof

the capital program jointly undertaken by the EMTaddress the challenges of the short
term cash flow impact of the later than budgetesipg of proceeds from the disposal of the
Ray St land (April 2012 rather than 2010/2011 year)
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Comments in the Budget Review are made on variathegshave either crystallised or are
guantifiable as future items - but not on itemst teenply reflect a timing difference
(scheduled for one side of the budget review periogt not spent until the period following
the budget review).

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 Mupéal Surplus. The City's
Financial Services team critically examine recordeslenue and expenditure
accounts to identify potential review items. Théeptial impact of these items on
the budget closing position is carefully balancgaiast available cash resources to
ensure that the City’s financial stability and sisbility 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 CdRhserves are shown as
Attachment 10.6.4(2).

These items reflect transfers back to the Municipahd of monies previously
guarantined 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 largetegrated 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-allocatiodttachment 10.6.4(3)

These items represent the re-distribution of fualdsady provided in the Budget adopted
by Council on 13 July 2010.

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

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

This section also includes amendments to “Non-Castdhs 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.
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» Special Capital Budget ReviewAttachment 10.6.4(4)

In this particular review, a further Special Revieaf the Capital Program is

included to recognise the significant short ternstcdlow timing difference that
impacts the current (2010/2011) financial year ghd 2011/2012 financial year.

This issue has arisen because the City’'s 2010/Butet anticipated the receipt of
$3.50M proceeds from the sale of Ray St land byl 2011. However, the
progression of the requisite statutory and pradtisteps in disposing of this land
have taken slightly longer than was anticipatednd dhe proceeds now are more
likely to be received in April 2012 (the subsequarancial year).

As a prudent financial manager, the City must tfeee adjust its cash flows to
accommodate this cash flow timing difference - itbstanding that the actual cash
flows in and outwards over the 5 years of the $git Financial Plan remain in
balance overall. This Special Capital Budget Revimgognises the necessary
strategic capital project deferrals and funding amamodations that address this
matter. It is important to note that capital projecdeferred’ as part of this process
do not disappear from the capital program - theyl wbe reconsidered in the
2011/2012 program and if their inclusion remainsrraated they will be reinstated
in that program.

Consultation

External consultation is not a relevant consideratin a financial management report
although budget amendments have been discussedregipionsible managers within the
organisation where appropriate prior to the iteimdpencluded 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 anduajo reviews of budget versus actual
financial performance.

Financial Implications

The amendments contained in the attachment taepizrt that directly relate to directorate
activities will result in a net change of ($210)tk® projected 2010/2011 Budget Closing
Position as a consequence of the review of operatidhe 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 &taianced budget position to a deficit.

The adopted budget at 13 July showed a ClosingtiBosof $149,265. The changes
recommended (and adopted) in the Q1 & Q2 BudgeieRs resulted in the estimated
2010/2011 Closing Position being adjusted to $24®,4fter allowing for required
adjustments to the estimated opening positionuatenovements and reserve transfers. The
Q3 Budget Review then includes a further net adjest of ($210) to the Closing Balance.

The impact of the proposed amendments (Q3 Budgeie®Reonly) on the financial
arrangements of each of the City’s directorateisslosed in Table 1 below. Figures shown
apply only to those amendments contained in theclamtents to this report (not previous
amendments). Table 1 includes only items direcgtipacting on the Closing Position and
excludes transfers to and from cash backed resemvbgh are neutral in effect. Wherever
possible, directorates are encouraged to contrifouteeir requested budget adjustments by
sourcing new revenues or adjusting proposed expeedi
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Any adjustments to the Opening Balance shown intabies below refer to the difference
between the Estimated Opening Position used abtitget adoption date (July) and the
final Actual Opening Position was determined after close off and audit of the 2009/2010

year end accounts.

TABLE 1: (Q3 BUDGET REVIEW ITEMS ONLY)

Directorate Increase Surplus Decrease Surplus Net Impact
Office of CEQ 24,000 (84,460) (60,460)
Financial and Information Services 255,500 (126,500) 129,000
Development and Community Services 129,750 (174,000) (44,250)
Infrastructure Services 732,470 (756,970) (24,500)
Opening Position 0 0 0
Accrual  Movements & Reserve 0 0 0
Transfers

Special Capital Review 3,500,000 3,500,000 0
Total $4,641,720 ($4,641,930) ($210)

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 amendmentsthar year to date (including those

between the budget adoption and the date of thiswg is reflected in Table 2 below.

TABLE 2: (CUMULATIVE IMPACT OF ALL 2010/2011 BUDGE T ADJUSTMENTS) *
Directorate Increase Surplus Decrease Surplus Net Impact
Office of CEO 238,775 (379,585) (140,810)
Financial and Information Services 538,670 (351,225) 187,445
Development and Community Services 462,250 (294,945) 167,305
Infrastructure Services 1,461,281 (1,780,426) (319,145)
Opening Position 206,175 0 206,175
Accrual Movements &  Reserve 0 (50,000) (50,000)
Transfers
Special Capital Review 3,500,000 (3,500,000) 0
Total change in Adopted Budget $6,407,151 ($6,356,181) $50,970

The cumulative impact table (Table 2 above) providevery effective practical illustration
of how a local government can (and should) dynaligicaanage 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 bat the overall budget closing position
has only moved from the $149,265 as determineddayn€il when the budget was adopted
in July 2010 to $200,235 after including all budgeivements to date.

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 twenmunity’s vision and deliver on its
promises in a sustainable manner’.
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Sustainability Implications

This report addresses the City’s ongoing finansiatainability through critical analysis of
historical performance, emphasising pro-active fifieation of financial variances and
encouraging responsible management responsess® vaoances. Combined with dynamic
treasury management practices, this maximises canitynenefit from the use of the City’s
financial resources - allowing the City to re-dgpgavings or access unplanned revenues to
capitalise on emerging opportunities. It alsowaigoroactive intervention to identify and
respond to cash flow challenges that may arise esnaequence of timing differences in
major transactions such as land sales.

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION AND
COUNCIL DECISION ITEM 10.6.4

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

31 March 2011, the budget estimates for Revenue Eaquknditure for the 2010/2011

Financial Year, (adopted by Council on 13 July 2@I@ as subsequently amended by

resolutions of Council to date), be amended ashmefollowing attachments to this Council

Agenda:

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

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

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

» Special Capital Budget Reviewttachment 10.6.4(4)

CARRIED EN BLOC RESOLUTION
And By Required absolute Majority

| 10.6.5  Use of the Common Seal |

Location: City of South Perth

Applicant: Council

File Ref: GO/106

Date: 1 April 2011

Author: Kay Russell, Executive Support Officer

Reporting Officer: Phil McQue, Governance and Awistration Manager
Summary

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

Background

At the October 2006 Ordinary Council Meeting théld@ing 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 uigeodommon seal.

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

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 Whize common seal was affixed.
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Register

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

March 2010
Nature of document Parties Date Seal Affixed
End User Agreement for City of South | City of South Perth and Fire and Emergency | 30 March 2011
Perth Services Authority of Western Australia

Consultation
Not applicable.

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

Financial Implications
Nil.

Strategic Implications

The report aligns to Strategic Direction 6 of theatgic Plan Governance — Ensure that
the City’s governance enables it to both respondhie community’s vision and deliver on
its service promises in a sustainable manner.

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

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION AND
COUNCIL DECISION ITEM 10.6.5

That the report on the use of the Common Seahfmntonth of March 2011 be received.

CARRIED EN BLOC RESOLUTION

| 10.6.6 Local Government Elections - October 2011 |

Location: City of South Perth

Applicant: Council

File Ref: A/EL/1

Date: 1 April 2011

Author: Kay Russell, Executive Support Officer

Reporting Officer: Phil McQue, Manager Adminisioat and Governance
Summary

Local government elections are due in October 2fatlseven (7) of the thirteen (13)
Elected Member positions on the Council - one Cdloncfrom each of the six wards
together with the position of the Mayor which ipptarly elected.

The Western Australian Electoral Commissioner haitem to the City agreeing to be
responsible for the conduct of the elections witheatimate of the cost of conducting the
elections as postal elections. In accordance wigtLbcal GovernmenAct, Council needs
to formally declare that the Electoral Commissioherresponsible for the conduct of the
election and decide that the election be conduaseal postal election.
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Background

State Parliament amended the electoral provisibrised_ocal Government Adh 2007 so
that elections are to be held on the third Satuafa@ctober in each election year, rather
than in May.

The terms of seven of the thirteen Elected Meml@me Member from each of the City’s
six wards together with the position of Mayor) wéixpire in October. However, as
requested by the Department of Local Governmer20it0, the City will be undertaking a
Ward Boundary Review commencing in May 2011 andchkating by the end of 2011
following comprehensive community consultation.

This review will be conducted with a view to ass#egsand reducing the number of elected
members and wards to come into effect in line With2013 ordinary elections. The Council
has previously resolved on two occasions to revesucing the number of elected members
in line with State Government policy. It is theyed possible that the Mayor and Councillors
elected in October 2011 for four year terms may sete their full terms, as should the
Minister for Local Government approve any proposbeénges involving a reduction in
elected members and wards, it is likely a fulllspiithe Council would be required.

Comment

Section 4.20(4) of théocal Government Acfthe Act) enables Council to appoint the
Electoral Commissioner to be responsible for thedoat the election. The Act requires that
this must be done at least 80 days prior to thetiele date. Pursuant to section 4.61(2) of
the Act, Council may determine that the electiorcbeducted as a postal election. Section
4.61(2) requires that this decision must be mati af in conjunction with the decision to
appoint the Electoral Commissioner.

The City has received written confirmation from @ectoral Commissioner that he agrees
to be responsible for the conduct of the election2011 conditional on the proviso that
Council also decides to have the election undentékethe WA Electoral Commission as a
postal election.

The Commissioner has estimated the cost of the B@ktion at $80,000. This estimate is
based on the following assumptions:

» 25,800 electors;

* response rate of approximately 35%;

» 7 vacancies; and

» count to be conducted at the offices of the Citgafth Perth.

A copy of the Commissioner’s letter isAttachment 10.6.6.

Part 4 of theLocal Government Acsets out the requirements for the conduct of local
government elections. Section 4.20(4) of the Acibdées Council to appoint the Electoral
Commissioner to conduct elections. For the lastedhiordinary elections and the
extraordinary election for Civic Ward in 2006, Cgciinhas appointed the Electoral
Commissioner to conduct the election.

Under section 4.61 Council may decide to have teetien conducted as a postal election.
The last four ordinary elections, the 2006 Civicr&/ay-election and the 2010 extraordinary
election for the McDougall Ward were conducted ast@l elections.

It is recommended that Council engage the ElectGahmissioner to conduct the 2011
elections and that they be conducted as postdiatsc
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Consultation
The WA Electoral Commission has been consultedhenconduct of the 2011 ordinary
election.

Policy and Legislative Implications
The conduct of local government elections is regdaunder Part 4 of théocal
Government Act.

Financial Implications

The WA Electoral Commission’s estimated cost far #9011 ordinary election is $80,000
inclusive of GST. This estimate does not include-gtatutory advertising or one local
government staff member to work at the polling plain election day. The City has
allocated $80,000 in its draft Budget.

Strategic Implications

The report aligns to Strategic Direction 6 of tlieategic Plan Governance — Ensure that
the City’s governance enables it to both respondhe community’s vision and deliver on
its service promises in a sustainable manner.

The proposed action as outlined in this reporbissistent with Council’'s previous adopted
practice.

Sustainability Implications
The sustainability implications arising out of neaft discussed or recommendations made in
this report are consistent with the City’s Susthiliy Strategy.

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION AND
COUNCIL DEICISON ITEM 10.6.6

That....

€)] in accordance with section 4.20(4) of thecal Government Act 1995Council
declares* the Electoral Commissioner to be respdmsior the conduct of the
October 2011 ordinary elections, together with atiyer elections or polls which
may also be required; and

(b) in accordance with section 4.61(2) of ttecal Government AdCouncil decides*
that the method of conducting the October 201 1ltielesvill be as a postal election.

CARRIED EN BLOC RESOLUTION
And By Required Absolute Majority
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1 10.6.7 Development Assessment Panels — Councillaprhinations

Location: City of South Perth

Applicant: Council

File Ref: A/ME/1

Date: 4 April 2011

Author: Vicki Lummer, Director Development & Conomity Services

Reporting Officer: Cliff Frewing, Chief Executi@fficer

Summary

Development Assessment Panels (DAPs) will commepegation on 1 July 2011. Each
Local Government is required to nominate two DARmhers and 2 alternate DAP members
and forward the names to the Department of Planb@figre 13 June 2011. This report seeks
to appoint these four members from the Council.

Background

As part of the Government’s efforts to streamlimel amprove the planning approvals
process in Western Australia, the WA ParliamensedsheApprovals and Related Reforms
(No. 4) (Planning) Act 201Qthe ‘2010 Amendment Act’). The provisions of tB810
Amendment Act, except part three, commenced on@znber 2010.

The 2010 Amendment Act contains a number of amentsm& the Planning and
Development Act 200Bhe ‘PD Act’) that are designed to improve thenpliag system. Part

3 of the 2010 Amendment Act contains the heads @feps required to introduce
development assessment panels (‘DAPS’) in thissStatough the making of regulations by
the Governor. The details on how these panels beéll established, administered and
operated are set out in the nélanning and Development (Development Assessment
Panels) Regulations 20{'DAP regulations’).

DAPs are panels comprising a mix of technical etspgnd local government representatives
with the power to determine applications for depetent approvals in place of the relevant
decision-making authority.

The new DAP regulations prescribe local governmerith a 40 day period from the
establishment of the 15 DAPs, to submit to the Bterni nominations for 2 DAP members
and 2 alternate members. As DAPs will be formalhgated on 2 May 2011, local
governments have until 13 June 2011 to submit thwiminations.

If a local government fails to provide the requsibminations within the 40 day period, the
Minister is empowered to nominate replacements fetigible voters in the district to which
the DAP is established.

Comment

All DAPs will comprise:

» 3 specialist members. One is the presiding memb#r planning qualification and
experience the second is the deputy member aldo plgnning qualifications and
experience and the third must possess relevanfigatbns and/or expertise.

» Two local government representatives.

Local Government DAP members must complete mangldtaining before sitting as a
member. DAP members who successfully completér#iieing are entitled to a payment of
$400 paid from the Department of Planning. All D&Rmbers will be paid a sitting fee of
$400 per meeting. In addition DAP regulations fevfor reimbursement of motor vehicle
and travel costs.
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It is expected that DAPs will meet on a monthlyibas

The City of South Perth will be within a Joint Déyement Assessment Panel (JDAP) along
with the local governments of Bassendean, Baysw#&elmont, Canning, Melville and
Victoria Park. Two local government representativa® required from each local
government included in the JDAP. Local Governmaembers will rotate on and off the
panel, so that the two local government members fBouth Perth will only sit on the panel
when an application for development within the GifySouth Perth is being determined.
This means that South Perth members will not beired every month and sometimes if
applications from more than one local governmerd heing determined at the same
meeting, local government members from more tham lonal government will rotate on
and off during a single meeting.

Consultation
Elected members were advised by means of the AQmrmBulletin on 25 March 2011 that
appointments would be sought at the April Ordinaouncil Meeting.

Policy and Legislative Implications
The appointment of local government members to DA is in accordance with the
Planning and Development (Development Assessmai$)d&egulations 2011.

Financial Implications
There are no financial implications for the City.

Strategic Implications

This aligns with Strategic Direction No. 6, Govempe, of the City’s Strategic Plan 2010-
2015:Ensure that the City’s governance enables it tpoes to the community’s vision and
deliver its service promises in a sustainable manne

Sustainability Implications
There are no sustainability implications for theéyCi

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION ITEM 10.6.7

That Council appoints two (2) Members and two (Besate Members to the Development
Assessment Panel.

APPOINTMENT OF MEMBERS TO THE DEVELOPMENT ASSESSMENPANEL

The Chief Executive Officer reported that nominatidiad been received from Crs Trent,

Cala, Skinner and Cridland for the 2 positions loe Development Assessment Panel and
said that as a result of there being 4 nominatesllot would be conducted. The CEO

distributed and then collected and counted thebpHpers.

The Chief Executive Officer announced that the ltesfuthe ballot were: Crs Cala, Cridland,
Skinner and Trent.

COUNCIL DECISION ITEM 10.6.7
Moved Cr Trent, Sec Cr Skinner

That Crs Cala and Cridland be appointed as the’sCMembers on the Development
Assessment Panel and Crs Skinner and Trent adtimmate Members.
CARRIED (9/0)
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10.6.8 Applications for Planning Approval Determingl Under Delegated

Authority
Location: City of South Perth
Applicant: Council
File Ref: GO/106
Date: 1 April 2011
Author: Rajiv Kapur, Manager, Development Sersice
Reporting Officer: Vicki Lummer, Director, Develogmt and Community Services

Summary
The purpose of this report is to advise Councilapplications for planning approval
determined under delegated authority during thetmohMarch 2011.

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 Delegafedhority from Development

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

Bulletin.”

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

Comment

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

Consultation
During the month of March 2011, fifty-four (54) ddapment applications were determined
under delegated authority Attachment 10.6.8

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 thiovdhg terms:

Ensure that the City’s governance enables it to lbaespond to the community’s vision
and deliver on its service promises in a sustaireblanner.

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 10.6.8

That the report anédittachment 10.6.8relating to delegated determination of applications
for planning approval during the month of March 20kke received.
CARRIED EN BLOC RESOLUTION
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11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

APPLICATIONS FOR LEAVE OF ABSENCE

11.1 Request for Leave of Absence - Cr G Cridhal |

| hereby apply for Leave of Absence from all Colinteetings for the period
2to 10 May 2011 inclusive.

11.2  Request for Leave of Absence - Cr P Best |

| hereby apply for Leave of Absence from all Colinteetings for the period
7 — 12 June 2011 inclusive.

COUNCIL DECISION ITEMS 11.1 AND 11.2 |
Moved Cr Trent, Sec Cr Grayden

The leave of absence be granted to:
* Cr Cridland for the period 2 to 10 May 2011 incligsiand
» Cr Best for the period 7 — 12 June 2011 inclusive. CARRIED (9/0)

MOTIONS OF WHICH PREVIOUS NOTICE HAS BEEN GIVEN
Nil
QUESTIONS FROM MEMBERS
13.1. Response to Previous Questions from Membergalen on Notice
Nil
13.2  Questions from Members
Nil
NEW BUSINESS OF AN URGENT NATURE INTRODUCED BY DECISION OF MEETING
Nil
MEETING CLOSED TO PUBLIC
15.1  Matters for which the Meeting May be Closed.
Nil
15.2  Public Reading of Resolutions that may be madeublic.

CLOSURE
The Mayor thanked everyone for their attendanckcimsed the meeting at 8.25pm.

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 24 Ma3011

Signed
Chairperson at the meeting at which the Minutes wes confirmed.
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17.

RECORD OF VOTING  Note: No electronic record of voting due to technical difficulties.

APRIL ORD. COUNCIL MEETING HELD 3 MAY 2011 (held 1 week later due to Public Holidays)

3 MAY 2011
Approved Leave of Absence
e CrGCridland Como Beach Ward
* CrLPOzsdolay Manning Ward
e CrPHowat Moresby Ward
e CrSDoherty McDougall Ward

Attendance 9 MEMBERS

Note: ALL ITEMS PUT TO THE VOTE WERE MOVED UNANIMOUSLY (9/0)
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