South

ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING
MINUTES
Table of Contents

DECLARATION OF OPENING / ANNOUNCEMENT OF VISITORS........cuiiiiiiieiiiiiiiiiieeeee e 5
DISCLAIMER ..ttt ettt et e e+ e e s ettt eaaaesab bbb et e e e e e e e e s e e sbbbbeeeeeeaeeeeaanans 5
ANNOUNCEMENTS FROM THE PRESIDING MEMBER .......ccoomiiiiiiiiiiieee e 5
3.1 Activities Report Mayor Best / Council REPreSemasi.............cccovviiviiiiiiieeiieeeeeee s 5
3.2 PUDIIC QUESHION TIME . .oieiiiiiiiiiee et eemmme e e ettt e e e e e e ettt ee e e e e eeeee s bamanaba e eeeesssesbaannsaeeesererrens 5
3.3 Audio Recording of COUNCII MEETING ..........i e 5
ATTENDANCE ...ttt ettt e oot a bt e ettt e e e e e e e e b bbbt eeaaaassbb bbbt et e e e e e e s aannbbbseneeeeeeeenans 6
o R Y o T ] (o o L= RSP 6
4.2 APProved Leave Of ADSENCE.........ciiiiie s ettt ettt et ee ettt ittt eeeesaeteeneeeaeaaeeaaeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeees 6
DECLARATION OF INTEREST ...ooiiiiiiiiiiiiiiitteeeeiiie ettt e e e e s s e e e e e nsbbban e e e e e e e e e aaans 6
PUBLIC QUESTION TIME-.....ccttiiiiiiiiiiiiit e e ettt e e sttt e e e e e e e s s mneeae e e s s s asbbbe e e eeeeeeeeeannnnes 6
6.1 RESPONSE TO PREVIOUS PUBLIC QUESTIONS TAKEN ON N@HE..............coovvivvvriiennnnn. 6
6.2 PUBLIC QUESTION TIME : 26.7.2011......cccii it iceceeeeee e e e eeiiieeee e e e e e e s siteeeeeeeenensnnsneeeaaaeeeas 7
6.2.1F J Oliver, 3/24 Charles Street, SOUth PeIth ... 7
6.2.2Paul Ruthven, 5/24 Charles Street, SOUth Perth . ....coooiiiiiiiiiiiii e 7
CONFIRMATION OF MINUTES AND TABLING OF NOTES OF BEFINGS AND OTHER
MEETINGS UNDER CLAUSE 19.1 .. ..ttt 8
7.1 MINUTES. . ...ttt 44ttt e o2 o444 et b ettt et e e e et et e e e e e e e e e e nnbb bbbt e eeeeeeesaannnes 8
7.1.10rdinary Council Meeting Held: 28.6.2011 ... 8
7.1.2Special Council Meeting Held: 12.7.2011 .....occeeeeee e 8
7.2 BRIEFINGS .....ceeeiiiiie ettt e e e e e e e e ettt e e e e e e e e s e s snneeee e e e s nssassaneaaaeeeessansssnnnnees 8
7.2.1Agenda Briefing - June Ordinary Council MeetingléH 21.6.2011 ..........ccoovviiiiiirinnnnnes 8.
7.2.2Concept Forum — Canning Bridge Bus Station JoinefBry — Cities of South Perth and
Melville - Meeting Held: 20.6.2011..........coo i 8
7.2.3Concept Forum — Proposed Budget Presentation -ineleld: 22.6.2011 .............evvuennnnnnnes 8
PRESENTATIONS . ...ttt 444kttt ettt e a4 e e 4 ettt et e e e e s et e e e e e e e e s e e abbbbbeeeeeeeeeeaannnes 9

8.1 PETITIONS -A formal process where members of the community present a written request to the Council9

8.2 PRESENTATIONS -Occasions where Awards/Gifts may be Accepted by Council on behalf of
COMMUNIEY. ettt e ettt e e e e sttt e oo e a b bt et e e e st e e e e eme e e e e mbb e e e e e nnb e e e e e annnneeas 9
8.2.1Commemorative Plaque — presented by Benedictinen@orty of New Norcia.................... 9



MINUTES : ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING : 26 JULY 2011

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..........cccceevveiiiiiiieenn.n. 10
8.3.1Deputations at Council Agenda Briefing Held: 19J2011...........ccoovveieeeiiiiiiiiineeeeee s 10
8.4 COUNCIL DELEGATES REPORTS ... ..ottt 10
8.4.1. Council Delegate: Rivers Regional Council Ordin&sneral Meeting: 16 June 2011..10
8.5 CONFERENCE DELEGATES REPORTS.......ooiiiitt ettt eennee e 10
9. METHOD OF DEALING WITH AGENDA BUSINESS....... .o 10
L0, R E P O R T Sttt e e e e e ettt e e ekt e e e e st e e e e b e e e e e e 11
10.0MATTERS REFERRED FROM PREVIOUS COUNCIL MEETINGS..........ccciiiiiieeeeeee 11

10.0.1 Draft Policy P351.14 “Cygnia Cove Residential Desi@uidelines” — final adoption
following advertising for submissiorfiem 10.3.3 Council meeting 24 May 2011 refers)

10.0.2 Proposed Amendment No. 28 to Town Planning Scheme6No rezone Lot 51 (Nos.
245-247) Canning Highway, SW corner South Terr&@mmo to Highway Commercial

(Item 10.3.1 Council meeting 3 May 2011 referS)........uuuuuueriiiiiiiiiiiieeeeee e, 15
10.1STRATEGIC DIRECTION 1 : COMMUNITY......uuitiiiiiiiieeeiiiiiiieiee e 20
10.1.1 Proposed changes to Policy P107 Disability ACCESS..........evvvevrrveerivriirerrininiinnnnes 20
10.2STRATEGIC DIRECTION 2: ENVIRONMENT.......cottiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiee e e eseeeeee e e sennveeeeeee s 21
10.3STRATEGIC DIRECTION 3: HOUSING AND LAND USES..........cooiiiiiieeeeee e eeeiieeen 21
10.3.1 Proposed Amendment No. 29 to Town Planning Schemé&N Fencing ................... 21
10.3.2 Proposed Submission on the diRafostitution Bill 2011...........cccocevviiiiiiiiiiieiiieeeeeeee, 24
10.3.3 Proposed Seven x Single Bedroom Dwellings (2-S&reyLot 9 (No. 353) Canning
HIghway, COMO ... e 29
10.4STRATEGIC DIRECTION 4: PLACES ... ..ottt 42
10.5STRATEGIC DIRECTION 5: TRANSPORT......ciitiiiiiiiiiiiieeiie e e e e esiieeeees s ssnsreneeeeeaeeeeannnes 42
10.5.1 Area 8 Local Area Traffic Management StUdy ..ccoeeeeecoeeeeeeiiiiiiiiieeee e 42
10.6 STRATEGIC DIRECTION 6: GOVERNANGQCE........cccciiiiiiiiieeeeeeesiiiieee e eeesnvieeeeeeee e e e e s annees a7
10.6.1  Monthly Financial Management Accounts —June 2011..............ccccoeeeeeiiiei e, 47
10.6.2  Monthly Statement of Funds, Investments and Dsldabdune 2011.............cc.ccee.....e. 50
10.6.3  LiSting Of PAYMENTS ........uuiiiiiiiiiieiiis ettt mn e e 55
10.6.4  Use of the COMMON S@AI .......ooiiiiiiie e 57
10.6.5 Applications for Planning Approval Determined Und@lalegated Authority................ 59
11. APPLICATIONS FOR LEAVE OF ABSENCE ........ccoi i et e e e e ettt e eieeee e e e 60
11.1 Request for Approved Leave of Absence — Cr Ozsdalay..............ceevveevvvevvieevvennirniennns 60
11.2 Request for Approved Leave of Absence — Cr BUITOWS.........uueuuereeeeeiniiieeeeessaanns 60
12. MOTIONS OF WHICH PREVIOUS NOTICE HAS BEEN GIVEN..........ccccviiiiiiiiieeiiiieeen 60
12.1 Aquatic Centre — Community SUIVEY — CI BUIMOWS wnreeevvieeeiieeiiieeieeeeeeesseeseesssssreeeeeeeeeeeeess 60
12.2 Security Patrols — Cr BUIMOWS ........oiiiiiiiiiiiiii et e e e e e e e e e e e 63
13.  QUESTIONS FROM MEMBERS........coiiiiiiiitt ettt et e e e e e e 65
13.1Response to Previous Questions from Members TakéNDUCE..............oevvveeeriiiiiiiiiieieieeenne. 65



MINUTES : ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING : 26 JULY 2011

13.2QUESHIONS frOM MEMDEIS.......oiiiiiiiiie e e ettt et e e e e e e ettt ee e e e e e e e e ea bt eeaeeeeseessstbanseeaesereres 65
13.2.1 Council Photo Montage - CouncCillor Trent............oueviiiieieiiiiie e 65
13.2.2 Collier Park - COUNCIlOr BESLT .........ceeeeiiiiiieeeiiiiiiiiii et e e e e e e e 65
13.2.1 Pool Inspection Fees - Councillor Hasleby..............ccccooo e, 66

14. NEW BUSINESS OF AN URGENT NATURE INTRODUCED BY DESION OF MEETING ...66

15, MEETING CLOSED TO PUBLIC........uuuiiiiiiiie e smmmeeeeeee e e e e esssiiiteeeeaaaeeessssnssseeeeeeassssssnseeeeeaeaeans 66
15.1 Matters for which the Meeting May be Closed. ..., 66
15.2 Public Reading of Resolutions that may be madei®ubl..............ccccooveiiiiii, 66

T O I 1] U 1 J RSSO PERPR 66

17.  RECORD OF VOTING ...cttttiiiieiiiiiiiiiie et easeetiees et e e e e e s s sttt e e e e e e e s s s beeeeessssanbbbsseeeeeeeeessannns 68



MINUTES : ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING : 26 JULY 2011



MINUTES : ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING : 26 JULY 2011

1.

South

ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING

Minutes of the Ordinary Meeting of the City of South Perth Council
held in the Council Chamber, Sandgate Street, South Perth

Tuesday 26 July 2011 at 7.00pm

DECLARATION OF OPENING / ANNOUNCEMENT OF VISITOR S

The Mayor opened the meeting at 7:03pm and pajukotdo the Noongar peoples, past and present,
the traditional custodians of the land we are megetin, and acknowledged their deep feeling of
attachment to country. He then welcomed everyoradtendance.

DISCLAIMER
The Mayor read aloud the City’s Disclaimer

ANNOUNCEMENTS FROM THE PRESIDING MEMBER

3.1

3.2

3.3

Activities Report Mayor Best / Council Represetatives
The Mayor advised that the Mayor / Council Aciegt Report for the month of June was
attached to Agenda paper.

Public Question Time

The Mayor advised the public gallery that ‘Pulifiaestion Time’ forms were available in the
foyer and on the website for anyone wanting to sulamwritten question. He referred to

clause 6.7 of the Standing orders Local Law ‘proces for question time’ and stated that it is
preferable that questions are received in advafdbeoCouncil Meetings in order for the

Administration to have time to prepare responses.

Audio Recording of Council meeting

The Mayor reported that the meeting is being audmorded in accordance with Council

Policy P673 “Audio Recording of Council MeetingsicaClause 6.16 of the Standing Orders
Local Law 2007 which states: “A person is not te asy electronic, visual or vocal recording
device or instrument to record the proceedingshef@ouncil without the permission of the

Presiding Member” and stated that as Presiding Mente gave permission for the

Administration to record proceedings of the Counagleting.
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4. ATTENDANCE

Mayor J Best (Chair)

Councillors:

V Lawrance Civic Ward

Cr | Hasleby Civic Ward

P Best Como Beach Ward

G Cridland Como Beach Ward

L P Ozsdolay Manning Ward

T Burrows Manning Ward

P Howat McDougall Ward

Cr C Cala McDougall Ward

R Grayden Mill Point Ward

B Skinner Mill Point Ward

S Doherty Moresby Ward

K Trent, RFD Moresby Ward

Officers:

Mr C Frewing Chief Executive Officer

Ms V Lummer Acting Chief Executive Officer

Mr S Bell Director Infrastructure Services

Mr M Kent Director Finance and Information Sergce
Ms D Gray Manager Financial Services

Mr R Kapur Manager Development Services

Mr P McQue Manager Governance and Administration
Ms P Arevalo Marketing Officer

Mr R Woodman Acting Minute Secretary

Gallery There were approximately 9 members ofghblic present and 1 member

of the press.
4.1 Apologies
Nil

4.2 Approved Leave of Absence
Nil

5. DECLARATION OF INTEREST
The Mayor advised that two Declaration of Inter&8ecting Impartiality were received from Crs
Doherty and Cridland in relation to Agenda Item5LD.(Area 8 Local Area Traffic Management
Study)

He further stated that in accordance with the Lédavernment (Rules of Conduct) Regulations
2007 that the Declaration would be read out imntedidbefore the Item in question was discussed.
6. PUBLIC QUESTION TIME

6.1 RESPONSE TO PREVIOUS PUBLIC QUESTIONS TAKEN ONNOTICE
At the Council meeting held 28 June 2011 there werguestions taken on notice.
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6.2

PUBLIC QUESTION TIME : 26.7.2011

Opening of Public Question

The Mayor stated that in accordance with the Lddavernment Act regulations question
time would be limited to 15 minutes. He said thaesfions are to be given in writing.
Questions received in advance of the meeting wiltibalt with first, long questions will be
paraphrased and same or similar questions askmé\abus meetings will not be responded
to and the person will be directed to the Coundihies where the response was provided.
The Mayor then opened Public Question Time at /09p

| 6.2.1 F J Oliver, 3/24 Charles Street, South Perth |

Summary of Question

How much ratepayers’ money has the South Perth ¢llogpent to date on the South Perth
Station Precinct proposal and its associated repand how much is intended to be spent in
the future on this proposal?

Summary of Response
The Mayor advised that this question would be tatke@motice and a response provided by
the Chief Executive Officer to Mr Oliver and alswiuded in next month’s minutes.

| 6.2.2 Paul Ruthven, 5/24 Charles Street, South Pért |

Summary of Question

The Federal Member for Swan, Steve Irons recemthdacted a survey of ratepayers in the
area affected by the South Perth Station Prechogtgsal. The overwhelming feedback from
respondents was that they are against any dengifigalan for the are. Steve has written to
the City of South Perth urging them to halt thesiiécation plan until such time as they can
demonstrate community support. In addition, theeStaovernment recently released the
forward estimates, and a South Perth train Statias not included in the 20 year plan.
Given the strong opposition from the local commyréind the failure of the City in getting
the train station included in the forward estimatedl Council now halt this proposal, and
put ratepayer money to better use?

Summary of Response

The Mayor advised Mr Ruthven that the City has b&erking with the community on the
South Perth Railway Station Precinct proposal. tténa@lants at previous public meetings
made during the initial , approximately 80% of desits indicated that they were in support.
He also mentioned the City's Community Visioningemise, in which a key focus was
better connection of housing with good public t@ors. The Mayor then handed over to the
Chief Executive Officer.

The Chief Executive Officer reiterated that theyd# working with the community on

increased density. He made reference to the Stater@ment document “Directions 2031",
which contains growth targets for all Local Goveemnareas. If the City does not work
towards the targets, the State Government willljliketervene and amend our Town
Planning Scheme to suit.
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7. CONFIRMATION OF MINUTES AND TABLING OF NOTES OF BRIEFINGS AND
OTHER MEETINGS UNDER CLAUSE 19.1

7.1

7.2

MINUTES
7.1.1 Ordinary Council Meeting Held: 28.6.2011

COUNCIL DECISION ITEM 7.1.1

Moved Cr Trent, Sec Cr Skinner

That the Minutes of the Ordinary Council MeetirgJch28 June 2011 be taken as read and

confirmed as a true and correct record.
CARRIED (13/0)

7.1.2 Special Council Meeting Held: 12.7.2011

COUNCIL DECISION ITEM 7.1.2 ‘

Moved Cr Trent, Sec Cr Skinner

That the Minutes of the Special Council Meetindgdh®2 July 2011 be taken as read and

confirmed as a true and correct record.
CARRIED (13/0)

BRIEFINGS

The following Briefings which have taken place €nhbe last Ordinary Council meeting, are
in line with the ‘Best Practice’ approach to CounBblicy P672 “Agenda Briefings,
Concept Forums and Workshops”, and document tgtinic the subject of each Briefing.
The practice of listing and commenting on briefingssions, is recommended by the
Department of Local Government and Regional Dgumknt's“Council Forums Paper”
as a way of advising the public and being on pulgtord.

7.2.1 Agenda Briefing - June Ordinary Council Me&ng Held: 21.6.2011
Officers of the City presented background informatand answered questions on
items identified from the June Council Agenda. ééotrom the Agenda Briefing are
included adAttachment 7.2.1.

7.2.2 Concept Forum — Canning Bridge Bus Station Jat Briefing — Cities of South
Perth and Melville - Meeting Held: 20.6.2011
Officers of the City of Melville presented an upslan the proposed Canning Bridge
Bus Station.
Notes from the Concept Briefing are includeddtschment 7.2.2.

7.2.3 Concept Forum — Proposed Budget PresentatietMeeting Held: 22.6.2011
The Director Financial and Information Services sprded an update on the
proposed Budget and responded to questions from kdesn Notes from the
Concept Briefing are included astachment 7.2.3.

COUNCIL DECISION ITEM 7.2 \
Moved Cr Hasleby, Sec Cr Ozsdolay

That the comments and attached Notes under Itethd o 7.2.3 on Council Agenda

Briefings held since the last Ordinary Meeting @fu@cil be noted
CARRIED (13/0)
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8.

PRESENTATIONS

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

Nil

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

8.2.1 Commemorative Plaque — presented by Benedim® Community of New Norcia

The Mayor presented a plague commemorating tlagioekhip between the City
and the Benedictine Community of New Norcia. Heoatatlined the City’'s

relationship with the Benedictine Community of NBlrcia. The Mayor announced
that a tree was planted and then invited the Chiefcutive Officer of the New
Norcia Benedictine Community to address Council.

PRESENTATION - CARMEL ROSS

Ms Ross gave a brief history of New Norcia, whiehis founded in 1846 as a Benedictine
Mission to Aboriginal people. A Private town, adlcilities at New Norcia are owned and
operated by the Benedictine monks of New Norcia,irmorporated Catholic religious
institute. New Norcia is Australia’s only monastéoyn and the Benedictine Community is
responsible for its upkeep.

Commercial activities include a museum, art galldrgtel, roadhouse and farm. Non-
commercial activities include maintain the towntshaves, collections and library, and the
day-to-day administration of the town.

Infrastructure maintained by the Benedictine Comityuncludes:

Internal roads

Gas

Electricity

Water

Parks, gardens, lawn

Sewerage

Garbage collection and management
Cemetery

Swimming Pool

Ms Ross then gave a brief outline of the City ofith Perth’s voluntary involvement

Volunteers have visited in 2008, 2009, 2010

2008 — pruning suckers around bases of olive (30 trees)

2009 — planting >600 trees in parkland immediaselyth of the town
2010 — plantings of smaller numbers at a numbsite$ around the town
Making a difference

Seed gathering and propagation

Ms Ross presented a plague to Council that reads,

“With sincere gratitude to the Mayor and CouncibprStaff and their Families of
the City of South Perth for their generous conttitw to tree propagation and
planting at the township of New Norcia through viéury work since 2008.”



MINUTES : ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING : 26 JULY 2011

9.

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 Held19 July 2011
Two deputations in relation to Agenda Items 10\8e3e heard at the July Council
Agenda Briefing held on 19 July 2011.

8.4 COUNCIL DELEGATES REPORTS

8.4.1. Council Delegate: Rivers Regional Council @mary General Meeting: 16 June
2011
A report from Cr Trent and Cr Cala summarising ttrettendance at the Rivers
Regional Council Ordinary General Meeting held L6e] 2011 is afAAttachment
8.4.1.

The Minutes of the Rivers Regional Council Ordin@gneral Meeting of 28 May
2008 have also been received and are availablecometnviCouncil website.

RECOMMENDATION
That the Delegate’s Reports and MinutesAtachment 8.4.1, in relation to the
Rivers Regional Council Ordinary General Meetiniglli June 2011 be received.

COUNCIL DECISION ITEM 8.4.1
Moved Cr Doherty, Sec Cr Burrows

That the Minutes, atAttachment 8.4.1,0f the Rivers Regional Council Ordinary
General Meeting held 16 June 2011 at the City ofidid@ah bereceived.
CARRIED (13/0)

8.5 CONFERENCE DELEGATES REPORTS ‘

Nil

METHOD OF DEALING WITH AGENDA BUSINESS

The Mayor advised the meeting that with the exoeptf Item 10.5.1, would be adopted en bloc,
I.e. all together. He then sought confirmatiomrthe Chief Executive Officer that all the report
items had been discussed at the Agenda Briefirdydrell9 July 2011.

The Chief Executive Officer confirmed that this veasrect.

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

That with the exception of Items 10.5.1, whichdsbe considered separately, the remainder of the
reports including the officer recommendations itatien to Agenda Iltems 10.0.1, 10.0.2, 10.1.1,
10.3.1, 10.3.2, 10.3.3, 10.6.1, 10.6.2, 10.6.3%.40and 10.6.5 be carried en bloc.

CARRIED (13/0)

10
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10.

REPORTS

10.0

MATTERS REFERRED FROM PREVIOUS COUNCIL MEETING

10.0.1 Draft Policy P351.14 “Cygnia Cove Residentidbesign Guidelines” — final
adoption following advertising for submissiongltem 10.3.3 Council meeting 24
May 2011 refers)

Location: Lots 83, 829, 9000 & 9001, corner MamgniRoad and
Centenary Avenue, Waterford

Owners: Trustees of the Christian Brothers

Applicant: Council

File Ref: LP/801/14/14

Date: 1 July 2011

Author: Emmet Blackwell, Strategic Planning O#f

Reporting Officer: Vicki Lummer, Director Developme and Community
Services

Summary

At its 24 May meeting, the Council endorsed thdtdeanning Policy P351.1@ygnia Cove
Residential Design Guidelindsr advertising for public submissions. The ppleoms to
guide the assessment and determination of alleesal development applications within
Cygnia Cove estate (east Clontarf).

The objectives of the policy are to:

(a) promote safety, variety and a sense of place;

(b) ensure development is compatible with adjoiningthge buildings;

(c) permit a variety of housing forms so as to promateside choice in housing and
satisfy the demand of a variety of household typeslifestyles.

(d) preserve and enhance the local area’s natural geosy and waterways, particularly
the Swan River;

(e) promote development which maximises water and greffgciency;

(f)  encourage a high standard of sustainable desigohvilas due regard to the needs of
occupants, neighbours and the availability of l@aknities.

The required period of advertising for public sugsiins is complete and one submission
was received. Therefore the Council is now reauekesi adopt Policy P351.14.

Background
Policy P351.14Cygnia Cove Residential Design Guidelinesprovided asAttachment
10.0.1.

Council supported a subdivision proposal at itstingeon 25 July 2006 for the creation of
189 new residential lots at R20 density and appnately 5.0 hectares of open space. The
subdivision proposal was subsequently conditionafiproved by the Western Australian
Planning Commission (WAPC) on 29 January 2007. @amd No. 30 which was
recommended by Council required the applicant tmpce residential design guidelines in
consultation with the City to address the followiaghongst other matters:

(@) Architectural compatibility between developmentghivi this subdivision and the
Clontarf Campus;

(b) Ecologically sustainable design initiatives;

(c) Setback requirements from public open space;

11
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(d) Structures permitted in portions of lots that aigible from public open space and
Manning Road or Centenary Avenue;

(e) Crossover locations for corner lots at respectivegaeces to the subdivision and at
roundabouts;

(f)  Guidelines relating to verge treatment; and

(g) Any other aspect considered to be relevant.

The landowner applied to the WAPC for renewal & slubdivision approval in May 2010

as the subdivision approval was due to expire odafiary 2011. Council again supported
the subdivision proposal (unmodified) at its 27yJ@010 meeting and the WAPC

subsequently granted a renewal of the subdivisippraval on 17 September 2010.

Condition No. 30 of the original subdivision appabvequiring the applicant to produce
residential design guidelines was again imposetiowit change. The applicant submitted
draft guidelines and following internal review hyet City’'s Planning staff, the residential

design guidelines for Cygnia Cove were presentethéo24 May Council meeting in the

form of draft Policy P351.14. The officer reportttee 24 May Council meeting contained a
comprehensive summary of the provisions of thecgoli

Comment
The provisions of the draft policy have been formedl to ensure that the previously
mentioned objectives are achieved.

Policy P351.14 will ensure that dwellings constedcin Cygnia Cove are of a very high
standard in terms of architectural design and enwitental sustainability.

As stated in the previous officer report, both theveloper” (subdivider) and the City of
South Perth are committed to the promotion of emvitentally sustainable development.
Individual homes constructed within the estate nsasisfy a range of socially responsible
sustainability criteria. Cygnia Cove is a certifie@EnviroDevelopment project.
EnviroDevelopment is an initiative of the Urban Bmwpment Institute of Australia which
recognises developments that satisfy a range tdigability criteria. Certification has been
achieved in the categories of ‘Community’ and ‘Beisms’. Cygnia Cove has been
carefully designed to mitigate the impact of newealepment on the environment and to use
resources responsibly.

Consultation

The statutory advertising required by clause 9.€(R)TPS6 and Council Policy P301
‘Consultation for Planning Proposals’ was undentelkethe manner resolved at the 24 May
2011 Council meeting, as follows:

. Southern Gazette newspaper notice in two issueBing and 21 June 2011 and
submissions were accepted until close of businessiday 1 July 2011 (24 days).

. Notices and Amendment documents displayed in @éntre customer foyer, in the
City’s Libraries and Heritage House, and on they'€itweb site (‘Out for
Comment’).

During the advertising period 1 submission was ixeckin relation to the proposal. The
submitters’ comments together with officer respenssme summarised below. The
recommendation is that Clause 5.2.5 of the Poleyslightly modified in response to the
submission received, in relation to mosquito bregdisk within rain water tanks:

12
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Submitters’ Comments

Officer’s Responses

Limited regulation on the eventual construction of
rainwater tanks will create many potential new
mosquito breeding locations. How does City of South
Perth plan to ensure that all tanks are fitted with
suitable screens and continue to be maintained in a
safe condition that prevents mosquito breeding?

Modern prefabricated rainwater tanks typically
supplied for use within cities are constructed to be
properly sealed in order to prevent mosquito
breeding. Specifically inlet and outlet holes are
supplied with mesh screens. Advice shall be inserted
into the policy advising of the potential risk and that it
is the landowners responsibility to take precautionary
measures. The comment is NOTED.

Since freestanding rainwater tanks may be
constructed without a building license, how will the
City ensure that rainwater tank overflow is managed
S0 as to not impact neighbours?

Clause 6.8(2) of Town Planning Scheme No. 6
requires all stormwater to be disposed of on the
development site. The comment is NOT UPHELD.

Specification of a very low output solar power system
will either result in poor quality installation with limited
ability to upgrade in future as technology improves.
Further, most 'home sized' PVC systems contribute
more to CO2 emissions than they save due to the

The submitters comments on this issue are
speculative and opinion based. It is likely many home
builders will choose a larger solar system than the
minimum required, or choose to install a gas boosted
solar hot water system as the alternate option (2), as

CO2 embedded in their energy intensive
manufacture. Current guideline is therefore not as
eco-sustainable as first appears.

specified under Clause 5.1.1. The comment is NOT
UPHELD.

Policy and Legislative Implications

Clause 9.6 of TPS6 sets out the required procesadiaption of a planning policy and for
modification of an adopted policy. Public advenis of draft policy provisions is an
important part of this process. Under clause 1.BRE6, planning policies are documents
that support the Scheme. The process as it rétatee proposed draft Policy P351.14 is set
out below, together with an estimate of the likefge frame associated with each stage of
the process. Those stages which have been compietethaded:

Stages of Advertising and Adoption of Policy P351.14 Estimated Time Frame

Council resolution to endorse draft Policy P351.14 for advertising 24 May 2011

Public advertising period of 24 days 7 June - 1 July 2011
Council review of the draft Policy P351.14 in light of no submission having
been received and a resolution to formally adopt the policy without
modification, or not proceed with the policy.

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

July 2011 Council meeting

August 2011

Financial Implications
The City is responsible for costs associated wditpéon of the policy.

Strategic Implications

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

Sustainability Implications

The policy requires that all development within tBggnia Cove site is to meet detailed
sustainable development requirements. The estase been certified by the Urban
Development Institute of Australia as being an EsDevelopment project in the categories
of ‘Ecosystems’ and ‘Community’, satisfying a rangé related sustainability criteria.
Additionally, a range of other development contrs#ek to encourage designs that are both
energy and water efficient.
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Conclusion
The policy will provide guidance to the City andpépants for residential developments

within the Cygnia Cove estate. The policy completa¢he related provisions within TPS6,
the R-Codes and other Council planning policies.

It is considered that the modified Policy P35144aw in a form suitable for final adoption
by the Council.

| OFFICER RECOMMENDATION AND COUNCIL DECISION ITEM 1 0.0.1 |

That...
(& in accordance with clause 9.6 of the City ofitBdPerth Town Planning Scheme No.

6, the modified Planning Policy P351.C4gnia Cove Residential Design Guidelines

atAttachment 10.0.1be adopted;

(b) notice of the Council’'s decision be publishadtlie Southern Gazetteewspaper as
required by clause 9.6(2)(d) of Town Planning Schéio. 6; and

(c) submitters be thanked for their participationtiis process and be advised of the

Council’s decision.

CARRIED EN BLOC RESOLUTION
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10.0.2 Proposed Amendment No. 28 to Town Planningclseme No. 6 to rezone
Lot 51 (Nos. 245-247) Canning Highway, SW corner &th Terrace, Como
to Highway Commercial (Item 10.3.1 Council meeting 3 May 2011 refers).

Location: Lot 51 (Nos. 245-247) Canning Highw&@pmo

Applicant: Tuscom Subdivision Consultants on bebithe land
owners, C.S Lau and C.Y. Yang

Lodgement Date: 8 December 2010

File Ref: LP/209/28

Date: 1 July 2011

Author: Emmet Blackwell, Strategic Planning Office

Reporting Officer: Vicki Lummer, Director, Develm@nt and Community Services

Summary

The applicant has requested an amendment to TdaimmiRg Scheme No. 6 (TPS6) in
relation to the site at Nos. 245 and 247 Cannirghttay, Como, identified as Amendment
No. 28. The Council resolved to initiate this ammedt at it's meeting on 3 May 2011.
Usually the resolution to initiate the Scheme Ammaadt process and the Council’s
endorsement of the draft text of the Amendment petithe same meeting. However, on
this occasion, the applicant requested that th@linesolution and consent to advertise be
carried out separately. The applicant has now peepa Scheme Amendment report,
Attachment 10.0.2 to be forwarded to the WA Planning Commission (WA and the
Minister. That report also contains the text of tmft Amendment and development
concept plans. The applicant is seeking rezoniogn fResidential R40 with 7 metre building
height limit to Highway Commercial (R80 resident@énsity coding) with a 10.5 metre
building height limit. The recommendation is thaaftl Amendment No. 28 be endorsed to
enable the Amendment to be advertised for pubfipeation and comment.

Background
Relevant details relating to the subject landaaréollows:
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 proposed Scheme | As for the Highway Commercial zone. One of the listed
Amendment ‘D’ (Discretionary) Uses is ‘Mixed Development’
Maximum plot ratio (Highway Commercial zone) | 0.5 = 749 sq. metres

The location of the development site is shownelo
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The Amendment site comprises a lot on the soust-a@ner of Canning Highway and

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

Highway Commercial with R80 density coding, coremstwith the proposed zoning

and density coding of the subject site.

In 1984, development approval was granted forcireversion of the previous houses to
Consulting Rooms. The ‘Como Physiotherapy Clicmmmenced operation at that time.

Development concept plansttachment 10.0.2,have been submitted by the applicant
as part of the Amendment No. 28 documents to inelidze likely form of development
on the site, should the rezoning ultimately be apgd by the Minister. The concept
plans are not intended to be the final design Eoiuior the site, however the design
indicated on the concept plans appears generallyotoply with Council’s relevant
planning controls applicable to the proposed zanilegsity coding and building height
limit.

Although the Council resolved to initiate the Sulee Amendment at the 3 May
meeting, some reservations were expressed aboutuilding design shown on the
concept plans. In this regard, the Council resbfuether, as follows:

“(c) the applicant be advised that Council has taer reservations about the
design and site planning of the proposal refledtethe concept plans. Therefore,
Council's decision to initiate the Scheme Amendnmntess should not be
construed as support for a development designethénmanner shown on the
concept plans. Should the Scheme Amendment uliynetdinally approved by

the Minister, Council’'s decision on any future depenent application will be

governed by Town Planning Scheme No. 6 and reRi@ahing Policies, and the
assessed amenity impact on neighbouring sites.”

Comment

€)) Scheme Obijectives: Clause 1.6 of No. 6 TowraRhing Scheme
Scheme Objectives are listed in Clause 1.6 of TP¥Be proposal has been
assessed according to the listed Scheme Objectigdsl|lows:

Q) The overriding objective of the Scheme isre¢quire and

encourage performance-based development in eatieof4 precincts of
the City in a manner which retains and enhancesativébutes of the City
and recognises individual precinct objectives aedickd future character
as specified in the Precinct Plan for each precinct

The proposed Scheme Amendment meets this ovegrabijective.

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

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

0] Safeguard and enhance the amenity of res@leateas and ensure that new
development is in harmony with the character aralesof existing residential
development;

(9) Protect residential areas from the encroachinaéimappropriate uses;
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(b)

(€)

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

0] Create a hierarchy of commercial centres acimg to their respective
designated functions, so as to meet the varioogpshg and other commercial
needs of the community;

() In all commercial centres, promote an appregpeirange of land uses consistent
with:
0] the designated function of each centre as @t in the Local

Commercial Strategy; and
(i) the preservation of the amenity of the lotyali

Matters to be Considered by Council - Clause .3 of Town Planning
Scheme No. 6

Clause 7.5 of TPS6 is applied in the context ofaaplication for development
approval rather than requests for amendments t&.TiR&wvever, it is appropriate to
consider the provisions of Clause 7.5 at the ptes®ae in relation to the applicant’s
concept plan since the rezoning will lead to arlds/elopment application.

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

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

proposal:

@ the objectives and provisions of this Scheimeuding the objectives and
provisions of a Precinct Plan and the Metropolifdegion Scheme;

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

(c) the provisions of the Residential Design Codes any other approved
Statement of Planning Policy of the Commissiopamed under Section 5AA of
the Act;

0] any planning policy, strategy or plan adopteg the Council under the
provisions of clause 9.6 of this Scheme;

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

0] the preservation of the amenity of the logalit

0 all aspects of design of any proposed devetopnincluding but not limited to,
height, bulk, orientation, construction materiated general appearance;

(n) the extent to which a proposed building isually in harmony with
neighbouring existing buildings within the focusa in terms of its scale, form
or shape, rhythm, colour, construction materialsentation, setbacks from the
street and

(x) any other planning considerations which thei@sl considers relevant.

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

Canning Highway Reservation Review

Council is aware of the review of the Canning hiigly Reservation currently being
undertaken by consultants appointed by the WA Depant of Transport. The
purpose of the study is to produce a single congrele plan for road

requirements and land use planning for the seatibrCanning Highway from

Albany Highway to Canning Bridge.

The study commenced early in 2011 and is antiethab be completed around
August 2011.
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The outcome of the Canning Highway Reservationié®ewnay affect the subject
property and therefore this study has been drawingt@ttention of the applicant.

Consultation

€) Design Advisory Consultants
The officer's report to the 3 May Council meetidigcussed the concerns of the
Council’'s Design Advisory Consultants about thel@ppt’'s concept plans.

The concerns are reflected in Part (c) of the €ibgr3 May resolution, reproduced
above, under “Background”.

(b) Neighbour Consultation

Community consultation has not yet been undertdkerelation to the proposed
Scheme Amendment. Neighbour and community consguitatequirements are
contained in the Town Planning Regulations andh@ Council’'s Policy P301
“Consultation for Planning Proposals”. Following @eil's endorsement of the
draft Scheme Amendment, community consultation béllundertaken 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 minimum 42ydadvertising period, during
which a sign will be placed on the site invitingbmissions, and notices will be
placed on the City’s web site, in the Southern @Gazsewspaper and in the City’'s
Libraries and Civic Centre. Any submissions reediduring this period will be
referred to a later Council meeting for considerati

Policy and Legislative Implications

The statutory Scheme Amendment process is setnotiie Town Planning Regulations
1967. The process as it relates to the proposed Amentio. 28 is set out below, together
with an estimate of the likely time frame assoaatdth 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 advertising | 26 July 2011
purposes
Referral of draft Amendment proposals to EPA for environmental assessment Early August
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: Unknown

* 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

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

Government Gazette

Immediately after the Council has endorsed th& édrmendment proposals for advertising,
the Amendment documents will be forwarded to theitBnmental Protection Authority for

environmental assessment during a 28 day periodi,aanopy will be forwarded to the
WAPC for information. Public advertising of Amendnt No. 28 will commence upon
receiving favourable assessment and advice frorzBre
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Financial Implications

Financial costs incurred during the course ofsta¢utory Scheme Amendment process will
be covered by the Planning Fee which is payabbcaordance with the Council’s adopted

fee schedule. In this case, the estimated Plarfreéegof $15,000 was paid on 6 May 2011
following Council’s resolution to initiate the Sahe Amendment process. The actual fee
will be based on officers’ time and other actuadtsancurred by the City. At the completion

of the amendment process the fee will be adjusteeflect actual costs.

Strategic Implications

This matter relates to Strategic Directions 3 “Biog and 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 pefmn with a planned mix of
housing types and non-residential land uses.

Sustainability Implications

The proposed Amendment No. 28 provides an oppityttor more effective use of land and
expansion of employment opportunities within theality. The rezoning of the land from
Residential to Highway Commercial will allow a nox residential and non-residential uses
that can contribute towards increased local empétropportunities and urban infill which
are objectives of the State Government and the {itthe interest of sustainability.

Conclusion

The Council has previously resolved to initiate tBcheme Amendment process. The
proposed Amendmelig considered reasonable, having regard to theseratation of the site

in being the only remaining corner lot at the is¢etion of Canning Highway and South Terrace
which is currently zoned residential, despite Misteng approved use as Consulting Rooms. The
built form and scale demonstrated by the applisastipporting concept plan&ttachment
10.0.2 is consistent with that existing in the immediatzlity.

Council should now endorse the draft Scheme AmentiiNo. 28 documentgttachment
10.0.2 to enable the proposed Amendment to be advetiistiak public.

| OFFICER RECOMMENDATION AND COUNCIL DECISION ITEM1 0.0.2 |

That:

@) the Council of the City of South Perth undee tpowers conferred by the
Planning and Development Act 200Bereby amends the City of South Perth
Town Planning Scheme No. 6 in the manner desciibAttachment 10.0.2;

(b) the Report on the Amendment containing thetdxafendment No. 28 to the  City
of South Perth Town Planning Scheme NoAachment 10.0.2 be adopted and

forwarded to the Environmental Protection Authofay environmental
assessment and to the Western Australian Planrengn@ssion for
information;

(© upon receiving clearance from the EnvironmeRtaltection Authority, community
advertising of Amendment No. 28 be implementedctoedance with the

Town Planning Regulations and Council Policy P201d
(d) the following footnote shall be included by way explanation on any notice
circulated concerning this Amendment No. 28:

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 EN BLOC RESOLUTION
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10.1

STRATEGIC DIRECTION 1 : COMMUNITY

| 10.1.1 Proposed changes to Policy P107 Disabilitgdess

Location: City of South Perth

Applicant: Council

File Ref: RC/105

Date: 8 July 2011

Author: Margaret King Acting Manager Community|Cue

and Recreation
Reporting Officer: Mandi Wheatley Community Devahoent Officer

Summary
The purpose of this report is to seek Council eselment for the amended Policy P107
Disability Access.

Background

The City of South Perth recognises that people witability, their families and carers
comprise a significant and important part of thenownity. The City is committed to

compliance with the Western Australian Disabilityer8ces Act 1993 and the

Commonwealth Disability Discrimination Act 1988d will strive to ensure that its services,
facilities, practices and planning strategies ateessible to, and include, people with
disability. As such the P107 Disability Access wwesviously endorsed by the City.

Comment

The P107 Disability Access Policy has been amemaléding it in line with the updated and
reviewed Disability Access and Inclusion Plan (DAED11-2016 and the policy will be
included within the DAIP document to be registength the Disability Service Commission
(DSC).

As the date of the next Audit and Governance Cotamibas yet to be set, and the policy is
required for the Disability Access Inclusion Planwas important for it to be endorsed by
council prior to submission of the DAIP to DSC.

Consultation
Community consultation not required

Policy and Legislative Implications

This Policy is required to be updated annually Iy turrent City of South Perth DAIP in
line with the Western Australian Disability Services Act 199@mended 2004) and
Commonwealth Disability Discrimination Act 1992

Financial Implications
Any costs will be covered by the annual City of oBerth budget. There will be no extra
financial implication for this amended policy.

Strategic Implications
The policy aligns to Goal 1 in the City’s Stratefian“Create opportunities for safe, active
and connected community.”

Sustainability Implications
Nil

| OFFICER RECOMMENDATION AND COUNCIL DECISION ITEM 10.1.1 |

That Council endorse the changes to the Policy Bifability Access.

CARRIED EN BLOC RESOLUTION
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10.2 STRATEGIC DIRECTION 2: ENVIRONMENT
Nil

10.3 STRATEGIC DIRECTION 3: HOUSING AND LAND USES

| 10.3.1 Proposed Amendment No. 29 to Town Planningl$eme No. 6 — Fencing |

Location: City of South Perth

Applicant: Council

File Ref: LP/209/29

Date: 1 July 2011

Author: Emmet Blackwell, Strategic Planning O#f

Reporting Officer: Vicki Lummer, Director Developme and Community
Services

Summary

Council is requested to consider a proposal taateitAmendment No. 29 to the City of
South Perth Town Planning Scheme No. 6 (TPS6). prpose of the amendment is to
expand clause 6.7 in order to clarify and refireedpplication and approval requirements for
fences of various types in specified locations. eddment No. 29 will make clear the types
of fences which require planning approval and otgipes which require Council’s written
consent in the form of a letter as distinct fronSehedule 8 Notice of Determination.
Further, Amendment No. 29 will expand the existiefinition of ‘planning approval’ to
clarify that this term refers to a Notice of Detamation issued ‘in the form prescribed in
Schedule 8'. The Scheme Amendment will also progdsater clarity regarding the kinds
of fences that are exempt from the need to obtkEnning approval or Council’s written
consent.

The recommendation is that Council resolve toatatithe Scheme Amendment process for
the proposed Amendment No. 29 and to proceed tontonity consultation.

Background

In August 2009 the City’s Planning Department hddgal challenge regarding the City's
ability to require planning approval for any feroa exceeding 1.8 metres in height due to
the wording of clauses 6.7 and 7.1(2)(b) of TP®6rdsponse the Planning Department
acknowledged that the City had no grounds to reqolianning approval for fences unless
they exceeded 1.8 metres in height. Therefore a prewess was implemented whereby
applicants had to apply to the City’s Planning Dé&pant for ‘informal written consent’ so
that officers could ensure that related requiresaritCouncil’'s Planning Policy P350.7
(Fencing and Retaining Walls) and the R-Codes hehbmet prior to the City issuing a
building license for any fence within the front Is@tk area or on a secondary street
boundary. This new informal procedure meant thahping officers were doing all of the
work required for a development application withale City being able to charge the
appropriate planning fee. This scheme amendmebjsosed so that the correct process of
requiring a development application to be lodged feEnces proposed within the front
setback area or on a secondary street boundanhecanplemented. The attached Scheme
Amendment ReportAttachment 10.3.1 expands upon the summary set out above. The
proposed Amendment No. 29 will enable Planning @i to deal with applications for
approval of fences more effectively.
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Comment
The Scheme Amendment will implement the followitngueges to the Scheme Text:

Addition of sub-clauses into existing clause 6.¢tlHarify that fencing greater than
1.2m in height requires planning approval in théofeing locations:
(@) on the primary street boundary of a lot or withire fprimary street setback

area of a lot;
(b) on or within 3 metres of a secondary street boundar
. Replacement of the words ‘approval of the coungith the words ‘prior written
consent of Council’ within the existing clause 6.7.
. Addition of a new paragraph to clause 6.7 outlinthg procedural requirements

which apply when making a request for Council’stign consent, being a request
in the form of a letter signed by the owner of kbie accompanied by a scaled site
plan and elevation drawings and any other inforomatr drawings required by a
planning policy of the City.

. Addition of a new paragraph to clause 6.7 to esthlthat the Council's decision in
response to a request made for Council's writtemsent, under paragraph (3) of
clause 6.7 shall be issued in the form of a |ettleiressed to the owner of the related
lot, and that consent may be granted with or witloomditions.

. Addition of words to the existing definition of gohning approval’ within Schedule
1 of TPS6, specifying that a planning approvalksued ‘in the form prescribed in
Schedule 8'.

The requirements for fences, against which appdioat for planning approval will be
assessed are contained in Council's Policy 350ngifg and Retaining Walls and the R-
Codes, which remain unchanged.

Consultation

At this stage, no community consultation has beadettaken. Formal advertising
procedures will be implemented in this regard folltg Council’s endorsement of the draft
Amendment No. 29.

In the course of preparing the draft Scheme Amemtntke Manager Development
Services, Strategic Urban Planning Adviser and3#eior Statutory Planning Officers have
been consulted.

Policy and Legislative Implications

The statutory Scheme Amendment process is setnotheiTown Planning Regulations
1967. The process as it relates to the proposed Amentio. 29 is set out below, together
with an estimated time frame associated with etagdesof the process:

Stages of Advertising and Adoption of Amendment No. 29 Estimated Time Frame
Council resolution to initiate Amendment No. 29 to TPS6 26 July 2011
Council adoption of draft Amendment No. 29 for advertising purposes 26 July 2011

Referral of draft Amendment proposal to EPA for environmental assessment | Early August 2011
during a 28-day period, and a copy to the WAPC for information
Public advertising period of not less than 42 days Unknown
Council consideration of submissions and final consideration of Amendment | Unknown
No. 29 for final adoption
Referral to the WAPC and Minister for Planning for consideration: Unknown
* Report on Submissions;

«  Council's recommendation on the proposed Amendment No. 29;

» Three signed and sealed copies of Amendment No. 29 to TPS6 and

publication in Government Gazette

Planning Policy P30Consultation for Planning Proposaisill be used in conducting the
public advertising of the amendment.
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Public advertising of Amendment No. 29 will commenapon receiving favourable
assessment and advice from the Environmental Riateguthority.

Financial Implications

The proposed Scheme Amendment has financial imits in relation to statutory
advertising costs (local newspaper and Governmeanette), and all operational costs, all of
which will be 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 petman with a planned mix of
housing types and non-residential land uses.

Sustainability Implications
There are no sustainability implications in relatto Amendment No. 29.

Conclusion

Amendment No. 29 will refine and clarify the appabprocesses for fences of various types
and in specified locations, and will expand theirdébn of ‘planning approval’ by the
addition of reference to Schedule 8. In additidre 5cheme Amendment will clarify the
kinds of fences which do not require approval of kimd.

The Scheme Amendment is of a procedural nature anly is being introduced to eliminate
existing misunderstandings and uncertainty reggrdiequired approval processes for
fencing. Council should now initiate the statutd@®gheme Amendment process for the
proposed Amendment No. 29 to enable the Amendrodr advertised to the public.

| OFFICER RECOMMENDATION AND COUNCIL DECISION ITEM 10 .3.1 |
That...

(@) the Council, under the powers of the Planning Bevelopment Act 2005, hereby
amends the City of South Perth Town Planning Sché&e 6 in the manner
described in Attachment 10.3.1;

(b) in accordance with section 81 of tRéanning and Development Act 2Q0Hhe
amendment be forwarded to the Environmental Priotecuthority for its
assessment under tBavironmental Protection Act 1986

(©) the amendment being forwarded to the Westestralian Planning Commission for
information;

(d) upon receiving the Environmental Protection buity’s clearance, advertising of
Amendment No. 29 shall be implemented in accordamite the Town Planning
Regulations 1967 and the City’s Planning Policy P&bnsultation for Planning
Proposals;

(e) a report on any submissions received on Amentide. 29 be presented to the next
available Council meeting following the conclusimirthe advertising period; and

4)) the following footnote shall be included by waf explanation on any notice
circulated concerning this Amendment No. 29:

FOOTNOTE: This draft Scheme Amendment is curreotily a proposal. The Coungil
welcomes your written comments and will considegsth before recommending to the
Minister for Planning whether to proceed with, nfgdor abandon the proposal. The
Minister will also consider your views before makia final decision.

CARRIED EN BLOC RESOLUTION

23



MINUTES : ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING : 26 JULY 2011

10.3.2 Proposed Submission on the dralRrostitution Bill 2011.

Location: Western Australia

Applicant: The Department of the Attorney Gener@buncil

Lodgement Date: 14 June 2011

File Ref: GR/502

Date: 29une 2011

Author: Matt Stuart, Coordinator Statutory PlanninDevelopment
Services

Reporting Officer: Vicki Lummer, Director, Developmt and Community
Services

Summary

To consider draft state legislation, tReostitution Bill 2011 and provide City’s comments
to the Department of the Attorney General as a ssgian during the public consultation
period.

It is recommended that the Council endorses thgsCsibmission for lodgement with the
Department of the Attorney General.

This report includes the following attachments:

* Attachment 10.3.2(a) Minister’s letter
» Attachment 10.3.2(b) City of South Perth submission
Comment

(a) Background
The City of South Perth (th@ity) is regularly involved in investigations into ajkd
businesses of prostitution, which usually involemeerns from neighbours in relation
to adverse amenity impact, and protracted commtiaicawith the tenant and/or the
landowners.

The City’s experience is that this issue is notadly controlled by the current state
legislation, which effectively places the burdemrr@golving these matters on the local
statutory planning provisions, with less than $ati®ry outcomes.

In 2008, the then Labor State government passedPtbstitution Amendment Act
2008 through both houses of parliament, which soughlegalise and regulate the
industry. However the legislation was not proclaimsy the new Liberal-National
State government in that same year.

(b) Description of the Prostitution Bill
In June 2011, the Liberal-National State governni@nbduced the drafProstitution
Bill 2011 (theBill). Local Government and the general community Hzaen invited
to provide comments on Bill. The invitation and @ngral overview forms
Attachment 10.3.2(a) and the City’s comments on the Bill, which forAsachment
10.3.2(b), is the focus of this report. Commentth® Department are due by 29 July

2011.
The Bill seeks to legalise and regulate the ingustith the following primary
components:
0] Regulating operating procedures, including crimgiag soliciting and
seeking clients in public places;
(ii) Regulating advertisement;

(i) Minimising the risk of infections;
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(c)

(iv) Protecting the welfare of children;

(v) Requirement and regulation of licences for opesatonanagers and
prostitutes;

(vi) Prohibiting a business of prostitution in ‘residahtand ‘special use
areas’;

(vi)  Powers of enforcement;

(viii)  Review provisions;

(ix) General provisions; and

x) Repeals and transitional provisions.

The Bill attempts to create provisions for the Dépant of Public Service (the
Department) and the WA Police to administer and regulate.olitlines the
requirement to obtain planning approval from theadlodGovernment. Therefore, the
Bill does not directly impact upon the City, bus iindirect impacts could be a
significant reduction in work for officers in reghrto compliance actions. For
example, the responsibility to administer enforcetrand issue licenses resides with
‘the CEO’ of the Department and ‘the Commissiomdithe Police.

The introduction of this Bill is generally suppaitdrom a statutory planning
perspective. Certain matters have been raisedeirCtty’s submission, which forms
Attachment 10.3.2(b)

Licensing of operators, managers and prostitute

Part 6 division 3 of the Bill permits the Departrhémlicense operators, managers and
prostitutes (including a place of business) subjea number of tests. One of these
tests is whether the applicant has gained a plgnapproval from the responsible
planning authority i.e. local government.

The effect of this provision empowers the City ffog SAT upon review), to carry out
the required community consultation in relatiorthie prostitution proposal, carefully
assess the proposed location of the site and assdciamenity impacts, and
accordingly determine such an application. A rdfuldermination could prevent a
licence being issued by the Department, or haveevoked. Subsequently, the
provisions for enforcement and penalties in thé &ih be invoked by the Police or
the Department and manifest in the form of a coamgé matter or a retrospective
planning application.

Additionally, section 78 of Division 9 Part 6 statthat the Governor may, for any
reason, make an order that the CEO must not istoerace to any person to operate
or manage a prostitution business in an area ofSthte that is specified in the ‘no
licence area’ order.

Before a no licence area order is made, the Minisigst publish in the Gazette, at
least 14 days before the day on which the ordprdposed to be made, notice of the
intention to make the order so that persons likelype aggrieved by the order may
make a representation in writing to the Minister.

Section 58 of the Bill regulates the size of suakitesses in terms of the number of
rooms, prostitutes and total staff at any one time.

Accordingly, these provisions may aid in the preimn and timely resolution of
compliance matters.
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(d)

(€)

Transitional / temporary licences
There are transitional provisions in the Bill téoal an existing business to continue
for a specified time period. In accordance withtisec166 of the Bill, the CEO of the
Department may approve the use of land for the geap of a prostitution business,
for a period not exceeding 18 months from commewcegnday [section 163(1)],
subject to having due regard to the associatedigpgoms, and liaison with the local
government in relation to:

* Complaints being received;

« Disturbances in the neighbourhood; and

¢ The amenity of the neighbourhood.

It is suggested that an addition test of residemcuitable visa is appropriate, because
it is considered that breaches in border controlkhnot be supported via legalising

their employment. If an operator, manager or phagtidoes not have the legal right to
stay in the country, then it is suggested that tieye no right to apply for a business
they cannot be present to operate.

Prohibited areas

These are discussed in Division 8 of Part 6 ofBiile Special attention should be

given to the areas within the City that licensedsibbesses of prostitution are
prohibited under the Bill. These are ‘residentiadas’ and ‘special use areas’, which
in itself may seem logical, however the definitimighese terms may be problematic,
as discussed below.

(i) Residential areasThe term ‘residential area’ is defined by thel B (s. 73,
emphasis added):
“...means an area, zone or precinct, however dégdh in which the use of land
for residential purposes is permittéy the applicable planning scheme without
the need for development approwas long as any development standards in the
scheme that apply to the use are complied with;”

As theCity of South Perth Town Planning Scheme N@héSchemé does not
allow residential development without planning ap@l under cl. 7.1(1)
(Requirements for Planning Approval), it is consatkthat there may not be
‘residential areas’ in the City as defined by thk, Bnd that this provision may
not have effect in the City.

(i) Special use areas’he term ‘special use area’ is defined by théd &l (s. 73,
emphasis added):
“...means an area, zone or precinct, however dégdi in which land may be
used only for purposes specifigdthe applicable planning scheme ‘apecial
use;”

The City does not currently have any areas thatbeadescribed as a ‘special
use area’. The City is currently considering a $uh@mendment to introduce a
‘special control area’ for the South Perth Traiat®in Precinct, however it is

considered that this does not fit within the deiam of a ‘special use area’. The
reasoning behind this relates is that a specialisissonsidered akin to an

additional use (e.g. Schedule 2 - Additional Useslhereas the proposed
precinct provisions will control land uses with @&n zoning table (e.g. Table 1
Zoning - Land Use).

As the Scheme does not and will not have any spes@aareas as defined by
the Bill, it is considered that this provision wilbt have any effect in the City.
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(f)

(i) Protected placesProtected places’ are other sensitive areaglditian to the
above that licences are not issued for, and armetbfas (s. 76, emphasis
added).

“...means ahospital or other prescribed place or a place used énlucation
worship, thecare or recreation of childrenor for a prescribed purpose.”

(iv) Potential effect upon the Cityt is considered that the potential effect ofsine
terms upon the City, is that there may be no atleaisprostitution businesses
are prohibited from, which would not be a desiraflécome. The definitions
listed above are required to be amended so thiat ¢tear which areas are
protected from prostitution business, which shantdude most of the City of
South Perth as the City is mainly residential iture

(v) The relationship between the Scheme and the IB#hould be noted that the
Bill makes special reference in ss. 75(1) - 753} bverrides any provision in
the Scheme (existing or proposed) relating to apeasiitted for land uses of
prostitution.

Enforcement Powers
These are discussed in Division 4 of Part 7 of&itle

(i) Powers of entryThe Police will have the powers to enter, seastbp, detain and
seize in non-residential premises without a wartaninvestigate places of
prostitution, whether licensed or otherwise (s. 92)

(i) Closure ordersA police officer may issue a closure notice arscire order if [s.
121(2)]:
« A written complaint is received (e.g. from the Qjty
e« There are reasonable grounds to believe that atitptas) business is
operating; and
¢ Alicence has not been issued.

(iii) Prohibition orders The Department may issue a prohibition order tohibit
persons working for and entering businesses otiputisn (Div. 5).

(iv) Move on noticesThe Police may issue a move-on notice to expedgmes from a
place, valid for 24 hours (s. 96).

(v) Barring notice The Police may issue a barring notice to expetges from a
place, valid for 12 months (Div. 6).

(vi) Restraining orderThe courts may issue a restraining order to egpedons from
a place or engaging in a specified behaviour, \ediorder so (Div. 8).

(vi) Potential effect upon the CityAccordingly, these provisions may aid in the
prevention and timely resolution of compliance mat which is a welcomed
outcome.

Consultation

(@)

Community Consultation

It should be noted that community consultation wassought in the preparation of
this report, because the Bill is a State initigtivéth submissions being sought the
general public as well as Local Government.
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(b) Internal Administration

The Environmental Health section provided commeauitis respect to potential health

and noise issues, and has provided the followimgngents:
“The Bill appears to have no impact upon EnvirontaéiHealth, based on all
licensing and enforcement responsibility at a S@ternment level. In reference
to the Health comments provided in attachment 2(a3.(the Minister’s letter),
these matters are all of a medical health concerd aot Environmental Health.
In summary, there will be little to no implicatiofisr Environmental Health,
should the Bill be passed.”

Council Policy and Legislative Implications
Comments have been provided elsewhere in this tidpaielation to the various provisions
of the Scheme, the R-Codes and Council policiegravrelevant.

Financial Implications

The financial implications of the draft ProstitutiBill 2011 are likely to be positive for the
City, in as much as officer time currently spentammpliance and investigating possible
prostitution businesses will be saved when comp#anvork is undertaken by the
Department or the police.

Strategic Implications
This matter relates to Strategic Direction 3 “Hogsiand Land Uses” identified within
Council’s Strategic Plan which is expressed infttiewing terms:
Accommodate the needs of a diverse and growing pejpan with a planned mix of
housing types and non-residential land uses.

Sustainability Implications
One of the aims of the Bill is to protect the resitlal amenity from the encroachment of
inappropriate uses, hence promote sustainabilitysaicial nature.

Conclusion

It is generally considered that the introductionttwg Bill may aid in the prevention and
timely resolution of compliance matters, which is@lcomed outcome. Points that need to
be clarified are itemised in the City’'s submissiand may lead to suitable amendments to
the Bill and proceeding Act of Parliament.

IOFFICER RECOMMENDATION AND COUNCIL DECISION ITEM 10.3.2 |

That the Council endorses the City’s submissiorthendraftProstitution Bill 2011which
will be forwarded to the Western Australian Attoyn&eneral for consideration prior to
producing the final version of the Bill.

CARRIED EN BLOC RESOLUTION
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10.3.3 Proposed Seven x Single Bedroom Dwellings§®reys) - Lot 9 (No. 353
Canning Highway, Como

Location: Lot 9 (No. 353) Canning Highway Como

Applicant: S A Gorjy and B Gorjy, Yaran Propertydap

Lodgement Date: 16 February 2011

File Ref: 11.2011.79.1 CA6/353

Date: 1 July 2011

Author: Cameron Howell, Planning Officer, Developth&ervices

Reporting Officer: Vicki Lummer, Director, Developmt and Community
Services

Summary

To consider an application for planning approvaldeven x Single Bedroom Dwellings (2-
storeys) on Lot 9 (No. 353) Canning Highway Comougxil is being asked to exercise
discretion in relation to the following:

Element on which discretion is sought Source of discretionary power

Plot ratio R-Codes Performance Criteria 6.11.3 P3
Land use TPS6 Clause 3.3

Setbacks from specified streets TPS6 Clause 7.8

Outdoor living areas R-Codes Performance Criteria 6.4.2 P2

It is recommended that the proposal be approve@stuio conditions.

Background

The development site details are as follows:
Zoning Primary Regional Road (MRS) and Residential
Density coding R40
Lot area 1,298 sq. metres (1,248 sq. metres zoned Residential)

Building height limit 7.0 metres

Development potential | 5 x Single Houses / Grouped Dwellings or 8 x Single Bedroom Dwellings

Plot ratio limit Nil (Single House / Grouped Dwelling); 60.0 sq. metres per Single Bedroom
Dwelling

This report includes the following attachments:
» Confidential Attachment 10.3.3(a)  Plan, elevation and perspective drawings of the

proposal.
» Attachment 10.3.3(b) Site photographs.
» Attachment 10.3.3(c) Applicant’s supporting report.

The location of the development site is shown below

PRESTON ST

A58

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

3.  The exercise of a discretionary power

(b) Applications, which in the opinion of the delegatefficer represents a
departure from the Scheme, the Residential Desmge€ or relevant planning
policies.

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

Comment

(@) Background
In February 2011, the City received an application seven x Single Bedroom
Dwellings in 2-storey buildings on Lot 9 (No. 35@anning Highway, Como (the
site). The City received amended plans in May 2&1d June 2011.

(b) Existing development on the subject site
The existing development on the site currently feeg the land use of “Single
House”, incorporating a single-storey residence asdociated outbuildings, as
depicted in the site photographsAdtachment 10.3.3(b)

(c) Description of the surrounding locality
The site has a frontage to Canning Highway to thélseast, located adjacent to a
single-storey Single House to the north-east, sistprey Grouped Dwellings to the
north-west and south-west and the tennis courta 8feligious Activities building
(Uniting Church) to the west, as seerfigure 1 below:

| T VAT N
(d) Description of the proposal

The proposal involves the demolition of the exigtitevelopment and the construction
of seven x 2-storey Single Bedroom Dwellings on #ie, as depicted in the

submitted plans atConfidential Attachment 10.3.3(a) Furthermore, the site

photographs show the relationship of the site with surrounding built environment
at Attachment 10.3.3(b)

The applicant’s letteAttachment 10.3.3(c) describes the proposal in more detail.
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(e)

(f)

(9)

The proposal complies with the Scheme, the R-Caddselevant Council policies in

relation to open space; minimum ground and flogelle building height limits; solar

access for adjoining sites; vehicular movement awedess; driveway gradient;
protection of significant views; fencing; and sirsaédle design. The remaining non-
complying aspects along with other significant mitthave been discussed below.

Land use

The proposed land use of Single Bedroom Dwellingclassified as a “D”
(Discretionary) land use in Table 1 (Zoning - Lddse) of TPS6. The definition of
Single Bedroom Dwelling isa dwelling that contains a living room and no more
than one other habitable room that is capable & as a bedroom”Each proposed
dwelling is considered by City officers to meetsthdefinition as each dwelling
consists of a bedroom on the upper floor and twatakle rooms on the ground floor.
The opening between the living / kitchen room andtinpurpose room is considered
by City officers to be a sufficient size, such tha multi-purpose room forms a part
of the living areas, and unlikely to be used as@sd bedroom.

In considering this discretionary use, it is obsérnthat the site adjoins residential
land uses in a location with a predominately residé streetscape. Accordingly, the
use is regarded as complying with Table 1 of tHeeBtwe.

Residential density

The permissible number of dwellings is eight x &rgedroom Dwellings (R40), and
the proposed development comprised of seven x &iBgdroom Dwellings. Each
proposed strata lot meets the minimum site areainegents listed in Table 1 of the
R-Codes. Therefore, the proposed development cemplith the density controls in
Table 1 of the R-Codes.

The applicant has submitted a subdivision appbcatio the Western Australian
Planning Commission. The City is not able to prevadresponse to WAPC until the
planning application is determined. If the planniagplication is approved, City
officers will recommend approval subject to comatis for the subdivision plan in
accordance with the development approval by Courstibject to the required
amendments. City officers are recommending chatmé®e strata boundary between
the common property and Strata Lot 7, to caterddocation of the visitor bay and
for the provision of pedestrian access to the rette / meter box structure, as
discussed in Sections (0) and (r) below.

Plot ratio

The maximum permissible plot ratio for each SinBedroom Dwelling is 60.0 sq.
metres, and the proposed plot ratio varies betvd€eh sq. metres and 68.6 sg. metres
for each dwelling. Therefore, the proposed develmundoes not comply with the
Acceptable Development plot ratio element of thEdtles.

The plot ratio area for each dwelling has beenutaled as listed in the table below:

Strata Lot / Ground Floor Upper Floor Store Total
Dwelling (sq. metres) (sq. metres) (sq. metres) (sq. metres)
1 40.1 23.2 4.6 67.9
2 39.3 232 55 68.0
3 39.3 23.2 55 68.0
4 39.3 23.2 4.0 66.5
5 39.3 23.2 4.0 66.5
6 39.3 23.2 4.0 66.5
7 404 23.2 4.1 66.5
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(h)

The performance criteria for Single Bedroom Dwaéinrequires‘dwellings that
provide limited accommodation for one or two pessorCity officers support the
variation to plot ratio for the following reasons:

* The design of the dwellings will facilitate occuioat by one or two people only;

* Even though storage areas are not required forle&Sigdroom Dwellings, their
provision would provide additional storage spacd aot living space for the
occupiers of the Single Bedroom Dwellings; and

e If the storage areas were removed from the totdl npltio area, the effective plot
ratio area of the ground and upper floor componehthe dwellings will exceed
the 60.0 sg. metre requirements by only 2.5 sqrasdb 3.6 sq. metres for each
dwelling.

The applicant is also seeking discretion to be @sed by Council for the plot ratio
area as the proposed development conflicts withn€ibuPolicy P350.12 “Single
Bedroom Dwellings”. In particular, Clause 4(a) stat

The City would generally not approve Single Bedrdaoaellings where:

(i) adensity bonus [a reduction in site area paretling] is sought; and

(i) the plot ratio area of any dwelling exceedset60.0 sq. metre maximum
prescribed by Clause 7.1.3A3 of the R-Codes.

City officers support the variation being grantad,the development is considered to
comply with the performance criteria of the R-Cades

Specific street setback - Ground floor (South-ast)

The permissible minimum setback from Canning Highweaes prescribed by Table 2
of the Scheme, is 10.0 metres. The ground and ujpens of Dwelling 7, which
comprise the living areas (excluding the garage stock) are set back 10.0 metres,
hence comply with the requirement. Only the prodagsrage and store of Dwelling 7
are set back 6.98 metres, which results in non-tiange with setbacks prescribed by
Table 2 of the Scheme.

The proposed setback of the balcony at the uppet t&f Dwelling 7 also complies
with Clause 4.3 “Special Application of Residentiz¢sign Codes - Variations” of
TPS6.

Council discretion - cl. 7.8.1

Council has discretionary power under Clause 708 1PS6 to approve the proposed
street setback if Council is satisfied that alluiegments of that clause have been met.
In this instance, it is recommended that the pregosetback be approved, as the
applicant has satisfied the City in relation to fibéowing requirements of that clause:

(i)  Approval of the proposed development would baesistent with the orderly and
proper planning of the precinct, and the presemmabf the amenity of the
locality;

(i) The non-compliance will not have any adver$fea upon the occupiers or
users of the development, or the inhabitants ofptleeinct, or upon the likely
future development of the precinct; and

(i) The proposed development meets the objectivethe City and for the precinct
in which the land is situated, as specified inghecinct plan for that precinct.

As a response to the above sub-clause, the appsaamits the opinion that there are
examples within the focus area and elsewhere onni@ganHighway where

development is set back less than 10.0 metres thenstreet. Compliance with the
setback restricts the provision of medium densiyedopment and the number of
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()

(k)

dwellings at a R40 density. The lesser setback ftmnstreet would have no adverse
effect on the occupiers of the site or inhabitartthe precinct.

Orderly and proper planning and the preservationtwf amenity of the locality

The City suggests that there are numerous exangleyy the western side of
Canning Highway within the City, as identified byetapplicant, where buildings are
set back less than 10.0 metres from the originaestboundary, though these
structures are either garages, carports, patiagiolas or porches. There are four
examples within the focus area on the same sidbeoktreet where either a porch,
patio or garage is set back less than 10.0 metvesthe original street boundary.

Not have any adverse effect upon the occupiersrsusnhabitants

The City suggests that the reduced setback wik mavsignificant detrimental impact
on the occupiers of the development or to neighbguresidents. The garage will
provide some noise screening for the occupant oéllivg 7 to their ground floor
living area and the outdoor living area.

The objectives of the Scheme and for the precinct
The City suggests that the proposed setback doemteofere with the 2.5 metre
future road widening reservation.

For the objectives of the Scheme, please refeh¢osection “Scheme Objectives”
which are considered to have been satisfied. Toexefit is considered that the
proposal complies with the discretionary clauseiarsdipported by the City.

Outdoor living area

The minimum outdoor living area requirement is 280 metres, with a minimum

dimension of 4.0 metres. All dwellings meet the026q. metre requirement, though
for Dwellings 2 to 7 inclusive, the 4.0 metre minim dimension is not met for part
of the provided outdoor living area. Therefore Dimgls 2 to 7, inclusive of the

proposed development, do not comply with the assediClause 6.4.2.A2 “Outdoor
Living Area” of the R-Codes.

The development is considered to comply with theesponding performance criteria
as the outdoor living areas are directly accesdibla a habitable room, have access
to winter sunlight being located on the northedesif the site, and have a space of a
sufficient size and width to be useable. Thereftive proposed development complies
with the R-Codes.

Wall setback - Ground and upper floor (North-east, north-west and south-west)
The proposed wall setbacks are compliant with @&u8.1, and Tables 2a and 2b of
the R-Codes. Setbacks of the store (north-eas) aadl carport (south-west wall) for
Dwelling 1, are compliant with Clause 6.3.2.A2 “Blings on Boundary”. Therefore,
the proposed development complies in this respect.

Finished ground and floor levels - Maximum

The maximumfinished ground level permitted is RL 21.35 metres above AHD for
dwellings 1 and 2, and the proposed finished grolewél is 21.41 metres. The
maximum finished ground level permitted is RL 20.90 metres above AHD for
Dwellings 3 and 4, and the proposed finished grolewel is 20.90 metres. The
maximum finished ground level permitted is RL 20.44 metres above AHD for
Dwellings 5 and 6, and the proposed finished grolewel is 10.56 metres. The
maximum finished ground level permitted is RL 20.13 metres above AHD for
Dwelling 7, and the proposed finished ground legeR0.21 metres. Therefore, the
proposed development does not comply with Clau$6.8.“Maximum Ground and

Floor Levels” of TPS6.
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()

The maximumfinished floor level permitted is RL 21.59 metres above AHD for
Dwellings 1 and 2, and the proposed finished flterel is 21.50 metres. The
maximunifinishedfloor level permitted is RL 21.07 metres above AHD favdllings

3 and 4, and the proposed finished floor leveld92 metres. Theaximumfinished
floor level permitted is RL 20.53 metres above AHD favdllings 5 and 6, and the
proposed finished floor level is 20.64 metres. Thaximumfinished floor level
permitted is RL 20.35 metres above AHD for Dwellihgand the proposed finished
floor level is 20.30 metres. Therefore, the proplodevelopment does not comply
with Clause 6.10.1 “Maximum Ground and Floor LeVelsTPS6.

Council discretion - cl. 6.10

Council has discretionary power under Clause 6fIDRS6 to approve the proposed
ground / floor levels, if Council is satisfied that requirements of that clause have
been met. In this instance, it is recommended tti&proposed ground / floor levels
be approved, as the applicant has satisfied the iG@itrelation to the following
requirements of that clause:

(i) Approval of the proposed development would basistent with the orderly and
proper planning of the precinct, and the presemmatf the amenity of the
locality;

(i)  The non-compliance will not have any adver$tea upon the occupiers or
users of the development, or the inhabitants ofptleeinct, or upon the likely
future development of the precinct; and

(i) The proposed development meets the objectioethe City and for the precinct
in which the land is situated, as specified inghecinct plan for that precinct.

Orderly and proper planning and the preservationtwf amenity of the locality

The City suggests that the proposed variationshalle minimal visual impact to the
amenity of neighbouring properties, or to the stespe. The applicant has retaining
walls proposed adjacent to the boundary of thetgitetain the higher ground levels.

Not have any adverse effect upon the occupiersrsusnhabitants
The City suggests that the proposed levels wilehawninimal impact to occupiers of
the development, or for users and inhabitantseptiecinct.

The obijectives of the Scheme and for the precinct
The City suggests that the development is compliant

For the objectives of the Scheme, please refehaosection “Scheme Objectives”
which are considered to have been satisfied.

Car parking

The required number of car bays is eight, congjstinone bay per dwelling and one
visitor bay. The proposed number of car bays is dahsisting of one bay for
Dwelling 1, two bays each for Dwellings 2 to 7 iglve and one visitor bay, being a
surplus of six bays (75 percent). Therefore, ttappsed development complies with
the car parking requirement of the R-Codes. Allkpay bays comply with the
minimum dimensions required by Clause 6.3(8) artte8ale 5 of TPS6.

City officers are recommending that the locationhaf visitor bay be shifted a further
1.0 metre from the boundary of the road widenind development site to provide a
1.5 metre landscaping strip to screen the vehiol@ the street, as required by Clause
6.3(6)(c) of TPS6. This amendment to the subdivigilan does not affect compliance
with the density or minimum lot area requirementsStrata Lot 7. A revised drawing
condition is recommended.
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(m) Pedestrian access

(n)

(0)

(P)

The common driveway is seen by City officers todtigned to provide clear sight
lines to pedestrians using the driveway, as reduing Clause 6.5.5.A5.2 of the R-
Codes. However, the driveway will require adequigteting to be provided to ensure
pedestrian safety, as required by Clause 6.5.5.Abthe R-Codes. A condition is
recommended for the provision of lighting.

It is also recommended that the common propertyntary be altered between Strata
Lot 7 and the common property to provide a commap@rty pedestrian footpath to

the rear of the letterbox / meter box structurds Bmendment to the subdivision plan
does not affect compliance with the density or mumin lot area requirements for

Strata Lot 7. A revised drawing condition is recoemued.

Visual privacy setback - Upper floor

The required minimum visual privacy setbacks far bialconies to the south-west are
7.5 metres, and the proposed visual setback ignétses. The required minimum
visual privacy setbacks for each bedroom to theéhreast are 4.5 metres, and the
proposed visual setback measured from the balestied.7 metres. Screening is
provided on the balcony and highlight bedroom windaf Dwelling 1 facing to the
north-west to prevent overlooking of the rear resithl properties. Therefore, the
proposed development complies with the visual psnalement of the R-Codes.

In addition, further details are required to enstirat the visual privacy screens
comply with Clause 6.8.1 of the R-Codes and prateetneighbour’s visual privacy.
A standard condition is recommended.

Noise - Canning Highway

The development is required to be designed to purate noise attenuation measures,
to the satisfaction of Council, to minimise the ampof vehicle noise from Canning
Highway. The City has not been provided with sudfit information to assess
whether the development is required. Accordinglycandition is recommended
requiring details be provided with the working dnags submitted with a building
licence application.

Scheme Objectives - Clause 1.6 of Town Plannifg@cheme No. 6

In considering the application, Council is requitedhave due regard to and may
impose conditions with respect to matters liste€liause 1.6 of TPS6, which are, in
the opinion of Council, relevant to the proposedeli@oment. Of the 12 listed
matters, the following are particularly relevanttie current application and require
careful consideration:

(@) Maintain the City’s predominantly residentiflazacter and amenity;

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

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

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

(g) Protectresidential areas from the encroachnaémappropriate uses.

The proposed development is considered satisfagtasiation to all of these matters,
subject to the recommended conditions.
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(q) 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€lause 7.5 of TPS6, which are, in
the opinion of Council, relevant to the proposededi@oment. Of the 24 listed
matters, the following are particularly relevanttie 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;

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

(c) The provisions of the Residential Design Coded any other approved
Statement of Planning Council policy of the Comiomsprepared under Section
5AA of the Act;

(d) Any other Council policy of the Commission ay @lanning Council policy
adopted by the Government of the State of Westestnafia;

(H  Any Planning Council policy, strategy or pladapted by Council under the
provisions of Clause 9.6 of this Scheme;

()  The preservation of the amenity of the locality

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

(v) Whether adequate provision has been made étaidscaping of the land to
which the application relates, and whether anydree other vegetation on the
land should be preserved; and

(W) Any relevant submissions received on the agjic, including those received
from any authority or committee consulted undeu6éa’7.4.

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

(@) Design Advisory Consultants’ comments
The design of the proposal was considered by thés@esign Advisory Consultants
(DAC) at their meeting held in April 2011. The posal was favourably received by
the consultants. Their comments and response fremapplicant and the City are
summarised below:

DAC Comments Applicant’s Response Officer Comment

The Architects observed that the | The floor plan does not | The plot ratio area calculated
proposed Single Bedroom Dwellings | exceed a plot ratio area of | by the City is greater than 60.0
were significantly large and one of | 60.0 sq. metres. The multi- | sq. metres as it includes the
the rooms on the ground floor could | purpose room provides a | storerooms, the laundry under
potentially be used as a second | space where tenants can | the stairs and staircase above,
bedroom. The proposal conflicts | store miscellaneous items or | and the external walls of the
with the definition of “Single | be setbacks as a study, | residence, in accordance with
Bedroom Dwelling” contained within | sewing room, gymnasium | the R-Codes definition.
the Residential Design Codes 2010, | etc. The multi-purpose room | However, it is recommended
which states as follows: is not capable of use of a | that discretion be granted for
“A dwelling that contains a living | second  bedroom.  The | the plot ratio area. The multi-
room and no more than one other | dividing wall with the kitchen | purpose room in the original
habitable room that is capable of | serves an important function design could have been
use as a bedroom.” as there is limited wall space | converted into a separate room

to accommodate a fridge | with the addition of an internal
recess, pantry etc. The same | door. The applicant has since
floor plan has been approved | amended the plans to make the
by other local authorities | opening between the kitchen
including Albany, Cockburn, | and multi-purpose room larger.
Kwinana, Mandurah and | City officers are satisfied that
Wanneroo.  If  another | the amended multi-purpose
occupant used the multi- | room is unlikely to be used as a
purpose room as a bedroom, | second bedroom.

there would be no privacy for .

the occupants of the upper The comment is NOTED.
floor bedroom, given the
open balustrade to one side.
Large bold “text” has been laid over | The bold text has been | The  applicant  submitted

the plan drawings which hide the | removed. amended plans and met this
internal  layout of  dwellings requirement.
underneath. This issue needs to be The comment is UPHELD.

addressed in order to facilitate a
complete assessment of the
proposed development.

The functions of the proposed | The functions of each room | The  applicant  submitted

spaces / areas within each dwelling | have now been labelled. amended plans and met this
have not been labelled e.g. living, requirement.
dining, kitchen, bedroom, storage, The comment is UPHELD.

garage etc. To facilitate a clear
understanding of the functional
linkages within each dwelling, use of
these areas need to be clearly

identified.

The Architects observed that the | No amendments to the plans | The design, materials and
proposed built form was fairly | have been made. colours of the proposed
ordinary. dwellings are considered to be

sufficiently compatible with the
neighbouring  buildings and
meet the requirements of Policy
P302 “General Design
Guidelines  for  Residential
Development”.

The comment is NOTED.
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(b)

DAC Comments

Applicant’s Response

Officer Comment

Even though Table 2 of Town
Planning Scheme No. 6 (TPS6)
prescribes a 10.0 metre setback from
Canning Highway to provide for future
road widening while retaining a 7.5
metre setback to the development,
the proposed lesser setback for the
development should also be assessed
against the setbacks of existing
developments, and keeping in view
the provisions of Clause 7.8 of TPS6.

The 10.0 metre reduces
the number of dwellings
that can be built onsite.
There are  numerous
examples on Canning
Highway where lesser
setbacks  have  been
approved and the Scheme
does not  distinguish
between residences and
other  structures.  The
applicant  has  since
amended the plans, to set
back the buildings further
from the street.

City officer comments have
been provided in Section (h)
above. It is recommended that
discretion be exercised for the
setback of the Dwelling 7
garage / store.

The comment is NOTED.

Neighbour consultation

Neighbour consultation has been undertaken forpgtiposal to the extent and in the

manner required by Council Policy P301 “Consultatior Planning Proposals”.

Under the “Area 1" consultation method, individypabperty owners, occupiers and /
or strata bodies at Nos. 349, 351, 355, 357, 368,a8d 362 Canning Highway, Nos.

82, 84, 86 and 88-94 McDonald Street, and Nos. hé &B Ryrie Avenue were

invited to inspect the plans and to submit commedatgng a minimum 14-day period

(however, the consultation continued until thisarepvas finalised).

During the advertising period, a total of 31 cotesidbn notices were sent to owners
and 17 consultation notices were sent to occupldmsee neighbour submissions were
received, with none in favour and three againstptwoosal, plus a response from
Main Roads WA. The comments of the submitters, ttegrewith the officer response

are summarised below.

o the setback of buildings from the
boundary; and
* having a higher density of development.

Submitters’ Comments Officer Response
Additional noise created by people and | The building’s setback from the boundary is
vehicles due to: compliant  with the acceptable development

requirements of the R-Codes. The Single Bedroom
Dwellings are not expected to create more noise than
a Grouped Dwelling development. The site and
neighbouring properties are already subject to noise
from vehicular traffic using Canning Highway.

The comment is NOT UPHELD.

Loss of privacy:

* ingeneral;

» from overlooking into bedroom windows
and courtyards from the upper storey and
balconies; and

* the loss of screening from the removal of
the existing trees onsite.

The development is compliant with the visual privacy
requirements of the R-Codes.
The comment is NOT UPHELD.

Concern regarding the number of dwellings
onsite and the building’s design and layout.

The development is compliant with the density
requirements for R40 density coding. The building’s
design and location is not considered to have a
significant detrimental impact to the occupiers of the
site or neighbouring properties.
The comment is NOT UPHELD.
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(c)

(d)

Submitters’ Comments Officer Response

Overshadowing of habitable room windows. As the common driveway is located on the southern
side of the site, the buildings are set back a sufficient
distance to prevent overshadowing of the southern
adjoining property.

The comment is NOT UPHELD.

Replacement of the existing boundary fencing | The selected material of any boundary fencing is to
will result in an inconsistent fencing material, | be resolved between the owners of both properties.
which will detract from their property | The proposed fence height and materials are
(requesting new fencing for the full length of | compliant with P350.07.

their rear boundary). The comment is NOT UPHELD.

Internal administration
Comments were invited from the City Environment tisec of the City's
administration.

The City Landscapes Officer, City Environment smttprovided comments with
respect to the proposed landscaping plan. Thisosecdises no objections and has
provided the following comments:

() The selection of the Corymbia ficifolia as therge tree is an acceptable tree
species;

(i)  As this narrow strip of land along the footpamay become a part of the City’s
streetscapes, it will be necessary to alter thecn of plant species to a
dwarf variety, or a different species completetycomply with the City’s verge
policy of not having plants grow more than 45.0toeatres in height on the
verge, so it will not restrict pedestrian and vehar line of sight; and

(i) The revised plant species list, submittedy applicant in response to Item (ii)
above, is OK. The selected species are listedeitCity’s new verge brochure.

Accordingly, planning conditions and important reotge recommended to respond to
the comments from the above officer. In particulhe landscaping plan will need to
be revised to be consistent with the approved sitdddivision plan.

External agencies
Comments were also invited from the Departmentrah$port and Main Roads WA.

The Department of Transport provided comments vé#pect to the site being on or
abutting a regional road reservation. This agemises no objections, subject to the
all car bays being able to enter and exit the stre@orward gear. The applicant has
demonstrated to the City that the vehicle manoegvareas are compliant with the
Australian Standard.

Main Roads provided comments with respect to thergml effect of the proposed
development upon the Canning Highway reserve. abincy raises no objections
and recommends standard conditions and notes bedotan the approval.

Accordingly, planning conditions and important reotge recommended to respond to
the comments from Main Roads WA.

Council Policy and Legislative Implications
Comments have been provided elsewhere in this tr@poelation to the various provisions
of the Scheme, the R-Codes and Council policiegevieevant.

Financial Implications
This determination has no financial implications,
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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 pefpon with a planned mix of
housing types and non-residential land uses.

Sustainability Implications

Noting the favourable orientation of the lot, thi&icers observe that the proposed outdoor
living areas have access to winter sun. Additignalhe driveway located towards the

southern boundary assists in minimising overshadgwihd maximising solar access for the
adjoining southern property. Hence, the proposeceldpment is seen to achieve an
outcome that has regard to the sustainable desigeigies.

Conclusion

It is considered that the proposal meets all ofréhevant Scheme, R-Codes and / or Council
policy objectives and provisions, as it will notveaa detrimental impact on adjoining
residential neighbours and streetscape. Provideat tonditions are applied as
recommended, it is considered that the applicatimuld be conditionally approved.

IOFFICER RECOMMENDATION AND COUNCIL DECISION ITEM 10.3.3 |

That pursuant to the provisions of tGay of South Perth Town Planning Scheme Nan®
the Metropolitan Region Schemthis application for planning approval for seversingle
Bedroom Dwellings (2-storeys) on Lot 9 (No. 353)n@img Highway Comdye approved
subject to:

(@ Standard Conditions

210 Screening - Permanent 47Retaining walls - Timing

205 Screening - Demonstrate compliance 433ividing fences - Standards

352 Car bays - Marked and visible 45®ividing fences - Timing

355 Car bays - Screened from street 438ividing fences - Internal

353 Visitor bays - Marked and visible 509 andscaping approved and
completed

354 Car bays - Maintained 510Landscaping plan - Private tree

390 Crossover - Standards 377 Screening - Clothes drying

393 Verge and kerbing works 550Plumbing hidden

427 External colours and materials 445tormwater infrastructure

470 Retaining walls (if required) 625Sightlines for drivers

525 Noise attenuation 660Expiry of approval

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

(b) Specific Conditions
() Revised drawings shall be submitted, and suelwihgs shall incorporate the

following:

(A) The setback of the visitor bay is to be incexhérom 0.5 metre to 1.5
metre from the effective street boundary (excludimg portion of land
to be set aside for future road widening), as meguby Condition (a)
(355);

(B) A pedestrian path is to be provided on the ettbgite for accessing the
letterbox and meter box structure;
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(©)

(d)

(C) The proposed landscaping plan is to be ametaladmply with the
City Environment Department’s advice and to incltiae following:

(1) Corymbia ficifolia, as a verge tree, will ba acceptable tree
species; and

(2) The selected species of verge plants, submiittégioe City in May
2011, not to exceed a height of 45.0 centimetréhimthe land
required for road widening purposes, in order rwtobstruct
pedestrian and vehicular line of sight.

(D) Lighting is provided to the common property ¢comply with the
requirements of Clause 6.5.5 “Pedestrian Acces&-ause A5.2 of
the R-Codes.

(i) The proposed development is required to compith the conditions of
approval imposed by Main Roads as per their leded 9 March 2011,
which is enclosed with the approval determinatibime applicant / owner are
required to submit written confirmation from Mairo&s that the submitted
drawings and documentation satisfactorily addrhese requirements. Refer
also to Important Note (d)(i).

Standard Advice Notes

700A Building licence required 762 Landscaping- Plan required
705 Revised drawings required 766 Landscaping- General standards
706 Applicant to resolve issues 707 Masonry fences require BA

720  Strata note - Comply with that Act 790  Minorig#ons - Seek approval
716 Fences note - Comply with that Act  7958ppeal rights - Council decision

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

Specific Advice Notes

(i) It is the applicant’s responsibility to liaiseith Main Roads WA in order to
satisfactorily address all requirements statedhiirtletter dated 9 March
2011, prior to the issuing of the building licence.

(i) The applicant / owner are advised of the regmient to amend the subdivision
plan lodged with Department of Planning, to aligithwthe conditions of
planning approval, including modifications withimetcommon property.

CARRIED EN BLOC RESOLUTION
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10.4

10.5

STRATEGIC DIRECTION 4: PLACES
Nil

STRATEGIC DIRECTION 5: TRANSPORT

10.5.1 Area 8 Local Area Traffic Management Study

Location: City of South Perth

File Ref: TT/602/8

Date: 05 July 2011

Author: Catherine Deady, Traffic Technical Oéfic
Reporting Officer: Stephen Bell, Director Infrastture Services
Summary

A Local Area Traffic Management Study has receftithen completed for the precinct
bounded by Canning Highway, Douglas Avenue, HayrRamad and Thelma Street at
Como. The City’s Infrastructure Services divisiefer to this precinct as “Area 8.

This report summaries the key findings and recontagons of the Area 8 Local Area
Traffic Management Study for consideration by Counc

Background
In September 2010, the City appointed Donald Veahddltants (DVC) to undertake a

Local Area Traffic Management Study for Area 8 whijgart covers the suburbs of Como
and Kensington respectively. The study area isnted by Canning Highway, Douglas
Avenue, Hayman Road and Thelma Street and is shbwigure 1 below.
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Figure 1 - Study Area
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The land uses in the study area consist of resalarges with Penrhos College abutting the
southern boundary at Thelma Street. In additiofeva small pocket parks are located
within the study area, with a linear park flankitig western side of Hayman Road. The
topography varies throughout the study area andbrgéiy is on a down gradient from
Canning Highway to Thelma Street.

The road network in the study area generally haaditional grid pattern which is typical
for the planning of the time when the area was alaveloped during the first half of the
1900’s. There are a total of 26 roads in the stda, including Douglas Avenue, Thelma
Street and Hayman Road which are three of the nsjandary roads servicing the study
area and which provide connections to the majom&ny Distributor roads including
Canning Highway (the south-eastern boundary rahd)Kwinana Freeway to the west and
Causeway (Albany Highway) to the east.

In December 2009 the City sought community comnard input via a questionnaire,
which was distributed to all residents within thady area. In total, 593 responses were
received providing valuable anecdotal informatiohick identified a reasonable cross-
section of community concerns relating to the mosetmetwork and safety issues within
the area. Following receipt of the questionnairspomses, the City developed a
recommended traffic management plan through a tdiceasultative process involving
members of the community.

The study objectives for the project, included Wwate not limited to the following:

« To manage traffic movements within Local Trafficeéar 8 in order to enhance
safety and amenity for all road users.

» To ensure infrastructure management strategies msai potential conflicts
between road users and provide equity for all nosets.

* To ensure that management strategies are appeipregplied to the functional
classification of the roads, are consistent with tbad environment and minimise
impacts on mobility throughout the area.

« To ensure that management strategies are consistight the existing road
hierarchy.

* To encourage the appropriate usage of distribléssaoads.

A copy of the Area 8 Local Area Traffic Managem8tuidy is atAttachment 10.5.1(a).

Comment

Traffic Volumes

A review of the traffic volumes generally indicatbat the traffic using the roads within the
study area are generally within the acceptablegasgociated with the road hierarchy and
consistent with the relevant functional classiiimas of the roads (as established by Main
Roads WA). The traffic volumes do not indicate amgharacteristic trends which would be
typically associated with excess ‘through’ or ‘ranning’ traffic. As a result, the study
report indicates that specifically targeted streegaimed at reducing traffic volumes on
these roads are not warranted.

A review of the existing traffic volumes in the ¢ext of the potential for future growth
indicates that due to the existing nature of boiltn in the area and the fact that the area is
generally ‘built out’ close to its maximum footptjruture traffic increases are likely to be
minimised to less than 1 percent per annum reguitinimited growth in volumes over the
next 20 years. This growth is considered to beomssle in the context of the available
practical capacity of the local roads in the arewml a@an be managed through the
implementation of relevant and appropriate traffi@nagement measures.
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The built-up area speed limit in Western Australes reduced from 60 km/h to 50 km/h on
1 December 2001. Consequently, th& @8&rcentile (or operating) speeds on some roads
may have reduced as a result. Th& pbrcentile (or operational) speed is defined as th
speed at which 85 percent of surveyed vehiclestraneelling at or below, and is the
commonly used measure of speed in traffic studies.

Vehicle speed surveys were conducted within thdysarea and indicated that at several
locations the 8bpercentile speeds exceed the nominated speedlifsl km/hr and can be
considered to be excessive and undesirable. Asudtraseveral strategies outlined in the
implementation plan have been developed to spatiifictarget this adverse driver
behaviour.

Public Transport

The bus routes servicing the study area have lmened from Transperth and include:

* Routes 106 and 709 running a line haul servicegad@anning Highway along the north-
eastern boundary of the study area;

* Route 34 which provides a local service throughstuely area to Curtin University to
the south; and

* Routes 33, 35 and 342 providing line haul servioag@Hayman Road along the south-
eastern boundary of the study area.

The study area is well serviced by convenient @gdilar bus services, with the majority of
residents being within a 400 metre walk to a rdad@which one of the above bus services
operates. This achieves the Western Australian nitign Commission’s Liveable
Neighbourhoods policy requirement for walkable batents and this short distance and the
frequency of the buses should both be factorsegheburage local residents to utilise these
bus services when needed.

Route 34, which is the only bus service internathi study area, provides a local service
connecting from Douglas Avenue via David Street Rhdray Street to Curtin University.
Existing service frequency consists of 15 to 20utarservice during the weekday a.m. peak
period, 30-minute service during the p.m. peakqaeand generally hourly service during
the midday peak and off-peak evening and Saturdepqis.

Crash History - Roads and Intersections

The City obtained historical crash data from MaoaBs WA to inform the traffic modelling
and study report. Crash statistics are for the &-ymeriod from 1/1/2004 to 31/12/2008
inclusive.

The intersection crash sites are typically aloreyhitgher order roads within the study area
which carry a higher volume of traffic at higheresds than compared to the local access
roads. As a result, crashes in the study area ame prevalent at intersections along
Canning Highway, South Terrace, Douglas AvenueHayiman Road.

However, a review of the existing crash data onleaeer order (or local roads) within the
study area do not indicate that any particulartiooais an issue with regard to satisfying
Black Spot criteria. It is therefore recommendeat tinese intersections be considered for
further detailed review in the context of undentkRoad Safety Audits in the future.

Area 8 Local Area Traffic Management Study - Recomrandations

As a result of the review of the existing traffiatd and relevant crash data on each of the
roads contained within the study area and followsogsultation with the community, a
series of Local Area Traffic Management (LATM) meies were developed. These LATM
measures incorporate best practice traffic enginggrinciples which represent a balanced
approach between community expectations and cosicrd maintaining a balanced and
efficient movement network.
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The recommended LATM measures include, but ardéimded to the following:

* Implementation of additional ‘slow points’ at kegchtions within the study area,
including Blamey Place, Bessell Avenue and Toddniwee

» Closure of Blamey Place at the intersection witeliifa Street;

» A proposed roundabout incorporating the access foad Penrhos College at the
intersection of Thelma Street and Murray Street;

» Improved line marking and signage on a number afdsowithin the study area to
address way finding, conflict and car parking issuparticularly at key activity
generators;

* Increased car parking enforcement at ‘hot spotgjuding in the vicinity of local
schools;

» Road safety audits at key locations internal tostiuely area including Douglas Avenue
/ David Street, Canning Highway / South Terracenriag Highway / Douglas Avenue
and Hayman Road/Thelma Street;

* Review of existing priority traffic control at Dolag Avenue / South Terrace / Hayman
Road / George Street and potential to replace iegistraffic signals with dual
circulating roundabout;

* Review existing unsignalised traffic control at iHasn Road / Thelma Street and
investigate the potential to implement a prioritgffic control measure such as traffic
signals or roundabout;

» Review the existing classification of roads suchivagray Street, Thelma Street and
Ryrie Avenue to be reclassified as Local Distributtads; and

» Investigate the effectiveness of current local araffic measures currently in place
around schools in light of a possible future moewdards permanent 40 km/h speed
zones in these areas.

It will be a recommendation to Council that the &r®@ Local Area Traffic Management
Study be endorsed, with the identified actions dpginogressively implemented through
future annual budgets.

Consultation

In 2009, extensive community consultation was utatten to ensure the residents of the
study area had opportunity to provide input abbatdperation of their local road network.
This input was achieved via a questionnaire digted to all residents and businesses within
the study area. A total of 593 responses were vedeproviding valuable anecdotal
information from the road users in the area, amdtiflying a broad spectrum of community
concerns relating to traffic issues.

Further consultation (as required Bplicy - P103 Communication and Consultation), will
be undertaken for each individual project priocommmencement of any identified initiative.

Policy and Legislative Implications
Nil

Financial Implications

The annual budget for 2011/2012 has allocated hAgntbwards a number of key projects

identified in the Area 8 Local Area Traffic Managemh Study, with these projects being:

* Implementation of speed reducing devices (slow tgpiin Bessell Street and Todd
Avenue - Project Cost $50,000

» Restricting turning movements at Blamey Place tbite/ left out only - Project Cost
$25,000

* Installation of a roundabout at the intersectionMafrray Street and Thelma Street -
Project Cost $150,000.

All of the other identified key actions resultingoifn the Area 8 Local Area Traffic
Management Study will be identified for fundingfuture annual budgets.
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Strategic Implications
This project compliments the City’s Strategic P221.0 — 2015 and in particular:

Direction 1.1 - Community
“Develop, prioritise and review services and delverodels to meet changing community
needs and priorities”

Direction 1.2 - Community
“Ensure that land use planning and service delivaligns and responds to community
safety priorities”.

Direction 5.2 - Transport
“Ensure transport and infrastructure plans integeatwith the land use strategies and
provide a safe and effective local transport networ

Sustainability Implications

The appropriate management of the local road sy&eamtremely important to ensure that
it meets the current and future traffic and tramspeeds of the community, whilst ensuring
that local resident concerns are taken into account

| OFFICER RECOMMENDATION AND COUNCIL DECISION ITEM 10 .5.1 |
Moved Cr Trent, Sec Cr Skinner

That Council adopt the Area 8 Local Area Trafficidgement Study as presented at
Attachment 10.5.1(a) for implementation.

DECLARATION OF INTEREST AFFECTING IMPARTIALITY

Mayor Best advised that a Declaration of InteAgdecting Impartiality had been received

from Councillor Doherty, which read:

“In accordance with the Local Government (Rule€ohduct) Regulations 2007, | declare
an interest affecting impartiality as | live in Bwood Avenue, Como which is within the

area where the study was undertaken and where etamng proposed to be made. This will
not preclude me from participating in debate antihgoon this matter as it is not a financial
interest.”

Mayor Best also advised that a Declaration of rege Affecting Impartiality had been
received from Councillor Cridland, which read:

“In accordance with the Local Government (Rule€ohduct) Regulations 2007, | declare
an interest affecting impartiality as | live in Ardel Street, Kensington which is within the
area where the study was undertaken and where ehamg proposed to be made. This will
not preclude me from participating in debate artihgoon this matter as it is not a financial
interest.”

MEMBER COMMENTS FOR / AGAINST MOTION - POINTS OFLARIFICATION

Councillor Trent opening for the Motion
e This is a long time coming

e Our budget allows for this study

« Will stop unsafe driving behaviour

e Look forward to the changes

Councillor Skinner for the Motion
« Agree with Councillor Trent, nothing to add

CARRIED (13/0)
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10.6

STRATEGIC DIRECTION 6: GOVERNANCE
\ 10.6.1 Monthly Financial Management Accounts — Jun2011
Location: City of South Perth
Applicant: Council
File Ref: FM/301
Date: 11 July 2011

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

Summary

Monthly management account summaries comparingityes actual performance against
budget expectations are compiled according to thgmfunctional classifications. These
summaries are then presented to Council with comprewvided on the significant financial
variances disclosed in those reports.

The attachments to this financial performance repog part of a comprehensive suite of
reports that have been acknowledged by the Depattofid.ocal Government and the City’'s
auditors as reflecting best practice in finanoggarting.

Background

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

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

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

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

The local government budget is a dynamic documedtveill necessarily be progressively

amended throughout the year to take advantage ahged circumstances and new
opportunities. This is consistent with principldsresponsible financial cash management.
Whilst the original adopted budget is relevantdy vhen rates are struck, it should, and
indeed is required to, be regularly monitored aedewed throughout the year. Thus the
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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 onwatus.schedule reflects a reconciliation
of movements between the 2010/2011 Adopted Budgktree 2010/2011 Amended Budget
including the introduction of the capital expendititems 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 alsovigled. Presenting this statement on a
monthly, rather than annual, basis provides grdatancial accountability to the community
and provides the opportunity for more timely intmtion and corrective action by
management where required.

Comment

Whilst acknowledging the very important need foru@cil and the community to be
provided with a ‘final’ year-end accounting of theity’s operating performance and
financial position; the year end financial accouiaisthe City are yet to be completed - in
either a statutory or management account format iBhbecause the City is still awaiting
supplier's invoices and other year end accountiigsiments before finalising its annual
accounts ready for statutory audit. It is consideirprudent to provide a set of 30 June
Management Accounts at this time when it is knohat the financial position disclosed
therein would not be final - and would be subjecsignificant change before the accounts
are closed off for the year.

It is proposed that a complete set of Statutoryolots and a set of Management Accounts
as at year end would be presented to Council afirdteavailable meeting of Council after
their completion - ideally the August 2011 meetifigpossible. Such action is entirely
consistent with Local Government Financial Managani®egulation 34(2)(b), responsible
financial management practice - and the practigaisfCity in previous years.

Consultation

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

Policy and Legislative Implications
This report is in accordance with the requiremeofisthe Section 6.4 of théd.ocal
Government Acand Local Government Financial Management Regui&#.

Financial Implications

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

Strategic Implications

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

This report addresses the ‘financial’ dimensiosudtainability by promoting accountability
for resource use through a historical reportingpefformance - emphasising pro-active
identification and response to apparent financaiances. Furthermore, through the City
exercising disciplined financial management prasti@and responsible forward financial
planning, we can ensure that the consequences dihancial decisions are sustainable into
the future.

|OFFICER RECOMMENDATION AND COUNCIL DECISION ITEM 10 .6.1 ‘

That the monthly Statement of Financial PositianaRcial Summaries, Schedule of Budget
Movements and Schedule of Significant Variancegtiermonth of June 2011 be presented
to the first meeting of Council after their compdet in order to allow the final year end
position to be accurately and completely disclosed.

CARRIED EN BLOC RESOLUTION
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| 10.6.2 Monthly Statement of Funds, Investments anbebtors at June 2011 |

Location: City of South Perth

Applicant: Council

File Ref: FM/301

Date: 11 July 2011

Authors: Michael J Kent and Deborah M Gray

Reporting Officer: Michael J Kent, Director Fingaand 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 Regefunds at month end.

. An analysis of the City’s investments in suitabl@may market instruments to
demonstrate the diversification strategy acrosanionl institutions.

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

Background

Effective cash management is an integral part op@r business management. Current
money market and economic volatility make this aenemore significant management
responsibility. The responsibility for managememid ainvestment of the City’'s cash
resources has been delegated to the City’'s Dirddtncial & Information Services and
Manager Financial Services - who also have respoitgifor the management of the City’s
Debtor function and oversight of collection of datsling debts.

In order to discharge accountability for the exszadf 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. Asiicant holdings of money market
instruments are involved, an analysis of cash hgklishowing the relative levels of
investment with each financial institution is afgovided.

Statistics on the spread of investments to diversgk provide an effective tool by which
Council can monitor the prudence and effectivendts which these delegations are being
exercised.

Data comparing actual investment performance wi#hchmarks in Council’'s approved
investment policy (which reflects best practicenpipples for managing public monies)
provides evidence of compliance with approved itaest 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 thay impact on future cash flows.

Comment

(a) Cash Holdings
Total funds at month end of $34.52M ($36.63M lasinth) compare favourably to
$33.73M at the equivalent stage of last year. Reskmds are $3.5M higher than
the level they were at for the same time last yeaflecting $3.0M higher holdings
of cash backed reserves to support refundable maithe CPV & CPH whilst the
Future Building Projects Reserve is $1.2M more thidune 2010 as funds have
been applied to the Library & Community facilitygpect - but new funds are now
being accumulated towards the Manning Hub projebe UGP Reserve is $0.5M
lower. The Sustainability and Information Techngldgeserves are each $0.3M
higher whilst the River Wall Reserve is $0.2M high®ther Reserve balances are
also modestly higher when compared to last yeae Fature Municipal Works
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(b)

Reserve is $0.5M lower and Waste Management Reser®®.8M lower. The
CPGC Reserve is also $0.4M lower as funds areexppdi the Island Nine project.

Municipal funds are $2.64M lower which reflects tash outflows associated with
a higher percentage completion of the capital warkgram this year. Anticipated
carry forward works this year are only $0.95M ver$3.8M last year - so the lesser
cash holdings is not unexpected. Collections fratag this year were strong and are
actually exceeded last year's excellent performa@e convenient and customer
friendly payment methods, supplemented by the RE@mty Payment Incentive
Prizes (with all prizes donated by local businesses/e again proven very effective
in having a positive effect on our cash inflows.

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

instruments. Nonetheless, the investment portfiglioontinually monitored and re-

balanced as trends emerge.

Excluding the ‘restricted cash' relating to cashkeal Reserves and monies held in
Trust on behalf of third parties; the cash avaddblr Municipal use currently sits at
$3.44M (compared to $5.57M last month) It was $B1G8 the equivalent time last
year.Attachment 10.6.2(1)

Investments

Total investment in money market instruments at ttmoand was $31.60M
compared to $33.48M at the same time last yeas iBhilue to the higher holdings
of Reserve Funds as investments (but less as MhahiELINds) as described above.

The portfolio currently comprises at-call cash d@adn deposits only. Although
bank accepted bills are permitted, they are natatly used given the volatility of
the corporate environment at present. Analysifiefdomposition of the investment
portfolio shows that approximately 98.4% of the darmare invested in securities
having a S&P rating of A1l (short term) or betteheTremainder are invested in
BBB+ rated securities.

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

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

Invested funds are responsibly spread across wdpproved financial institutions
to diversify counterparty risk. Holdings with eafiiancial institution are within the
25% maximum limit prescribed in Policy P603. Coupgety mix is regularly
monitored and the portfolio re-balanced as requilegaending on market conditions.
The counter-party mix across the portfolio is shamwAttachment 10.6.2(2).

Total interest revenues (received and accruedjhiryear total $2.31M - well up
from $1.81M at the same time last year. This resulattributable to the higher
interest rates available during the year and higeeels of cash holdings -
particularly Reserves.
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(©)

Investment performance continues to be monitorethénlight of current modest

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

investment opportunities as well as recognising @igntial adverse impact on the
budget closing position. Throughout the year, wéakance the portfolio between
short and longer term investments to ensure tleCity can responsibly meet its
operational cash flow needs.

Treasury funds are actively managed to pursue ns#pge, low risk investment
opportunities that generate additional interestenere to supplement our rates
income whilst ensuring that capital is preserved.

The weighted average rate of return on financisfruments for the year is 5.63%
with the anticipated weighted average yield on gtwents yet to mature now sitting
at 5.84% (compared with 5.66% last month).Thissi@aesult of some longer term
maturities (with higher interest rates) being pthge June. At-call cash deposits
used to balance daily operational cash needspstllide a modest return of only
4.50% - unchanged since the November 2010 Reseswé Becision on interest
rates.

Major Debtor Classifications

Effective management of accounts receivable to edritie debts to cash is also an
important part of business management. Detailsaoh ef the three major debtor’s
category classifications (rates, general debtorsn&@erground power) are provided
below.

() Rates

The level of outstanding local government rateatiet to the same time last year is
shown inAttachment 10.6.2(3) Rates collections to the end of June 2011 reptese
97.4% of rates levied compared to 97.0% at thevedpnt stage of the previous

year.

This provides convincing evidence of the good atzunsge of the rating strategy and
communication approach used by the City in develppghe 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 bygttbag collections during the
year.

This good collection result has been supported admatively throughout the year
by timely and efficient follow up actions by thet{’$ Rates Officer to ensure that
our good collections record is maintained. This vedkected in the City reaching its
KPI of 95% rates collected 3 months before year-esad also bettering last year’s
overall collection result.

(i) General Debtors

General debtors (excluding UGP debtors) stand &3$1 at month end ($3.2M last
year) although this balance may be subject to éurtidjustment as the year end
accounts are finalised. This reduction is parttyitaitable to the one-off impact of
around $1.0M in insurance recoveries and grantdumdeivable in the previous
year - but notwithstanding this, ‘regular’ overdibtors have still been reduced
significantly.

52



MINUTES : ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING : 26 JULY 2011

The major changes in the composition of the outitandebtors’ balances are the
GST Receivable ($0.10M lower), sundry debtors (BLl6wer as detailed above)

and balance date debtors ($0.90M lower) and owstgnparking infringements

($0.10M lower).

The majority of the outstanding amounts are govem& semi government grants
or rebates (other than infringements) - and as,sigly are considered collectible
and represent a timing issue rather than any fislefault.

(i) Underground Power

Of the $6.81M billed for UGP plus interest of $0Ml8ome $6.79M was collected
by 30 June - leaving an outstanding balance of0$0.5

Approximately 81.9% of those in the affected aresehelected to pay in full and a
further 17.9% have opted to keep paying by instatsmeThe remaining 0.2% (5
properties) represents properties that are disphiidg amounts. Final notices
were issued and these amounts have been pursuetktésnal debt collection
agencies as they were not being satisfactorilyestdd in a timely manner.

Collections in full continue to be better than estpe as UGP accounts are being
settled in full ahead of changes of ownership oamslternative to the instalment
payment plan.

Residents opting to pay the UGP Service Chargenbtaliments continue to be
subject to interest charges which accrue on thstanding balances (as advised on
the initial UGP notice). It is important to recogaithat this igiot an interest charge
on the UGP service charge - but rather is an istecharge on the funding
accommodation provided by the City’s instalmentrpagt plan (like what would
occur on a bank loan). The City encourages ratepagethe affected area to make
other arrangements to pay the UGP charges - hst if required, providing an
instalment payment arrangement to assist the ngep@ncluding the specified
interest component on the outstanding balance).

Consultation

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

Policy and Legislative Implications

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

Financial Implications

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

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

Sustainability Implications

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

|OFFICER RECOMMENDATION AND COUNCIL DECISION ITEM 10 .6.2 ‘

That Council receives the 30 June 2011 StatemenFurfds, Investment & Debtors

comprising:
e Summary of All Council Funds as per Attachment 10.6.2(1)
e Summary of Cash Investments as per Attachment 10.6.2(2)

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

CARRIED EN BLOC RESOLUTION
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| 10.6.3  Listing of Payments

Location: City of South Perth
Applicant: Council

File Ref: FM/301

Date: 11 July 2011

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

Summary
A list of accounts paid under delegated authoiigl¢gation DC602) between 1 June 2011
and 30 June 2011 is presented to Council for infdion.

Background

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

supported by Delegation DM605 which sets the aighdrpurchasing approval limits for

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

After an invoice is approved for payment by an atifed 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 supporteddoghvers and invoices. All invoices have
been duly certified by the authorised officers asthe receipt of goods or provision of
services. Prices, computations, GST treatments @osting have been checked and
validated. Council Members have access to thergsdnd are given opportunity to ask
questions in relation to payments prior to the @iuneeting.

Comment

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

The report format now reflects contemporary practic that it now records payments
classified as:
e Creditor Payments
(regular suppliers with whom the City transactsibass)
These include payments by both Cheque and EFT.u@hegyments show both the
unique Cheque Number assigned to each one andstgnad Creditor Number that
applies to all payments made to that party throughlbe duration of our trading
relationship with them. EFT payments show bothERE Batch Number in which
the payment was made and also the assigned Crédlitmber that applies to all
payments made to that party. For instance, an Elympnt reference of 738.76357
reflects that EFT Batch 738 included a payment t@ed@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 paymeradijdting reflects only the unique
Cheque Number and the Payee Name - as there isrnmpent creditor address /
business details held in the creditor's masterfle permanent record does, of
course, exist in the City’s financial records offbthe payment and the payee - even
if the recipient of the payment is a non creditor.

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

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 Advawmoeunt - whereby each fund had to
periodically ‘reimburse’ the Treasurers Advance éunat.

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

Consultation

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

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

ratepayers.

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

Financial Implications
Payment of authorised amounts within existing btiggevisions.

Strategic Implications

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

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

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION AND COUNCIL DECISION ITEM 10 .6.3 \
That the Listing of Payments for the month of J@d&1 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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| 10.64  Use of the Common Seal

Location: City of South Perth

Applicant: Council

File Ref: GO/106

Date: 11 July 2011

Author: Ricky Woodman, Acting Executive SuppOffticer
Reporting Officer: Phil McQue, Governance and Audistration Manager
Summary

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

Background

At the October 2006 Ordinary Council Meeting thdldwing resolution was adopted:
“That Council receive a monthly report as part of ghAgenda, commencing at the
November 2006 meeting, on the use of the Common,Sisting 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 uieeofommon seal.

In addition, clause 21.1 requires the Chief Exeeu@fficer to record in a register:
0] the date on which the common seal was affixed tocument;

(ii) the nature of the document; and

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

Delegation DC346 “Authority to Affix the City's Comon Seal” authorises the Chief
Executive Officer or a delegated employee to dfiix common seal to various categories of
documents.

Register

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

June 2011
NATURE OF DOCUMENT PARTIES DATE SEAL AFFIXED
Lease Agreement City of South Perth and West Australian | 1 June 2011

Football Commission
Deed of Lease (Collier Park | City of South Perth and Leslie Lionel Davidson | 13 June 2011
Village - Unit 32, 2 Bruce St, | and Jennifer Gai Davidson
Como)
Deed of Agreement to Lease | City of South Perth and Leslie Lionel Davidson | 13 June 2011
(Collier Park Village - Unit 32, 2 | and Jennifer Gai Davidson
Bruce St, Como)

Deed of Lease (Collier Park | City of South Perth and Vivien Findlay 13 June 2011
Village - Unit 3, 57 Saunders St,

Como)

Deed of Agreement to Lease | City of South Perth and Vivien Findlay 13 June 2011

(Collier Park Village - Unit 3, 57
Saunders St, Como)

Resident Agreement for Low | City of South Perth and Mrs Betty Joyce Hillier | 21 June 2011
Care (Hostel) Residents
Resident Agreement for Low | City of South Perth and Mrs May Audrey | 21 June 2011

Care (Hostel) Residents Watson
Resident Agreement for Low | City of South Perth and Mrs Lila Florence | 21 June 2011
Care (Hostel) Residents Semple
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NATURE OF DOCUMENT

PARTIES

DATE SEAL AFFIXED

Loan Agreement for Loan 225A

City of South Perth and Western Australian
Treasury Corporation

24 June 2011

Deed of Surrender of Easement

City of South Perth and the Trustees of the
Christian Brothers in Western Australia

24 June 2011

Emergency  Services  Levy
Administration - Section 36ZJ
‘Option B’ Agreement

City of South Perth and the Fire and
Emergency Services Authority of WA

24 June 2011

Appointment of Settlement Agent
for Seller (the City) - Lot 604 on
Diagram 98873, Former ROW 92

City of South Perth and Century Settlements

24 June 2011

Transfer of Land - Lot 604 on
Diagram 98873, Former ROW 92

City of South Perth and Michael John Sonntag
and Claire Margaret Sonntag

24 June 2011

Appointment of Settlement Agent
for Seller (the City) - Lot 44 on
Deposited Plan 39639, Former
ROW 81

City of South Perth and Century Settlements

24 June 2011

Transfer of Land - Lot 44 on
Deposited Plan 39639, Former
ROW 81

City of South Perth and Peter Chwal and Elena
Anatolievna Smith

24 June 2011

Amendment No. 23 to Town
Planning Scheme No. 6 (Child
Day Care Centres and
Consulting Rooms in the
Residential zone) x3

City of South Perth and Minister for Planning

24 June 2011

Surrender of Lease (Collier Park
Village - Unit 48, 2 Bruce St
Como)

City of South Perth and

27 June 2011

Notification under section 70A for
Lot 145 on Plan 6057 (18
Seventh Ave, Kensington 6151)

Robert Paul Kerrigan and Mirella Zaira Kerrigan
and Landgate (City of South Perth to verify)

27 June 2011

Consultation
Not applicable.

Policy and Legislative Implications

Clause 21 of the City’s Standing Orders Local L&d@2 describes the requirements for the

safe custody and proper use of the common seal.

Financial Implications
Nil.

Strategic Implications

The report aligns to Strategic Direction 6 of theafegic Plan Governance — Ensure that
the City’s governance enables it to both respondite community’s vision and deliver on
its service promises in a sustainable manner.

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

| OFFICER RECOMMENDATION AND COUNCIL DECISION ITEM 10 .6.4 |

That the report on the use of the Common Seahfmnionth of June 2011 be received.

CARRIED EN BLOC RESOLUTION
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10.6.5 Applications for Planning Approval Determingl Under Delegated

Authority
Location: City of South Perth
Applicant: Council
File Ref: GO/106
Date: 1 July 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 thetmohJune 2011.

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

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

The great majority (over 90%) of applications fdarping approval are processed by the
Planning Officers and determined under delegat#tubaity 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 officersratation to applications for planning
approval. Delegation DC342 guides the administeatijyocess regarding referral of
applications to Council meetings or determinatioder delegated authority.

Consultation
During the month of June 2011, thirty-six (36) depenent applications were determined
under delegated authority, as listed in Attachment 10.6.5

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

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

Strategic Implications

The report is aligned to Strategic Direction 6 “@mance” within the Council’'s Strategic
Plan. Strategic Direction 6 is expressed in thiefzhg terms:

Ensure that the City’s governance enables it to lbaespond to the community’s vision
and deliver on its service promises in a sustair@bianner.

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

| OFFICER RECOMMENDATION AND COUNCIL DECISION ITEM 1 0.6.5 |
That the report and\ttachment 10.6.5relating to delegated determination of planning
applications during the month of June 2011, beivede

CARRIED EN BLOC RESOLUTION
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11.

12.

APPLICATIONS FOR LEAVE OF ABSENCE

\ 11.1 Request for Approved Leave of Absence — Cr Qhslay |
Leave of Absence for the period 12-16 August Z0tlusive.

\ 11.2 Request for Approved Leave of Absence — Cr Brows |
Leave of Absence for the period 21-28 August 2dtlusive.

| COUNCIL DECISION ITEM 11.0
Moved Cr Trent, Sec Cr Skinner

That Leave of Absence be granted to:
e Councillor Ozsdolay for the period 12-16 August 2(iclusive
» Councillor Burrows for the period 21-28 August 20ddlusive

CARRIED (13/0)

MOTIONS OF WHICH PREVIOUS NOTICE HAS BEEN GIVEN

12.1  Aquatic Centre — Community Survey — Cr Burrove

MOTION
That....

(@) a community survey be carried out to estabtishieether ratepayers want an Aquatic Centre
to be established within the City of South Pertid a
(b) the outcome of the survey be the subject efpant to the earliest available Council meeting.

MEMBER COMMENT

| am aware that similar exercises have been urdartia the past but it was several years ago since
last considered. Since then many people have mavedthe city and should be given the
opportunity to put forward their views and have esscto the results. | personally receive many
enquiries as to why there is no community aquagictre in the City of South Perth. | therefore
believe it is appropriate that this issue be ree@wnd a community survey carried out to establish
whether or not ratepayers want a pool; and thapart be prepared for Council consideration in
relation to:

« the need for an Aquatic Centre

» at what cost to ratepayers

e suggested location; and

« the timeframe for such a development.

CEO COMMENT
In accordance with Clause 5.3(4)(d) of Standinglets Local Law 2007 the Chief Executive
Officer comments as follows:

The City of South Perth Strategic Plan 2010 - 2@d&s not identify the funding and construction of
an aquatic centre as being a short to long terorityi

The City is of the view that there is very littlerdand from the community for an aquatic centre
within the City of South Perth. The City has lied financial capacity to fund the construction and
operational costs associated with an aquatic centran aquatic centre was to be progressed, there
would be a significant financial burden incurrediethwould restrict the ability of the City to fund
future capital works as well as severely impactheyCity's long term financial sustainability.
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Any proposed aquatic centre would require the @tyarry out due diligence and commission a
Consultant to prepare a feasibility study on anasigucentre, assessing consumer demand, site
suitability, preliminary conceptual designs, fiséaasibility, funding methods/options, access and
transport, community values and project timeframes.

A significant part of the State Government's lagdibrm agenda is resource sharing, and the City
strongly supports this view. Residents of SouthilPhave access to a range of nearby aquatic
facilities including Aqua Life (Victoria Park), Veeey Sports Club (South Perth), Canning Aquatic
(Bentley) and Riverton Leisureplex (Riverton).

Given the number of surrounding aquatic centreliwithe proposed catchment area, the City does
not believe that an aquatic centre within the ©itysouth Perth would generate sufficient demand
and revenue to offset the significant operatiomaits, and could present a significant financidt ris
to the City.

It is also reasonable to assume that an aquatitrecerould have significant start up deficits i th
first 3 to 5 years of its operation, and guidedexperience from other local governments, would
require significant revenue streams to ensureuaur@n its investment.

The City of Stirling has recently undertaken aneasment for a proposed aquatic centre in
Hamersley. Their financial estimates are $38M fd&5an pool and $40M for a 50m pool. These
types of costs are clearly beyond the ability ef @ty to fund.

The City is aware that the George Burnett Leisuentfé site has been identified as a possible
location for an aquatic facility. The City is comced however about the potential environmental
constraints that could prevent proposed developranthis site given its former function as a

landfill site.

Finally, a survey of residents, without providingrther details in regard to costs to ratepayers,
timeframes and future financial impacts on the apens of the City could be misleading and
falsely raise the expectations of the community #meaquatic centre might be delivered.

AMENDED MOTION
Moved Cr Burrows, Sec Cr Skinner

That....

(a) a community survey be carried out to estabtishieether ratepayers want an Aquatic Centre
to be established within the City of South PertheTcost of the community survey be
capped at $10,000; and

(b) the outcome of the survey be the subject efpant to the earliest available Council meeting.

MEMBER COMMENTS FOR / AGAINST MOTION - POINTS OF @ARIFICATION

Councillor Burrows opening for the Motion

«  Amendment to the Motion (cost of the community syjv

e Issue should be reviewed by way of a telephoneesunf’ up to 500 ratepayers

« The administrations position is clear, but we niegstablish the feelings of the community

e Investigation is reasonable

e Asurvey conducted by Steve Irons MP has had theifimg results so far - out of 857 replies,
825 are in favour of a pool at George Burnett LieisDentre, 16 are in favour but prefer a
different location, and 16 are against the idea.

e The pool at Wesley College has limited access
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Councillor Skinner for the Motion
¢ Nothing to add

Councillor Doherty against the Motion

e Proposing an alternative motion if Cr Burrows mptiapses

We need more information before consultation begins

«  Community expectation will be raised if we stae thall rolling without asking the right
guestion

Councillor Ozsdolay for the Motion

¢ We should consult ratepayers first

« Not setting false expectation

e Community Vision and Strategic Plan are fluid doemis

« Now is the time to start planning for our next &ac Financial Plan

Councillor Trent against the Motion

»  Survey conducted previously - let’s see that first

»  Previous proposal was for the pool to be situatsd Royal Perth Golf Course in order to
create a sustainable catchment area

e Victoria Park and Canning pools are within the batent area

«  Town of Victoria Park proposed a shared pool whih €ity of South Perth, which was rejected
several years ago

Councillor Grayden for the Motion

e The pool argument is an old one

e Manning is geographically not the best locatiom tlee peninsula is a much better idea
* Need to have a fresh look at the issues

MOTION TO SUSPEND STANDING ORDERS
Councillor Best proposed that Council suspend stgnokders in order to have an open discussion
about the issues. The Motion had no seconder amndftire lapsed.

LAPSED

Councillor Best against the Motion
e Given the all round need for recreation in the Qityg survey could be better considered to
address the needs of our community

Councillor Howat for the Motion

* $10,000 is a good amount to allocate to the survey

e  Steve Irons has already generated discussion asdigois within the community
 We are obligated to move forward

e The proposal won't eventuate without financing

Councillor Burrows closing for the Motion

e Our population is changing to a much younger deayuigc

* The last report was 2005/2006 - let’s revisit ihgie

¢ Managing the community expectation is all aboutropemmunication

The Mayor put the Motion CARRIED (11/2)
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12.2  Security Patrols — Cr Burrows

MOTION
That....

(a) an investigation be carried on the effectiverasd cost of implementing private security
patrols within the City of South Perth; and
(b) report on the outcome be presented to thestdvailable Council meeting.

MEMBER COMMENT
A proposal for private security patrols in the Cay South Perth, including a community survey,
was last considered in 1999 and the proposal rdzread.

Based on the level of enquiries | have currentlgrbeeceiving in relation to this issue | believesit
appropriate that the effectiveness of private sgcyatrols vs. the cost to implement etc be re-
visited and a report prepared for Council consiti@na

CEO COMMENT
In accordance with Clause 5.3(4)(d) of Standinglets Local Law 2007 the Chief Executive
Officer comments as follows:

The City is of the view that there is little meoit benefit in the introduction of security patralsd
any such security service would be at consideredie to the City's residents (i.e. rates may need t
be increased to cover the cost of the servicehe City has an active and effective Eyes on the
Street campaign and a strong alliance and partipersfth  Kensington Police and the
Neighbourhood Watch Executive Committee.

The City also has a Crime Community Safety and €riRrevention Plan 2010-2013. This

comprehensive plan was the result of a partnetsttiween the Office of Crime Prevention, the City

of South Perth, various State Government agenames the community. The Plan identifies

community safety and crime prevention prioritiestfte City of South Perth. The objectives of the

Plan are to:

« Make the City a safer place though community cotetress and ownership of community
safety and crime prevention strategies.

» Sustain a partnership between the City, State Gavent Agencies, community and businesses
to work toward community safety outcomes;

« |dentify community safety and crime prevention pties for the City by researching current
criminal and antisocial activity, and consultinglwihe community.

e Set up a process for monitoring and evaluating €rprevention initiatives and strategies that
form part of the plan.

The City also undertakes regular community safetijatives such as safety forums, information
updates in the Southern Gazette to inform and e€liba community on their community safety
responsibilities

The City's most recent annual community satisfacsiorvey run by Catalyst in 2010 indicated that
70% of residents are satisfied with the City's sécuand safety initiatives. 32% of these
respondents were delighted with the service. e significant improvement on the satisfaction
rating of 61% in 2008 and compares extremely wgdlitast the industry average of 33% satisfaction
with security and safety initiatives. Consequenifycan only be inferred from the above survey
results that a move towards security patrols isiecessary.
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The City has been in active dialogue with the comitguin relation to community safety, including
the Community Visioning survey and community safairvey which were completed in 2009. As
part of the development of the Community Safety @nidne Prevention Plan 2010-2013, the City
undertook a major community safety survey to idgrtthe community’s perception of safety and
crime within the City. 20,000 surveys were disadghio each households within the City with only
165 responses received.  Less than 10% of resptdtentified security patrols as a preferred
community safety and crime prevention strategyhwitproved lighting being rated very highly by
the community.

There is no circumstantial evidence that secuidtygls in places such as Stirling, Bayswater,
Melville, Rockingham etc has been directly resplolesior any increase or decrease in crime rates.
There is also the issue of the cost of fundingcaisey service as this cost would eventually benieor
by the local government. For example, the Citielville charge each property owner $48.50 per
annum for the privilege of operating a private sigyatrol service.

MOTION
Moved Councillor Burrows, Sec Councillor Skinner

That....

(a) an investigation be carried on the effectiverasd cost of implementing private security
patrols within the City of South Perth; and

(b) report on the outcome be presented to thesetdvailable Council meeting.

MEMBER COMMENTS FOR / AGAINST MOTION - POINTS OF @ARIFICATION

Councillor Burrows opening for the Motion

*  Amendment to the Motion

e Last time this issue was addressed was in 199thisatime, the effectiveness of security
patrols had not been substantiated to Local Goventm

« There is a high percentage of residents that stigpourity patrols

e 63% people would be happy to pay a levy

« Twelve years is a long time - maybe it's time forthier investigation

Councillor Skinner for the Motion

e Because something has been reviewed in the pagdsttgprevent it from being reviewed
again

«  We would only be making a wish list, not writingpeoposal

AMENDED MOTION
Moved Councillor Best, Sec Councillor Lawrance

That...

(a) a report be prepared for Council on the prageesl effectiveness of our Community Safety
and Crime Prevention Plan for consideration by @Cduro later than December 2011; and

(b) the report include an investigation be carnadhe effectiveness and cost of implementing
private security patrols within the City of Soutérth.

Councillor Best opening for the Amended Motion

* Population growth leads to feelings of insecurity

*  Summary of Councillor’s individual contributions community safety initiatives

*  Council endorsed the Safety and Crime Preventian Rist year

*  Community Visioning underline the need to developtegies for a safer community
*  Summary of City of Melville security patrol actiyit

The Mayor put the Amended Motion CARRIEL3/0)
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13. QUESTIONS FROM MEMBERS

13.1. Response to Previous Questions from Memberakien on Notice

| 13.2.1 Strategic Financial Plan - Councillor Trent |

Summary of Question
Was the Strategic Financial Plan put out to thelipdbr comment, and if so, how many
comments were received?

Summary of Response
The Director Financial and Information Services mvéh Cr Trent following the meeting
and provided a response to the questions raised.

13.2  Questions from Members

13.2.1 Council Photo Montage - Councillor Trent |

Summary of Question

In the past Council produced for the historic résoand as a memento for Councillors a
photo montage of Council and Senior staff. Wilstbe occurring again given that elections
are coming up?

Summary of Response
The Chief Executive Officer responded that this tage has not been produced for a
number of years, however has been replaced by adqiotograph after the elections.

13.2.2 Collier Park - Councillor Best |

Summary of Question
What is the City’s liability with regards to depag Collier Park residents and what funds
does the City have in reserve as such?

Summary of Response
The Director of Finance and Information Servicesvpated the following response.

Collier Park Village (CPV)

« All movements into and out of the CPV ResidentsvBdarriving and departing Village
residents) move through the CPV Residents Reserve.

« No money can be removed from the reserve other thathe purpose of refunding
monies to departing CPV residents.

« In any single year approximately 10 residents mgyadt with a total refundable amount
of approximately $2M.

» Each year, the reserve is increased by the intesesied on the invested reserve funds
($750K per year).

* The gap between the liability and reserves hasonaa from $15.3M down to $12.3M
(in 8-9 years).

Collier Park Hostel (CPH)

« All refundable monies for all CPH residents are %0flly cash-backed and have been
so since 2004/2005.
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14.

15.

16.

| 13.2.1 Pool Inspection Fees - Councillor Hasleby |

Summary of Question

1.

aghwn

Why was the pool inspection fee increased sobatly to $26.50 in the 2010/2011
budget?

Does the fee cover the actual cost of an afficaking the pool inspection?

How regularly is the pool inspection carried?u

What is the total revenue to the City derivexht the pool inspection service?

How does the City of South Perth pool inspectiee compare with other like
metropolitan municipalities?

Summary of Response

The

1.

wn

L

Mayor invited the Director of Finance to pravianswers as below.

The pool inspection fee was initially set untlgislation in 1992 and many Local
Governments opted to keep using the fee as orlgimaescribed, i.e. the $55 fee
divided by 4 (years) giving a fee of $13.75 inc GSihce 2000). Obviously costs have
risen substantially in the 19 years since theahfée was set.

In actual fact, Local Governments can charge adrigee than $55 over four years,
providing that the fee charged does not exceeddbeof undertaking the inspection.

The City’s Building Services department has undkemaa thorough costing of the pool
inspection function and has determined that thg i@durs a cost of more than $80,000
to inspect the City’s pools (in excess of 2000 ppohccordingly, the City adjusted the
fee to the higher rate of $26.50 for the 2011/29&2r - although this only recovers
around 70% of the cost of the service. The fee sedsat this level after making peer
comparisons with other Local Governments.

Even at $26.50 per year, the fee equates to fitdee than 50 cents per week, which is
a very small price to pay to secure the safetyoolg

The fee covers around 70% of the actual costeoinspection.

A pool inspection must be carried out at leaste in every four years. However, often
the inspection reveals areas of non-compliancechw@quires one or more return visits
for follow-up inspections.

For the 2011/2012 period the City anticipateireng $52,850. This is substantially
more than the 2010/2011 revenue but still much teas the cost of the inspection
service.

City of Melville charge $26 and City of Stirlirdparge $33.

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 mad®ublic.

Nil

CLOSURE

The Mayor thanked everyone for their attendancecéoskd the meeting at 8:45pm.
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DISCLAIMER

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

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

These Minutes were confirmed at a meeting on 23 Augt 2011

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

26/07/2011 3:52:32 PM

Item 7.1.1 Motion Passed 10/4

Yes: Cr Veronica Lawrance, Cr lan Hasleby, Cr Gl@midland, Cr Peter Best, Cr Travis Burrows, Cr Les
Ozsdolay, Cr Kevin Trent, Cr Susanne Doherty, Gp Boayden, Cr Colin Cala

No: Mayor James Best, Cr Betty Skinner, Cr Petew&tpCasting Vote

Absent:

26/07/2011 7:11:14 PM

Item 7.1.2 Motion Passed 13/0

Yes: Mayor James Best, Cr Veronica Lawrance, CrHasleby, Cr Glenn Cridland, Cr Peter Best, Cr
Travis Burrows, Cr Les Ozsdolay, Cr Kevin Trent,SLisanne Doherty, Cr Betty Skinner, Cr Rob Grayden,
Cr Peter Howat, Cr Colin Cala

No: Absent: Casting Vote

26/07/2011 7:11:53 PM

ltem 7.2.1-7.2.3 Motion Passed 13/0

Yes: Mayor James Best, Cr Veronica Lawrance, CrHasleby, Cr Glenn Cridland, Cr Peter Best, Cr
Travis Burrows, Cr Les Ozsdolay, Cr Kevin Trent,Strsanne Doherty, Cr Betty Skinner, Cr Rob Grayden,
Cr Peter Howat, Cr Colin Cala

No: Absent: Casting Vote

26/07/2011 7:12:31 PM

Item 8.4.1 Motion Passed 13/0

Yes: Mayor James Best, Cr Veronica Lawrance, CrHasleby, Cr Glenn Cridland, Cr Peter Best, Cr
Travis Burrows, Cr Les Ozsdolay, Cr Kevin Trent,Stisanne Doherty, Cr Betty Skinner, Cr Rob Grayden,
Cr Peter Howat, Cr Colin Cala

No: Absent: Casting Vote

26/07/2011 7:36:11 PM

Item 9.0 En Bloc Motion Passed 13/0

Yes: Mayor James Best, Cr Veronica Lawrance, CrHasleby, Cr Glenn Cridland, Cr Peter Best, Cr
Travis Burrows, Cr Les Ozsdolay, Cr Kevin Trent,SLisanne Doherty, Cr Betty Skinner, Cr Rob Grayden,
Cr Peter Howat, Cr Colin Cala

No: Absent: Casting Vote

26/07/2011 7:38:13 PM

Item 10.5.1 Motion Passed 13/0

Yes: Mayor James Best, Cr Veronica Lawrance, CrHasleby, Cr Glenn Cridland, Cr Peter Best, Cr
Travis Burrows, Cr Les Ozsdolay, Cr Kevin Trent,Strsanne Doherty, Cr Betty Skinner, Cr Rob Grayden,
Cr Peter Howat, Cr Colin Cala

No: Absent: Casting Vote
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26/07/2011 7:40:36 PM

Item 11.1-11.2 Motion Passed 13/0

Yes: Mayor James Best, Cr Veronica Lawrance, CrHasleby, Cr Glenn Cridland, Cr Peter Best, Cr
Travis Burrows, Cr Les Ozsdolay, Cr Kevin Trent,SLisanne Doherty, Cr Betty Skinner, Cr Rob Grayden,
Cr Peter Howat, Cr Colin Cala

No: Absent: Casting Vote

26/07/2011 7:41:24 PM

Iltem 12.1 Motion Passed 13/0

Yes: Mayor James Best, Cr Veronica Lawrance, CrHasleby, Cr Glenn Cridland, Cr Peter Best, Cr
Travis Burrows, Cr Les Ozsdolay, Cr Kevin Trent,Strsanne Doherty, Cr Betty Skinner, Cr Rob Grayden,
Cr Peter Howat, Cr Colin Cala

No: Absent: Casting Vote

26/07/2011 7:59:39 PM

Item 12.1 Motion Passed 11/2

Yes: Cr Veronica Lawrance, Cr lan Hasleby, Cr Gl@mland, Cr Peter Best, Cr Travis Burrows, Cr Les
Ozsdolay, Cr Susanne Doherty, Cr Betty SkinneiR@s Grayden, Cr Peter Howat, Cr Colin Cala

No: Mayor James Best, Cr Kevin Trent

Absent: Casting Vote

26/07/2011 8:24:22 PM

ltem 12.2 Motion Passed 13/0

Yes: Mayor James Best, Cr Veronica Lawrance, CrHasleby, Cr Glenn Cridland, Cr Peter Best, Cr
Travis Burrows, Cr Les Ozsdolay, Cr Kevin Trent,Strsanne Doherty, Cr Betty Skinner, Cr Rob Grayden,
Cr Peter Howat, Cr Colin Cala

No: Absent: Casting Vote

26/07/2011 8:25:50 PM

Item 12.2 Motion Passed 13/0

Yes: Mayor James Best, Cr Veronica Lawrance, CHasleby, Cr Glenn Cridland, Cr Travis Burrows, Cr
Les Ozsdolay, Cr Kevin Trent, Cr Susanne DohertyBélty Skinner, Cr Rob Grayden, Cr Peter Howat, Cr
Colin Cala, Cr Peter Best

No: Absent: Casting Vote
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