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1.

South Pert}

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 22 March 2011 at 7.00pm

DECLARATION OF OPENING / ANNOUNCEMENT OF VISITOR S

The Deputy Mayor opened the meeting at 7.00pm aeldomed everyone in attendance.
she then paid respect to the Noongar peoples.apaspresent, the traditional custodians of
the land we are meeting on, and acknowledged dleeip feeling of attachment to country.

DISCLAIMER
The Deputy Mayor read aloud the City’s Disclaimer.

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

3.2 Public Question Time
The Deputy Mayor advised the public gallery thatbfc Question Time' forms were
available in the foyer and on the website for amyaranting to submit a written question.
She referred to clause 6.7 of the Standing ordecallLaw ‘procedures for question time’
and stated that it is preferable that questionseaeived in advance of the Council Meetings
in order for the Administration to have time to jpaee responses.

3.3 Audio Recording of Council meeting
The Deputy Mayor reported that the meeting is beindio recorded in accordance with
Council Policy P673 *“Audio Recording of Council Btangs” and Clause 6.16 of the
Standing Orders Local Law 2007 which stat&#s:person is not to use any electronic,
visual or vocal recording device or instrument teaord the proceedings of the Council
without the permission of the Presiding MemBeand stated that as Presiding Member she
gave permission for the Administration to recordgaredings of the Council meeting.

34 Correspondence received from Department of Lot&overnment
The Deputy Mayor reported that Correspondence dafedlarch 2011 addressed to the
CEO has been received from Jennifer Mathews, QireGeneral of the Department of
Local Government. She then read aloud the follgvgaragraphs:

“The Department of Local Government has reviewedlittdividual circumstances relating
to the caution issued to Mr Lindsay Jamieson inévaver 2007 with respect to his time as a
City of South Perth Councillor. The specific indival circumstances relating to this case
have led me to rescind the caution against Mr Jaonie

Mr Jamieson has requested that the Council be diynadvised that the caution has been
withdrawn by the Department of Local Government.
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ATTENDANCE

Present:

Deputy Mayor Doherty (Chair)

Councillors:

| Hasleby Civic Ward

V Lawrance Civic Ward

P Best Como Beach Ward

T Burrows Manning Ward

L P Ozsdolay Manning Ward

C Cala McDougall Ward

P Howat McDougall Ward

R Grayden Mill Point Ward

B Skinner Mill Point Ward

K Trent, RFD Moresby Ward

Officers:

Mr C Frewing Chief Executive Officer

Mr S Bell Director Infrastructure Services

Mr M Kent Director Financial and Information Sergi
Ms V Lummer Director Development and Communityvaegs
Ms D Gray Manager Financial Services

Mr R Kapur Manager Development Services

Mr R Bercov Strategic Urban Planning Adviser

Mr P McQue Manager Governance and Administration
Mrs K Russell Minute Secretary

Gallery There were 12 members of the public present amérber of the press.
4.1 Apologies

Mayor James Best

4.2

Approved Leave of Absence
Cr G Cridland

Como Beach Ward

DECLARATION OF INTEREST

Nil

PUBLIC QUESTION TIME

6.1

RESPONSE TO PREVIOUS PUBLIC QUESTIONS TAKEN ONNOTICE

At the Council meeting held 22 February 2011 tlvegee no questions taken on notice:

6.2

Note:

PUBLIC QUESTION TIME : 22.3.2011

Opening of Public Question Time

The Deputy Mayor stated that in accordance with ltlheal Government Act
regulations question time would be limited to 15 més. She said that questions are
to be in writing and questions received prior tds tmeeting will be answered
tonight, if possible or alternatively may be takam notice. Questions received in
advance of the meeting will be dealt with firstndoquestions will be paraphrased
and same or similar questions asked at previousimgsewill not be responded to
and the person will be directed to the Council Mé&suwhere the response was
provided. The Deputy Mayor then opened Public @oedime at 7.06pm.

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

5
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[6.2.1 Ms Carol Roe, 16 Abjornson street, Manning |
(Written Questions submitted prior to the meeting)

Summary of Question

| refer to a statement in the Southern Gazette peper of 1 February 2011, attributed to
James Thorn, Executive Director of Infrastructiepartment of Education, under "Plea to
let streets be". It readthe Department had received advice from the CitfySouth Perth
that it planned to install additional roads to theouthern and eastern boundaries of the
Como Secondary College site."Would you please divulge the date of that advibe, t
location of the additional roads to existing roadsl the context in which the plan for
additional roads arose?

Summary of Response

The Deputy Mayor responded that: The statemeribatiéd to the City of South Perth is
incorrect. At no time has the City made such testant. In late 2010, representatives from
the Department of Transport provided a briefinghg® Council on theraft Bentley Precinct
Public Transport and Car Parking StrategyThis study was commissioned to investigate
sustainable transport and parking options in tieatgr Bentley Precinct to address predicted
high growth at Curtin University and Bentley Teclogy Park respectively.

One of the options arising out of the draft Strategyto connect Jackson Road to Henley
Street to improve transport connectivity betweemrddg Bridge Interchange and Curtin

University. The connection between Jackson Road Henley Street would be for “bus

only” access. At this time however there is no rntin to construct any new road

connections to the southern and eastern boundsdriee Como Secondary College.

[6.2.2 Mr Barrie Drake, 2 Scenic Crescent, South Pdr |
(Written Questions submitted prior to the meeting)

Summary of Question

At the Council Agenda Briefing held 17 August 201ite new development at No. 9 Lamb
Street, South Perth was discussed at Item 10Bwing the debate Councillor Colin Cala
asked officers to provide to the Council a SurveyBeport on the height of the existing

building.

1. Was the surveyors report on No. 9 Lamb Stremtiged?

2. If the report was provided to Council, can véa copy?

3. If the report was not provided — why was it patvided?

4 Was any explanation provided to Councilloroptd them voting on Agenda Item

10.3.2 at the Council Meeting on 24 August 2010

5. On 8 March 2011 | wrote to the City of South tRerequesting documents in
accordance with thEreedom of Information Aaoncerning the development at No.
9 Lamb Street, South Perth. When will this requastacknowledged and the
requested documents provided?

Summary of Response

The Deputy Mayor responded that:

1-4 The existing height was measured from the mgldicence plans and this was
explained to the Council in a Memo circulated wiitle final August 2010 Agenda
prior to the Council meeting.

5. The FOI application is presently being procedsethe City in accordance with the
Freedom of Information Act.

Close of Public Question Time
There being no further written questions the Depvayor closed Public Question Time at
7.12pm
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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: 22.2.2011

COUNCIL DECISION ITEM 7.1.1

Moved Cr Trent, Sec Cr Skinner

That the Minutes of the Ordinary Council Meetinddh22 February 2011 be taken as read

and confirmed as a true and correct record.
CARRIED (11/0)

BRIEFINGS

The following Briefings which have taken place grhe last Ordinary Council meeting, are
in line with the ‘Best Practice’ approach to Couineblicy P673 “Agenda Briefings,
Concept Forums and Workshops”, and document t@tibdic the subject of each Briefing.
The practice of listing and commenting on briefiagssions, is recommended by the
Department of Local Government and Regional Deuekent’'s“Council Forums Paper”
as a way of advising the public and being on pulgtord.

7.2.1 Agenda Briefing - February Ordinary CouncilMeeting Held: 15.2.2011
Officers of the City presented background informatand answered questions on
items identified from the February Council Agendaotes from the Agenda
Briefing are included a&ttachment 7.2.1.

7.2.2 Dogs Local Law Workshop and Review Policy PBQMeeting Held: 8.3.2011
Consultant, Chris Liversage ‘workshopped’ with Mesrdb the Dogs Local Law
following the input from the Public Forum held 1 ncia 2011. The Director
Infrastructure Services and Manager City Environimgave a presentation on the
review of Policy P504 ‘Street Verges'. Notes fraire Concept Briefing are
included asAttachment 7.2.2.

7.2.3 Joint Briefing with Town of Victoria Park — Canning Highway Road Reserve
and Public Transport and East Perth Redevelopment Athority Meeting Held
at the Town of Victoria Park : 8.3.2011
Representatives from the Departments of TranspattRlanning and Consultants
from Worley Parsons gave presentations on the @griiighway Road Reserve and
Public Transport and the transport corridor betwé&amning Bridge and the
Causeway. The East Perth Redevelopment Authoaite @ presentation on major
developments within 5 kilometres of the City. Nofeom the Concept Briefing are
included asAttachment 7.2.3.

COUNCIL DECISION ITEMS 7.2.1 TO 7.2.3 |

Moved Cr Trent, Sec Cr Lawrance

That the comments and attached Notes under Itedik 0. 7.2.3 on Council Briefings held

since the last Ordinary Council Meeting be noted.
CARRIED (11/0)
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8. PRESENTATIONS

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

8.1.1.

8.1.2.

Petition dated 1 March 2011 (received 14 Mehn) from Craig Boulton, 1/47
Monash Avenue, Como, together with 166 signatures irelation to the small
retail precinct at the corner of Murray Street and Monash Avenue, Como.

Text of Petition reads(in par):

“We the undersigned electors of the City of SouénttP request that the City of

South Perth Council....

» recognise that the Local Commercial Centre at tiiersection of Murray Street
and Monash Avenue, Como is significant in the ion of retail and
commercial services to the residents of the Mor&ghyd; and

* undertake a review of the retail and commercialilfiées provided at the
intersection of Murray Street and Monash Avenuéngo

the tired and rundown appearance of the centre

a limited range of businesses....

lack of landscaping or other streetscape improvdasien

limited street car parking (32 parking bays at tear of the centre)

public transport access via bus stops on Murrag&tadjoining the centre.

VVVVYY

RECOMMENDATION

That the Petition dated 1 March 2011 (received Btdi) from Craig Boulton, 1/47
Monash Avenue, Como together with 166 signatureseliation to the small retalil
precinct at the corner of Murray Street and Monaganue, Como be received and
forwarded to the Development and Community Servidesectorate for
investigation.

COUNCIL DECISION ITEM 8.1.1

Moved Cr Trent, Sec Cr Burrows

That the Petition dated 1 March 2011 (received B4di) from Craig Boulton, 1/47
Monash Avenue, Como together with 166 signatureseliation to the small retalil
precinct at the corner of Murray Street and Monaganue, Como be received and
forwarded to the Development and Community Servidesectorate for
investigation.

CARRIED (11/0)

Petition dated 14 March 2011 received fromh®na Reid and Sandra Wilson,
Proprietors “Labels” Boutique, 84 Angelo Street, Sath Perth together with
approximately 310 signatures in relation to ‘smallbar licences’ in Angelo
Street, South Perth.

Text of Petition reads:
“We the undersigned urge the City of South Perthrdoconsider and relax its
position on small bar licences in Angelo Streetjt8éerth.

RECOMMENDATION

That the Petition dated 14 March 2011 received frd®mona Reid and Sandra
Wilson, Proprietors “Labels” Boutique, 84 Angelaegit, South Perth together with
approximately 310 signatures in relation to ‘sniel licences’ in Angelo Street be
received and forwarded to the Development and CamitsnGervices Directorate

for consideration as part of the application lod@éd.2011 for a ‘Change of Use’
(shop to café/restaurant) at 84 — 86 Angelo St&mith Perth.

8
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8.1.3.

COUNCIL DECISION ITEM 8.1.2
Moved Cr Trent, Sec Cr Skinner

That the Petition dated 14 March 2011 received frddmona Reid and Sandra
Wilson, Proprietors “Labels” Boutique, 84 Angelaegit, South Perth together with
approximately 310 signatures in relation to ‘sniet licences’ in Angelo Street be
received and forwarded to the Development and CamitsnGervices Directorate
for consideration as part of the application lodgéd2.2011 for a ‘Change of Use’
(shop to café/restaurant) at 84 — 86 Angelo St&mith Perth.

CARRIED (11/0)

Petition dated 14 March 2011 received fromuhe Davis, 123/43 McNabb Loop,
Como together with 94 signatures in relation to Amedment No. 26 to the City
of South Perth Town Planning Scheme re the ProposedRkezoning by
Lifestreams Christian Church.

Text of Petition (in part) reads:

“We the undersigned residents of the Collier Pailkage, disagree with the report
conclusions on Amendment No. 26 in Sections 7.57andhat the character and
local amenity will be unaffected”..........

RECOMMENDATION

That the Petition dated 14 March 2011 received frdume Davis, 123/43 McNabb
Loop, Como together with 93 signatures in relaiorAmendment No. 26 to the
City of South Perth Town Planning Scheme — re Psegdrezoning by Lifestreams
Christian Church, be received and that it be camsd together with other
Submissions on Amendment No. 26 as part of a Répde presented to Council.

COUNCIL DECISION ITEM 8.1.3

Moved Cr Cala, Sec Cr Howet

That the Petition dated 14 March 2011 received frdume Davis, 123/43 McNabb
Loop, Como together with 93 signatures in relaiorAmendment No. 26 to the
City of South Perth Town Planning Scheme — re Psegdrezoning by Lifestreams
Christian Church, be received and that it be camsd together with other
Submissions on Amendment No. 26 as part of a Répde presented to Council.

CARRIED (11/0)

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

8.3 DEPUTATIONS - A formal process where members of the community may, with prior permission, address

the Council on Agenda items where they have a direct interest in the Agenda item.

8.3.1

Deputations at Council Agenda Briefing 15 Math 2011
Note: There were no Deputations made at the March n€ibdhgenda Briefing
held on 15 March 2011.
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8.4 COUNCIL DELEGATES REPORTS

8.4.1. Council Delegate: WALGA South East Metropotan Zone: 9 February 2011

8.4.2.

A report from Mayor Best and Cr Trent summarisitgit attendance at the
WALGA South East Metropolitan Zone Meeting heldébFuary 2011 at the City of
Gosnells is afttachment 8.4.1.

The Minutes of the WALGA South East Metropolitannéomeeting of 9 February
2011 have also been received and are availablesd@auncil website.

RECOMMENDATION
That the Delegate’s Report Attachment 8.4.1,in relation to the WALGA South
East Metropolitan Zone Meeting held 9 February 2bé Teceived.

COUNCIL DECISION ITEM 8.4.1
Moved Cr Trent, Sec Cr Burrows

That the Delegate’s Report Attachment 8.4.1,in relation to the WALGA South
East Metropolitan Zone Meeting held 9 February 2bé Teceived.
CARRIED (11/0)

Council Delegate: Rivers Regional Council (RC) : 17 February 2011

A report summarising the attendance of Crs Cala Bmdt at the RRC Ordinary
General Meeting held at the Shire of Serpentineaidale on 17 February 2011 is at
Attachment 8.4.2.

COUNCIL DECISION ITEM 8.4.2 |

Moved Cr Trent, Sec Cr Cala

That the Delegate’s Report dtttachment 8.4.2in relation to the Rivers Regional
Council Ordinary General Meeting held 17 Februa@d¥be received.
CARRIED (11/0)

8.5 CONFERENCE DELEGATES REPORTS |

8.5.1.

Council Delegate: WALGA Office of Road Wise2 March 2011

A report summarising Cr Trent's attendance at theL WA Office of Road Wise,
Forum held on 2 March 2011 on the topic of “Towa#tkyo” aimed at raising
awareness and creating a safer environment oroadsy is atAttachment 8.5.1

RECOMMENDATION
That the Delegate’s Report dittachment 8.5.1in relation to the WALGA Office
of Road Wise Forum held 2 March 2011 be received.

COUNCIL DECISION ITEM 8.5.1

Moved Cr Trent, Sec Cr Skinner

That the Delegate’s Report dittachment 8.5.1in relation to the WALGA Office
of Road Wise Forum held 2 March 2011 be received.
CARRIED (11/0)

10
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9.

10.

METHOD OF DEALING WITH AGENDA BUSINESS

The Deputy Mayor advised the meeting that thereewer items identified to be withdrawn for
discussion, therefore the reports, including tHeeaf recommendations, would be adopted en bloc,
ie all together. She then sought confirmation fritia Chief Executive Officer that all the report
items had been discussed at the Agenda Briefirgydrell5 March 2011.

The Chief Executive Officer confirmed that this veasrect.

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

That the officer recommendations in relation to Adg Items 10.0.1, 10.2.1, 10.2.2, 10.2.3, 10.3.1,
10.4.1,10.6.1, 10.6.2, 10.6.3, 10.6.4, 10.6.%.60.10.6.7, 10.6.8 and 10.6.9 be carried en bloc.
CARRIED (11/0)

REPORTS
10.0 MATTERS REFERRED FROM PREVIOUS COUNCIL MEETING

10.0.1 Potential new names for Public Roads withithe City of South Perth (Item
10.0.2 October 2010 Council meeting refers)

Applicant: City of South Perth

Date: 1 March 2011

File Ref: RO/801

Author: Patricia Wojcik, Planning Officer

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

To adopt an additional list of names, drawn from tfames of former prominent Chinese

market gardeners, for consideration when naming mgvic roads within the City of South
Perth.

Background
Previous Council Resolution
At the October 2010 Council meeting, the follownegolution was adopted:

“That ...

(@) the recommended list of names for future nanosihgublic roads and rights-of-way
within the City of South Perth, as contained in étefiem 10.0.2 of the October 2010
Council Agenda, be adopted,;

(b) on all future occasions when a new name isiredufor a public road or right-of-
way, the Council will select a name from the addpist referred to in part (a) above,
for recommendation to the Geographic Names Comenitted

(c) a further report be submitted to the March 20@duncil meeting recommending an
additional list of names drawn from the names & grominent Chinese market
gardeners who provided a vital source of hortictét@nd fresh produce along the
South Perth foreshore between the 1890s and th@s195

In response to that resolution, this report presemt additional list of names for future
public roads drawn from the names of early Chinmesgket gardeners on the South Perth
foreshore.

11



MINUTES : ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING : 22 MARCH 2011

Comment

Public Roads

In numerous locations, public road names within @y of South Perth already follow a
naming theme as shown Aitachment 10.0.1 These themes include, among others:
* Western Australian governors, premiers and othétigans;

* Government officials;

e Chairmen / Mayors and Board / Council members;

» City officers;

» Early explorers / ships;

» Early settlers / local families;

» Early developers / estate agents / surveyors;

» Aboriginal names;

* Mount Henry Hospital benefactors;

*  War heroes;

» British royals and statesmen;

» Irish / Christian Brothers names; and

* Local land features.

While these themes are well established for lotr@les and place names, in most cases
streets within particular naming themes are diggerthroughout the City. Many of the
established themes are relevant to the City’'sdmggitand should still be considered for new
street names. For example, if a new road was cteéat&Karawara, an Aboriginal word
should be chosen to follow the existing theme.h&tMay 2010 meeting, a Council Member
commented that some new street names do not afipeelate to the City of South Perth
and in October 2010 it was reiterated that newesimames need to recognise all aspects of
South Perth. It would therefore be appropriatettier Council to continue to use any name
relevant to the long-established name themes furdustreets, particularly those which
reflect the history of the City, as appropriateach instance.

The Council has requested that the list of namimgmies be expanded to include new
themes. In October 2010, the theme of local “Maigpecies” was endorsed and a list of
appropriate names was approved. At the same meétimgheme of “Early Chinese Market
Gardeners” was suggested. The proposed Chinese snamee listed below in the
“Consultation” section of this report.

Rights-of-Way
The naming of rights-of-way within the City of ShuPerth already follows a native floral
theme and it is considered that this theme shoutdirue.

Consultation

The City’s Local Studies Library Officer was helpfa suggesting names that would fit into
the new theme. The Chung Wah Association of Ausatmabs also consulted to determine if
there are any special cultural issues the City woled to be aware of in using the name of
a deceased Chinese person. They have advisedateer®ne, except that traditionally the
family name is placed before the first name. Thtability of the suggested names was then
tested through consultation with Landgate’s GedgaiNames Committee, which has
responsibility for approval of names recommendethieyCouncil.

Naming of Public Roads

According to the Geographic Names Committee’s paliocument for naming roads, titled
Principles, Guidelines and Proceduréke following provisions apply for any proposesin
public road names:
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(a) Suitable names
Preferred sources of names include names fromigibaf languages currently or
formerly identified with the general area, pioneefshe state or area, citizens who
have made a significant community contributiovar casualty lists and thematic
names (e.g. nautical, sporting et€}hnic and gender diversity is encouragéiven /
first and surname combinations are suitable ontiaéf surname alone cannot be used
because of duplication. All name proposals musartfeidentify the origin of the
name and provide relevant references to allowHenerification of the name.

(b) Unsuitable names
Names characterised as follows are to be avoid@d/en / first names, corrupted,
unduly cumbersome or difficult to pronounce nan@sscene, derogatory, racist or
discriminating names, company or commercialised egrfunless in an historical
context).

(c) Name duplication

Name duplication within local governments or adiog local governments shall be
avoided. When a duplicated name is proposed elsewltemust not be duplicated
more than five times in the metropolitan region,sinbe at least 10 km from the
existing duplication and must have a different rogae. These exclusions apply to
similar sounding or written names, and also applyhtse within similar sounding
suburbs even if more than 10 km away. In ruralsatba distance should be at least
50 km away.

(d) Names of living persons
The names of living persons are not normally slgtéor road names, and if proposed
will be subject to a more rigorous selection prgce¥he proposal must be
accompanied by comprehensive biographical detadkiding details of community
involvement, and also an indication of strong comityusupport for the proposed
name.

Naming of Rights-of-Way
According to the Geographic Names Committee’s ngngiuidelines for a right-of-way, a
suitable name would:

(& not have similar sounding names within a 10r&dius;

(b) not be duplicated more than five times witlia metropolitan area;

(c) not be a double-barrelled name or be too long;

(d) be a native floral name consistent with preslpunnamed rights-of-way in the City;
and

(e) if at all possible, have some relevance taitjte-of-way being named.

The “road type” usually used for a right-of-way'isne”.

Names on which advice was sought

In relation to the new “Early Chinese Market Gamlafi theme, nine potential new public
road names were sent to the Geographic Names Coaridr preliminary advice. It is
important to note that all advice received from Beographic Names Committee at this
stage is preliminary and that final approval of afythese names is not guaranteed. The
Geographic Names Committee is the approval bodyti®naming of any new public roads
and rights-of-way and they have strict guidelinest theed to be followed. The complete
names (family and “given” names) were sent origynatiowever the Geographic Names
Committee has advised that they don’'t generallyepicc‘double-barrelled” names.
Therefore, an amended list containing only the aomgs was then put forward for approval.
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Notwithstanding the advice from the Geographic Nenm@®mmmittee regarding “double-
barrelled” names, it is considered appropriate écs@vere with both family and “given”
names for the following reasons:

* The composite names are still short

* The names have historical associations with |atettities

* The street names derived from family names only matybe acceptable to the local
community as they have an unusual connotatioroiation.

» There are other examples of dual naming in the @fitgouth Perth and elsewhere, such
as Max Forman Court and Letchworth Centre Avenue

The table below shows the proposed names alongavgttort rationale:

Recommended Public Road Names (Early Chinese Market Gardeners in South Perth)

Proposed Rationale

New Name

1. Ah Tong *  One of the first gardeners;

* Inspection confirmed this to be one of the best kept gardens;

* Peninsular City* - p. 68.

2. See Woh ¢ One of the first gardeners;

* Inspection confirmed this to be one of the best kept gardens;

* Peninsular City — p. 68.

3. Chew Yook « First gardener, been on the land since 1888, remained until 1925;

* Peninsular City - p. 114.

4, Wong Chew | 1951-1968

e The last South Perth Chinese market gardener to arrive;

*  Peninsular City - p. 250.

« Brother to Wong Bue, affectionately know as Billy Bue;

* Peninsular City - p. 321 and 114.

5. Pang Lee » Operated a Chinese laundry on the corner of Roseberry Avenue and Suburban
(Mill Point) Road;

* Peninsular City - p. 325.

6. Say Wing » South Perth market gardener was involved in an accident on the Causeway
where a car hit the back of his horse-drawn lorry and he was thrown to the
ground - He passed away in Perth Hospital due to fractured ribs, lacerated lung,
fracture of the skull, contusions of the brain;

o West Australian 26 May 1934, “Causeway Fatality: Chinaman’s Death Investigated”
(accessed via trove.nla.gov.au).

7. Sun Sing » The last market gardener to leave land that was required for Sir James Mitchell
Park (three other gardeners were also on the required land prior to Sun leaving);

o West Australian 9 April 1952, “To Make Way For Park” (accessed via
trove.nla.gov.au).

8. Soon Sun »  Worked on Lot 206, Suburban Road in 1934;

* Peninsular City - p. 323.

9. Hong Wah «  Worked on Lot 3, The Esplanade in 1934;

* Peninsular City - p. 320.

* Cecil C Florey: “Peninsular City - A Social History of the City 8buth Perth”1995.

Aside from the question relating to “double-baedil names, the Geographic Names
Committee has advised that all the names seem4aitable for use, with no duplications in
the surrounding local government areas. Theretbieehames listed in the table above are
presented to Council for adoption.
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10.1

10.2

Policy and Legislative Implications

There is no legislative implication in relationttos report. However, in selecting names, the
Council must be mindful of the Geographic Names @itbee’s policy guidelines explained
earlier.

Financial Implications
Financial implications extend to the officer timgest in researching and compiling this
report.

Strategic Implications

This matter relates to Strategic Direction 5 “Ti@ms” identified within the Council’'s
Strategic Plan which is expressed in the followtemns:

Improve accessibility to a diverse and interconregtimix of transport choices.

Sustainability Implications
There are no sustainability implications in relatto this report.

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION AND
COUNCIL DECISION ITEM 10.0.1

That ...

(a) the further recommended list of names for fitnaming of public roads within the
City of South Perth, drawn from the names of e&hinese market gardeners, as
contained in report Item 10.0.1 of the March 201L&il Agenda be adopted; and

(b) on all future occasions when a new name isireduor a public road, the Council
will select a name from:
(i) the adopted list referred to in Part (a) above;
(i)  the list of certain marine species adoptedhs/Council in October 2010; or
(i) any of the relevant naming themes currentiyuse within the City, as contained
in Attachment 10.0.1;
for recommendation to the Geographic Names Comenitte

CARRIED EN BLOC RESOLUTION

STRATEGIC DIRECTION 1: COMMUNITY
Nil
STRATEGIC DIRECTION 2: ENVIRONMENT

10.2.1 Climate Change Risk Assessment and AdaptatidReport

Location: City of South Perth

Applicant: Council

File Ref: EM/116/1

Date: 1 March 2011

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

The City undertook a trial project in 2010, to itgnand assess the risks of climate change
impacts, as a ‘first pass’ at understanding androiog the City’s likely vulnerability
towards the impacts of climate change, and thezeforadapt. An Adaptation Report (Parts
A and B) was submitted to the City by the projextilitator, Echelon Australia Pty Ltd, an
organisation associated with the City’s insurerscdl Government Insurance Services
(LGIS).
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The City’'s key wvulnerability (risks rated as ext®mis to sea level rise. The
recommendations of the Adaptation Report have beeewed by a staff Climate Change
Adaptation Working Group and the priority resultifiggm this review is to undertake
comprehensive technical research in order to afpthe Adaptation Options identified in
the Adaptation Report, in regard to the impacteaf evel rise.

Background

The City has completed its milestone journey in tGeEI Cities for Climate Protection
(CCP) campaign (now de-funded by the Australian €Bloment). The CCP campaign was
significantly successful in the local governmentteg in bringing about the early changes
required to mitigate greenhouse gases and, adapindpe actual/potential impacts of
climate change. The City's efforts to date haverbbased on mitigation activities such as
the civic building energy audits (and the resultdighting upgrades to reduce
electricity/energy consumption), and the communityusehold Energy Audit project in
2008, among others.

In transitioning from the Cities for Climate Praiea program, the development of a city-
wide draft Climate Change Strategy 2010-2015 is mmmplete and in preparation for
endorsement by Council. This draft Climate ChaBtgategy has three themes, Leadership,
Mitigation and Adaptation.

The Australian Government has been active in figldclimate change, releasing two
significant reports - ‘Climate Change Impacts ariskR°Management: A Guide for Business
and Government (2006)’, and ‘Climate Change AdamtaActions for Local Government

(2007)".

A definition of climate change adaptation Actions in response to actual or projected
climate change and impacts that lead to a reductiorisks or a realisation of benefits. A
distinction can be made between a planned or gratory approach to adaptation (ie. risk
treatments) and an approach that relies on unplanoe reactive adjustmentéClimate
Change Impacts & Risk Management - A Guide for Bess and Government, Australian
Government, 2006 p70).

In February 2009, the City partnered with Town&/aftoria Park and Vincent, to apply for
the Australian Government’s second round of fundiogn the Local Adaptation Pathways
Program - an amount of $142,000.00 to undertakskassessment for adaptation to climate
change. The City was informed in June 2009 ofiitsuccessful application. At that time,
the City was advised that there would no longerfuréher funding from the Australian
Government for the Local Adaptation Pathways Progra

As adaptation to climate change is a key commitnierthe City’s draft Climate Change
Strategy 2010-2015, the City was very receptiverwBehelon Australia Pty Ltd, contacted
the Chief Executive Officer with a proposal to caoda trial (free of charge) climate change
risk assessment project for a local government @stdfn Australia. Echelon is associated
with the Local Government Insurance Services, whgobvides insurance services to the
City. Echelon Australia Pty Ltd has facilitateatlanate change risk assessment process to
around 200 local governments on the eastern sedmat were marketing their presence in
WA,

The City accepted Echelon’s proposal to conduceea 6f charge trial project on the City of
South Perth, and a series of workshops consisfistatf from across the organisation, were
conducted from April to October 2010. A CouncilBriefing was held on 13 July 2010 in

the Council Chamber with active participation fréme Councillor group.
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Comment

Local Government has an important role to play e@fation to climate change given its
responsibility for a wide range of issues, suclplasning and development, land use, asset
and infrastructure management, promotion of renéavahergy, vegetation clearance and
stormwater management to name a few.

It is generally acknowledged that the task of adgpto climate change will be complex,
expensive and require long term commitment fromLaltal Governments. It also needs
planning, direction and a sound framework. In o&se to this, Echelon Australia Pty Ltd
developed a climate change adaptation planningegsthat adopts a consistent national
approach through the application of:

» Climate Change Impacts and Risk Management: A Glad8usiness and Government,
Australian Greenhouse Office, 2006;

» Climate Change Adaptation Actions for Local Goveemty Department of Climate
Change, [2007];

» Climate Change Scenarios for Initial AssessmeniRigk in Accordance with Risk
Management Guidelines, CSIRO, 2006, and;

» Australian Standard AS/NZ 4360 and 1SO 31000, Risiknagement (Adaptation Report
A).

The project consisted of the delivery of a reparid in this case the City received two
reports - Part A and Part B. These reports weogiged to Councillors via the Councillor
Bulletin on 4 February 2011. Part A presents thechtive Summary; background
information on climate change and the expected atspan South Western Australia; the
project methodology; the recommendations as atre$the assessment; the analysis of the
impacts; and the climate change impacts data fioeme and high risks.

The risk assessments, based on the CSIRO climaiegehscenarios for South-Western
Australia , have been considered in relation to:

* Temperature

* Hot days

» Average rainfall

* Rain intensity

* Wind

* Fire weather

* Sealevel.

The City’s functional areas for this process weedireed as Infrastructure and Property
Services, Recreational Facilities, Health Servide®nning and Development, Natural
Resources, Water and Sewer (based on a natiosalfidation system).

In accordance with the Australian Standard for risknagement, the process methodology

involved an assessment of the City’'s risks in teohglimate change impact, based on

determining the likelihood of events occurring, dhd resultant consequences (Appendix 1

and 2 of Adaptation Report Part B respectively) ligdpto each of the scenarios listed

above. In addition, each risk was assessed adgamestsuccess criteria’ (Appendix 3 of

Adaptation Report Part B) and these were:

* maintain public safety;

» protect and enhance the local economy;

* protect existing community structures and the tyfies enjoyed by the people of the
region;

» sustain and enhance the physical and natural emaiot; and,

» ensure sound public administration and governance.
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Finally, and as a result of the process methodoltlygy identified risks were ranked into
extreme, high, medium, and low risks. The resaftshe complete climate change risk
assessment are presented in Appendix 6 of the AtlaptReport Part B.

Of significance, the identified extreme and higbksi have been highlighted in summary
form in Part A of the Adaptation Report (page 3;18) attention.

The trial risk assessment project identified a neindf important impact areas that the City
can incorporate into strategic management planpiagesses, including:

» Loss of amenity and function of the City’s opencpa

« Emergency management planning during periods ofjhiean

» Loss of natural environment along foreshore

» Development and planning of low lying areas

» Health services especially for the elderly

* Asset management for specific sites vulnerable#olavel rise.

In regard to the fifth bullet point above (Healtbrdces), the risk assessment revealed that
under the scenario ‘Intense rain events incredBe’ Health Services function of the City
was assessed as:

There is a risk that an increase in rainfall intégsmay result in restricted access,
egress and movement to and within Retirement \dliagd Low Care Hostel for
residents and visitors impacting public safgigge 8 of Report A).

The report (in Part A) identifies nine recommenalas, and they are:

1. Raise awareness of climate change risks witilenGity and community to enhance
decision-making and build community resilience asartp of on-going
communication and consultation.

2. Review of identified extreme and high risks addptation options.

3. Develop detailed adaptation plans including megluactions, resources, timeframes
and expected outcomes.

4, Categorising of adaptation plans into e.g. sfrort year), medium (1-3 years) and
long term (> 3 years).

5. Review all risk assessments including mediumlawdrisks on a regular basis.

6. Consideration of new climate change risks wherewing risk assessments, or as

and when they arise.

7. Consideration of changes in relevant climatengbadata, operating environment,
legislation, economy, demographics, and other eglefactors when reviewing risk
assessments and adaptation plans.

8. Inclusion of climate change risk managementadaptation plans into strategic and
other management planning processes.

9. Inclusion of climate change risk management ltesato the City’s continuous
improvement processes.
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A Climate Change Adaptation Working Group, conegtdf a City Director, Managers and
Officers, was convened to consider and responkdgdreport’s recommendations.

The responses to the nine Recommendations cartdgodaed as below:

Recommendation 1:
* This is included in the draft Climate Change Styste Leadership & Education, in
various recommended actions.

Recommendation 2:
* This is reviewing the Extreme and High Risks - amidl be undertaken by the
Adaptation Working Group

Recommendation 3:
» This is developing detailed adaptation plans iniclgdrequired actions, resources,
timeframes and expected outcomes - by the Adapt&torking Group

Recommendation 4:
» This is categorising the adaptation plans into shgrt (< 1 year), medium (1-3 years)
and long term (> 3 years).

Recommendations 5 - 9:
* This is the development of a process, and inclugitm the City’'s Risk Management
Strategy and Plan.

In so far as prioritising the Recommendationssisuggested that the effort be directed at
Recommendation 2, in prioritising the Adaptationti®ps for the Extreme and High risks,
initially. Recommendations 3 and 4 would evolvenirthe review of Recommendation 2,
and Recommendations 5 - 9 can be managed as atgeprrcess, to ensure that the City’s
Risk Management Strategy and Plan include rislessssent for adaptation to climate
change as presented in the Adaptation Report.

Prioritising the Adaptation Options for Extreme ddigih risks as per Recommendation 2 is
a key outcome of the Adaptation Report. Extrem& ssmmaries (Infrastructure and

Property Services, and Natural Resources) exisiSeEa Level Rise (refer to Adaptation

Report Part A pages 3 - 13) and the common Adapt&iptions are:

» research, develop and implement suitable contralsones

» further Community, Council and Stakeholder consigta

The Adaptation Working Group has considered thedapfation Options and it appears
evident that the key priority is to undertake fertlmesearch to identify and understand the
technical aspects of the City’s elevation modellémgl associated activities as they relate to
the risk of sea level rise. Until this is undedakthe City will not be in a position to
effectively undertake many of the other Adaptati@ptions.

Once this initial priority of further technical egrch is completed, many of the Adaptation

Options (development of a Drainage Plan etc) caradgressed in an integrative nature
across the organisation.
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Consultation

Staff representatives from across the organisgi#oticipated in seven workshops (23 April,

16 June, 13 July, 3 August, 6 August, 31 August @@ctober 2010). The purpose of the
project was to undertake a ‘desktop’ or first pasgew and assessment of the City’s risks in
terms of the effects of actual or potential climel@nge impacts. This process resulted in
the development of a spreadsheet of risks for éutmanagement, and the detail of the
workshops are presented in the Adaptation RepotiHa

Councillor Briefing held on Tuesday 13 July 2018t this stage, no external community
consultation has been conducted.

Policy and Legislative Implications

The policies directly impacted and related, to aalépn to climate change are listed below.
It should be noted that it is likely that otherip@s may apply as the risks revealed by this
first benchmark assessment are fully investigateteadapted.

Sustainability Policy P320

Energy conservation P302

Groundwater Management P303

Ecologically Sustainable Building Design P321
Sustainable Design P350.1

Financial Implications

The priority is to research and investigate théneal aspects of the City’s vulnerability to
sea level rise. It is anticipated that a projezplanned for incorporation into the Corporate
Plan 2011-2012.

Further prioritisation of the risks (post initi@chnical research) will reveal a more accurate
assessment of likely financial implications, in fmadar, where the adaptations relate to
significant City infrastructure and where approf@ieontrol measures need to be developed.
It is suggested that long term planning for thests adapt, be incorporated into the City’s
Strategic Financial Plan.

Strategic Implications

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

Corporate Plan 2010-2011:

Environment 2.5.1 - Participate in the LGIS Clim@&tgange Risk Assessment Program
Environment 2.5.2 - Consider Adaptation Plans doeth in the Climate Change Risk
Assessment Report

Environment 2.5.3 - Develop and implement a ClinGit@nge Strategy

Sustainability Implications

The management of climate change impacts, the atibig of and adaptation to, is an
element of the City’s Sustainability Strategy, am@ft Climate Change Strategy. The
management of climate change impacts is a key igabikty function for the City as an
organisation, and for the community. The full cesences of this will be revealed over
time, and will therefore require a sustainable psscto continually monitor and adapt to the
changing climate.
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OFFICER RECOMMENDATION AND
COUNCIL DECISION ITEM 10.2.1

That....
(a) Council endorses the Climate Change Adaptd&ieport Parts A and B prepared by
Echelon Australia Pty Ltd, and
(b) priority will be given to the allocation of fds for the following recommendations
contained in the Climate Change Adaptation Report:
 Recommendations 1 and 2 which are identified as ‘fhirity options’
emanating from the Climate Change Adaptation Report
* Recommendations 3 and 4 following the completiorpiérities contained in
Recommendation 2; and
» consideration of Recommendations 5 and 9 as priantl resources permit.

CARRIED EN BLOC RESOLUTION

| 10.2.2. Investment in the Swan Canning Catchment |

Location: City of South Perth

Applicant: Council

File Ref: GR/205

Date: 8 March 2011

Author: Cliff Frewing, Chief Executive Officer
Summary

The Western Australian Local Government AssociatittALGA), through its Swan
Canning Policy Forum is seeking Council supportitsdraft Priority Plan (the Plan) for
Investment in the Swan Canning Catchment.

Background

The Plan was first released to Swan Canning Pé&lccym members in September 2010 and
a subsequent version was released for comment moestlopolitan Local Governments and
key stakeholders in November 2010. Over the totihroent period, twelve Local
Governments provided submissions and three Coufmiteally endorsed the Plan. The
Swan Canning Policy Forum has now endorsed a finaft of the Plan which will be
presented to the WALGA State Council on April 6120 The Forum is encouraging all
metropolitan Councils to give in principle supptrtthe Plan to assist with future advocacy
campaigns. The Draft Priority Plan isAttachment 10.2.2

The Swan Canning Policy Forum was created in respdo continuing water quality
decline, asset and foreshore degradation in andydtee river system. There are significant
infrastructure backlog issues associated with s$imer@rotection and public amenity assets
and insufficient investment from the State to addréhese issues. Through the Policy
Forum, Local Governments have united on this @itissue, calling for a commitment to
the protection and sustainable management of ¥ke siystem.

The pressures on the Swan Canning river systenlilaly to worsen as development
increases, generating more pollution and demandatmess to and use of the rivers.
Contaminants including pesticides, heavy metalstgiiiocarbons as well as nutrients from
the catchment are entering the system at an unatdeprate via stormwater drains and
groundwater leaching. The impact of this water ifpalecline was realised in 2009 with the
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death of six resident dolphins, as well as on-gailggl blooms and frequent fish kills. Three
oxygenation plants are required to restore oxygeels$ in the system. As the major land
manager in the catchment, Local Government hagppertunity to improve water quality
reaching the river.

There is currently no strategic, coordinated argtemb strategy to address these issues. The
lack of a coordinated approach to this problem reaslted in ad-hoc projects, inadequate
resource allocation and funding which has led ®wast backlog of projects now urgently
required to restore river and catchment health,iafndstructure.

Comment

WALGA and members of the Swan Canning Policy Fohawe identified the need for an

integrated, funded strategy to improve water gualfjuantity and infrastructure of

waterways throughout the Swan Canning catchmene Objective of the Plan is to

recommend a preferred funding mechanism and itistital arrangements that will result in:

» Improved water quality in the rivers, waterways gnoundwater

» Improved condition of built and natural foreshoreas through implementation of best
practice

* Improved stormwater management to best practicelatds

* Increased community awareness about the watertyjisgues in the Catchment

» Behaviour change influenced to reduce nutrientscamtiaminants reaching waterways

* Water quality considerations integrated into lard planning processes

* Current and future development maintaining or imprg water quality

* Increased trust, collaboration and understandimgd®n key stakeholders

» Improved river resilience to manage climate changects

» Clarity on the roles and responsibilities of relgvstakeholders

This proposal investigates a number of revenuestse proposing a “healthy catchments
rate” as a required outcome if investment remaiagreant, within an overall framework that
includes improvements to asset management.

The proposed sustainable funding mechanism is gransion of the current revenue
collected by the Water Corporation for its drainagie which would be deposited into, and
managed by, a central independent Board comprizirthe Department of Water, Water
Corporation, Swan River Trust, WALGA and other wvalet organisations to distribute and
expend the funds.

The Board would be independently chaired by a Guwent appointment. Funds raised
would then be used to address identified prioritieghe catchment.

The recommendations of the Plan are detailed below:
1. The State Government work with key statutoaksholders to develop an equitable

and on-going funding mechanism to improve the healt the Swan Canning
Catchment and river assets,

2. Local Government develop stormwater quality ngamaent plans to improve asset
management and implement current best practicatiegrated water management,
3. Water Corporation develop stormwater quality agment plans and report on

water quality within main drains and capital wogkegrams and implement current
best practice for integrated water management,

4, The State Government increase funding for tharSRiver Trust in future State
budgets,
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5. A partnership agreement is signed by all stayustakeholders to commit to water
quality improvement and to clarify roles and resgbitities,

6. Water quality targets/guidelines are establistoechew development and enforced
through the planning system or Department of Water,

7. A compulsory nutrient offset scheme is developed

8. The State water reform agenda include waterityuadanagement provisions for

drainage service providers and mechanisms to rethacesfer of nutrients and
contaminants to water bodies,

9. Expand the Infill Sewerage Program to includdustrial areas and currently
unsewered urban areas,
10. Require stronger fertiliser regulation for "dggicultural sector through the Fertiliser

Action Plan andtronger emphasis on soil amendments and trainingral areas.

The Plan addresses Recommendation 1 in length. nRReeadations 2-7 are seen as
important components of the overall strategy thated further development and
consideration. There is recognition that implemeotaof Recommendation 1 alone is not
considered adequate to address all the issuesntyresssociated with waterway health in
the Swan and Canning catchment.

The proposed model is an expansion of the curreatekVCorporation drainage rate
collection system but will also ensure that fundim@llocated to water quality management
solutions and asset management. It is similarheranhodels adopted around Australia, such
as in Queensland, NSW, Victoria, and internatignall

The model is based on the principle that the conitpshould share in the responsibility for

protecting high value receiving environments (ifs timstance the Swan Canning river
system). It also tries to bridge the gap in therenirmodel in Western Australia where no
single organisation has responsibility for managireger quality depositing into waterways

and river systems, and as a result, treating teaieg problems has been ineffective in the
past. This healthy catchments rate will ensuretgresccountability and also manage water
quality as a catchment concern rather than asadided, isolated issue. It will also provide

considerably more funding for foreshore infrastouetrenewal.

Costing Structure

The proposed costing model for the Healthy CatchisnBate is an area based charge based
on land use zonings (residential, commercial amlistrial), with each category tiered on
land area. The Water Corporation currently levig8 fillion from 40% of the metropolitan
area for its main drainage network. The rate isenity a minimum of $75 per residence.
This proposal aims to exparlde extent of this levy to 100% of the Metropalit®@egional
Scheme (MRS) area and importantly, extend this mipgre to include water quality
management. Currently, the Water Corporation iy oesponsible for the management of
waterquantityin its main drains.

Anecdotal evidence suggests that there is no stemiapplication of the way in which the
drainage rate is levied through the metropolitazaarFor example, even within the City of
South Perth there is inconsistent and inequitatieributions being made, as the suburbs of
South Perth, Salter Point and Kensington appedss exempt whilst Manning residents are
charged the levy.
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Using existing information on the drainage rateisiestimated that an expanded Healthy
Catchments Rate could generate over $90 milliorypar. Currently the Swan River Trust,
as the lead statutory body for management and giroteof the Swan Canning river system,
receives just $13 million in funding per year, whits only a fraction of the current
recognised level of investment required to impravieastructure and water quality. The
powers of the Trust are also limited to the Rivekparea when the problem needs to be
addressed at the catchment scale.

Partnership Agreement

The Plan considers relationships between orgaaisat@nd clearly demonstrates levels of
responsibility in the draft Partnership Agreememtiween the Swan River Trust, the
Department of Water, the Water Corporation, and \@AL(on behalf of the affected Local
Governments) within the catchment.

This agreement outlines proposed accountabilibegéch party involved in the delivery of
the Healthy Catchments model through a Memorandérvrmmlerstanding (MOU). This
MOU will ensure that stormwater management is egkir@ and engenders a commitment to
improving urban stormwater quality, the uptake ebtbpractice in integrated water cycle
management and the moving of Perth towards beimgter sensitive city.

Funding Allocations

The Plan has an indicative allocation of funds bggPam. The final investment model
would be based around a rigorous scientific madglliramework which would identify
priorities and key target areas. Activities likétybe undertaken include the following:-

» Stormwater and catchment management

» Shoreline protection works (natural and built esset

» Ecological and water quality monitoring

» Scientific research and development

* Water sensitive urban design implementation

e Community education

* Investigation and remediation of legacy landfitesi

Financial Implications

The Plan suggests the creation of a State Goveltnraiento fund crucial asset management
and waterway health programs in a more equitatdasparent and sustainable manner, and
provides opportunities for Local Government andeothgencies to adequately resource
drainage and catchment issues impacting on théhhehthe Swan Canning river system.
the existing Water Authority drainage rate woulddigeontinued.

The proposed model bears little additional costgtivernment, although there is an
expectation that Local Government will continue rent levels of investment to the
programs developed. An increase in the CSO paymteetite Water Corporation would be
required, which is estimated to be an additional $8illion per year.

Once established, the program is self funding andiges a sustainable funding mechanism
to ensure this iconic river system is restoreddalthh to be enjoyed by current and future
generations.

Consultation

The Western Australian Local Government Associat{®WALGA), through its Swan
Canning Policy Forum has developed a draft Pridpiign (the Plan) for investment in the
Swan Canning Catchment.
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Legislative and Policy Implications
Any legislative and policy implications of mattenssing are discussed in the report.

Strategic Implications

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

Sustainability Implications

A dedicated Healthy Catchments rate for stormwatanagement across all metropolitan
Local Governments is a significant step forwarthétping the long term management of the
Swan Canning river system. This has been proverotl well in other parts of Australia.

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION AND
COUNCIL DECISION ITEM 10.2.2

That the City of South Perth Council supports dnaft Priority Plan for ‘Investment in the
Swan Canning Catchment’ dttachment 10.2.2,as a means to actively generate a
coordinated management approach to helping thetkmng management of the river system
and presents a united response from Local Governmbo are advocating for further
investment and commitment.

CARRIED EN BLOC RESOLUTION

10.2.3 Supply and Installation of an Automatic Irrigation System - Collier Park
Golf Course - Review of Submissions for Tender 9/2Q

Location: City of South Perth

Applicant: Council

File Ref: Tender 9/2011

Date: 9 March 2011

Author: Mark Taylor, Manager City Environment

Reporting Officer: Stephen Bell, Director Infrastture Services

Summary

Lump Sum tenders have been called and receivedhforsupply and installation of an
automatic irrigation system and central control loe ‘Island 9' of the Collier Park Golf
Course (Tender 9/2011). This report outlines th&easment process and recommends that
the Council endorse the tender submitted by TotaénEfor the lump sum price of
$1,453,950 plus GST be approved.

Background

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

There are four components or packages to the wdrkey are:
» lIrrigation replacement

» lrrigation lake construction

» Course layout

» Course landscaping
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The first package to be considered is the irrigatigstem replacement. The new system to
be constructed under this contract will completedplace the existing irrigation system
including the specified tees and fairways on theni$ 9 at the Collier Park Golf Course.
The Works shall include the supply, installatior @ommissioning of pump sets, electrical
controls, water distribution mainlines, automatmntol system and sprinkler irrigation
systems to uniformly water the remodelled Islarat €ollier Park.

Tenders were called for this project on SaturdalFebruary 2011 and were originally
scheduled to close on Tuesday 1 March. This wéndrd to Friday 4 March following
requests for more time from tenderers.

Comment

Four (4) Tenders were received from three compaso@aprising three conforming tenders
and one alternative. The alternative tender wamfifotal Eden and is identical to the
conforming tender however offers a different metbédontrol from irrigation controllers to
the valves. All tenders were conforming bids.

Tenderer Tendered Price (ex GST)
Total Eden (conforming) $1,453,950
Total Eden (alternative) $1,453,950
Elliots Irrigation $1,581,400
Water Dynamics $1,592,576

The City engaged an irrigation consultancy (HydaoplPty Ltd) to assist with the
development, assessment and administration ofehder. A Tender Assessment Panel was
established comprising City officers, represen&sivifrom Hydroplan and the City’'s
appointed project manager.

The tenders were then assessed in more detailshgherqualitative criteria as established

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

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

Tenderer Score
Total Eden (conforming) 7.1
Total Eden (alternative) 7.1
Elliots Irrigation 5.1
Water Dynamics 5.8

All of the companies are well known to both theyGihd Hydroplan. As a result, the Panel
are confident that any one of them will be ablectonplete the works in a satisfactory
manner within the nominated time frame.
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The tender from Total Eden offers the best valuims of price, relevant experience and
ability to perform the works in the designated tine addition, the Panel recommend the
alternative submission from Total Eden be consmlare further discussions, to decide
which control system is best for the course. Asgdhs no difference in price between the
two submissions from Total Eden, there is no neespecify which option to accept at this
time.

It is proposed that Total Eden present the two robnbptions with advantages and
disadvantages to the Panel and a decision can He wiaich is best suited to the current
and future demands of the course.

In view of the prices submitted and the scores ftbenSelection Matrix it is recommended
that the tender submitted by Total Eden be accdptediouncil.

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

Tenders were invited on Saturday 5 February 20#1daming the advertised period fourteen
(14) sets of documents were distributed to companiét the close of tenders on Friday 4
March 2011, four (4) submissions were received ftioree (3) companies.

Policy and Legislative Implications

Section 3.57 of theocal Government Act 199as amended) requires a local government to
call tenders when the expected value is likely xoeed $100,000. Part 4 of the Local
Government (Functions and General) Regulations $886regulations on how tenders must
be called and accepted.

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

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

Financial Implications

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

The recommended tender price of $1,493,950 plus §%ble to be accommodated within
the existing notional budget allocation.

Strategic Implications

This project compliments the City’s Strategic P2810 — 2015 and in particular:

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

» Direction 1.1 - Community
“Develop, prioritise and review services and delivemodels to meet changing
community needs and prioritiés
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10.3

Sustainability Implications

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

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

initiatives include but are not limited to:

» Use of state of the art reticulation system thabt@se efficient and water wise;

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

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

» Use of alternative energy sources such as solaeipfow lighting;

» Use of porous pavements for roads and car parking.

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION AND
COUNCIL DECISION ITEM 10.2.3

That the tender submitted by Total Eden for Supphg installation of an automatic
irrigation system and central control for the GallPark Golf Course (Tender 9/2011) be
accepted.

CARRIED EN BLOC RESOLUTION

STRATEGIC DIRECTION 3: HOUSING AND LAND USES

10.3.1 Proposed Amendment to Approved 4 Multiple Dellings in a 5-Storey (plus
Observation Deck) Building - Lot 88 (No. 27) SouthPerth Esplanade South

Perth.
Location: Lot 88 (No. 27) South Perth Esplanadetis®erth
Applicant: TPG Town Planning and Urban Design
Lodgement Date: 17 January 2011
File Ref: 11.2011.24 S01/27
Date: 1 March 2011
Author: Chris Schooling, Snr Planning Officer, Diamment Services
Reporting Officer: Vicki Lummer, Director, Develogmt Community Services
Summary

To consider an application for an amendment to @apgat four multiple dwellings in a five
storey (plus observation deck) building on Lot 8®/(27) South Perth Esplanade, South
Perth. Council is being asked to exercise disangtiaelation to the following:

Element on which discretion is sought Source of discretionary power
Minimum ground / floor levels TPS6 Clause 6.9
Setbacks R-Codes Element 6.3.1 P1

It is recommended that the proposal be approvegsito conditions.

Background
The development site details are as follows:

Zoning Residential
Density coding R80
Lot area 1287 sq. metres

Building height limit 13.0 metres
Development potential | 10 dwellings
Plot ratio limit 1.0
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This report includes the following attachments:

Confidential Attachment 10.3.1(a) Plans of the proposal.
Attachment 10.3.1(b) Site photographs.
Attachment 10.3.1(c) Applicant’s supporting report.

The location of the development site is shown below

Development Site

e

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

2. Major developments
(b) Residential development which is 9.0 metrek bighigher, or comprises 10 or

more dwellings.

4.  Applications previously considered by Council
Matters previously considered by Council, wherewdrgys supporting a current
application have been modified from those previpushsidered by the Council at an
earlier stage of the development process, includingn earlier rezoning stage, or as
a previous application for planning approval.

Comment

(a) Background
In March 2007, the City received an application flmur multiple dwellings in a four
storey building (plus loft and basement) at Lot (8®. 27) South Perth Esplanade,
South Perthgite). Approval was granted by Council at its Decen@7 meeting.

Development did not substantially commence at ifeevgithin the 24-month validity
period stipulated in that approval, and it subsatyelapsed. A new application
featuring the same development was submitted iruawg010, and was approved by
Council at its October 2010 meeting.

Due to difficulty and costs associated with dewatgrthe proposed levels on the
basement floor plan have been raised which havdteesin the entire building being
raised while still keeping within the permitted loling height limit. The applicants
have submitted the current proposal as an amendmémt October 2010 approval.
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(b) Description of the surrounding locality
The site has a frontage to South Perth Esplanatieetoorth-east. The development
adjoins an existing multiple dwelling developmen2a South Perth Esplanade to the
north-west, an existing grouped dwelling developtregn40 Mill Point Road to the
south-west, and an existing single house at 29hS@ettth Esplanade to the south-east,
as seen ifrigure 1 below:
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Figure 1 - Aerial photograph of 27 South Perth Esginade, South Perth :

(c) Description of the proposal
The proposal involves the construction of four rplét dwellings in a five storey
(plus observation deck) building at the site asiated in the submitted plans,
Confidential Attachment 10.3.1(a) Furthermore, the site photographs show the
relationship of the site with the surrounding builhvironment atAttachment
10.3.1(b) This application seeks to amend the previouscyabr

The following information provides a brief summafythe proposed development:

Ground Floor 12 car parking bays, four storerooms, communalnope
space, communal amenities and an entrance foyer;

First to Fourth Floors  One dwelling per level; and

Observation Deck A suspended walkway to a balcony accessible framd (
for the sole use of) Unit 4.

The applicant’s reporAttachment 10.3.1(c)describes the proposal in more detail.

The proposal generally complies with the Scheme RHCodes and relevant Council
policies requirements i.e. building height, pldigafinished ground and floor levels -
maximum, boundary walls and visual privacy.

Matters that require the exercise of discretionehbgen discussed below. Since the
previously approved application was assessed dghmsperative 2008 R-Codes, the
proposed wall setbacks that form a part of thisliegion have also been assessed
under the same legislation.

30



MINUTES : ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING : 22 MARCH 2011

(d)

()

Finished ground and floor levels - Minimum

The requiredminimum finished ground level permitted is 1.7 metres above the
Australian Height Datum (AHD), and the proposedistied ground level is 0.65
metres. Therefore, the proposed development doesoroply with Clause 6.9.1
“Minimum Ground and Floor Levels” of TPS6.

The requiredminimum finished northabitable rooms and car parkinfioor level
permitted is 1.75 metres above AHD, and the prapdseshed floor level is 0.9
metres. Therefore, the proposed development doesaroply with Clause 6.9.2
“Minimum Ground and Floor Levels” of TPS6.

The requiredminimum finished habitable roomfloor level permitted is 2.3 metres
above AHD, and the proposed finished floor leveDig25 metres. Therefore, the
proposed development does not comply with Clau8e2 6Minimum Ground and
Floor Levels” of TPS6.

The proposed minimum ground and floor levels aghdi than those approved by
Council in October 2010, and are the basis of @&iniended application. The ground
and floor levels have been raised in response #o difficulty in obtaining a
dewatering licence from the Swan River Trust, ali a®the cost of dewatering the
site itself.

While considering the previous application, the @olexercised its discretionary
power under Clause 6.9(3) of TPS6 and approvegihigosed ground / floor levels.
Given that the proposed levels are more commereswéh the requirements of
Clause 6.9.1, officers support the raised levels.

Wall setback - North, west and south facing®] 2%, 3 and 4" floors

The proposed wall setbacks generally comply withl@g2a and 2b of the R-Codes,
however the applicant proposes variations to sorak setbacks on the north and
south boundaries, as identified below:

(i)  Northern boundary
Stairwell and equipment room — Level 4 : Setbad65.metres in lieu of 6.3
metres; and
Drying court, ensuite and Bedroom 1 — Levels 2n@ 4 : Setback 1.805 metres
in lieu of 1.9 metres, 3.0 metres and 3.5 metregaetively.

(i) Southern boundary
Living area — Level 4 : Setback 3.4 metres in b&é3.5 metres; and
Bedroom 3 and dining — Level 4 : 5.36 metres ar@rbetres in lieu of 6.3
metres.

The applicant has satisfied all of Performanceetidt 6.3.1 P1 of the R-Codes.

Assessment of the proposal against those critevisats the following:

» The proposed structure provides adequate ventilaimol sun to the subject site;

» The proposed structure provides adequate sun aridlatien to the neighbouring
property;

» The setback variation will be negligible when vigwEom the street or the
adjoining development;

» Visual privacy is not an issue; and

* No comments from adjoining neighbours (See sec¢timighbour consultation”).
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(f)

(9)

The reduced setbacks to the northern boundary teesalt in any overlooking or
excessive shading of the adjoining property. Funioee, the ensuite and Bedroom 1
walls are adjacent to similar walls on the adjajndevelopment.

The reduced setbacks to the southern boundary arer rm nature and serve to
articulate the built form in a location where itagely visible from the public realm.
Due to the existing development to the south beinglder style two storey single
dwelling, this elevation is mostly visible from trstreet and river foreshore. The
staggering of setbacks to the south elevation, amedbwith a varied colour and
material palette, reduce the building bulk of tleeitkern walls and provide visual
interest to this elevation. Additionally, as thelueed setbacks are confined to the
fourth floor, the variations will largely appearghigible from street level.

The proposed wall setback variations are identicghose previously supported by
Council in October 2010, however they have beeessesl again due to the increase
in wall heights as a result of the commensurateeame in finished floor levels. In this
instance, it is considered that the proposal caspliith the Performance Criteria,
and is therefore supported by the City.

Solar access for adjoining sites

The maximum permitted overshadowing of the adjgnsouthern lot (measuring

1048 sq. metres) under the 2008 R-Codes was 5@miemshich equates to 524 sqg.
metres. Under the previously approved applicatibe,proposed overshadowing was
48 percent, which equates to 503 sq. metres. Utitercurrent application, the

proposed overshadowing is 50.47 percent, whichtequa 529 sq. metres. Therefore,
the proposed development exceeds the permittedlm@owing by 5 sq. metres, thus
not complying with the Acceptable Development psauis of the R-Codes.

Council discretion - cl. 6.9.1 P1

The applicant has demonstrated compliance withPgréormance Criteria provisions

of Clause 6.9.1 P1 of the R- Codes that the 0.4@ep¢ overshadow will not affect

areas outlined below:

» Potential to overshadow outdoor living areas, majmenings to habitable rooms,
solar collectors or balconies and verandahs.

While the proposed overshadowing exceeds the pgibtadimit by 5 sq. metres, it is
noted that this additional overshadowing will priifyabe over the existing roof of the
adjoining property, its driveway and extended baclly For these reasons, officers
consider that the proposal complies with the Peréorce Criteria, and recommend
approval.

Scheme Obijectives - Clause 1.6 of Town Planni@gheme No. 6

Having regard to the preceding comments, in terinth® general objectives listed
within Clause 1.6 of TPS6, the proposal is congideo broadly meet the following
objectives:

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

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

() Recognise and facilitate the continued presasfcagnificant regional land uses
within the City and minimise the conflict betweerthsland use and local
precinct planning.

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

Scheme No. 6

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

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

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

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

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

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

(i)  The preservation of the amenity of the locality

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

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

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

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

(@) The topographic nature or geographic locatidrthee land;

(N The likely effect of the proposal on the nalwavironment and any means that
are proposed to protect or to mitigate impactstmarnatural environment;

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

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

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

(@) Design Advisory Consultants’ comments
The previous application was considered by the’€Design Advisory Consultants
(DAC) at their meeting held in September 2010. e ¢urrent application is similar
in terms of built form from the previous proposathich was recommended for
approval by the DAC, it was not considered necgswarefer the application back to
DAC. Furthermore, the current application is maneaccordance with the DAC’s
comments requiring raising the minimum finishedfléevels.

(b) Neighbour consultation
While neighbour consultation was carried out fa fineviously approved application,
it has not been undertaken for this proposal &sribt required by Part 1.1.2 of Policy
P355 “Consultation for Planning Proposals” (for rified proposals lodged within 12
months of determination).

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

Financial Implications
The determination has no financial implications.

Strategic Implications

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

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

Sustainability Implications

Noting the favourable orientation of the lot, tHécers observe that the proposed outdoor
living areas have access to winter sun. Hencepithposed development is seen to achieve
an outcome that has regard to the sustainablerdpsitciples.

Conclusion

It is considered that the proposal meets all ofrédevant Scheme, R-Codes and City policy
objectives and provisions, as it will not have #rideental impact on adjoining residential
neighbours. Accordingly, it is considered that tagplication should be conditionally
approved.
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OFFICER RECOMMENDATION AND
COUNCIL DECISION ITEM 10.3.1

That pursuant to the provisions of the City of $oRerth Town Planning Scheme No. 6 and
the Metropolitan Region Scheme, this application dmended approval to four multiple
dwellings in a five storey (plus observation debli)iding on Lot 88 (No. 27) South Perth
Esplanade, South Pette approvedsubject to:

€))] Standard Conditions
377  Screening - Clothes drying 470  Retaining walfgequired

390 Crossover - Standards 471  Retaining walls 4rigm
393  Verge and kerbing works 455  Dividing fencesan8ards
625  Sightlines for drivers 456 Dividing fences miling
352  Car bays - Marked and 340B Parapet walls - Finish of surface
visible
465  Geotechnical report 508 Landscaping approved an
completed
427  Colours and materials — 550  Plumbing hidden
Details
445  Drainage contained on site 664  Inspection ljfireguired
446  Subsoil water seepage 660  Expiry 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) Details of the materials and visual permeapilfiroposed for the
entrance gate to the gatehouse off South Pertlaiapé; and

(B) Car parking bay Number 1 being increased irgtlerto 5.5 metres.
Alternatively, removing the bay from the proposa a sufficient
number of car bays for the development has beerideo.

(c) Standard Advice Notes

648  Building licence required 646 Landscaping - General
standards

647 Revised drawings required 646A Masonry fences require BA

651  Appeal rights - Council 649A Minor variationSeek
approval

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

(d) Specific Advice Notes
(i) It is the applicant’s responsibility to liaisgith the City’s Environmental
Health Services to ensure satisfaction of all af tklevant health related
requirements.
(i) The applicant is advised to liaise with the &wRiver Trust in order to
comply with its requirements.
CARRIED EN BLOC RESOLUTION
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104

STRATEGIC DIRECTION 4: PLACES

10.4.1 No.7 Swan Street South Perth Prosecution -+tocal Government
(Miscellaneous Provisions) Act

Location: City of South Perth

Applicant: Council

File Ref: SW1/7

Date: 10 March 2011

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

Summary

This report recommends that in the event of theeswaf No.7 Swan Street, South Perth
failing to comply with a Magistrate’s Order to takkown the dangerous dwelling in
accordance with the Dangerous Building Notice, @maincil then resolve to carry out the
demolition works and seek to recover the costsutinaivil proceedings.

Background

The City has been in ongoing discussion and litigetvith the owner of No.7 Swan Street,
South Perth for in excess of a year. The ownerlawed this dwelling to deteriorate to a
state where it is structurally compromised and s#yainstable with collapsed walls, roofs,
and ceilings as shown ittachment 10.4.1. The City has obtained a structural engineering
certificate stating that..it is not for purpose or habitat and is a danger ddjoining
properties and the general publim such an extent that the City has fenced thpeptp at

its own expense to restrict public access.

Comment

The owner of this dwelling has shown wilful negige, disregard and contempt for the
Magistrate’s Court, surrounding neighbours and @ity by allowing this dwelling to fall
into such a state of disrepair and failing to compith a City Order and three Magistrates’
Orders to take down the dangerous dwelling.

The City has successfully prosecuted the owner 2®©2tober 2010, 26 November 2010
and 25 February 2011, with respective fines of @7,4524,400 and $37,500 totalling
approximately $70,000. On each occasion, the oWwaserfailed to attend the Court hearing
and the Magistrate at the last hearing imposedrife@mum possible penalty on the owner.
The fines remain outstanding and the City has gedrfor theses fines to be recovered
through Fines Enforcement by the placement of a onigon the title to the property.

Given the further deterioration of the dwellingfuather prosecution has been listed for
25 March 2011 in the Magistrates Court. On thisasmn, the City has issued instructions
to seek an order from the Court that the owner faered to take down the dangerous
dwelling at No.7 Swan Street within 28 days.

On this occasion, should the owner fail to complghwthe order, section 404 of the
Miscellaneous Provisions Aptrovides that the City can carry out the termtheforder. The
City has received quotes of approximately $20,080tlie demolition works. Should the
City proceed with these demolition works, it wouétover those costs (along with all other
outstanding costs) from the owner by commencingl @roceedings in the Magistrates
Court.

It may be necessary for the City to commence adbosell the vacant land to recover all
costs and amounts due to the City [anticipatecttmtthe order of $100 000 plus sale costs].
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Consultation
The City has been in ongoing discussions with theey of No.7 Swan Street South Perth to
resolve this matter and has also been providingitgsdo adjoining residents.

Policy and Legislative Implications
Section 404 of thelLocal Government (Miscellaneous Provisions) Aptpvides the
legislative authority to take the action proposethis report.

S.404. Notice to owner etc. in case of danger

If the owner or occupier on whom notice mentiomeddction 403(4) has been served does
not within 35 days of that on which the noticeagsved upon him, comply with the notice,
the Magistrates Court, on an application by thedlogovernment and on being satisfied that
he has not so complied with all or any of the redigins in the notice and that none of the
requisitions in the notice is the subject of anlagion for review as described in section
403(6), may unless all or any of the requisitionstihe notice are the subject of an
application for review as described in section /)36rder the person on whom the notice
has been served to take down, repair, or othera&s®ire to the satisfaction of the building
surveyor of the local government, the building wectspart of it as appears to the court to be
in a dangerous state, within a time to be fixedhsy order, and the court may make such
order as to the costs of and incidental to the pestings relating to the order as the court
thinks fit, and if the order is not complied with the person to whom it is directed, within
the time so fixed, the local government may caligeebtiilding, or so much of it as is in a
dangerous condition, to be taken down, repairedtherwise secured in such manner as is
necessary, and an order so made is not subjeqbpea.

Financial Implications

To date, the City has been awarded approximatedy0¥D by the Magistrates Court which
remains outstanding as of 10 March 2011. The @&y arranged for theses fines to be
recovered through Fines Enforcement by placemena ohemorial on the title to the

property.

It is estimated that the demolition would cost apgpmately $20,000, which the City would
recover from the owner by commencing civil procegdiin the Magistrates Court. It may
be necessary for the City to commence action tdfselvacant land to recover all costs and
amounts due to the City [anticipated to be in ttdepof $100 000 plus sale costs].

Strategic Implications
The proposal is consistent with Strategic DirectbriPlaces’ of the Strategic Plan 2010-
2015, ‘Plan and develop safe, vibrant and amenable places”

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

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION AND
COUNCIL DECISION ITEM 10.4.1

That the Council....

(@ resolve to demolish the dangerous dwelling @n NSwan Street, South Perth in
accordance with section 404 of thecal Government (Miscellaneous Provisions)
Act should the owner fail to comply with the Magiséis Order to take down the
dangerous dwelling; and

(b) authorise the CEO to commence legal proceediggmst the owner to recover all
monies due to the City including, if necessarye sdlthe land.

CARRIED EN BLOC RESOLUTION
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10.5

10.6

STRATEGIC DIRECTION 5: TRANSPORT
Nil

STRATEGIC DIRECTION 6: GOVERNANCE

\10.6.1 Monthly Financial Management Accounts - February 201

Location: City of South Perth
Applicant: Council

File Ref: FM/301

Date: 08 March 2011

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

Summary

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

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

Background

Local Government (Financial Management) Regulatddnrequires the City to present
monthly financial reports to Council in a formafleeting relevant accounting principles. A
management account format, reflecting the orgdnisalt structure, reporting lines and
accountability mechanisms inherent within that e is considered the most suitable
format to monitor progress against the budget. iffiemation provided to Council is a
summary of the more than 100 pages of detaileddinkne information supplied to the
City’s departmental managers to enable them to tooiie 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 publiire the Annual Budget.

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

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

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

Reviews.

A summary of budgeted revenues and expendituresifjgd by department and directorate)
is also provided each month from September onwaihis.schedule reflects a reconciliation
of movements between the 2010/2011 Adopted Budgktree 2010/2011 Amended Budget
including the introduction of the capital expenditutems carried forward from 2009/2010
(after September 2010).

A monthly Statement of Financial Position detailitige City’s assets and liabilities and
giving a comparison of the value of those assetsliabilities with the relevant values for
the equivalent time in the previous year is alsovjgled. Presenting this statement on a
monthly, rather than annual, basis provides grdatancial accountability to the community
and provides the opportunity for more timely intmion and corrective action by
management where required.

Comment

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

»  Statement of Financial Positiolttachments 10.6.1(1)(A)xand 10.6.1(1)(B)

« Summary of Non Infrastructure Operating Revenud BEmpenditure Attachment
10.6.1(2)

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

* Summary of Capital IltemsAttachment 10.6.1(4)

» Schedule of Significant Variance#ttachment 10.6.1(5)

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

* Rate Setting StatemenAttachment 10.6.1(7)

Operating Revenue to 28 February 2011 is $37.86Mwrepresents 101% of the $37.61M
year to date budget. Revenue performance is ofobadget expectations overall - although
there are some individual line item differences.téeparking is in line with budget
expectations but infringements revenue has laggechgl February. Interest revenues are
well ahead of budget expectations - with higherdings of both Municipal and Reserve
funds contributing to the favourable variance. dimerates revenue has stalled with no
interims raised during the month. A positive wosk@ompensation premium has been
received as the insurers continue to re-assesslasel out existing claims. This amount will
be transferred to the Insurance Risk Reserve w#dd to offset negative premium
adjustments.

Planning revenues are now some 9% below budgetctatimns after a very quiet period

during January & February. Building revenue is noght on the revised budget target.
Collier Park Village revenue is slightly ahead aflget expectations whilst the Collier Park
Hostel revenue remains significantly favourable revafter the Q2 Budget Review

adjustment to commonwealth subsidies. Golf Couesenue is now in line with budget

targets after the budget figure was revised dowdsvan the recent Budget Review.

Infrastructure Services revenue is largely on budgenost areas. Comment on the specific
items contributing to the variances may be founthi Schedule of Significant Variances
Attachment 10.6.1(5).
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Operating Expenditure to 28 February 2011 is $28.Which represents 99% of the year to
date budget. Operating Expenditure to date is 38emubudget in the Administration area,
1% over budget in the Infrastructure Services areh4% under budget for the golf course.

Operating expenses in most administration areasclase to budget other than timing
differences. The budget phasing associated withptr&s maintenance areas has been
reworked to better reflect the expenditure pattermlate with the result that the existing
unfavourable variance has now been improved. Thés avill continue to be closely
monitored for the remainder of the year. Plantreseveries have also been retrospectively
adjusted - whilst the current charge out procestimoes to be investigated by an external
consultant to allow corrective measures to be ¢thtoed. Waste management costs are very
close to budget expectations. Golf Course experaisivery close to budget at this time
with only minor timing differences being evident.

There are a number of budgeted (but vacant) stefitipns across the organisation that are
presently being recruited for. The salaries budigeiuding temporary staff where they are
being used to cover vacandjes currently around 3.6% under the budget aliocator the
223.2 FTE positions approved by Council in the midgocess - after having allowed for
agency staff invoices to month end.

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

Capital Revenue is disclosed as $2.41M at 28 Fepragainst a year to date budget of
$2.36M. The major factors contributing to this sigant favourable variance are an

unanticipated grant allocation from MRD for a fdrese assets plan and a timing difference
on road grants that will reverse in future montbsetails of the capital revenue variances
may be found in the Schedule of Significant Vareméttachment 10.6.1(5).

Capital Expenditure at 28 February 2011 is $12.06ptesenting 81% of the year to date
budget and 59.9% of the full year revised budgéei(ahe inclusion of $4.0M of carry
forward works). The major elements of the capitalgobam delivered so far this year is
$6.4M in progress claims on the Library & Communkgcility project and $4.2M on
various infrastructure projects.

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

finalisation of the October management accountsaodsv

TABLE 1 - CAPITAL EXPENDITURE BY DIRECTORATE

Directorate YTD Budget YTD Actual | % YTD Budget | Total Budget
CEO Office 79,500 39,512 48% 160,000
Library & Community Facility * 6,175,000 6,008,090 97% 6,175,000
Financial & Information Services * 992,000 967,519 98% 1,612,000
Planning & Community Services 792,280 380,477 44% 1,516,100
Infrastructure Services 5,943,945 4,286,517 69% 9,676,055
Waste Management 405,000 78,923 19% 445,000
Golf Course 412,000 299,809 73% 537,000
Total 14,799,725 12,060,847 81% 20,121,155

*  Financial & Information Services is also respibies for the Library & Community
Facility building project.
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Consultation

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

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

Financial Implications

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

Strategic Implications

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

Sustainability Implications

This report primarily addresses the ‘financial’ @insion of sustainability by promoting

accountability for resource use through a histbnieporting of performance - emphasising
pro-active identification and response to appafieancial variances and, secondly, through
the City exercising disciplined financial managemeractices and responsible forward
financial planning, we can ensure that the congerpee of our financial decisions are
sustainable into the future.

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION AND
COUNCIL DECISION ITEM 10.6.1

That ....

(a) the monthly Statement of Financial Position &mhncial Summaries provided as
Attachment 10.6.1(1-4)be received;

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

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

(d) the Rate Setting Statement provided\tachment 10.6.1(7)be received.

CARRIED EN BLOC RESOLUTION

\10.6.2 Monthly Statement of Funds, Investments anbDebtors at 28 February 2011

Location: City of South Perth

Applicant: Council

File Ref: FM/301

Date: 07 March 2011

Authors: Michael J Kent and Deborah M Gray

Reporting Officer: Michael J Kent, Director Fingcand Information Services

41



MINUTES : ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING : 22 MARCH 2011

Summary
This report presents to Council a statement sunsingrithe effectiveness of treasury
management for the month including:

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

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

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

Background

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

In order to discharge accountability for the exezadf these delegations, a monthly report is
presented detailing the levels of cash holdingbeimalf of the Municipal and Trust Funds as
well as funds held in ‘cash backed’ Reserves. Amiicant holdings of money market
instruments are involved, an analysis of cash hgklishowing the relative levels of
investment with each financial institution is alpoovided. Statistics on the spread of
investments to diversify risk provide an effectie®l by which Council can monitor the
prudence and effectiveness with which these detegatre being exercised.

Data comparing actual investment performance wehchmarks in Council’'s approved
investment policy (which reflects best practicenpiples for managing public monies)
provides evidence of compliance with approved itmesit principles.

Finally, a comparative analysis of the levels dfstanding rates and general debtors relative
to the same stage of the previous year is providethonitor the effectiveness of cash
collections and to highlight any emerging trendst tihhay impact on future cash flows.

Comment

(@) Cash Holdings
Total funds at month end of $42.87M compare faviolyrdo $41.65M at the
equivalent stage of last year. Reserve funds ar25%$6 higher than the level they
were at for the same time last year - reflectin@®4higher holdings of cash backed
reserves to support refundable monies at the CPZR8I. The Future Building
Projects Reserve is $0.9M less than at Februar® 28Xunds have been applied to
the Library & Community facility project, but the@P Reserve is $1.0M higher.
The Waste Management and Plant Replacement Resamwdsoth $0.2M higher
whilst the River Wall Reserve is $0.6M higher. Mo#lter Reserve balances are also
modestly higher when compared to last year.

Municipal funds are $3.4M lower which reflects higltash outflows on the Library
and Community Facility project. Collections fromtes this year have remained
strong and are still very close to last year’'s 8goeperformance.

Our convenient and customer friendly payment methsdpplemented by the Rates

Early Payment Incentive Prizes (with all prizes aed by local businesses), have
again proven very effective in having a positivieef on our cash inflows.
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(b)

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

instruments. Nonetheless, the investment portfislicontinually monitored and re-

balanced as trends emerge.

Excluding the ‘restricted cash' relating to casbhkeal Reserves and monies held in
Trust on behalf of third parties; the cash ava#édbr Municipal use currently sits at
$10.71M (compared to $12.46M last month) It was.8a6! at the equivalent time
in 2009/2010Attachment 10.6.2(1)

Investments

Total investment in money market instruments at tmoand was $41.67M
compared to $39.57M at the same time last yeas iBhilue to the higher holdings
of Reserve Funds as investments (but less as MuathiEunds) as described above.

The portfolio currently comprises at-call cash d@edm deposits only. Although
bank accepted bills are permitted, they are nateatly used given the volatility of
the corporate environment at present. Analysisiefdomposition of the investment
portfolio shows that approximately 96.3% of the dsrare invested in securities
having a S&P rating of Al (short term) or betteheTremainder are invested in
BBB+ rated securities.

The City’s investment policy requires that at 1e88% of investments are held in
securities having an S&P rating of Al. This ensuihes credit quality is maintained.
Investments are made in accordance with Policy P&3 the Dept of Local

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

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

Total interest revenues (received and accruedjhimryear to date total $1.60M -
well up from $1.19M at the same time last year.sThasult is attributable to the
higher interest rates available during the year laigtier levels of cash holdings -
particularly Reserve funds.

Investment performance continues to be monitorethénlight of current modest

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

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

Treasury funds are actively managed to pursue nsdiple, low risk investment

opportunities that generate additional interestenere to supplement our rates
income whilst ensuring that capital is preserved.
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(©)

The weighted average rate of return on financisiruments for the year to date is
5.62% with the anticipated weighted average yieldnwvestments yet to mature now
sitting at 5.82% (compared with 5.87% last monittyestment results to date reflect
prudent selection of investments to meet our imatedcash needs. At-call cash
deposits used to balance daily operational casdsneerrently provide a modest
return of only 4.50% since the November 2010 Res&ank decision on interest
rates.

Major Debtor Classifications

Effective management of accounts receivable to edrihe debts to cash is also an
important part of business management. Detailsaoh ®f the three major debtor’s
category classifications (rates, general debtotsn&8erground power) are provided
below.

() Rates

The level of outstanding local government rateatie to the same time last year is
shown inAttachment 10.6.2(3) Rates collections to the end of February 201ter(af

the due date for the third instalment) represend%®lof rates levied compared to
91.0% at the equivalent stage of the previous year.

Feedback from the community suggests a good acuapts the rating strategy and
communication approach used by the City in develpghe 2010/2011 Annual
Budget. The range of appropriate, convenient ared freendly payment methods
offered by the City, combined with the Rates EdPlgyment Incentive Scheme
(generously sponsored by local businesses) hasdeastrong encouragement for
ratepayers - as evidenced by the strong collectmndsate.

The good initial collection result is being supgariadministratively throughout the
year by timely and efficient follow up actions khyetCity’s Rates Officer to ensure
that our good collections record is maintained.

(i) General Debtors

General debtors (excluding UGP debtors) stand @484 at month end ($2.13M
last year) ($1.62M last month). There are no majanges in the composition of
the outstanding debtors’ balances as the GST Radeiv sundry debtors and
outstanding parking infringements and grant fundamg broadly in line with the
previous period balance. This represents a verjtipggollection result over the
last 3 months.

Excluded from these figures is the Pension Rebateverable amount which can
not be collected from the Office of State Revenn#l eligible pensioners qualify
for their entitlement by making a payment of the mebated amount.

The majority of the outstanding amounts are govemirand semi government

grants or rebates (other than infringements) - asdsuch, they are considered
collectible and represent a timing issue rathen #nay risk of default.
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(i) Underground Power

Of the $6.74M billed for UGP (allowing for adjustnts), some $6.06M was
collected by 28 February with approximately 79.9¢%twse in the affected area
electing to pay in full and a further 19.3% optitg pay by instalments. The
remaining 0.8% (15 properties) represents propertieat are disputed billing
amounts. Final notices were issued and these asbame been pursued by external
debt collection agencies as they have not beesfaectiirily addressed in a timely
manner. As a result of these actions, legal prangedhave been instituted in
relation to the 3 outstanding debts (Jan & Feb 20ddrings - one has since been
settled). Two other paid in full, 8 have commenegohyment plan and 2 others are
yet to reach a satisfactory arrangement.

Collections in full continue to be better than eced 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 Chargenbialments continue to be
subject to interest charges which accrue on thstanding balances (as advised on
the initial UGP notice).

It is important to recognise that thisngt an interest charge on the UGP service
charge - but rather is an interest charge on thdifig accommodation provided by

the City’s instalment payment plan (like what wouolttur on a bank loan). The City

encourages ratepayers in the affected area to wiflez arrangements to pay the
UGP charges - but it is, if required, providingiastalment payment arrangement to
assist the ratepayer (including the specified egecomponent on the outstanding
balance).

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

Policy and Legislative Implications

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

Financial Implications

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

Strategic Implications

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

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

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION AND
COUNCIL DECISION ITEM 10.6.2

That Council receives the 28 February 2011 Montigtement of Funds, Investment &
Debtors comprising:

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

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

« Summary of Major Debtor categories as per  Attachment 10.6.2(3)

CARRIED EN BLOC RESOLUTION

10.6.3 Listing of Payments

Location: City of South Perth

Applicant: Council

File Ref: FM/301

Date: 06 March 2011

Authors: Michael J Kent and Deborah M Gray

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

A list of accounts paid under delegated authomglégation DC602) between 1 February
2011 and 28 February 2011 is presented to Coumrcihformation.

Background

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

supported by Delegation DM605 which sets the aughdrpurchasing approval limits for

individual officers. These processes and theiriagfibn are subjected to detailed scrutiny
by the City’s auditors each year during the conaddi¢che annual audit.

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

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

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

The report format now reflects contemporary practic that it now records payments
classified as:
¢ Creditor Payments
(regular suppliers with whom the City transactsibass)
These include payments by both Cheque and EFT.@heayments show both the
unique Cheque Number assigned to each one andslgnead Creditor Number that
applies to all payments made to that party throughloe duration of our trading
relationship with them. EFT payments show bothER& Batch Number in which
the payment was made and also the assigned Craéditmber that applies to all
payments made to that party. For instance, an Eiyimpnt reference of 738.76357
reflects that EFT Batch 738 included a payment ted@or number 76357
(Australian Taxation Office).

* Non Creditor Payments
(one-off payments to individuals / suppliers whe aot listed as regular suppliers
in the City’s Creditor Masterfile in the database).
Because of the one-off nature of these paymeradglidting reflects only the unique
Cheque Number and the Payee Name - as there isrntapent creditor address /
business details held in the creditor's masterfe permanent record does, of
course, exist in the City’s financial records oftbthe payment and the payee - even
if the recipient of the payment is a non creditor.

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

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

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

Consultation

This financial report is prepared to provide fin@ahdnformation to Council and the

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

ratepayers.

Policy and Legislative Implications
Consistent with Policy P605 - Purchasing and Ined\pproval and Delegation DM605.
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Financial Implications
Payment of authorised amounts within existing buggevisions.

Strategic Implications

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

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

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION AND
COUNIL DECISION ITEM 10.6.3

That the Listing of Payments for the month of Feloyu?011 as detailed in the report of the
Director of Financial and Information Servicéstachment 10.6.3, be received.

CARRIED EN BLOC RESOLUTION

10.6.4 Capital Projects Review to 28 February 2011

Location: City of South Perth

Applicant: Council

File Ref: FM/301

Date: 9 March 2011

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

A schedule of financial performance supplementedrddgvant comments is provided in
relation to approved capital projects to 28 Mar6h2 Officer comment is provided only on
the significant identified variances as at the répg date.

Background

A schedule reflecting the financial status of gibeoved capital projects is prepared on a bi-
monthly basis early in the month immediately follog the reporting period - and then

presented the next ordinary meeting of Council. Bobedule is presented to Council
Members to provide an opportunity for them to reedimely information on the progress

of capital works program and to allow them to selkekification and updates on scheduled
projects.

The complete Schedule of Capital Projects andlathcomments on significant project line
item variances provide a comparative review of Buelget versus Actual Expenditure and
Revenues on all Capital Items. Although all prcjeatre listed on the schedule, brief
comment is only provided on the significant variemadentified. This is to keep the report
to a reasonable size and to emphasise the repbstigception principle.

Comment

Excellence in financial management and good govesmaequire an open exchange of
information between Council Members and the Cigdministration. An effective discharge
of accountability to the community is also effechsdtabling this document and the relevant
attachments to a meeting of Council.
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Overall, expenditure on the Capital Program reprss81.0% of the year to date target - and
59.9% of the full year’'s budget. The Executive gement Team acknowledges the challenge
of delivering the remaining capital program and agm cognisant of the impact of:

« contractor and staff resource shortages

e community consultation on project delivery timekne

« challenges in obtaining completive bids for smapital projects.

It therefore closely monitors and reviews the @apptogram with operational managers on
an ongoing basis - seeking strategies and updabes éach of them in relation to the
responsible and timely expenditure of the capitaids within their individual areas of
responsibility. The City has also successfully iempénted the ‘Deliverable’ & ‘Shadow’
Capital Program concept to more appropriately matgacity with intended actions and is
using cash backed reserves to quarantine fundatioe use on identified projects.

Comments on the broad capital expenditure categyoaiee provided inAttachment
10.6.1(5) of this Agenda and details on specific projectpanctiing on this situation are
provided inAttachment 10.6.4(1)and Attachment 10.6.4(2) Comments on the relevant
projects have been sourced from those managers spdtific responsibility for the
identified project lines and their responses hasenbsummarised in the attached Schedule
of Comments.

Consultation
For all identified variances, comment has been Isbfrgm the responsible managers prior
to the item being included in the Capital Projé¢view.

Policy and Legislative Implications
Consistent with relevant professional pronouncemeént not directly impacted by any in-
force policy of the City.

Financial Implications

The tabling of this report involves the reporting lnistorical financial events only.
Preparation of the report and schedule requiréntrivement of managerial staff across the
organisation, hence there will necessarily be seoramitment of resources towards the
investigation of identified variances and prepamatof the Schedule of Comments. This is
consistent with responsible management practice.

Strategic Implications

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

Sustainability Implications

This report addresses the ‘Financial’ dimension saktainability. It achieves this by
promoting accountability for resource use throughistorical reporting of performance.
This emphasises the proactive identification of appt financial variances, creates an
awareness of our success in delivering againsplamned objectives and encourages timely
and responsible management intervention where pppte to address identified issues.

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION AND
COUNCIL DECISION ITEM 10.6.4

That the Schedule of Capital Projects complemeigdfficer comments on identified
significant variances to 28 February 2011, asAteachments 10.6.4(1)and 10.6.4(2) be
received.

CARRIED EN BLOC RESOLUTION
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| 10.65  Use of the Common Seal

Location: City of South Perth

Applicant: Council

File Ref: GO/106

Date: 1 March 2011

Author: Kay Russell, Executive Support Officer

Reporting Officer: Phil McQue, Governance and Awiistration Manager
Summary

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

Background

At the October 2006 Ordinary Council Meeting thédldwing resolution was adopted:
“That Council receive a monthly report as part of éhAgenda, commencing at the
November 2006 meeting, on the use of the Common,3isting seal number; date sealed;
department; meeting date / item number and reasondse.”

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

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

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

(i) the nature of the document; and

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

Register

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

February 2010
Nature of document Parties Date Seal Affixed
Lease Agreement for Sth Pth Learning | CoSP and South Perth Leaming Centre 8.2.2011
Centre
Transfer of Land to CoSP for Road Widening | CoSP- Brian William & Margaret Ann | 17.2.2011
Nash
Amendment No.24 to CoSP TPS No. 6 City of South Perth 28.2.2011

Consultation
Not applicable.

Policy and Legislative Implications
Clause 21 of the City’s Standing Orders Local La&¥d2 describes the requirements for the
safe custody and proper use of the common seal.

Financial Implications
Nil.

Strategic Implications

The report aligns to Strategic Direction 6 of theatgic Plan Governance — Ensure that
the City’s governance enables it to both respondhe community’s vision and deliver on
its service promises in a sustainable manner.
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Sustainability Implications
Reporting of the use of the Common Seal contributeghe City’s sustainability by
promoting effective communication.

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION AND
COUNCIL DECISION ITEM 10.6.5

That the report on the use of the Common Seahfontonth of February 2011 be received.

CARRIED EN BLOC RESOLUTION

10.6.6 Applications for Planning Approval Determingl Under Delegated

Authority
Location: City of South Perth
Applicant: Council
File Ref: GO/106
Date: 1 March 2011
Author: Rajiv Kapur, Manager Development Services
Reporting Officer: Vicki Lummer, Director Developmteand Community Services

Summary
The purpose of this report is to advise Councilapplications for planning approval
determined under delegated authority during thetmohFebruary 2011.

Background

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

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

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

Bulletin.”

The great majority (over 90%) of applications féarming approval are processed by the
Planning Officers and determined under delegatdubaity 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 officersréation to applications for planning
approval. Delegation DC342 guides the administeatprocess regarding referral of
applications to Council meetings or determinatioder delegated authority.

Consultation
During the month of February 2011, fifty (50) desy@inent applications were determined
under delegated authority Attachment 10.6.6

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

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

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

Ensure that the City’'s governance enables it tdhlrespond to the community’s vision and
deliver on its service promises in a sustainabl@mea.

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

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION AND
COUNCIL DECISION ITEM 10.6.6

That the report anédittachment 10.6.6relating to delegated determination of applications
for planning approval during the months of Febru20g 1, be received.
CARRIED EN BLOC RESOLUTION

| 10.6.7 Constitutional Recognition of Local Governnat |

Location: City of South Perth

Applicant: Council

File Ref: GR/205

Date: 23 February 2011

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

The Australian Local Government Association hagtemito all State/Territory Associations
seeking the support of Local Governments in the psagm for a referendum on the
constitutional recognition of local government.

The absence of formal recognition of local governtria the Australian Constitution is a
significant omission. The achievement of formalogpdtion remains one of the main
objectives of the Australian Local Government Asstien (ALGA). Having local
government recognised in the Constitution has la¢ehe forefront of debate in successive
National General Assemblies of Local Government.

Background

In December 2008 the ALGA convened a National @ui®nal Forum to establish an

agreed local government approach. WALGA in turmterto all local governments in the
State urging each to consider its position on thestion of constitutional recognition and
the form that recognition may take. To this end @nluconsidered this matter at its June
2008 meeting and resolved at Item 10.5.3 as follows

That:

€))] Council resolves to support the process of eggment and consultation
established by the ALGA in the drive for recogniti@f local government in the
Constitution and supports the ALGA in seeking to vahce the objectives of
financial certainty and stability for local governemt; and

(b) give further consideration to this subject folving any motions adopted by
WALGA at the Local Government Convention.
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The ALGA considers that recognition in the AustialiConstitution is one of the most
important challenges facing local government todiais an issue that the ALGA considers
needs to be managed properly if local governmettt imaximise the opportunity to succeed
in this challenge.

The push to achieve constitutional recognitionoafal government has now been given new
impetus. Following the 2010 Federal Election PrMigrister Gillard committed to holding a
dual referendum on the constitutional recognitibiocal government and the recognition of
Indigenous Australians. The referendum will malstlyy be held in conjunction with the
2013 Federal Election.

Comment

The ALGA has devoted considerable resources ovep#st three years to developing the
case for constitutional reform and the need foomef It is obviously in the best interest of
local communities that Federal Governments, whatéwer political persuasion, have the
capacity to fund councils directly to achieve na#ib objectives. A change to the
Constitution would allow direct funding to continudhe form of financial recognition of
local government proposed by the ALGA, which witt impact on the relationship between
councils and state governments, has been endoystte WWALGA and all other state and
territory local government associations.

The ALGA has now written to all councils asking ithéo pass a resolution early in 2011
endorsing the position that a referendum be heldd®B to change the Constitution to allow
direct funding of local government bodies by then@wonwealth Government and also to
include local government in any new Preamble toGastitution if one is proposed. If
Council is in support of the concept proposed, futlewing draft text of a resolution is
presented for Council consideration:

The City of South Perth declares its support fondincial recognition of local government

in the Australian Constitution so that the Feder@overnment has the power to fund local
government directly and also for inclusion of locglovernment in any new Preamble to
the Constitution if one is proposed and calls onl golitical parties to support a

referendum by 2013 to change the Constitutitmnachieve this recognition.

Consultation

The ALGA has been actively seeking local governnmmgport and campaigning for this
concept since 2001 when a petition was presentttetblouse of Representatives to support
Constitutional recognition of local government ingtralia.

Legislative and Policy Implications
Any legislative and policy implications of mattendsing are discussed in the report.

Financial Implications
Nil

Strategic Implications

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

The proposed action as outlined in this reporbissistent with Council’'s previous adopted
practice.
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Sustainability Implications
The sustainability implications arising out of neatt discussed or recommendations made in
this report are consistent with the City’s Susthiliy Strategy.

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION AND
COUNCIL DECISION ITEM 10.6.7

That the City of South Perth...

(a) declares its support for financial recognitain.ocal Government in the Australian
Constitution, so that the Federal Government has pbwer to fund Local
Government directly;

(b) supports inclusion of Local Government in amyvrPreamble to the Constitution if
one is proposed; and

(c) calls on all political parties to support aemidum by 2013 to change the
Constitution to achieve this recognition.

CARRIED EN BLOC RESOLUTION

| 10.6.8 Disaster Appeals — Proposed Donations |

Location: City of South Perth

Applicant: Council

File Ref: CR/201

Date: 5 March 2011

Author: Jelette Edwards, Research and AdministvaDfficer
Reporting Officer: Phil McQue, Governance and Awiistration Manager
Summary

This report recommends that the City donate tdahew disaster appeals:

» $5,000 to the Lord Mayor's Perth Hills Fire Appe2011 to help the devastated
community of the Perth Hills rebuild after fire teyed numerous houses and was later
declared a state natural disaster;

» $5,000 to the Premier's Disaster Relief Appeal afe€nsland to extend assistance to
those communities and Queenslanders affected iotbding and cyclone Yasi,

» $5,000 to the New Zealand Red Cross Appeal totassihe recovery and rebuilding
process after an earthquake struck Christchurcdrebruary 2011; and

» $5,000 to the Australian Red Cross Japan and Pdgifiaster Appeal 2011 to assist in
the recovery and rebuilding process after an easke| struck Japan on 11 March.

Background

Lord Mayor’s Perth Hills Fire Appeal

The Lord Mayor’s Distress Relief Fund was estalglisin 1961 to provide relief of personal
hardship and distress arising from natural disastecurring within Western Australia. The
perpetual fund is a registered charitable body had the approval of the Australian
Taxation Office for tax deductibility of contribwins.

Appeals administered by the Fund raise money tistatb®se suffering hardship as well as
helping residents repair their properties and restmrmal living conditions. Communities

across the State, interstate and overseas have dssisted by the Fund when facing
adversity resulting from such natural disasterfiaxls, bushfires and cyclones. Examples
of relief appeals include:
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» Cyclone Olivia (1997)

* Ashburton River Floods (1997)

» Brookton/Pingelly Fires (1997/1998)

» Esperance Floods (1999)

* Moora Floods (1999)

* Cyclone Vance (1999)

» WA Bali Casualties Appeal (2002/2003)
* Tenterden Fires (2003)

» Australia Day Tsunami Collection (2005)
» Dwellingup Fires (2007)

* Toodyay Fire (2009)

The Fund provides permanent and supplementary fimdshe alleviation and relief of
distress, suffering and hardships, brought abowryydisaster or emergency that has been
declared by the Western Australian Government tjinahe State Emergency Service. The
Lord Mayor’s Distress Relief Fund can offer immeediéinancial assistance and advice in
the event of such a disaster.

Since 1996, the Fund has distributed in excess308 $nillion to Western Australian
residents. Public appeals for donations are noaysvwaunched owing to the small impact a
disaster may have on the wider community. In thies&nces, the Fund provides support
from its financial reserves with examples being @2 Gingin Fires and the 2004
Dumbleyung Fires.

» All donations are fully accounted for. All Board Meers are volunteers and the
administrative support is provided free of chargehe City of Perth.

More information about the Lord Mayor’s DistresdiReFund and the Lord Mayor’s Perth
Hills Fire Appeal 2011 can be accessednatv.appealswa.org.au

Queensland Flood Appeal
On 29 December 2010, the Premier launched a disadief appeal to help those affected
by wide spread flooding in Queensland.

The Disaster Relief Appeal has been extended ttudecpeople affected by Tropical
Cyclone Yasi.

The appeal invites financial donations only.

The Premier’s Disaster Relief Appeal is a Trustd-established to assist those who have
suffered a loss due to natural disaster. All morsged by the fund will be directed to
address the greatest need. The Premier's Disagtéef FAppeal Fund is audited by the
Queensland Auditor-General.

The Premier has announced the establishment ofstilidition Committee, a committee
including representatives from the Australian RedsS, to manage the disbursement of the
donated funds. None of the appointed represenginitt receive remuneration for their
service, and none of the funds raised will be usetiminister the fund with the costs being
met by the government.

55



MINUTES : ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING : 22 MARCH 2011

Christchurch Earthquake Appeal

The city of Christchurch was struck by a 6.3 magtet earthquake on February 22, causing
widespread devastation to the city. The quake chagmificant loss of life and injury, as
well as severely damaging buildings, infrastructumed services. Red Cross is there
providing essential support and humanitarian ast&t where needed.

Red Cross has over 130 trained staff and voluntera all over New Zealand currently
working in Christchurch to support the relief efforTeams from Australia have arrived to
add further support. Sixty Red Cross welfare vaterd are working with the Christchurch
City Council, going door to door in teams of two, ¢check in on affected people in the
Eastern suburbs of Christchurch.

Red cross Christchurch earthquake emergency grantsi\dependent commission has been
established to disburse emergency grants from #ve Realand Red Cross 2011 Earthquake
Appeal to those affected by the Christchurch eardkg.

All funds raised will be used towards the New Zadl&ed Cross response to the disaster,
including transport and provision of goods. As weao by, different needs will be
identified and Red Cross, there for the long hath wour help, will be meeting them.

More information about the Christchurch Earthquaké1 Red Cross Appeal can be found
at http://www.redcross.org.au

Japan Earthquake and Tsunami

North-east Japan was struck by a huge 9 magnitadbqeiake and more than seven metre
tsunami on Friday 11 March 2011. The Australiard R#oss is running an international
appeal to assist people affected. Many areas athes®acific were affected due to the
tsunami. In Japan, more than 10,000 are either deadissing. Many towns and villages
have been destroyed by a combination of the eaatejand tsunami. It will be many years
- perhaps a generation - before some areas witdiered to pre-event status.

More information about the Australian Red Crossagiapnd Pacific Disaster Appeal 2011
can be found dtttp://www.redcross.org.au

Comment

The City has in the past provided support, sepigrédethe Lord Mayor’s Appeal, for other
specific disastrous events such as:

« $10,000 - Tsunami Disaster Relief (2005)

e $1,000 - Bali Casualties Appeal (2002)

¢ $2,000 - Moora Floods (1999)

¢ $5,000 - Toodyay Bushfire (2010)

Consultation
The City has received requests for funds along wéthted information from the City of
Perth.

Policy and Legislative Implications
Proposed donations consistent with past actions..

Financial Implications

The $20,000 to be costed against the Donations &udgA budget re-allocation may be
necessary in the next Budget Review.
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Strategic Implications

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

Sustainability Implications

Participating in significant and established fumdiprograms rather than responding to
individual applications of this type on an ad hasis reduces duplication of assessment
leading to greater organisational effectivenesslevensuring the City is responsive to

community needs at times of crisis.

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION AND
COUNCIL DECISION ITEM 10.6.8

That an amount of....

€)] $5,000 be donated to the Lord Mayor’s Perth Hille Rppeal 2011;

(b) $5,000 be donated to the Premier's QueensliwiAppeal 2011;

(c) $5,000 be donated to the Christchurch Earthg28k 1 Red Cross Appeal; and

(d) $5,000 be donated to Australian Red Cross JapdrPacific Disaster Appeal 2011.

CARRIED EN BLOC RESOLUTION

10.6.9 Australian Institute of Company Directors —Establishing Director Knowledge |

Location: Perth

Applicant: Council

Date: 8 March 2011

File Ref: PE/504

Author: Kay Russell, Executive Support Officer
Reporting Officer: Chief Executive Officer

Summary

The purpose of this report is to give consideratm@ouncillor and Executive attendance at
the Australian Institute of Company Directors (AlCcourse which is a comprehensive and
credible learning program providing professionalelepment for directors and boards of all
levels and experience.

Background

As the business landscape evolves, so too dogslthef a company director or in the case
of local government the role of its Councillors aBdecutives. Faced with constantly
changing duties and responsibilities, members efChy’s Leadership Team need to keep
up-to-date with the latest developments in goverean order to manage both their own and
the organisation’s performance. Not only does omgqirofessional development ensure
currency and relevance, it also serves to stimuldtieal thinking

The AICD offers leading education programs to adeaskills and knowledge. Each course
forms part of our overall learning pathway, offerithe opportunity to follow a step-by-step
progression throughout the different learning stage identified inAttachment 10.6.9
With over 26,000 members, the AICD is Australiai®4minent organisation for those
seeking professional development programs.
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As part of an earlier Leadership Team training progthe AICD conducted an overview of
many of the relevant components of the Companydire Course in-house.

Comment

The Institute’s Company Directors Course “EstalitighDirector Knowledge” provides
comprehensive coverage of major issues associdtdaday’s business environment and
covers the following modules:

Module 1 - The Role of the Board and the PractidBimectorship
Covers the role of the board and of directors; emampractices in contemporary corporate
governance.

Module 2 - Directors’ Duties and Responsibilities
Outlines the key responsibilities of directors imivate, public and not-for-profit
organisations, it also examines the Corporatiortsridetail.

Module 3 - Risk: Issues for Directors
Examines the board’s role in developing a risk uraltappropriate to the business and
overseeing risk management to ensure improved (peafuce.

Module 4 - Strategy: The Board’s Role
Discusses the board’s role in developing and ekggstrategy.

Module 5 - Financial Literacy for Directors
The key financial statements are examined fromectbr's perspective.

Module 6 - Driving Financial Performance
Highlights the directors’ role in driving organigatal performance.

Module 7 - The Board's Legal Environment
Examines legal and compliance obligations of tharthdncluding contracts, intellectual
property, trade practices, privacy, OH&S, environtrend anti-discrimination.

Module 8 - Decision Making
A fundamental board process is examined and frameto achieve improved performance
outcomes and avoidance of disasters explored.

Module 9 - Achieving Board Effectiveness
Discusses the good practices of effective boaradyding composition and skills mix, the
undertaking of board reviews and how boards carnvatice to global organisations.

Module 10 - Learning into Practice
A case study approach linking the information frtime previous modules and providing
opportunities to contribute to productive boardrodist

There is obviously a very strong connection betwibenrelationship of a company director
and a local government councillor sitting as a Qiduklember. Formal training in the
various aspects of a ‘Board Member’ will enhanceéearstanding and appreciation of roles
and responsibilities of the position.
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The Company Directors Course is delivered in aepariof formats to suit individual
circumstances including:

* One 3 hour tutorial session per week for 10 wepl®iiings or evenings)

* One day per week for 5 weeks

» Five full days (consecutive or over two weeks)

» Weekend program (held weekends over a number dfsyee

The AICD course is seen as beneficial to the caetindevelopment of elected members and
executive staff.

Enrolment in the AICD course is a requirement foAMBA State Councillors and other
local governments such as Belmont and Melville haeele the course available to members
of the Leadership Team. Participation in the cewrsuld not be compulsory but would be
highly recommended and attendance encouraged.

Guidelines

It is anticipated that, the Course would be madslavie to newly Elected Members in the

first year of the ‘election to office’. In the @asf existing Elected Members it is suggested
that the course be made available to those Coargtiot up for election in October 2013 or

to those Councillors who do contest an electiop(fl and are re-elected.

In relation to relevant staff, it is suggested tila@ Course be made available to new
executive staff within the first year of their coaxdt. In relation to existing staff, the Course
be made available where there is more than 2 yefaremaining on the contract.

Consultation

It is important that Councillors are kept up toelatith the current issues facing Local
Government. The Company Directors Course is recenti®d as a comprehensive and
credible learning program.

Policy and Legislative Implications

Policy P691 Australian Business Excellence Fram&wdihe aim of this policy is to
embrace a proven business improvement model ts&réogood management practice and
progresses the organisation toward “Best Practieethe provision of local government
services to the community.

Financial Implications

The total cost of the Company Directors Coursesarth member is:
Member $5,400

Non-Member $7,560

The initial membership fee is $566.00 per annum #mereafter $456.00 annually.
Membership of the AICD would be financially benédicas there are significant course
savings available to members. On-going membensbipld be paid by the City for those
who completed the course.

Strategic Implications
It is important that Elected Members be providedhwthe opportunity to participate in
‘Establishing Director Knowledge’ to keep abreaisemerging trends and best practices.

This report is consistent with Strategic Direct®riGovernance” -Ensure that the City's

governance enables it to both respond to the comitys vision and delivery on its
service promises in a sustainable manner.
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Sustainability Implications
The sustainability implications arising out of neatt discussed or recommendations made in
this report are consistent with the City’s Govegaframework.

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION AND
COUNCIL DECISION ITEM 10.6.9

That Council approve members of the City’s Leader3leam:

(a) to participate in the Australian Institute obr@pany Directors training course
“Company Directors Course — Establishing Directorokledge” and that this
training be made available to all current and fetMiembers in accordance with the
‘guidelines’ outlined in report Item 10.6.9 of thtarch 2011 Agenda; and

(b) to become members of the AICD and that redistteand membership fees be met
by the City.

CARRIED EN BLOC RESOLUTION

11. APPLICATIONS FOR LEAVE OF ABSENCE

11.1 Request for Leave of Absence - CrV Lawrae

I hereby apply for Leave of Absence from all ColiMeetings for the period
21 — 26 April 2011; and
3 — 8 June 2011 inclusive.

‘11.2 Request for Leave of Absence - Cr S Dohert

| hereby apply for Leave of Absence from all Colnbleetings for the period
28 April to 5 May 2011 inclusive.

| COUNCIL DECISION ITEMS 11.1 AND 11.2
Moved Cr Trent, Sec Cr Burrows

That Leave of Absence be granted to:
» Cr Lawrance for the period 21 - 26 April and 33ue 2011 inclusive; and

» Cr Doherty for the period 28 April to 5 May 201 Xiusive.
CARRIED (11/0)

12. MOTIONS OF WHICH PREVIOUS NOTICE HAS BEEN GIVEN
Nil
13. QUESTIONS FROM MEMBERS
13.1. Response to Previous Questions from Membergalen on Notice
Nil

13.2  Questions from Members
Nil
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14.

15.

16.

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 Deputy Mayor thanked everyone for their atteicdaand closed the meeting at 7.26pm.

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 3 Ma30211 (April Mtg Re-scheduled due to Easter/AnzacDay)

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

22/02/2011 7:10:08 PM

Iltem 7.1.1 Motion Passed 11/0

Yes:, Cr Veronica Lawrance, Cr lan Hasleby, , Cr Peter Best, Cr Travis Burrows, Cr Les Ozsdolay, Cr Kevin Trent, Cr Susanne
Doherty Cr Betty Skinner, Cr Rob Grayden, Cr Peter Howat, Cr Colin Cala

No: Absent: Mayor James Best, Cr Glenn Cridland, Casting Vote

Iltem 7.2.1 - 7.2.3 Motion Passed 11/0

Yes:, Cr Veronica Lawrance, Cr lan Hasleby, , Cr Peter Best, Cr Travis Burrows, Cr Les Ozsdolay, Cr Kevin Trent, Cr Susanne
Doherty Cr Betty Skinner, Cr Rob Grayden, Cr Peter Howat, Cr Colin Cala

No: Absent: Mayor James Best, Cr Glenn Cridland, Casting Vote

Item 8.1.1 Motion Passed 11/0

Yes:, Cr Veronica Lawrance, Cr lan Hasleby, , Cr Peter Best, Cr Travis Burrows, Cr Les Ozsdolay, Cr Kevin Trent, Cr Susanne
Doherty Cr Betty Skinner, Cr Rob Grayden, Cr Peter Howat, Cr Colin Cala

No: Absent: Mayor James Best, Cr Glenn Cridland, Casting Vote

Item 8.1.2 Motion Passed 11/0

Yes:, Cr Veronica Lawrance, Cr lan Hasleby, , Cr Peter Best, Cr Travis Burrows, Cr Les Ozsdolay, Cr Kevin Trent, Cr Susanne
Doherty Cr Betty Skinner, Cr Rob Grayden, Cr Peter Howat, Cr Colin Cala

No: Absent: Mayor James Best, Cr Glenn Cridland, Casting Vote

Item 8.1.3 Motion Passed 11/0

Yes:, Cr Veronica Lawrance, Cr lan Hasleby, , Cr Peter Best, Cr Travis Burrows, Cr Les Ozsdolay, Cr Kevin Trent, Cr Susanne
Doherty Cr Betty Skinner, Cr Rob Grayden, Cr Peter Howat, Cr Colin Cala

No: Absent: Mayor James Best, Cr Glenn Cridland, Casting Vote

Item 8.4.1 Motion Passed 11/0

Yes:, Cr Veronica Lawrance, Cr lan Hasleby, , Cr Peter Best, Cr Travis Burrows, Cr Les Ozsdolay, Cr Kevin Trent, Cr Susanne
Doherty Cr Betty Skinner, Cr Rob Grayden, Cr Peter Howat, Cr Colin Cala

No: Absent: Mayor James Best, Cr Glenn Cridland, Casting Vote

Iltem 8.4.2 Motion Passed 11/0

Yes:, Cr Veronica Lawrance, Cr lan Hasleby, , Cr Peter Best, Cr Travis Burrows, Cr Les Ozsdolay, Cr Kevin Trent, Cr Susanne
Doherty Cr Betty Skinner, Cr Rob Grayden, Cr Peter Howat, Cr Colin Cala

No: Absent: Mayor James Best, Cr Glenn Cridland, Casting Vote

Item 8.5.1 Motion Passed 11/0

Yes:, Cr Veronica Lawrance, Cr lan Hasleby, , Cr Peter Best, Cr Travis Burrows, Cr Les Ozsdolay, Cr Kevin Trent, Cr Susanne
Doherty Cr Betty Skinner, Cr Rob Grayden, Cr Peter Howat, Cr Colin Cala

No: Absent: Mayor James Best, Cr Glenn Cridland, Casting Vote

Item 9.0 En Bloc Resolution - Motion Passed 11/0

Yes:, Cr Veronica Lawrance, Cr lan Hasleby, , Cr Peter Best, Cr Travis Burrows, Cr Les Ozsdolay, Cr Kevin Trent, Cr Susanne
Doherty Cr Betty Skinner, Cr Rob Grayden, Cr Peter Howat, Cr Colin Cala

No: Absent: Mayor James Best, Cr Glenn Cridland, Casting Vote

Iltem 11.1 - 11.2 Motion Passed 11/0

Yes:, Cr Veronica Lawrance, Cr lan Hasleby, , Cr Peter Best, Cr Travis Burrows, Cr Les Ozsdolay, Cr Kevin Trent, Cr Susanne
Doherty Cr Betty Skinner, Cr Rob Grayden, Cr Peter Howat, Cr Colin Cala

No: Absent: Mayor James Best, Cr Glenn Cridland, Casting Vote
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