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MINUTES OF THE ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING HELD IN THE COUNCIL
CHAMBERS OF THE CITY OF BELMONT CIVIC CENTRE, 215 WRIGHT STREET,
CLOVERDALE ON TUESDAY, 12 APRIL 2005, COMMENCING AT 7.02 PM.

PRESENT

Cr P Passeri, JP, Mayor

Cr A Richardson, JP, Deputy Mayor

Cr R Rossi

Cr M Blair

Cr G Grant

Cr M Bass

Cr G Godfrey
Cr P Marks
Cr J Powell
Cr B Whiteley
Cr E Teasdale

IN ATTENDANCE

Dr S Silcox

Mr N Hartley
Mr N Deague
Mr R Lutey

Mr S Cole

Mrs J Bristow
Mrs C Rankine

OBSERVERS

Nil.

MEMBERS OF THE GALLERY

There were 7 attendees in the gallery.

1. OFFICIAL OPENING

West Ward
West Ward
West Ward
Central Ward
Central Ward
East Ward
East Ward
East Ward
South Ward
South Ward
South Ward

Chief Executive Officer

Deputy Chief Executive Officer

Director — Development

Director — Engineering

Director — Corporate Services

Senior Divisional Secretary

Chief Executive Officer Executive Assistant

The Mayor opened the meeting at 7.02 pm and welcomed those in attendance.

2. APOLOGIES & LEAVE OF ABSENCE
21 APOLOGIES

Nil.

2.2 LEAVE OF ABSENCE

Nil.
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OCM 12/04/05 Declarations of Interest

3. DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST

Councillors / Staff are reminded of the requirements of s5.65 of the Local Government Act 1995,
to disclose any interest during the meeting when the matter is discussed, and also of the
requirement to disclose an interest affecting impartiality under the City’s Code of Conduct.

31 FINANCIAL INTERESTS

A declaration under this section requires that the nature of the interest must be disclosed.
Consequently a member who has made a declaration must not preside, participate in, or be
present during any discussion or decision making procedure relating to the matter the subject of
the declaration.

Other members may allow participation of the declarant if the member further discloses the
extent of the interest and the other members decide that the interest is trivial or insignificant or
is common to a significant number of electors or ratepayers.

Nature of Interest (and extent, where appropriate)

Stuart Cole 1147 The Director — Corporate Services is the Author of the
report and will benefit from attendance at the
Conference.

3.2 DISCLOSURE OF INTEREST AFFECTING IMPARTIALITY

Councillors and staff are required (Code of Conduct), in addition to declaring any financial
interest, to declare any interest that may affect their impartiality in considering a matter. This
declaration does not restrict any right to participate in or be present during the decision making
procedure. The member /employee is also encouraged to disclose the nature of the interest.

Details of Interest

James Pol 11.11 James has been noted as a referee by two of the
tenderers. These firms have carried out projects within
the City of Belmont during the last four years.

4, ANNOUNCEMENTS BY THE PRESIDING MEMBER (WITHOUT
DISCUSSION) AND DECLARATIONS BY MEMBERS

4.1 ANNOUNCEMENTS

Written announcements by the Presiding Member or important forthcoming functions to be
tabled at this point. The Presiding Member may, at their discretion, wish to make verbal
announcements.

Nil.
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OCM 12/04/05 Declarations of Interest

4.2 DISCLAIMER

No responsibility whatsoever is implied or accepted by the City of Belmont for any act, omission
or statement or intimation occurring during Council or Committee meetings.

The City of Belmont disclaims any liability for any loss whatsoever and howsoever caused
arising out of reliance by any person or legal entity on any such act, omission or statement or
intimation occurring during Council or Committee meetings.

Any person or legal entity who acts or fails to act in reliance upon any statement, act or
omission made in a Council or Committee meeting does so at that person’s or legal entity’s own
risk.

In particular and without derogating in any way from the broad disclaimer above, in any
discussion regarding any planning application or application for a licence, any statement or
intimation or approval made by any member of Officer of the City of Belmont during the course
of any meeting is not intended to be and is not taken as notice of approval from the City of
Belmont.

The City of Belmont warns that anyone who has any application lodged with the City of Belmont
must obtain and should only rely on written confirmation of the outcome of the application, and
any conditions attaching to the decision made by the City of Belmont in respect of that
application.

The City of Belmont wishes to advise that any plans or documents contained within this agenda
may be subject to copy right law provisions (Copyright Act 1968, as amended) and that the
express permission of the copyright owner(s) should be sought prior to their reproduction. It
should be noted that Copyright owners are entitled to take legal action against any persons who
infringe their copyright. A reproduction of material that is protected by copyright may represent
a copyright infringement.

***7.04 pm The Mayor drew the public gallery’s attention to the disclaimer

4.3 DECLARATIONS BY MEMBERS WHO HAVE NOT GIVEN DUE CONSIDERATION TO
ALL MATTERS CONTAINED IN THE BUSINESS PAPERS PRESENTLY BEFORE THE
MEETING

Councillors who have not read the business papers make a declaration at this point.

Nil.

4.4 DECLARATIONS BY MEMBERS WHO HAVE NOT RECEIVED AND READ THE
‘COUNCILLORS INFORMATION BULLETINS’ AS DETAILED IN ITEM 12.1
Councillors who have not received and read the ‘Councillor Information Bulletins’ as detailed in
Item 12.1 of this agenda, to make declarations at this point.

Nil.
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OCM 12/04/05 Public Question Time

5. PUBLIC QUESTION TIME

***7.05 pm The Mayor drew the public gallery’s attention to the rules of Public Question
Time as written in the agenda. In accordance with rule (l), the Mayor advised
that he had registered 2 members of the public who had given prior notice to
ask questions,

The Mayor invited the public gallery members, who had yet to register their
interest to ask a question, to do so. No further registrations were
forthcoming.

5.1 RESPONSES TO QUESTIONS TAKEN ON NOTICE
Nil.
5.2 QUESTIONS FROM MEMBERS OF THE PUBLIC

5.21 Mr Paul Hitt, 14 McLachlan Way, Belmont

At a previous meeting, questions on future of Clinic Park and a nearby drain, located in
the Springs Development area were asked. Could Council please clarify :

Q1 If Clinic Park is sold as part of a land package of land owned by council and
development takes place where the developers or present homeowners have to
conform with Council’'s Public Open Space requirements, is council double dipping?

Council will have gained financially by the sale of the park and from the developer or
participants in the future development of this area. As council requirements require
developers to provide a percentage of Public Open Space or financial compensation to
council in place of Public Open space?

The Mayor took the question ‘on notice’.

It has been published in the Belmont edition of the Community Newspapers that a
serving councillor, Cr Richardson, has taken legal action against a candidate in the
present local council elections.

Q2 Can council assure the ratepayers that no council funds have been spent or will
be outlaid in this action by Cr Richardson.

The Chief Executive Officer advised that under Council policy, there is no support given
in relation to a matter of this type, no request for support has been received, no
discussions have taken place and Council is not involved in the process.

5.2.2 Mr Robert Birch, 195 Knutsford Avenue, Kewdale

Will City of Belmont please provide a computer linked to the internet and a printer for
use by accredited Tax Help Volunteers for the months of July, August, September and
October in 2006 and future years.
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OCM 12/04/05 Public Question Time

As a Tax Help Volunteer over the last two years, | along with the other Tax Help
Volunteers, based at the city Library, have been preparing on a voluntary basis and at
no charge, the tax returns for low income earners and others in the community who
need assistance with preparation of their tax returns.

Other centres do provide the facility of computers so as to enable lodgement by ETAX.
This enables enhanced services to the needy persons in a community.

The Mayor took the question ‘on notice’.

***7.08 pm There being no further questions from members of the public, the Mayor
declared Public Question Time closed.
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OCM 12/04/05 Confirmation of Minutes / Receipt of Information Matrix

6. CONFIRMATION OF MINUTES / RECEIPT OF INFORMATION MATRIX
6.1 ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING
HELD 22 MARCH 2005

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION

That the minutes of the Ordinary Council Meeting held on 22 March 2005 as printed
and circulated to all Councillors, be confirmed as a true and accurate record.

POWELL MOVED, GODFREY SECONDED, that the Minutes of the Ordinary Council
Meeting held on 22 March 2005, as printed and circulated to all Councillors, be
confirmed as a true and accurate record.

CARRIED 11 VOTES TO 0

6.2 INFORMATION MATRIX FOR THE AGENDA BRIEFING FORUM
HELD 5 APRIL 2005**

**Council Attachment 1 — Item 6.2 refers

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION

That the Information Matrix for the Agenda Briefing Forum held on 5 April 2005 as
circulated in the attachment, be received and noted.

RICHARDSON MOVED, GRANT SECONDED, that the Information Matrix for the
Agenda Briefing Forum held on 5 April 2005, as printed and circulated to all
Councillors, be confirmed as a true and accurate record.

CARRIED 11 VOTES TO 0
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OCM 12/04/05 Questions By Members On Which Due Notice Has Been Given
(Without Discussion)

7. QUESTIONS BY MEMBERS ON WHICH DUE NOTICE HAS BEEN GIVEN
(WITHOUT DISCUSSION)
DISCLAIMER: Where the City’s Administration has provided any assistance to a

Councillor, with the framing and / or wording of any motion / amendment / question to the
Council, who has advised their intention to move it, the assistance has been provided on an
impartial basis. The principle and intention expressed in any motion / amendment is solely that
of the intended mover and not that of the officer / officers providing the assistance. Under no
circumstances is it to be expressed to any party that administration or any Council officer holds
a view on this motion other than that expressed in an official written or verbal report by the
City’s administration to the Council meeting considering the motion.

Nil.

8. NEW BUSINESS OF AN URGENT NATURE APPROVED BY THE PERSON
PRESIDING OR BY DECISION

Nil.

9. BUSINESS ADJOURNED FROM A PREVIOUS MEETING

Nil.

10. REPORTS OF COMMITTEES

NOTE: Regulation 11(da) of the Local Government (Administration) Regulations 1996
requires written reasons for each decision made at the meeting that is significantly different from
the relevant written recommendation of a committee or an employee as defined in the Local
Government Act 1995 s5.70 (but not a decision to only note the matter or to return the
recommendation for further consideration).

Nil.
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OCM 12/04/05 Reports of Divisions
Planning and Development Division

11. REPORTS OF DIVISIONS

NOTE: Regulation 11(da) of the Local Government (Administration) Regulations 1996
requires written reasons for each decision made at the meeting that is significantly different from
the relevant written recommendation of a committee or an employee as defined in section 5.70
(but not a decision to only note the matter or to return the recommendation for further
consideration).

1.1 PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DIVISION

MARKS MOVED, BASS SECONDED, that the reports of the Planning and
Development Division as printed in the Agenda, be received.

CARRIED 11 VOTES TO 0

WITHDRAWN ITEMS

Item 11.1.3 was withdrawn at the request of Cr Bass.
Item 11.1.4 was withdrawn at the request of Cr Blair.
Item 11.1.5 was withdrawn at the request of Cr Teasdale.

WHITELEY MOVED, MARKS SECONDED, that with the exception of Items 11.1.3,
11.1.4, and 11.1.5, which are to be considered separately, Officer
Recommendations in the Planning and Development Division, specifically Items
11.1.1 and 11.1.2 be adopted en bloc.

CARRIED 11 VOTES TO 0

11.1.1 Tender 3-2005 — Architectural Services for Proposed Extensions and
Alterations at Belmont Oasis Leisure Centre

Report by Planning and Development Division
DATE
18 March 2005

PURPOSE OF REPORT

To award Tender 3-2005 — Architectural Services for Extensions and Alterations at
Belmont Oasis Leisure Centre to the successful tenderer.

SUMMARY AND KEY ISSUES

Summary and Key Issues

To seek Council’'s approval to award Tender 3-2005 — Architectural Services for
Extensions and Alterations at Belmont Oasis Leisure Centre.
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OCM 12/04/05 Reports of Divisions
Planning and Development Division

Item 11.1.1 Continued

Officer Recommendation Summation

Tender 3-2005 be awarded to Holton Connor Architects and Planners.

LOCATION

220 Abernethy Road, Belmont, known as Belmont Oasis Leisure Centre

Yo SC
BELMONT
)
\'ey “*7(%
%
Belmont Oasis
Leisure Centre
ge
e

APPLICANT
Not applicable.

FILE REFERENCE

Property 220 Abernethy Road
114/124 03-2005 — Architectural Services — Proposed Extensions and Alterations
— Belmont Oasis

DISCLOSURE OF INTEREST

Name Position Type of Nature / Extent of Interest
Interest
James Co- Nominated | James has been noted as a referee by two of
Pol ordinator | as the tenderers. These firms have carried out
Council Referee projects within the City of Belmont during the
Buildings last four years.
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OCM 12/04/05 Reports of Divisions
Planning and Development Division

Item 11.1.1 Continued

VOTING REQUIREMENT

Simple Majority Required.

CONSULTATION

A group of Council officers consulted during the assessment of this tender. There is no
further consultation required at this stage.

STRATEGIC PLAN/OPERATIONAL PLAN IMPLICATIONS

Strategic Plan

Living Belmont — Parks and Recreation Facilities

e Progressively upgrade sporting and community recreation facilities.
e Prepare an integrated Plan for the Faulkner Park Precinct.

Operational Plan

Community Strategy C1/5 — ‘To promote the use of sporting and recreational facilities
within the City of Belmont.’

Community Strategy C1/6 (b) — ‘To market our active recreation reserves and
investigate the potential of an extended range of sporting/leisure activity options.
Focusing on encouraging families to live in Belmont.’

C1/1 To ensure that any development which is approved in the City of Belmont is of
the highest possible standard.

Cb5/6 To provide community buildings and facilities throughout the City according to
identified need.

(a) To identify needs and prepare construction programmes for community
buildings throughout the City of Belmont, including where appropriate,
remodelling current sporting facilities into multi-purpose community buildings.

POLICY IMPLICATIONS

Policy Manual, Section C3.5.2 — Tenders — Calling and Acceptance.

STATUTORY ENVIRONMENT

S3.57 (relating to tenders) of the Local Government Act 1995 is relevant, the
expenditure for the design development, contract documentation and contract
administration may exceed the lower limit ($50,000) for tenders to be called.

BACKGROUND

At the Ordinary Council meeting of 21 December 2004 (ltem 11.3.4) the Council
resolved:
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OCM 12/04/05 Reports of Divisions
Planning and Development Division

Item 11.1.1 Continued

“That:

1. The preliminary concept design of the Belmont Oasis Leisure Centre
facilities upgrade be approved.

2. The progression to the design development, contract documentation and
contract administration phases of the architectural services for the Belmont
Oasis Leisure Centre facility upgrade be approved.

3.  Option ‘C’ for the Belmont Oasis Upgrade (incorporating the following
elements and estimates of costs) be endorsed for the construction in the
2005/06 financial year, namely

Service Relocation $200,000
Demolition /making good / flooring $200,000
Landscaping $25,000
Construction (480m2 @$1800/ m2) $864,000
Health Club 'Fit out’' $150,000
Contingencies (10%) $143,900
Opinion of Probable Cost $1,582,900
Budget $1,600,000
#Changeroom upgrade $200,000
*Plantroom upgrade $100,000
*Water Spray Park $350,000
*Pool Concourse $200,000
*Disabled Toilets resurfacing $10,000
*Centre Painting $50,000

(#) Changeroom upgrade to be funded by Belgravia Leisure and progressed as
soon as legal advice is available and Council endorses the funding
arrangements between the City and Belgravia Leisure.

(*)  To be given a high priority for consideration of funding in future (2005/506,
2006/07 and 2007/08) Council budget allocations.

Delay Water Spray Park until the 2006/07 or 2007/08 financial year.

4.  The preliminary concept design of the Belmont Oasis Leisure Centre water
play park project be endorsed in principal, noting that the construction of this
project is to be delayed until the 2006/07 or 2007/08 financial year.

5. Tenders be called for the Architectural Services and, the Design and
Construct contracts on the following selection criteria:

Criteria Weighting
1. Lump Sum Fee 35%

Complete the Attachment 2 in the required breakdown and the lump sum fee and
disbursements of the Proposal.

2. Relevant Experience 30%

(Three pages maximum)
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OCM 12/04/05 Reports of Divisions
Planning and Development Division

Item 11.1.1 Continued

Demonstrate your firm/company’s relevant experience by providing details of
services provided in the past five years for works of similar nature by listing the
following for each project:

 Client including a contact name;
* Project title, a description of the service and the consultancy value; and
» Names of the key responsible persons and their role;

Provide a sample of the concept plan and/or presentation for one of the projects
listed. (Please indicate whether or not these plans are required to be returned at
the conclusion of the selection process).

A proven track record of completing projects on time and on budget will be highly
regarded.

3. Methodology and Task Appreciation 25%
(Three pages maximum)

(a) Identify the elements of the consultancy task/s and provide information on
the proposed methodology for undertaking the elements to ensure that the
service required is provided. This methodology shall include the approach
to be utilised to determine the estimated cost of the project;

(b) Identify the critical success factors and issues for a task of this nature and
outline the proposed methodology to ensure that success factors and issues
are addressed to ensure a successful and timely outcome for the Principal;
and

(c) Identify the success factors and issues of the task to incorporate
ecologically sustainable design principles into the project.

4. Project Team 10%
(Three pages maximum)

Nominate the proposed team members for this project (including sub-consultants)
along with the following required information for each team member:

* The proposed role;
* Relevant qualifications and experience; and
* Availability to this project by indicating other concurrent commitments.

Nominate the name of the team member who will be the single point of contact
with the City of Belmont for the full duration of the consultancy.

5. Referees

In addition to the above information required to addressing the selection criteria,
provide the names of three referees. Each referee should be able to comment on
a recent project completed by the firm that involved work reasonably similar to
this project.

An adverse Referee comment may result in the tender being rejected on the
grounds that it cannot be considered an advantageous tender.”
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OCM 12/04/05 Reports of Divisions
Planning and Development Division

Item 11.1.1 Continued

Tender documentation was completed including the concept sketch completed by
Council Officers and the Request for Tender was advertised on Saturday, 19 February
2005. During the tender period six potential tenderers received the documentation.
The tender closed at 2.00pm on Wednesday, 9 March 2005.

The opening of the tenders took place immediately after the closure with one tenderer
present. Mr James Pol, Coordinator-Council Buildings and Mr Geoff Alcock,
Purchasing Officer opened the tenders. Tenders were received from six Consultants
who had received the documents.

An alphabetical listing of the Tenders received is as follows:

Bollig Design Group

Donovan Payne Architects

Hodge and Collard Pty Ltd

Holton Connor Architects and Planners
James Christou and Partners Architects
Paterson Group Architects

The tender submissions were required to utilise the two envelope system. This
requires the responses to the non-fee selection criteria to be in one envelope and the
fee proposal in another. All tenders are assessed on the non-fee selection criteria first
and scored accordingly.

Following the assessment the second envelope was opened on Thursday, 17 March
2005 by Mr James Pol, Coordinator-Council Buildings and Mr Ron Sherar, Manager—
Building Services and proposed fee was scored and added to the non-fee score. The
tenderers are then ranked, with the highest scorer being the preferred tenderer.

OFFICER COMMENT

The tenders received were generally of a very high calibre and very informative.

Each tender submission was assessed against the Council adopted criteria noted
above by a team of Council officers.

The evaluation of the tenderers’ responses to the selection criteria is considered
without being influenced by the knowledge of the fee structure (still sealed in envelope
two). The scores for each of the consultants were calculated as a score out of 65. The
officers then opened envelope two, the prices (excluding GST) are as shown below:

e Bollig Design Group $132,000
e Donovan Payne Architects $115,500
e Hodge and Collard Pty Ltd $123,650
e Holton Connor Architects and Planners $ 83,860
e James Christou and Partners Architects $ 99,500
e Paterson Group Architects $ 96,200

The submitted fees were then given a score out of 35 and added to the non-fee scores
for a total out of 100.
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OCM 12/04/05 Reports of Divisions
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Item 11.1.1 Continued

The highest ranked consultant was Holton Connor Architects and Planners with a score
of 84 out of the possible 100.

The full matrix of the scores is provided below.

TENDER PRICES RESULTS Tender 3-2005
second envelope and final scores
NON
LUMP SUM FEE FEE TOTAL
COMPANY PRICE SCORE | SCORE | SCORE
Holton Connor $ 83,860.00 49.0 | 35.00 84.0
James Christou $ 99,500.00 52.0 | 28.47 80.5
Paterson Group $ 96,200.00 49.0 | 29.85 78.8
Donovan Payne $ 115,500.00 52.0 | 21.79 73.8
Bollig Design Group $ 132,000.00 52.0 | 14.91 66.9
Hodge and Collard $ 123,650.00 47.8 | 18.39 66.1
Median | $ 107,500.00 50.50 76.32
Average | $ 93,186.67 50.00 81.11
Cheapest | $ 83,860.00

Legal precedent has established that local governments, as public bodies, have a
responsibility to treat tenderers fairly. This obligation is based upon the terms and
conditions of the tender having “contractual force”; with an implied duty on local
governments to act fairly to all tenderers. Fair and appropriate processes must be
followed and reasons given to justify decisions made on the awarding of tenderers. To
ensure a fair and appropriate process a Tenderer's submission can only be assessed
on their response to the Selection Criteria.

The use of selection criteria, adopted by the Council, for assessing tenders is to ensure
that the selection process is not based on cost alone. This method aims to ensure that
the selected tenderer is capable, efficient and has a record of delivering quality projects
on time and within the tendered amount.

Holton Connor Architects and Planners have provided a detailed response to the
selection criteria in their tender submission. They are a company with a broad range of
experience including significant local government work.

On the basis of the Council adopted criteria, Holton Connor Architects and Planners
the highest ranked tenderer, with a total score of 84 out of a possible 100 is considered
to be the most advantageous tenderer.

The assessment officers considered that as Holton Connor Architects and Planners
were the project architect for the Operations Centre and the new Youth and Family
Services Centre, referees would not be able to add much to what has been
experienced in the past. The Council staff involved in these projects had extremely
positive comments.
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Item 11.1.1 Continued

These comments support Holton Connor Architects and Planners as the most
advantageous tenderer.

Should Holton Connor Architects and Planners be accepted as the successful tenderer,
they would be required to provide a facility that matches the benchmark for the quality
of Council facilities. At its completion, the City will have a facility that will serve the City
of Belmont and the wider community well for many years to come.

Acceptance of Holton Connor Architects and Planners would be conditional on
compliance with all the requirements of the tender documentation.

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

The cost of the architectural services can be costed to an existing budget allocation:
Architectural Services — Building Projects (815.10.7.279 B0204).

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS

Energy Efficiency and Sustainability Principles are to be incorporated into the final
design and documentation where appropriate.

ATTACHMENT DETAILS

Nil.

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION

That:

1. Tender 3-2005 received from Holton Connor Architects and Planners for
the sum of $83,860 plus GST for Architectural Services for Extensions and
Alterations at Belmont Oasis Leisure Centre at 220 Abernethy Road,
Belmont in accordance with the contract documentation be accepted.

2, The Chief Executive Officer be authorised to approve variations, in

accordance with the contract, up to 5% of the contract value.

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION ADOPTED EN BLOC -
REFER TO RESOLUTION APPEARING AT ITEM 11.1
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11.1.2 Local Planning Policy No. 22 — Belgravia Parklands Special Development
Policy — Modifications to Precinct Policy Plan

Report by Planning and Development Division
DATE
17 March 2005

PURPOSE OF REPORT

To consider a request for a modification to the Belgravia Parklands Policy Plan to bring
it in conformity with the approved subdivision plan for the Estate. The applicant is also
requesting the City’s approval for a reduction in size of an existing grouped dwelling
site and the inclusion of one additional grouped dwelling site.

SUMMARY AND KEY ISSUES

Summary and Key Issues

A request has been received to amend the City’s Local Planning Policy No. 22
(Belgravia Parklands Special Development Precinct) to bring the Precinct Policy Plan
into conformity with the Western Australian Planning Commission approved subdivision
plan for the site and to reduce the size of an existing grouped dwelling site and
introduce one additional grouped dwelling site. The City’s Planning Department
supports modification of the Precinct Policy Plan as proposed.

Officer Recommendation Summation

That the modification to Local Planning Policy No. 22, Belgravia Parklands Special
Development Precinct Plan be advertised in accordance with the Scheme.
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Item 11.1.2 Continued
LOCATION

The site (Belgravia Parklands Policy Area) lies approximately 300m to the south east of
Great Eastern Highway on Belgravia Street, Belmont and is generally bounded by
Belgravia Street, Barker Street, Daly Street and a number of “Mixed Use” zone lots
fronting Daly Street and Belgravia Streets. The site is comprised of existing lots 4, 9,
18, 20, 53, 54 and 236, which together total approximately 9.85ha in area.

Public Purpose

236

Public
Purpose

APPLICANT
Acalinovich & Co

FILE REFERENCE

25/2004/SUB WAPC Reference: 124738
116/069 Local Planning Policy No. 22
Property 29-65 Belgravia Street

DISCLOSURE OF INTEREST

The author has not needed to make a disclosure of interest in respect to this matter.

VOTING REQUIREMENT

Simple Majority Required.
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Item 11.1.2 Continued

CONSULTATION

No consultation has been undertaken in regard to the proposed modifications to the
Policy Plan. The existing Policy was advertised before adoption.

A minimum 21 day advertised period is required for any modification to a Local
Planning Policy.
STRATEGIC PLAN/OPERATIONAL PLAN IMPLICATIONS

Community Strategy # C1/1 of the Operational Plan states an objective to “ensure that
any development which is approved in the City of Belmont is of the highest possible
standard.”

POLICY IMPLICATIONS

The policy implications are included in this report.

STATUTORY ENVIRONMENT

Clause 2.5 of the City’s Town Planning Scheme No. 14 sets out the procedures for
making and amending a Local Planning Policy.

BACKGROUND

Local Planning Policy No. 22 — Belgravia Parklands Precinct Policy was adopted in
December 2003 (refer PDC Item 10.3.7 — 8/12/2003). A copy of the existing Precinct
Policy Plan and revised Policy Plan are provided on the following page.

Existing Policy Plan
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Item 11.1.2 Continued

Revised Policy Plan

City of Belmont - Belgravia Parklands Legend
Special Development Precinct Policy Plan [ ] polley drss
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L Note: Access road deleted.

The objectives of the policy are:

e To promote the development of a vibrant new community catering for a mix of
families, “empty nesters” and singles in an urban infill area.

e To facilitate and maintain a high quality residential development with a range of
housing styles.

The policy statement addresses issues including Density and Landuse; Minimum
Dwelling Areas; Open Space; Setbacks, Dwelling Design; Fencing and Landscaping.

The approved subdivision plan varies from the policy plan as follows:
1. The grouped housing site proposed on the corner of Barker and Belgravia
Street has been reduced in area and two additional single residential lots have

been introduced.

2. One short local road situated near the proposed entry off Barker Street has
been deleted and the surrounding lots have been reoriented accordingly.

3. The lot configuration in the centre of the estate has been reconfigured to allow
four lots to front Belgravia Street.

The applicant’s justification for the one additional grouped dwelling is as follows:
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1. The increase in density is in accordance with the "Urban Densification" policy
that has been promoted for a number of years and the new "Network City"
policy that is currently being proposed by the Government;

2. The additional grouped dwelling site will allow for increased diversity in housing
to cater for the wider community.

OFFICER COMMENT

The original Precinct Plan included 147 single residential lots, 2 grouped dwelling sites
and one mixed use property. The approved subdivision plan proposed 151 single
residential lots, 2 grouped dwelling sites and one mixed use zoned property.

Original Precinct Plan Revised Precinct Plan

No. of Single Residential 147 151
Lots
No. of Grouped Dwellings 2 3
Lots
No. of Mixed Use Lots 1 1

The applicant’'s reasons for the modification to the policy area are accepted, but
because of the reduction in size of an existing grouped dwelling site, the net increase in
units will be minimal.

The existing grouped dwelling site that is proposed to be deleted is approximately
854m2 (area subject to survey). The proposed additional grouped dwelling site is
approximately 799sgm (area subject to survey). Therefore, both sites could
accommodate two or three R40 grouped dwellings. It is considered an acceptable
swap of sites, as there will be minimal net increase of grouped dwellings within the
Estate. It should be noted that the grouped dwelling sites will not automatically be
approved at an R40 density, as any grouped dwelling development application will be
assessed in accordance with the City’s Local Planning Policy No. 1 Performance
Criteria — Medium Density Development.

As all prospective purchasers of the lots in the estate will be advised of the City’s Policy
it is important that the Precinct Policy Plan reflects the approved subdivision plan.

In accordance with Clause 2.5 (f) the City’s Planning Department will advertise the
proposed modification for a 21day period. Due to the nature of the modification it is
anticipated that no objections will be received during the advertising.

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

There are no extraordinary financial implications to Council relating to this item.

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS

Environmental implications were resolved during the amendment and subdivision
stages. The amendment was referred to the Department of Environmental Protection
(DEP), which advised that no environmental assessment was required.
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Item 11.1.2 Continued

ATTACHMENT DETAILS

Nil.

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION

That the modified Precinct Plan to Local Planning Policy No. 22, Precinct Plan be
advertised in accordance with Clause 2.5 of the City’s Town Planning Scheme
No. 14.

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION ADOPTED EN BLOC —
REFER TO RESOLUTION APPEARING AT ITEM 11.1
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11.1.3 Planning and Development Division Service Fees for the 2005-2006
Financial Year

Report by Planning and Development Division
DATE
18 March 2005

PURPOSE OF REPORT

To consider a review of the fees and charges applicable to the Planning and
Development Division and include these reviewed fees and charges in the budget
considerations for the 2005-2006 financial year.

SUMMARY AND KEY ISSUES

Summary and Key Issues

The report highlights a review of the 2004-2005 fees and charges for the Planning and
Development Division and proposed fees for the forthcoming 2005-2006 financial year.

Officer Recommendation Summation

The services fees for the Planning and Development Division for the 2005-2006
Financial Year be endorsed for consideration in the 2005-2006 Annual Budget adoption
process.

LOCATION
Not applicable.
APPLICANT
Not applicable.

FILE REFERENCE

117/001 General Enquiries & Information

DISCLOSURE OF INTEREST

Type of

Nature / Extent of Interest
Interest

Name Position
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VOTING REQUIREMENT

As the Council is not adopting the fees and charges but endorsing them for referral to
the formal budget adoption process, a simple majority is only required. Should the
Council choose to adopt a fee or charge formally, an Absolute Majority will be required.

CONSULTATION

Whilst there has been no public consultation in reviewing these fees and charges, the
Local Government Act stipulates the consultation process where fees and charges are
incorporated in the Annual Budget for adoption by Council.

STRATEGIC PLAN/OPERATIONAL PLAN IMPLICATIONS

Strategic Plan
No Strategic Plan impacts are evident.

Operational Plan

Organisational Objective O7/1(f): “Consider the opportunity and merits of moving
fowards a “user pays” principle and seek the best return for the use of Council’s
facilities and for the supply of Council’s services.”

POLICY IMPLICATIONS

There are no significant policy implications evident at this time.

STATUTORY ENVIRONMENT

e Local Government Act 1995, Section 6.2 and Section 6.16.
e Town Planning (Local Government Fees) Regulations 2000.

BACKGROUND

The Planning Fees must comply with Town Planning (Local Government Fees)
Regulations 2000.

OFFICER COMMENT

Planning Department Comment

The fees recommended are in accordance with the maximum fixed fees that are set by
the abovementioned regulations. Council does have the option of setting a lesser fee if
it wishes to do so.

It is suggested that the Planning Department fees remain unchanged with one addition.
They have not substantially changed since 2000. It is proposed that, consistent with
the $50 fee being charged for preliminary comment on proposals prior to formal
lodgement of a development proposal, a $50 fee be charged for minor modifications to
an approved development (major modifications require a new application to be lodged).
This covers the additional assessment required and additional administrative work
generated.
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Building Department Comment

Building licence fees are set by the State and cannot be altered, therefore, they are
dealt with separately in the overall budget consideration. The fee for the mandatory
swimming pool barrier four yearly inspections is set by the State and a review of the
costs to carry out the inspection has shown the service as cost neutral to Council.

The fees as listed have been assessed as being at or below the actual cost of
providing the service and therefore it is suggested that the Building Department fees

remain unchanged for the 2005-2006 Budget Year.

Health Department Comment

The general health related fees will remain unchanged from those imposed in 2004-

2005.

Fee Table

The following Table is therefore proposed for consideration.

Planning and Development

DEVELOPMENT APPLICATIONS

Preliminary Comment on Proposals Prior to formal $50.00 $50.00
lodgement

Determination of development application where the

estimated cost of the development is:

not more than $50,000 $100.00 $100.00

more than $50,000 but not more than $500,000

0.23% of the
estimated cost of
development

0.23% of the
estimated cost of
development

more than $500,000 but not more than $2.5 million

$1,150 + 0.18%
for every $1in
excess of
$500,000

$1,150 + 0.18%
for every $1 in
excess of
$500,000

more than $2.5 million but not more than $5 million

$4,750 + 0.15%
for every $1in
excess of
$2.5 million

$4,750 + 0.15%
for every $1 in
excess of
$2.5 million

more than $5 million but not more than $21.5 million

$8,500 + 0.1%
for every $1in
excess of $5

$8,500 + 0.1%
for every $1 in
excess of $5

million million
more than $21.5 million $25,000.00 $25,000.00
Request for minor amendment to an approved development $50.00
Fees for Sign Applications
Signage less than or equal to 4 sqm $50.00 $50.00
Signage greater than 4 sqm $100.00 $100.00

Provision of a subdivision clearance:
not more than 5 lots

$50.00 per lot

$50.00 per lot

more than 5 lots but not more than 195 lots

$50 per lot for the
first 5 lots and
then $25 per lot

$50 per lot for the
first 5 lots and
then $25 per lot

more than 195 lots $5,000.00 $5,000.00
Application for approval of home occupation No fee No fee
Application for change of use or for change or $200.00 $200.00
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continuation of a non-conforming use where

development is not occurring

Advertising

“SA” and “AA” uses $150.00 $150.00

Orders & Requisitions & Advice

Zoning $50.00 $50.00

Landuse/History $50.00 $50.00

PUBLICATIONS

Scheme Text for TPS 14 $25.00 $25.00

Scheme Report for TPS 14 $15.00 $15.00

Scheme Map for TPS 14 $20.00 $20.00
($3.00 ea for ($3.00 ea for
colour A3 size colour A3 size

sheet) sheet)

Housing Strategy Map $4.00 each $4.00 each

TOWN PLANNING SCHEME AMENDMENTS

Director $60.00 per hr $60.00 per hr

Manager $45.00 per hr | $45.00 per hr

Planning Officer $25.00 per hr $25.00 per hr

Other Staff $25.00 per hr $25.00 per hr

Secretary / Administration Clerk $20.00 per hr | $20.00 per hr

BUILDING

Swimming Pool Mandatory Inspection. $12.50 $12.50

Property Settlement Enquiry Swimming Pool Inspection. $60.00 $60.00

Property Settlement Enquiry Orders & Requisitions only $20.00 $20.00

Property Settlement Enquiry Site Inspection Compliant $75.00 $75.00

Buildings Residential.

Property Settlement Enquiry Site Inspection Compliant $125.00 $125.00

Buildings Commercial/Industrial

Location and copying of building plans. $35.00 $35.00

Building Licence Amendment Fee Residences class 1a, $40.00 $40.00

Minor Structures class 10.

Building Licence Amendment Fee Multi-Residential class 1a, $100.00 $100.00

Residential units class 2, Commercial, Industrial classes 3 to

9.

Planning Applications for Residential Class 1a $100.00 $100.00

R-Codes variations for minor structures classes 10a & 10b. $50.00 $50.00

HEALTH

Registration of eating house $270.00 $270.00

Licence to conduct eating house $30.00 $30.00

Licence as itinerant vendor $270.00 $270.00

Transfer of licence to conduct eating house $30.00 $30.00

Registration of lodging house $180.00 $180.00

25

CONFIRMATION DATE: 3 MAY 2005

Document Set ID: 899461
Version: 1, Version Date: 26/04/2005



OCM 12/04/05

Reports of Divisions
Planning and Development Division

Item 11.1.3 Continued

Registration of morgue $80.00 $80.00

Registration of offensive trade As per As per
regulations regulations

Testing of commercial microwave ovens $20.00 $20.00

Stall Holders

Permit $40.00 $40.00

Permit Renewals $40.00 $40.00

Stall Holders — Additional Fees

- Per day $10.00 $10.00

- Per week $50.00 $50.00

- Per month $100.00 $100.00

- Per annum $1,000.00 $1,000.00

Traders

Permit — includes maximum 20 sgm of area $150.00 $150.00

Fee per sq m exceeding 20 sq m of area $10.00 $10.00

Permit Renewal Fee (as per Traders Permit fee plus $10.00

per sq m exceeding 20 sqm of area)

Permit Transfer Fee $20.00 $20.00

Outdoor Eating Facility

Outdoor Eating Facility — includes maximum 20 sqm of area $150.00 $150.00

Outdoor Eating Facility — exceeding 20 sqm of area $10.00 $10.00

Outdoor Eating Facility Renewal Fee (as per Outdoor Eating

Facility Permit Fee plus $10.00 per sq m exceeding 20 sq m

of area)

Outdoor Eating Facility Permit transfer fee $20.00 $20.00

Street Entertainers

Street Entertainers Permit $10.00 $10.00

Street Entertainers Fee per day $2.00 $2.00

Cat Traps

Cat trap bond $25.00 $25.00

Cat trap fee - per week $5.00 $5.00

Stable Registration Fees $10.00 per stall | $10.00 per stall
(maximum (maximum

$1,000) $1,000)

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

There are no significant financial implications evident at this time.

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS

There are no significant environmental implications evident at this time.
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ATTACHMENT DETAILS

Nil.

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION

That the reviewed fees and charges for the Planning and Development Division as
identified in Item 11.1.3 of the 12 April 2005 Council report be endorsed for
consideration in the 2005-2006 Annual Budget adoption process.

BASS MOVED that the Committee recommendation be not adopted until fees and
charges from neighbouring Councils can be secured.

MOTION LAPSED FOR WANT OF A SECONDER

RICHARDSON MOVED, MARKS SECONDED, that the Officer Recommendation be
adopted, namely that the reviewed fees and charges for the Planning and
Development Division as identified in Item 11.1.3 of the 12 April 2005 Council
report be endorsed for consideration in the 2005-2006 Annual Budget adoption
process.

CARRIED 10 VOTES TO 1

For: Passeri, Richardson, Rossi, Blair, Grant, Godfrey,
Marks, Teasdale, Whiteley, Powell

Against: Bass
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11.1.4 Lot 2 (267-273) Alexander Road (Cnr Abernethy Road), Belmont —
Proposed Showroom / Warehouse

Report by Planning and Development Division
DATE
22 March 2005

PURPOSE OF REPORT

To consider an application for a showroom and warehouse development.

SUMMARY AND KEY ISSUES

Summary and Key Issues

A development application has been received for a showroom and warehouse
development at Lot 2 (267-273) Alexander Road, Belmont within the ‘Mixed Use’ zone.
The application generally complies with the requirements of the Town Planning
Scheme and Local Planning Policies.

Conditional support is recommended on the basis that the use is consistent with the
intention for the area and it will result in substantial improvements to the amenity of the
site.

Officer Recommendation Summation

That the application lodged by Benchmark Properties for a showroom / warehouse at
Lot 2 (267-273) Alexander Road, Belmont be approved subject to conditions.
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LOCATION
Lot 2 (267-273) Alexander Road, Belmont

83

A 24210
m77
School Site
BELMONT HIGH SCHOOL

NORTH

APPLICANT

Benchmark Properties

FILE REFERENCE

115/001 Development / Subdivision / Strata — Applications / Application
Correspondence
Property Lot 2 (267-273) Alexander Road, Belmont

528/2004/DA  Development application folder

DISCLOSURE OF INTEREST

Type of

Nature / Extent of Interest
Interest

Name Position

VOTING REQUIREMENT

Simple Majority Required.

CONSULTATION

The application was not referred to surrounding landowners as the uses of “Showroom”
and “Warehouse” are well suited to the ‘Mixed Use’ zone and generally have minimal
impact on adjoining landowners. The 54 grouped dwelling units at Lot 1 (275)
Alexander Road which were approved at the 21 December Ordinary Council Meeting
incorporated special conditions to reduce off-site impacts due to its location in the
‘Mixed Use’ zone. The Council could choose to refer the application to surrounding
landowners if seen fit.

29
CONFIRMATION DATE: 3 MAY 2005

Document Set ID: 899461
Version: 1, Version Date: 26/04/2005



OCM 12/04/05 Reports of Divisions
Planning and Development Division

Item 11.1.4 Continued

The proposal was also referred to the Transport Branch of the Department for Planning
and Infrastructure (DPI) for comment as Abernethy Road is designated an “Other
Regional Road” in the Metropolitan Region Scheme and any development on or
abutting an Other Regional Road must be referred to DPI for comment.

The DPI Transport Branch had no objections to the proposed development subject to:

“The length of the deceleration lane proposed on Abernethy Road to be a
minimum length of 74 metres, and the associated 6 metre wide driveway
crossover must be no less than 25 metres from the Abernethy
Road/Alexander Road intersection.”

Council’'s Engineering Department has noted that the requirement for the 74 metre
deceleration lane would actually see the lane commencing out the front of the adjoining
property to the north. Discussions have since occurred between the City’s Engineering
Department and DPI Transport regarding this and a mutually agreeable solution has
been reached (see Traffic section).

STRATEGIC PLAN/OPERATIONAL PLAN IMPLICATIONS

Strategic Plan
No Strategic Plan impacts are evident.

Operational Plan

Community Strategy # C1/1 of the Operational Plan states an objective to “ensure that
any development which is approved in the City of Belmont is of the highest possible
standard.”

POLICY IMPLICATIONS

No Policy implications are evident.

STATUTORY ENVIRONMENT

Town Planning Scheme No. 14
The subject lots are zoned ‘Mixed Use’ under the City’s Town Planning Scheme No.
14. Section 10.5.1 of the Scheme states the intention of the zone.

BACKGROUND

Owner: Hanzell Pty Ltd Ward: Central Ward

Lodgement Date: 15 November 2004 Use Class: Showroom /
Warehouse

Lot Area: 2.2131ha TPS Zoning: Mixed Use

Estimated Value: $4,500,000.00 MRS: Urban

The subject land is zoned ‘Mixed Use’ under the City of Belmont District Planning
Scheme No. 14 and currently accommodates several large work sheds.
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At the August 1999 Council meeting, the Council approved a Mixed Use development
including a garden centre, motor vehicle repair station, showrooms with incidental
retail, warehouse/self storage facility, and a lunch bar. The original application also
included a carwash proposal which was refused by Council. With no development
occurring, in July 2001 identical plans were lodged to obtain planning approval and
were also approved, although never acted upon.

An application for a showroom / warehouse, auto centre and restaurant / take away
were considered and approved by Council at its October 2003 meeting, but no
development has taken place. Subsequently, the site has been purchased by new
landowners.

The site is generally in a state of disrepair and in need of redevelopment, particularly
being such a prominent site in the City. It is proposed to construct one showroom /
warehouse development accommodating eleven separate tenancies.

The proposal seeks to upgrade the site, is consistent with the intentions of the zoning
of the area, and the design is of a suitable standard, comprising concrete panels with
steel framing, presenting a modern look to this prominent location.

The application complies with the requirements of the City of Belmont Town Planning
Scheme No. 14 in terms of site areas, car parking, setbacks, and the quality of
elevations.

OFFICER COMMENT

At its Ordinary Meeting in September 2003, the Council resolved to engage
Tony Shrapnel of Shrapnel Urban Planning to undertake a study on accommodating
retail uses in the Mixed Use zone and provide an impact assessment report on the
local and regional implications of allowing retail uses. The Mixed Use study is still
being progressed and in any event, this application does not propose any retail
components. Therefore the application does not conflict with the Study on retail uses
in the ‘Mixed Use’ zone.

In terms of car parking, the application has been assessed against the requirements of
the Scheme. More than double the bays required have been provided, as shown
below.

Land Use Car Parking Area Required Provided

Ratio Under
Scheme
Showroom / Warehouse | 1 bay per 100m? | 10767m? | 107.67 bays | 221 bays

The applicant was encouraged to provide some office space for each tenancy, to
provide for a flexibility of land uses. As there is an oversupply of car parking, this could
be accommodated. However the applicant has opted to apply solely for showroom and
warehouse uses.
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Item 11.1.4 Continued
Traffic

Council’'s Project Engineer has reviewed the application and traffic impact report
prepared by the applicant and has provided comment on the proposal. Discussion has
also occurred between the Project Engineer, DPI Transport Branch and the applicant
regarding access to the site. Subsequently, changes have been made to the plans
with the aim of consolidating access and egress and these will be reinforced via
conditions in the event of an approval.

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

There are no significant financial implications evident at this time.

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS

Stormwater
Stormwater disposal is required to be disposed off via on site connection to Council’s
system.

Sewerage
A condition of any approval would require the development to be connected to

reticulated sewerage, and the owner/developer would need to organise this through
liaison with the Water Corporation.

ATTACHMENT DETAILS

Nil.

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION

That Council:

(A). Approve the application lodged by Benchmark Properties for showroom /
warehouse on Lot 2 (267-273) Alexander Road, Belmont subject to the
following conditions:

1. Landscaping, plants and reticulation shall be installed in accordance
with a landscaping and reticulation plan to be submitted to the City and
approved by the Manager-Planning Services, the Senior Planning
Officer or the Planning Officer and the landscaping and reticulation shall
be maintained and the plants shall be nurtured and maintained until they
reach their mature dimensions and shall thereafter be maintained at
those mature dimensions unless council approves otherwise in writing.

2. (a) Vehicle parking, manoeuvring and circulation areas shall be
designed, constructed, sealed, line marked and kerbed in
accordance with:

(@) The approved plan (221 spaces measuring 2.5 metres x
5.5 metres);

(b) Schedule 3 of the City of Belmont's Town Planning
Scheme No. 14; and
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(c) Council’'s engineering requirements and design guidelines,
with respect to drainage requirements.

(b) The areas must be paved in bitumen or concrete, unless
otherwise approved by the Director-Engineering or Manager-
Technical Services and clearly line marked to the satisfaction of
the Director-Engineering or Manager-Technical Services.

The requirements of this condition must be completed within two years
from the date of this approval.

All access ways, parking areas and hard stand areas shall be
maintained to the satisfaction of the Director-Engineering or Manager-
Technical Services. If not so maintained, the Director-Engineering or
Manager-Technical Services may require by notice, in writing that the
area be brought up to a satisfactory standard within a specified period of
time and the notice shall be complied with within that period. Without
limitation, the notice may require that car bays be reline marked, pot
holes be repaired, damaged kerbs be replaced and degraded access or
parking areas be resurfaced generally in accordance with council’s
engineering requirements and design guidelines.

Provision to be made so that all commercial vehicles and trucks can
ingress and egress the site in forward gear. Trucks include any motor
vehicle with a gross vehicle mass over 4.5 tonnes, except a bus or
tractor as defined in the Road Traffic Code 2000.

Prior to the issue of a building licence, the movement of trucks serving
the warehouse and showrooms shall be analysed and a truck movement
diagram showing circulation, turning radii and garbage truck access
within the development site shall be submitted.

Slow points shall be provided to control and minimise the travelling
speeds of vehicles within the development.

As indicated on the stamped and approved plans, the main crossover at
Abernethy Road shall incorporate a 35 metre deceleration lane
designed and constructed to Council's requirements. A design of the
deceleration lane and the main crossover shall be submitted for
Council's approval prior to the issue of a building licence.

The traffic vehicular movements at the main Abernethy Road crossover,
although supported by the traffic study, shall be monitored by the City
and if necessary, the vehicular movements at this crossover shall be
modified or restricted in accordance with the requirements of the City at
the landowners cost.

The second crossover on Abernethy Road located at the north west
end, which adjoins the existing crossover of the property on Lot 5
Abernethy Road, shall be designed as a combined crossover with the
adjoining property crossover, having a maximum width of 12.5 metres
and allowing access connection between Lot 2 and the adjoining
property on Lot 5. The combined crossover and access connection shall
be designed and constructed in accordance with Council's Engineering
Requirements and Design Guidelines, in consultation with the adjoining
property owner of Lot 5.
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10. The median island on Abernethy Road is required to be modified and
cut back to facilitate vehicular access at the crossover locations, and
these works shall be designed and undertaken to the requirements of
the City at the cost of the applicant.

11. The 18 car parking bays fronting Units 1 to 4 along Abernethy Road side
shall be relocated to the area adjoining the Abernethy Road verge, and
the accessway relocated to the front of Units 1 to 4 to facilitate the
access connection with the adjoining Lot 5.

12. The existing footpath located at Abernethy Road shall be upgraded to
Council's requirements.

13. A 1500 mm wide concrete footpath shall be constructed to provide
access for pedestrians from the existing bus bay / stop at Alexander
Road to the signalised intersection at Abernethy Road.

14. Vehicle crossovers shall be constructed in coloured concrete/brick
paving/hot mix in accordance with council’s specifications for the
construction of concrete/brick paved crossovers for industrial and
commercial properties. A separate application for the construction of
any new crossover must be lodged with council’'s engineering
department for the approval of the engineering administration officer or
project engineer.

15. No loading or unloading of vehicles is to occur that interferes with the
parking of vehicles in the car park by visitors and employees. All car-
parking bays in the car park are to be made available at all times for the
parking of vehicles by visitors and employees.

16. All stormwater from roofed and paved areas shall be collected and
disposed of on-site in accordance with council’s engineering
requirements and design guidelines and any associated drains,
drainage pits and soakwells shall be maintained in a clean and clear
condition free of obstruction from any thing.

17. All fill on-site to be coarse, clay free sand or otherwise approved by the
Manager-Technical Services or Manager-Building Services in writing.

18. All external walls (including parapet walls) that are visible from a street
or public place must be constructed out of face brick or painted to the
satisfaction of council.

19. All boundary walls shall be finished in face brick, or rendered and
painted, or painted brick work, to the satisfaction of the Director-
Development, Manager-Planning Services, Manager-Building Services
or Senior Planning Officer.

20. No fencing and walls forward of the building line up to and including a
front lot boundary, are permitted unless a separate planning approval is
granted by Council.
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21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

All storage to occur within the building. Clause 10.5.2(a) of the City of
Belmont Town Planning Scheme No. 14 prohibits external storage in the
“Mixed Use” zone.

No more than a maximum of 25% of the front building setback area shall
be used for trade display purposes. “Trade display” has the meaning
given to it in Schedule No. 1 of the City of Belmont Town Planning
Scheme No. 14.

If advertising is to be used in connection with any use of a building,
provision shall be made within the design of the building for the
integration of advertising signs in accordance with the provisions of the
City of Belmont Town Planning Scheme No. 14 and the City of Belmont
Local Planning No. 12 - Advertising Signs.

The existing trees located in the road verge abutting or adjacent to the
subject land (“street trees”) are not to be damaged or removed in the
course of the development.

Prior to commencing the development the owner / applicant must
demonstrate to the satisfaction of the Manager-Parks and Gardens that
precautions adequate to protect the street trees during the development
will be taken.

The owner / applicant is to ensure that the precautions referred to in the
preceding condition are taken.

If during the course of the development a street tree is damaged or
destroyed the owner / applicant shall:

(a) replace the street tree with a tree of similar maturity that
conforms with the City of Belmont Street Tree Strategy, in
accordance with the written direction of the Manager-Parks and
Gardens; and

(b) maintain the replacement tree for a period of 12 months, to the
satisfaction of the Manager-Parks and Gardens.

The applicant providing a Geotechnical Report on the soil conditions of
the property to the satisfaction of Council, prior to the issue of a building
licence.

The applicant to prepare a dust management plan prior to the
commencement of development to the satisfaction of the Director-
Development or Manager-Health Services, and during the construction
phase shall comply at all times with the approved plan.

The development shall be connected to the reticulated sewerage
system.
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31. The stamped and dated plan/plans, as amended by the City and
together with any requirements detailed thereon by the City, shall form
part of the planning approval issued in respect of the application referred
to in this approval.

32. To facilitate the future orderly movement of vehicular traffic associated
with the proposed development on the subject land in conjunction with
other development abutting the northern boundary, an easement in
gross is to be granted free of cost to the City of Belmont as a public
access easement in accordance with the approved plan. The easement
documents are to be prepared by the City’s solicitors at the developer’s
cost and shall be completed and signed by the owner and registered
against the certificate of title for the land prior to the issue of a building
licence, unless otherwise agreed in writing by the City.

(B). The applicant be advised that additional egress and ingress into the
development site via the existing crossover and service road on the adjoining
property would minimise congestion at the proposed crossover on Abernethy
Road and this should be pursued by the applicant with the adjoining property
owner.

BLAIR MOVED, MARKS SECONDED, that the Officer Recommendation be
amended to read as follows:

That Council:

(A). Approve the application lodged by Benchmark Properties for showroom /
warehouse on Lot 2 (267-273) Alexander Road, Belmont subject to the
following conditions:

1. A landscaping and reticulation plan acceptable to the City shall be
prepared by a professional horticulturist or a qualified landscape
contractor and submitted to the City prior to the issue of a building
licence. The plan shall show by numerical code, the species,
quantity and anticipated mature dimensions of all plant types to be
planted and shall include:

(a) minimum of 25% of the setback area to all roads;
(b) the street verge.

2, Landscaping, plants and reticulation shall be installed in
accordance with a landscaping and reticulation plan to be
submitted to the City and approved by the Manager-Planning
Services, the Senior Planning Officer or the Planning Officer and
the landscaping and reticulation shall be maintained and the plants
shall be nurtured and maintained until they reach their mature
dimensions and shall thereafter be maintained at those mature
dimensions unless Council approves otherwise in writing.

3. (a) Vehicle parking, manoeuvring and circulation areas shall be
designed, constructed, sealed, line marked and kerbed in
accordance with:
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(b)

() The approved plan (221 spaces measuring 2.5 metres
x 5.5 metres);

(ii) Schedule 3 of the City of Belmont’s Town Planning
Scheme No. 14; and

(iii) Council’s engineering requirements and design
guidelines, with respect to drainage requirements.

The areas must be paved in bitumen or concrete, unless otherwise
approved by the Director-Engineering or Manager-Technical
Services and clearly line marked to the satisfaction of the Director-
Engineering or Manager-Technical Services.

The requirements of this condition must be completed within two years

from the date of this approval.

All access ways, parking areas and hard stand areas shall be
maintained to the satisfaction of the Director-Engineering or
Manager-Technical Services. If not so maintained, the Director-
Engineering or Manager-Technical Services may require by notice,
in writing that the area be brought up to a satisfactory standard
within a specified period of time and the notice shall be complied
with within that period. Without limitation, the notice may require
that car bays be reline marked, pot holes be repaired, damaged
kerbs be replaced and degraded access or parking areas be
resurfaced generally in accordance with council’s engineering
requirements and design guidelines.

Provision to be made so that all commercial vehicles and trucks
can ingress and egress the site in forward gear. Trucks include
any motor vehicle with a gross vehicle mass over 4.5 tonnes,
except a bus or tractor as defined in the Road Traffic Code 2000.

Prior to the issue of a building licence, the movement of trucks
serving the warehouse and showrooms shall be analysed and a
truck movement diagram showing circulation, turning radii and
garbage truck access within the development site shall be
submitted.

Slow points shall be provided to control and minimise the
travelling speeds of vehicles within the development.

As indicated on the stamped and approved plans, the main
crossover at Abernethy Road shall incorporate a 35 metre
deceleration lane designed and constructed to Council's
requirements. A design of the deceleration lane and the main
crossover shall be submitted for Council’'s approval prior to the
issue of a building licence.

The traffic vehicular movements at the main Abernethy Road
crossover, although supported by the traffic study, shall
be monitored by the City and if necessary, the
vehicular movements at this crossover shall be modified or

Document Set ID: 899461
Version: 1, Version Date: 26/04/2005

37
CONFIRMATION DATE: 3 MAY 2005



OCM 12/04/05

Reports of Divisions
Planning and Development Division

Item 11.1.4 Continued

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

restricted in accordance with the requirements of the City at the
landowners cost.

The second crossover on Abernethy Road located at the north
west end, which adjoins the existing crossover of the property on
Lot 5 Abernethy Road, shall be designed as acombined
crossover with the adjoining property crossover, having a
maximum width of 125 metres and allowing access
connection between Lot 2 and the adjoining property on Lot 5.
The combined crossover and access connection shall be
designed and constructed in accordance with Council's
Engineering  Requirements and Design  Guidelines, in
consultation with the adjoining property owner of Lot 5.

The median island on Abernethy Road is required to be modified
and cut back to facilitate vehicular access at the crossover
locations, and these works shall be designed and undertaken to
the requirements of the City at the cost of the applicant.

The 18 car parking bays fronting Units 1 to 4 along Abernethy Road
side shall be relocated to the area adjoining the Abernethy Road
verge, and the accessway relocated to the front of Units 1 to 4 to
facilitate the access connection with the adjoining Lot 5.

The existing footpath located at Abernethy Road shall be upgraded
to Council's requirements.

A 1500 mm wide concrete footpath shall be constructed to provide
access for pedestrians from the existing bus bay / stop at
Alexander Road to the signalised intersection at Abernethy Road.

Vehicle crossovers shall be constructed in coloured concrete/brick
paving/hot mix in accordance with council’s specifications for the
construction of concrete/brick paved crossovers for industrial and
commercial properties. A separate application for the construction
of any new crossover must be lodged with council’s engineering
department for the approval of the engineering administration
officer or project engineer.

No loading or unloading of vehicles is to occur that interferes with
the parking of vehicles in the car park by visitors and employees.
All car-parking bays in the car park are to be made available at all
times for the parking of vehicles by visitors and employees.

All stormwater from roofed and paved areas shall be collected and
disposed of on-site in accordance with council’s engineering
requirements and design guidelines and any associated drains,
drainage pits and soakwells shall be maintained in a clean and
clear condition free of obstruction from any thing.

All fill on-site to be coarse, clay free sand or otherwise approved
by the Manager-Technical Services or Manager-Building Services
in writing.
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19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

All external walls (including parapet walls) that are visible from a
street or public place must be constructed out of face brick or
painted to the satisfaction of council.

All boundary walls shall be finished in face brick, or rendered and
painted, or painted brick work, to the satisfaction of the Director-
Development, Manager-Planning Services, Manager-Building
Services or Senior Planning Officer.

No fencing and walls forward of the building line up to and
including a front lot boundary, are permitted unless a separate
planning approval is granted by Council.

All storage to occur within the building. Clause 10.5.2(a) of the City
of Belmont Town Planning Scheme No. 14 prohibits external
storage in the “Mixed Use” zone.

No more than a maximum of 25% of the front building setback area
shall be used for trade display purposes. “Trade display” has the
meaning given to it in Schedule No. 1 of the City of Belmont Town
Planning Scheme No. 14.

If advertising is to be used in connection with any use of a
building, provision shall be made within the design of the building
for the integration of advertising signs in accordance with the
provisions of the City of Belmont Town Planning Scheme No. 14
and the City of Belmont Local Planning No. 12 - Advertising Signs.

All trees on the Abernethy Road frontage of the property that are
located within the verge area or on the property be removed at the
cost of the landowner and replaced with mature 200 litre trees of a
species determined by the Manager-Parks and Gardens. These
trees be planted in the Abernethy Road verge area satisfactory to
the Manager-Parks and Gardens and maintained for a minimum
period of 12 months.

The applicant providing a Geotechnical Report on the soil
conditions of the property to the satisfaction of Council, prior to
the issue of a building licence.

The applicant to prepare a dust management plan prior to the
commencement of development to the satisfaction of the Director-
Development or Manager-Health Services, and during the
construction phase shall comply at all times with the approved
plan.

The development shall be connected to the reticulated sewerage
system.

The stamped and dated plan/plans, as amended by the City and
together with any requirements detailed thereon by the City, shall
form part of the planning approval issued in respect of the
application referred to in this approval.
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30. To facilitate the future orderly movement of vehicular traffic
associated with the proposed development on the subject land in
conjunction with other development abutting the northern
boundary, an easement in gross is to be granted free of cost to the
City of Belmont as a public access easement in accordance with
the approved plan. The easement documents are to be prepared
by the City’s solicitors at the developer’s cost and shall be
completed and signed by the owner and registered against the
certificate of title for the land prior to the issue of a building
licence, unless otherwise agreed in writing by the City.

(B). The applicant be advised that additional egress and ingress into the
development site via the existing crossover and service road on the
adjoining property would minimise congestion at the proposed crossover
on Abernethy Road and this should be pursued by the applicant with the
adjoining property owner.

CARRIED 10 VOTES TO 1

For: Passeri, Richardson, Rossi, Blair, Grant, Godfrey,
Marks, Teasdale, Whiteley, Powell

Against: Bass
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11.1.5 6t International Cities Town Centres and Communities Conference
Yeppoon Queensland Tuesday, 31 May 2005 to Friday, 3 June 2005**

**PD Attachment 2 — Item 11.1.5 refers
Report by Planning & Development Division
DATE
1 April 2005

PURPOSE OF REPORT

To consider staff and Councillor attendance at the 6t International Cities Town Centres
and Communities Conference Yeppoon, Queensland.

SUMMARY AND KEY ISSUES

Summary and Key Issues

To consider attendance at a conference. This report puts the options forward for
consideration.

Officer Recommendation Summation

For discussion.

LOCATION
Not applicable.
APPLICANT
Not applicable.

FILE REFERENCE

29/008 Conferences Corporate Services
29/009 Conferences Planning

DISCLOSURE OF INTEREST

Type of

Nature / Extent of Interest
Interest

Name Position

VOTING REQUIREMENT

Simple Majority Required.
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CONSULTATION

No public consultation was considered to be required in respect to this matter.

STRATEGIC PLAN/OPERATIONAL PLAN IMPLICATIONS

Strategic Plan
No Strategic Plan impacts are evident.

Operational Plan

Organisational Strategy #03/3 — “To support and encourage all staff to achieve the
maximum development of their capabilities to meet Council’s requirements as well as
their own personal career needs.”

POLICY IMPLICATIONS

Policy C1.6.9 Conference Expenses — Councillors — “To set standards for Council
representation, and Council’s financial contribution to Councillors for attendance at
conferences or other activities with the prior approval of Council, in the course of their
duties as a Councillor for the City of Belmont.”

Policy C2.3.3 Conference Expenses — Staff — “Enhance the training development
opportunities of officers and to indicate support for staff to be reimbursed in a similar
way to Councillors for expenses involved in attending conferences or other activities.”

STATUTORY ENVIRONMENT

There are no significant statutory requirements in respect to this matter.

BACKGROUND

Councillor Bass has expressed interest in attending the 6™ International Cities Town
Centres and Communities Conference.

The International Cities Town Centres and Communities (ICTC) Society aims:

o To enhance the quality of life of inhabitants of cities, towns & communities.

. To make cities, towns & communities as environmentally, socially &
economically sustainable as possible.

o To bring together the required visionary professionals to discuss the challenges
of replacing sprawl with compact, socially acceptable environments.

) To cater adequately for both growing and shrinking towns, cities and
communities.

o To facilitate world best practices in the planning, development and management
of cities, towns and communities and particularly the planning, development and
management of public spaces and infrastructure.
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The ICTC holds regular conferences. The 6" ICTC Conference will be held in
Yeppoon Queensland between Tuesday, 31 May 2005 and Friday, 3 June 2005
inclusive. A copy of the programme and registration details are provided in the
attachment to this report.

OFFICER COMMENT

The ICTC Conference programme includes items of interest and relevance to the City.
The topics under discussion are of most relevance to the areas of Planning and
Business Development. In that regard there is some overlap between the topics
discussed with the Mainstreet Conference attended by Councillor Teasdale and
Manager Business Development Mr Peter Schifferli (REPOL Item 10.8.2 20/07/2004
refers), and the Planning Institute of Australia 2005 National Conference to be held in
Melbourne & Bendigo, Victoria in April. This will be attended by Councillor Marks and
the Manager Planning Ms Juliette Gillan in April 2005 (OCM Item 11.1.2 8/02/2005
refers).

Whilst the Conference looks to be of relevance to both Planning and Business
Development, both Departments have already accounted for Conference budget
expenditure in the current financial year.

Council could opt to send a Councillor to the conference without a senior staff member
or may choose to allocate additional funds for staff attendance.

Due to work demands it is not possible for the Manager-Planning Services or Director-
Development to attend the Conference.

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

The registration fees for non-members are $845 per person.

Accommodation (standard hotel room at Rydges Capricorn Resort approximately $140
per night) and airfare expenses (approximately $950) will apply to any staff members
and any Councillor(s) attending.

Planning Services and Business Development have already accounted for Conference
expenditure this financial year.

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS

Not applicable.

ATTACHMENT DETAILS

Attach. No. Details
2 Provisional programme and registration details
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OFFICER RECOMMENDATION

For consideration.

TEASDALE MOVED, RICHARDSON SECONDED, that, as the recently adopted
Council policy has not yet taken effect and that as there are no budgeted funds or
an Officer available to attend, no action be taken.

CARRIED 7 VOTES TO 4

For: Passeri, Richardson, Blair, Grant, Marks, Teasdale, Powell

Against: Rossi, Whiteley, Bass, Godfrey
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11.2 WORKS AND TECHNICAL SERVICES DIVISION

WHITELEY MOVED, GRANT SECONDED, that the reports of the Works and
Technical Services Division as printed in the Agenda, be received.

CARRIED 11 VOTES TO 0

WITHDRAWN ITEMS

Nil.

GRANT MOVED, BLAIR SECONDED, Officer Recommendations in the Works and
Technical Services Division, be adopted en bloc.

CARRIED 11 VOTES TO 0

11.2.1 Dedication of Orrong Road from Great Eastern Highway to Barry Street,
Rivervale

Report by Engineering Division
DATE
30 March 2004

PURPOSE OF REPORT

To seek Council’'s endorsement of the proposed dedication of land in Orrong Road
from Great Eastern Highway to Barry Street, Rivervale as road reserve.

SUMMARY AND KEY ISSUES

Summary and Key Issues

Complex Land Solutions acting under instructions and on behalf of Main Roads WA, is
seeking the City of Belmont’s resolution to the dedication of land as Road Reserve in
Orrong Road from Great Eastern Highway to Barry Street, Rivervale.

Officer Recommendation Summation

That Council endorse the dedication of the land, as detailed and contained in the
following plan, as road under Section 56 of the Land Administration Act.
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% City of Belmont

Town of Victoria Park

Road Reserve Dedicatio.ﬁ .
Town of Victoria Park, Belmont and Canning

Orrong Road (Gt Eastern Hwy to Barry Street
and Kewdale Rd to Felspar St)

am 200m ADDm G0 004m 1008
o™ ™ ™ ™ e =l

LOCATION
Orrong Road between Great Eastern Highway and Barry Street, Rivervale
APPLICANT

Complex Land Solutions on behalf of Main Roads WA

FILE REFERENCE

102/007 — Permanent Road Closure

DISCLOSURE OF INTEREST

Type of

Nature / Extent of Interest
Interest

Name Position

VOTING REQUIREMENT

Simple Majority required.

CONSULTATION

There has been no public consultation in respect to this matter.
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Item 11.2.1 Continued

STRATEGIC PLAN/OPERATIONAL PLAN IMPLICATIONS

Strategic Plan
Nil.

Operational Plan
Nil.

POLICY IMPLICATIONS

There are no significant policy implications are evident at this time.

STATUTORY ENVIRONMENT

Section 56 — Land Administration Act 1997

BACKGROUND

Complex Land Solutions Pty Ltd acting under instructions and on behalf of Main Roads
WA has written to the City of Belmont seeking Council’s resolution to the dedication of
land in Orrong Road between Great Eastern Highway and Barry Street, Rivervale as
Road Reserve under Section 56 of the Land Administration Act 1997.

OFFICER COMMENT

The land is within the Main Roads protection boundary and reserved under the
Metropolitan Region Scheme for road purposes and the applicant advises that all land
identified for dedication is already held in public ownership. In short, the dedication is a
formality.

The applicant also confirms that Main Roads WA will indemnify the City against any
claims arising from the dedication of the land.

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

There are no financial implications in respect to this matter

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS

There are no significant environmental implications evident at this time.

ATTACHMENT DETAILS

Nil.

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION

That Council at its meeting of 12 April 2005 concurred to the dedication of the
land, as detailed and contained in the following plan, as Road Reserve under
Section 56 of the Land Administration Act.

47
CONFIRMATION DATE: 3 MAY 2005

Document Set ID: 899461
Version: 1, Version Date: 26/04/2005



OCM 12/04/05 Reports of Divisions
Works & Technical Services Division

Item 11.2.1 Continued

City of Belmont
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OFFICER RECOMMENDATION ADOPTED EN BLOC -
REFER TO RESOLUTION APPEARING AT ITEM 11.2
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11.2.2 2005/2006 Fees, Charges and Bonds — Works and Technical Services
Division

Report by Engineering Division

DATE

21 March 2005

PURPOSE OF REPORT

To consider a review of the fees, charges and bonds applicable to the Works and
Technical Services Division and these reviewed fees and charges be included in the
budget considerations for the 2005/2006 financial year.

SUMMARY AND KEY ISSUES

Summary and Key Issues

The report highlights a review of the 2004/2005 fees, charges and bonds for the Works
and Technical Services Division and proposes fees for the forthcoming 2005/2006
financial year.

Officer Recommendation Summation

That the reviewed fees and charges for the Works and Technical Services Division, as
detailed in Table 1, be endorsed for consideration in the 2005/2006 budget process.

LOCATION
Not applicable
APPLICANT
Not applicable

FILE REFERENCE

54/004 — Budget Documentation — Council

DISCLOSURE OF INTEREST

Type of

Nature / Extent of Interest
Interest

Name Position
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Item 11.2.2 Continued

VOTING REQUIREMENT

As Council is not adopting the fees and charges but endorsing them for referral through
the formal budget adoption process, a simple maijority is only required. Should Council
choose to adopt a fee or charge formally, an Absolute majority will be required.

CONSULTATION

While there has been no public consultation in reviewing these fees and charges, the
Local Government Act stipulates the consultation process where fees and charges are
incorporated in the Annual Budget for adoption by Council.

STRATEGIC PLAN/OPERATIONAL PLAN IMPLICATIONS

Strategic Plan

Nil

Operational Plan

Organisational Strategy O7/1(f) — “Consider the opportunity and merits of moving to a
user pays principle and seek the best return for the use of Council’s facility and the
supply of Council’s services”.

POLICY IMPLICATIONS

Policy No. C4.9.4 — Fees for Subdivision Works and Policy No. C4.3.4 — Verge Bonds.

STATUTORY ENVIRONMENT

Local Government Act 1995, Sections 6.16 & 6.17 allow for the imposition of fees and
charge, including the setting of its levels.

BACKGROUND

In accordance with the requirements under the Local Government Act 1995, Section
6.16, the City charges engineering service fees and collects bonds for developments
and major subdivision works, including works undertaken by private contractors within
road reserves. To achieve an accurate reflection of the services provided by the City,
the engineering fees, charges and bonds are reviewed annually.

OFFICER COMMENT

The fees, charges and bonds have been reviewed and there are no reasons to warrant
any changes. The rates of fees and charges as shown in Table 1 are still valid to be
adopted for the 2005-2006 financial year. The fees and charges will assist in partly
offsetting some of the administration costs incurred by the City.

The security bonds are applied to private developments and subdivision works,
including any private works on road reserves, to ensure protection of the City's
infrastructure assets and the proper reinstatement of assets to the City’s requirements.
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Item 11.2.2 Continued

It is proposed that the fees, charges and bonds as shown in Table 1 be adopted for the

2005-2006 financial year.

Table 1 — Fees, Charges and Bonds for 2005-2006 Financial Year

Works and Technical Services

Major Subdivision & Development

1.5% of contract price
(road & drainage works)
where Consulting

1.5% of contract price
(road & drainage works)
where Consulting

Engineer is engaged; 3.0 No change Engineer is engaged;
% of contract price where 3.0% of contract price
Consultant is not where Consultant is not
engaged engaged + 10% GST
Miscellaneous works on road reserves (eg sewer, $150 minimum per $165 minimum per
. . s No change o
drainage, water, cabling etc) application application
Off-site drainage connection to Council's system $250 per ccl)ntnection per Nochange | S275per ccl)ntnection per
o o)
Closure of road, ROW & PAW $150 minimum per $150 minimum per
o application plus
application plus No change .
advertisement cost advertisement cost
(GST not applicable)
Temporary road closure for private works $150 minimum per $150 minimum per
o application plus
application plus No change :
advertisement cost advertlsemen't cost
(GST not applicable)
A3 - $5.00 No change A3 - $5.50 per sheet
A4 - $2.00 A4 - $2.20 per sheet
Defects liability bond for major subdivisions & 2.5% of contract price 2.5% of contract price
developments (road & drainage works) (road & drainage works)
to be retained by No change to be retained by
Consultant Consultant
Verge / Footpath Bond $500 minimum No Change $550 minimum
Opening Road Pavements Bond $1,000 minimum No Change $1,100 minimum

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

Table 1 illustrates the estimated income proposed by the application of the

fees, charges and bonds.

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS

There are no significant environmental implications evident at this time.

ATTACHMENT DETAILS

Nil.
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Item 11.2.2 Continued

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION

That the reviewed fees and charges for the Works and Technical Services
Division, as detailed in Table 1, be endorsed for consideration in the 2005/2006

budget process.

Table 1 — Fees, Charges and Bonds for 2005-2006 Financial Year

Works and Technical Services
Major Subdivision & Development 1.5% of contract price 1.5% of contract price
(road & drainage works) (road & drainage works)
where Consulting where Consulting
Engineer is engaged; 3.0 No change Engineer is engaged;
% of contract price where 3.0% of contract price
Consultant is not where Consultant is not
engaged engaged + 10% GST
Miscellaneous works on road reserves (eg sewer, $150 minimum per $165 minimum per
. . S No change o
drainage, water, cabling etc) application application
Off-site drainage connection to Council’s system $250 per C(lJntnection per No change $275 per ctl)ntnection per
o o
Closure of road, ROW & PAW $150 minimum per $150 minimum per
o application plus
application plus No change dverti t t
advertisement cost advertisement cos
(GST not applicable)
Temporary road closure for private works $150 minimum per $150 minimum per
o application plus
application plus No change dverti
advertisement cost a vertlsemen't cost
(GST not applicable)
A3 -$5.00 No change A3 - $5.50 per sheet
A4 - $2.00 A4 - $2.20 per sheet
Defects liability bond for major subdivisions & 2.5% of contract price 2.5% of contract price
developments (road & drainage works) No change (road & drainage works)
to be retained by 9 to be retained by
Consultant Consultant
Verge / Footpath Bond $500 minimum No Change $550 minimum
Opening Road Pavements Bond $1,000 minimum No Change $1,100 minimum

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION ADOPTED EN BLOC —
REFER TO RESOLUTION APPEARING AT ITEM 11.2
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11.3 COMMUNITY AND EXECUTIVE SERVICES DIVISION

BLAIR MOVED, RICHARDSON SECONDED, that the reports of the Community and
Executive Services Division as printed in the Agenda, be received.

CARRIED 11 VOTES TO 0

WITHDRAWN ITEMS

Item 11.3.1 was withdrawn at the request of Cr Godfrey.

BLAIR MOVED,WHITELEY SECONDED, that with the exception of Item 11.3.1,
which is to be considered separately, the Officer Recommendation in the
Community and Executive Services Division, specifically Item 11.3.2, be adopted
en bloc.

CARRIED 11 VOTES TO 0

11.3.1 2005/2006 Fees and Charges — Community and Executive Services
Division**
**CE Attachment 3 — Item 11.3.1 refers
Report by Community and Executive Services Division
DATE
21 March 2005

PURPOSE OF REPORT

To consider a review of the fees and charges applicable to the Community and
Executive Services Division; and to specifically review the photocopying charge levied
within City of Belmont services; and these reviewed fees and charges be included in
the budget considerations for the 2005/2006 financial year.

SUMMARY AND KEY ISSUES

Summary and Key Issues

The report highlights a review of the 2004/2005 fees and charges for the Community
and Executive Services Division and proposes fees for the forthcoming 2005/2006
financial year. In doing so reference is made to Council’s request to reconsider the
charge for A4 black and white photocopying from 30 cents to 25 cents.

Officer Recommendation Summation

To retain the 30 cents charge per A4 black and white photocopy / print and endorse the
reviewed fees and charges for consideration in the 2005-2006 budget process.
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Item 11.3.1 Continued

LOCATION
Not applicable.
APPLICANT
Not applicable.

FILE REFERENCE

54/004 Budget Documentation — Council.

DISCLOSURE OF INTEREST

Type of

Nature / Extent of Interest
Interest

Name Position

VOTING REQUIREMENT

As the report is not adopting the fees and charges but endorsing them for referral the
formal budget adoption process, a simple majority is only required. Should Council
choose to adopt a fee or charge formally, an Absolute majority will be required.

CONSULTATION

Whilst there has been no public consultation in reviewing these fees and charges, the
Local Government Act stipulates the consultation process where fees and charges are
incorporated in the Annual Budget for adoption by Council.

STRATEGIC PLAN/OPERATIONAL PLAN IMPLICATIONS

Strategic Plan
Nil.

Operational Plan

Organisational Strategy O7/1(e) — “In assessing the budget constraints placed on it
each year, Council should encourage users of community facilities to contribute to the
best of their ability’.

Organisational Strategy O7/1(f) — “Consider the opportunity and merits of moving to a
user pays principle and seek the best return for the use of Council’s facility and the
supply of Council’s services”.

POLICY IMPLICATIONS

There are no specific policy implications evident.
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Item 11.3.1 Continued

STATUTORY ENVIRONMENT

Section 6.16 of the Local Government Act 1995 defines the manner in which fees and
charges can be imposed, determined or advertised.

BACKGROUND

The Local Government Act 1995 requires that a local government may “impose or
recover a fee or charge for any goods or services it provides”. The Act further states
that “fees and charges are to be imposed when adopting the annual budget”.

In accordance with these statutory requirements, fees and charges for the new
financial year are reviewed annually by the Council to enable their incorporation in the
relevant budget document.

To assist Council in consideration of this matter, a table of current and proposed fees
and charges has been compiled and is provided as attachment to the agenda
document.

An extension to this process is a specific review of photocopying charges as requested
by Council in its resolution 26 October 2005 (ltem 11.4.3), ‘that the Committee
recommendation not be adopted and to create a new more equitable fee, that the
March 2005 budget review consider reducing the price of A4 photocopying in the City
of Belmont Library to 25 cents per copy”.

As a recap of this matter, a notice of motion was received from Cr Godfrey and
considered at the October 2004 meeting of the (former) Resources and Policy
Committee. The notice of motion stated “That the October Budget Review considers
reducing the price of A4 photocopying in the City of Belmont Library to .25cents per

copy’.

The 2004-2005 Budget included in its fees and charges schedule, an increase in A4
black (and white) photocopying charges from 20 cents to 30 cents. The increase was
implemented following an assessment of the actual cost per copy to Council. This
information was relayed to Councillors via a memo dated 8 September 2004. The
actual direct cost to Council was calculated at 26.1539 cents. This does not include
any indirect costs such as staff time, accommodation costs etc. The 2003-2004
Budget included an income for all Library photocopying of $7,000. The actual income
received for the year ended 30 June 2004 was $6,015 with the budget for photocopying
income reduced to $5,600 in 2004-2005.

As was pointed out in the memorandum to Councillors in September, it is not possible
to charge 27 cents per copy so rather than make a ‘loss’, the fee was set at 30 cents.
It should also be noted that the fee charged by the City is GST inclusive, however the
City must pay GST on the income collected. This reduces the actual amount collected
by the City to 27.3 cents (from the 30 cents charged). Notwithstanding, the overall
impact on the Budget is minimal as any alteration to the fees given the volume, would
only amount to an estimated few hundred dollars.

The resultant Officer and Committee recommendation was that the fee for A4 black
and white photocopies remain at 30 cents per copy, as per the adopted 2004-2005
Budget. This was not subsequently adopted by Council, hence the request to consider
a review of the fee to 25 cents at the budget review.
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Item 11.3.1 Continued

OFFICER COMMENT

In most cases, fees and charges have not been recommended for change, with the
exception of those determined by legal agreement (i.e. leases) and the following —

DETAILS 2004/2005 2005/2006 Inclusive
Current Fee Proposed GST
Fee
HALLS -
Bond — category 4 - High Risk Events Nil. $1,000.00 $1,100.00
HACC / ADULT DAY CARE
Variety of changes as per negotiation
with HACC

The category four bond charge for Halls of $1,100 is suggested to be applied in a
situation where the Council Officer assesses that there is a high risk to Council
property in the hall hire process. This would be applied where it is not possible to
refuse the hall hire but there is a perceived need to implement some form of deterrent,
encouraging the protection of the City’s interests.

At the time of writing the fees and charges in relation to our Age Housing have yet to
be reviewed and it is anticipated that these will be considered by Council at formal
budget adoption.

In respect to the fees for Meals on Wheels and Adult Day Care meals, the fee is based
on a ‘cost plus’ arrangement, whereas the Podiatry cost is based on the supplier cost
per session. Other fees and charges for the Belmont Home and Community Care and
Adult Day Care services are based on those fees approved by Home and Community
Care Program as being within the HACC Safeguards Policy and the National Fees
Principles. It should be noted that the last fee increase was in 2002/2003, and the
proposed fees are comparable with those charged by other like service providers. All
income generated is retained in the service to provide services to clients.

All applicable fees and charges are subject to regular analysis to ensure that the basis
of the imposed fee is an accurate reflection of actual cost to Council.

In respect to the charge for A4 black and white photocopies/prints, Council Officers
believe that the original assessment of 30 cents inclusive of GST is appropriate, based
on a sound assessment of the costs to the City (as outlined in the background of this
report), and therefore recommend its retention. Council Officers are unaware of any
recent community concern in respect to the fee level.

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

The table as attached illustrates the estimated income proposed to be derived by the
imposition of the reviewed fees and charges.

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS

There are no specific environmental implications evident.
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Item 11.3.1 Continued

ATTACHMENT DETAILS

Attach. No. Details
3 Description of Fees and Charges

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION

1. That the fee for A4 black and white photocopies/prints remain at 30 cents per
copy, as per the adopted 2004-2005 Budget.

2. That the reviewed fees and charges for the Community and Executive Services

Division as identified in Attachment 1 be endorsed for consideration in the
2005/2006 Annual Budget adoption process.

GODFREY MOVED, ROSSI SECONDED

1. That the fee for A4 black and white photocopies/prints for the 2005-2006
Budget be set at 25 cents per copy.

2. That the reviewed fees and charges for the Community and Executive

Services Division as identified in Attachment 3 be endorsed for
consideration in the 2005/2006 Annual Budget adoption process.

CARRIED 9 VOTES TO 2 (ABSOLUTE MAJORITY)

For: Blair, Grant, Marks, Bass, Godfrey, Powell, Teasdale, Whiteley, Rossi

Against: Passeri, Richardson
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11.3.2 Community Information & Consultation Council Policy and Internal
Procedure**

*CE Attachment 4 - Iltem 11.3.2 refers
*CE Attachment 5 — Item 11.3.2 refers
**CE Attachment 6 — Item 11.3.2 refers
*CE Attachment 7 - Iltem 11.3.2 refers
Report by Community and Executive Services Division
DATE
16 March 2005

PURPOSE OF REPORT

Seek Council’'s acknowledgement of the community consultation process undertaken in
regard to this project and to seek adoption of the subsequently modified policy and
internal procedure.

SUMMARY AND KEY ISSUES

Summary and Key Issues

The draft Community Information and Consultation Council Policy and Internal
Procedure were considered by Council in September 2004 and subsequently a formal
Community Consultation has been conducted between 20 November 2004 and 11
February 2005. This report presents the outcomes of the consultation and the final
draft of the Policy and internal procedure for Council’s consideration.

Key issues arising from the consultation relate to the administrative procedure and
include:

Record keeping procedures;

Stakeholder access and feedback opportunities;

The inclusion of ‘Absolute Determination’ in the policy and procedure; and
Assessment process to determine the level of consultation.

Officer Recommendation Summation

Recommends for Council’s:-
e adoption of the Council Policy C1.7.13 Community Information and
Consultation;
o referral of ‘Neighbourhood Noticeboards’ to the Marketing and Business
Development sections for further consideration;
e noting the outcomes of the consultation process on this matter and the
internal procedure to support implementation.
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Item 11.3.2 Continued

LOCATION
Not applicable.
APPLICANT
Not applicable.

FILE REFERENCE

32/005 Internal Policy and Procedure

DISCLOSURE OF INTEREST

Type of

Nature / Extent of Interest
Interest

Name Position

VOTING REQUIREMENT

Simple majority required

CONSULTATION

The following outlines the Consultation Plan undertaken in regard to the draft
Community Information and Consultation Policy and Internal Procedure.

The level of Consultation identified as being appropriate for this project was
Involved (Separated), which is defined in the Internal Procedure as follows: -

“An activity requiring an Involve - Separated style of consultation will require
the completion of:-

e one Inform tool;
e one Consult tool; and,
e one Involve - Separated tool.

Involve — Separated consultation is defined as a process where stakeholders
do not require substantial education in the subject matter to be able to make an
informed decision; as such these types of projects are usually limited to those
where the stakeholders already have a reasonable understanding of the basis
of the proposal.

An Involve - Separated style of consultation is one in which the City expects to
alter its initial proposal following consultation. Such proposals are likely to
require significant input and have a significant number of stakeholders, or a
smaller group of stakeholders each representing a significant number of
individuals.

In entering into such a consultation style, the City accepts that it requires
stakeholders to provide input on the proposal for the City to be ensured, whilst
remaining cognisant of legislative and policy requirements, that the outcome is
reasonable.”
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Item 11.3.2 Continued

The Consultation Tools therefore selected are outlined below and it should be noted
that in this instance a greater range of ‘Inform Tools’ than required, has been used to
ensure sufficient public awareness.

Consultation

CONSULTATION OVERVIEW

Tool Dates Stakeholder Capture Comment
A dvI;?'tci;:iln / 23 November 2004 ¢ Residents Ratepayers/ | e« Distribution throughout
Southerr? 14 December 2004 representative groups / the City and high level of
Gazette 25 January 2005 all customers readership.
o Excellent profile amongst
Belmont ¢ All businesses in City business in Belmont and
Business Talk 29 November 2004 of Belmont prominent position in that
issue.
Belmont o All residential e Broad distribution and
Bulletin 1 December 2004 properties in the City of prominent position in this
Belmont issue.
6' . e Promotional posters and
) . . Available from e Customers who sought information packages.
= Information Kit 23 November 2004 to ) .
= out information. e Three packages
11 February 2005
©) requested & mailed.
i During the consultation
= period the information was
a accessed via the web page
zZ as follows:-
8 Available from o 126 Hits to the specific
I City’s Webpage | 23 November 2004 to o All web site visitors information link
= 11 February 2005 ¢ 60 Hits to the draft policy
% ¢ 58 Hits to the Statement
% of Intent
= e 64 Hits to the Internal
Procedure
Civic Centre Available from e Exposure to all visitors ¢ C;fizsa(a;:g glrem:ttlt%r;se
and 23 November 2004 to to the Civic Centre and I%cations
Public Library 11 February 2005 Library Notice Boards )
¢ 11 packs taken.
¢ Seeking feedback and c d .
comment from staff * olmmen_t an fsuggestlon
Internal 19 September 2004 ¢ Seeking feedback and Inc u'ded in draft copy
Memorandum comment from distributed for public
Councillors comment.
¢ Department of Local
[ Government Responses received from: -
5' — | Direct Mail Out ¢ Belmont Residents e Department of Local
% 8 / Call for 22 November 2004 Ratepayers Action Government
or Submissions Group ¢ Belmont Residents
o e Belmont Business Ratepayers Action Group
Advisory Group
LIIJ B e Attended by three
i Z ¢ Publicised as per all members of the public
6‘ 5(1 Public Hearing 2 February 2005 the above (One being from another
; o metropolitan local
= % government Community)

Copies of the advertising placed in the Southern Gazette, Belmont Bulletin and
Belmont Business Talk are provided as the first attachment to this report.
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Item 11.3.2 Continued

Effectiveness Review

The consultation process for this project has been reviewed in accordance with the
‘Effectiveness Criteria’ outlined in the draft procedure (refer clause 6.2). The
information provided in the following table would in normal circumstances not be
provided as part of the report to Council, however in this instance it is provided to assist
Council (and the community) in understanding how the procedure’s inbuilt ‘checks and
balances’ have been applied.

The project was well defined in the initial report to Council (RePol 21/9/04-
Project Definition 10.8.2) and within the Strategic Intent document provided as part of the
information pack.

The community response was low; however it is considered that this would be
consistent in regard to such procedural matters.

Representativeness Those groups that were directly engaged by the City, participated and
provided well considered submissions that indicated a high level of
understanding of the project.

Information was delivered to the community in a range of formats and access
was widely promoted. There were no substantial barriers identified that may
have prevented either participation or access to information.

Information
Dissemination

All comment was assessed against criteria of the intent of the proposed

Independence Council policy balanced against the potential for resource implications.

Internal stakeholders were engaged from 19 September 2004 and external

Early Involvement stakeholders have been engaged since 23 November 2005.

The decision-making process and the ability for involvement were clearly
outlined in the Statement of Intent which was published and provided at all
points of information distribution for the Consultation information (which
included the draft policy and procedure).

Transparency

Participants were provided with a range of options for participation and the
submission of their considerations. Only one group verbally requested
LI WLLLET I\l extension of time for their submission and this was granted verbally. The
submission has since been received and is reflected in the Response Data
provided as an attachment.

In conclusion, it is believed that the Consultation Plan was effective based on the
following: -

« This was a broadly advertised and promoted submission opportunity over an
extended period of time (12-weeks), for the community to participate in
reviewing and influencing the draft policy and procedure; and,

« The consultation plan and time frames provided opportunity for broad
participation and contribution (however; it is acknowledged that there can
sometimes be a low community interest in procedural matters).

STRATEGIC PLAN/OPERATIONAL PLAN IMPLICATIONS

Strategic Plan
The Strategic Plan details the City’s expectation that effective and efficient methods of
communication are undertaken to progress the City’s strategic intent.

Operational Plan
Community Strategy C1/10(c) — “To ensure community communication is maintained at
a high level.”
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Item 11.3.2 Continued

POLICY IMPLICATIONS

Council’s adoption of this Policy will result in the City’s Policy Manual being amended.
The Internal Procedure will be subsequently implemented to support the administration
in adhering to the policy.

STATUTORY ENVIRONMENT

The Local Government Act 1995 and other areas of legislation (including the Town
Planning & Development Act, Health Act, Heritage Act, Environmental Protection Act
etc.) administered by the City specify statutory public notice and / or submission
periods to facilitate public comment in defined circumstances (eg. making of a local
law, amending a Town Planning Scheme, proposing a site for potential heritage listing,
etc).

This policy (and the internal procedure) will not replace any such statutorily required
advertising or consultation, but may suggest further advertising and consultation
requirements when identified as appropriate via the assessment process provided in
the procedure.

BACKGROUND

Council was previously advised the following (RePol 21/09/04-10.8.2): -

The City of Opportunity Marketing Strategy was implemented in 1995, and its
performance has been monitored via a number of methods over the intervening period.

In June 2003 the City commissioned a ‘Brand Communications Study’ which brought
together a number of Focus Groups, representing both resident and business groups,
to investigate community opinions. This study concluded a general view of the focus
groups that Councils key role and responsibilities should be focused on “providing a
secure and enjoyable environment, with attention given to proper community
consultation and protection of the interests of all stakeholders”.

In March 2004 the City received the conclusions and recommendations of the
“Community Attitude Survey 2004” which indicated that the City needed to develop a
more integrated and consistent approach to consultation with our community and
stakeholders.

The conclusions arising from these studies served to reinforce the considerations of
Councillors and the City, that a more comprehensive and consistent approach to
community consultation was required.

Council subsequently resolved (OCM 28/09/04-11.4):-

1. Council endorse the Draft Community Information & Consultation Policy and ‘In
Practice’ Procedure (as attached) to be advertised for public comment in
accordance with the Consultation Plan detailed in the report.

2. At the conclusion of the consultation period a further report outlining the
subsequently revised draft Community Information & Consultation Policy and ‘In
Practice’ Procedure be submitted for Council’'s consideration and formal
adoption.
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Item 11.3.2 Continued

Subsequent to this Council resolution, Cr Rossi provided the City with extensive
comment and suggestions which resulted in modification to the draft Internal
Procedure. This modified document and supporting explanatory information was
circulated to Councillors via memorandum dated 19 November 2005", and this revised
document was the version released for public comment.

OFFICER COMMENT

The Mayor publicly announced the draft Community Information and Consultation
Policy at the Mayoral Dinner on 20 November 2004 and from here officers
implemented the Consultation Plan as outlined in this report.

Submissions have been received from the following sources:-
o Department of Local Government and Regional Development;
« Belmont Residents / Ratepayers Action Group (two submissions); and,
o Public Hearing 2 February 2005 - Outcomes

Details of these submissions have been included in the Response Data spreadsheet
provided as the second attachment to this report. Officers have also provided an
assessment of each submission / proposal and an outline of the subsequent action.

Changes to the Internal Procedure arising from the consultation submissions have
been incorporated in the revised copy provided as an attachment to this report, which
shows the significant amendments and modifications as highlighted text. Provided
below is an overview of the amendments that have been incorporated:-

e Record Keeping Requirements have been inserted at relevant points in the
process;

e References have been inserted to instruct officers to consider stakeholder
feedback opportunities when compiling a Consultation Plan;

e New clause to outline management considerations in selecting a Consultation
Coordinator;

e Additional information provided under the section titled ‘Make the Decision’,
that outlines the local government’s responsibilities in Decision making;

e The full text of the Council Policy (to reflect the final version as adopted by
Council) is included as Appendix | to the procedure;

e Appendix V - Consultation Tool Assessment now includes text to guide
officers in using the City’s corporate standards and guidelines to ensure the
highest standards for communications and information provided to
Stakeholders;

e Consultation Plan Response Data proforma has been amended by the
removal of the headings ‘Advantages’ and ‘Disadvantages’, as categorising
submission is subject to the stakeholders perspective (i.e. what the City sees
as a positive may be considered a negative by a stakeholder and vice versa)
it was considered a more consistent approach to provide the comment
verbatim.

1 Should read 19 November 2004
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The heading ‘Is more consultation required?’ has also been replaced with
‘Recommended Action’ to clearly account for the potential for a broad range
of actions that may be required.

Additionally the following modifications have been made to the Internal procedure
arising from internal review and testing of the procedure: -

e The section titled ‘Identify Stakeholders’ has been brought forward in the
process;

e The section titled ‘Assess Risk, Sensitivity and Complexity’ has been
relocated to appear under the section ‘Assess Decision Making and
Consultation Requirements’. The presentation of the risk and complexity
assessment information has also been reorganised to achieve easier
understanding and application for process users;

e Selected information from a range of sections has been relocated to more
appropriate areas to promote easier use and understanding of the process.
This has also resulted in the creation of a new section titled ‘Capturing and
Delivering Information to Stakeholders’;

e Consultation Evaluation Review is now presented as a proforma to promote
consistent critical assessment and recording of review outcomes; and

e Provision for establishing benchmarking via Standardised Consultation
Plans has been included to capture activities which the City undertakes that
are governed by generally consistent parameters.

It is important to note that throughout the consultation and submission period there has
been no external submission/s for modification or amendment to the draft Policy. This
may be considered as evidence of the accord established in the intent of this Policy -
capturing Council’'s and the community’s expectations of the City’s defined approach to
community information and consultation.

However, in reviewing the operations of the procedure, the Administration has
acknowledged that there is potential for substantial resource implications if the
consultation process is applied to every activity undertaken by the City, including
potential extended delays in current service delivery timelines eg planning approvals. It
was therefore considered imperative to the City’s ability to continue to deliver our
community the level of service expected that the following clause be added to the
proposed policy: -

“The City will undertake the most appropriate levels of consultation within the
bounds of available resources, targeting as a priority those projects or decisions
with potential for the greatest impact on our community / stakeholders.”

This will ensure that some discretion can be applied in achieving a balance between
the resources and funding available to the City and the application of consultation in a
format appropriate to both the needs of the community and the City.

Implementation

Once Council has considered and adopted the Policy for Community Information and
Consultation, the City’s administration must implement its operation. This will be
substantially driven by the draft Internal Procedure presented as an attachment to this
report however, implementation process must also include:-
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« Internal publication and distribution of instructional process documents and
templates;

Defining process maps;

Staff training / workshops;

Staged roll out of the application of the process to real time activities;

Develop Consultation Benchmarking as required; and,

Periodic assessment and review.

The City already has in progress a range of strategic and structural innovations and
changes, and it will take some months to ensure an appropriate level of integration and
therefore full application of this Consultation policy.

In light of the feedback received from our internal customers, and the above detail,
officers have concluded that the most appropriate introduction for this new policy and
procedure would be via a twelve month trial period. As such, recommendation #5
proposes initially the progressive introduction of this new initiative over the period July
to December 2005, continuing the trial period from January to June 2006 with the
Policy fully operational.

The twelve month trial will allow a workable six month introductory period, at which time
operations will be reviewed to identify the impact on the City’s ability to deliver
appropriate service levels, and it should be noted that this may require consideration of
modification to the policy and procedure prior to the final six-months of full operational
trial.

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

The full impact of the introduction of this proposed draft Community Information and
Consultation Policy and ‘In Practice’ Procedure is unable to be conclusively quantified
at this time. There is however, potential for significant financial impact particularly
where a consultation style of ‘Involve’ or greater is required.

Council is advised that the draft Policy and Procedure requires that any consultation
causing a financial effect is to be referred to the Senior Management Group for
approval.

In seeking Council’s endorsement of the draft ‘Community Information & Consultation
Policy and ‘In Practice’ procedure, it was estimated that a cost of approximately $1000
would adequately cover advertising (215.00.0.263) photocopying (200.00.0.128) and
postage (200.00.0.268).

Actual costs to date are provided below:-

Advertising (x3) $1800

Photocopying 160

Postage (x6 lge & x4std) 29

TOTAL $1989

Staff Time* 35 hours
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The Staff Time allocation reflected above accounts only for the consultation process
and does not include the project development or the drafting of the reports to Council.
This time allocation captures only the activities of the responsible officer and it should
be noted that there have been a number of other staff (including the responsible
Manager, Director and other consulting staff), for whom it is estimated collectively
contributed a similar level of time.

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS

A more comprehensive approach to delivery of information and the undertaking of
consultation will incur a greater consumption of resources such as paper products (i.e.
letterhead, envelopes, photocopies, brochures, etc).

ATTACHMENT DETAILS

Attach. No. Details

4 Examples of Advertising relating to this project
5 Consultation Response Data spreadsheet
6 Policy
7 Internal Procedure
OFFICER RECOMMENDATION
That Council:-

1.  Note the consultation process undertaken in regard to seeking community
input into the draft Community Information and Consultation Policy and
Internal Procedure.

2. Receive the Response Data as shown in the report attachment, for the
Community Information and Consultation Policy and Internal Procedure and
endorse the actions outlined therein.

3. Refer the suggestion for ‘Neighbourhood Noticeboards’ to the Marketing
Manager and the Manager Business Development for consideration in
future planning.

4. Adopt Council Policy C1.7.13 Community Information and Consultation as
provided attached to this report.

5. Note the Community Information and Consultation ‘In Practice’ Internal
Procedures as provided attached to this report, as the management
framework to support the implementation of the Policy, acknowledging that
a staged 12-month trial implementation program is required (commencing
July 2005) to facilitate staff training, budget implications, process
integration and operational assessment / review.

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION ADOPTED EN BLOC —
REFER TO RESOLUTION APPEARING AT ITEM 11.3
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1.4 CORPORATE SERVICES DIVISION

GODFREY MOVED, GRANT SECONDED, that the reports of the Corporate Services
Division as printed in the Agenda, be received.

CARRIED 11 VOTES TO 0

WITHDRAWN ITEMS

Item 11.4.1 was withdrawn at the request of Cr MARKS.
Item 11.4.5 was withdrawn at the request of Cr GODFREY

BASS MOVED, GRANT SECONDED, that with the exception of Item 11.4.1 and,
11.4.5 which are to be considered separately, Officer Recommendations in the
Corporate Services Division, specifically Items 11.4.2, 11.4.3 and 11.4.4 be
adopted en bloc.

CARRIED 11 VOTES TO 0

11.4.1 Proposal to Purchase Council Properties — Lots 100, 101, 102 and 103
(Nos 18, 20, 22 & 24) Great Eastern Highway, lot 62 (13) Malvern Road
and lot 89 (16) Rowe Avenue, Rivervale

Report by Corporate Services Division
DATE
16 March 2005

PURPOSE OF REPORT

Consideration by Council of an investigation into and preparation of a business plan
towards the possible disposal of Council owned properties within the Springs
Redevelopment Precinct.

SUMMARYAND KEY ISSUES

Summary and Key Issues

LandCorp have lodged an expression of interest to acquire Council Owned Land within
the Springs Special Development Precinct. Approval is sought for Council Officers to
investigate this matter further and prepare a business plan for Council.
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Item 11.4.1 Continued

Officer Recommendation Summation

That Council authorise the preparation of a business plan in accordance with Section
3.59 of the Local Government Act 1995 to assess the proposal by Landcorp to acquire
Lots 100, 101, 102, 103 Great Eastern Highway, Lot 62 Malvern Road and Lot 89
Rowe Avenue, Rivervale. The business plan is to also assess the advantages or
disadvantages of retaining the properties for the City in both the short and long term
and any other option arising with respect to this matter.

LOCATION

The Springs Special Development Precinct, Rivervale

)
™

COUNCIL OWNED LAND
WITHIN
THE SPRINGS SPECIAL DEVELOPMENT PRECINCT

APPLICANT
Not applicable

FILE REFERENCE

70/003 — Documents — Sale/Purchase Council Land/Buildings
116/077 — The Springs Special Development Precinct
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Item 11.4.1 Continued

DISCLOSURE OF INTEREST

Type of

Nature / Extent of Interest
Interest

Name Position

VOTING REQUIREMENT

Simple majority required.

CONSULTATION

Section 3.59 of the Local Government Act requires that a statutory consultation
process will need to be undertaken with respect to any subsequently approved
business plan.

In addition, Section 3.58 requires that a further consultation process will need to be
undertaken prior to any formal disposal of this land being considered by Council.
STRATEGIC PLAN/OPERATIONAL PLAN IMPLICATIONS

Strategic Plan

No Strategic Plan implications are evident.

Operational Plan

No Operational Plan implications are evident.

POLICY IMPLICATIONS

There are no significant policy implications evident at this time.

STATUTORY ENVIRONMENT

Commercial enterprises by local governments (Major Land Transactions) — Section
3.59 of the Local Government Act 1995.

Disposal of property - Section 3.58 of the Local Government Act 1995.

BACKGROUND

Correspondence as been received from LandCorp expressing its desire to acquire
six (6) Council owned properties, subject to certain conditions, within the Springs
Special Development Precinct.

LandCorp have recently acquired all the Main Roads (MRWA) land within the precinct
and in order to achieve a consolidated development are keen to acquire Council’s land.

Following receipt of this correspondence, an up to date valuation for the subject
properties was sought from Pember Wilson Eftos, Licensed Valuers, and full details will
be outlined in the proposed business plan.
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Item 11.4.1 Continued

A full history with respect to the acquisitions of each of the properties, previous
development proposals within this precinct and the impact of the LandCorp proposal
will be detailed in the resultant business plan. This plan will be presented to Council for
consideration following the completion of investigations by Council Officers.

OFFICER COMMENT

As the total valuation of the subject lots are in excess of the prescribed amount for the
purposes of section 3.59 of the Local Government Act 1995, any disposal of these
properties must be considered as a Major Land Transaction and therefore requires the
preparation of a business plan.

Once prepared, the business plan will be presented to council for consideration prior to
any public consultation process being initiated.

In addition to the preparation of this plan, a full assessment of the properties and any
proposed disposal needs to be undertaken, so that Council will be able to fully consider
the proposal as presented and any other opportunities arising with respect to the
property.

LandCorp are also presently preparing a business case prior to making any formal offer
to acquire Council’s properties.

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

Financial implications with respect to the proposed disposal of this property are as yet
unknown, however will be assessed and included within the resultant Business Plan to
be presented to Council for further consideration.

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS

There are no significant environmental implications evident at this time.

ATTACHMENT DETAILS

Nil.

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION

That Council authorise the preparation of a business plan in accordance with Section
3.59 of the Local Government Act 1995 to investigate the proposal by Landcorp to
acquire Lots 100, 101, 102, 103 Great Eastern Highway, Lot 62 Malvern Road and Lot
89 Rowe Avenue, Rivervale. This plan is to provide a full history with respect to the
acquisition of each of the properties, details of previous development proposals within
this precinct and the impact of the LandCorp proposal.
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Corporate Services Division

Item 11.4.1 Continued

MARKS MOVED, RICHARDSON SECONDED, that the Officer Recommendation be
adopted, namely:

That Council authorise the preparation of a business plan in accordance with
Section 3.59 of the Local Government Act 1995 to investigate the proposal by
Landcorp to acquire Lots 100, 101, 102, 103 Great Eastern Highway, Lot 62
Malvern Road and Lot 89 Rowe Avenue, Rivervale. This plan is to provide a full
history with respect to the acquisition of each of the properties, details of

previous development proposals within this precinct and the impact of the
LandCorp proposal.

CARRIED 11 VOTES TO 0
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11.4.2 Donation — Acton Ave Community Kindy Inc.

Report by Corporate Services Division
DATE
17 March 2005

PURPOSE OF REPORT

Council to consider making a financial donation to the Acton Ave Community Kindy Inc.

SUMMARYAND KEY ISSUES

Summary and Key Issues

Council has received a request from the Acton Ave Community Kindy Inc. requesting a
donation of $364 so that their Teacher and Teachers Aid can attend the Senior First
Aid Certificate course run by the St John’s Ambulance Service, and for the purchase of
a suitable first aid kit for the kindergarten.

As the request does not meet the guidelines of Council’s Donation Policy, in the
interest of ensuring that the 30 or so pre-school children who attend are properly cared
for from a safety aspect, the matter has been put before Council for its consideration.
This report recommends that Council consider the request favourably.

Officer Recommendation Summation

That Council donate an amount of $364 from its Non-Statutory Donations Account
120.00.0.370 to the Acton Ave Community Kindy Inc. to enable them to purchase a first
aid kit for the kindergarten and for their Teacher and Teachers Aid to attend the St.
John’s Ambulance First Aid Course.

LOCATION
415 Acton Avenue, Kewdale, WA 6105
APPLICANT

Mata Crowley, Secretary, Acton Ave Community Kindergarten, Parent Management
Committee.

FILE REFERENCE

41/001 — Donations — Requests
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Item 11.4.2 Continued

DISCLOSURE OF INTEREST

Type of

Nature / Extent of Interest
Interest

Name Position

VOTING REQUIREMENT

Simple majority required.

CONSULTATION

No public consultation was considered to be required in respect to this matter.

STRATEGIC PLAN/OPERATIONAL PLAN IMPLICATIONS

Strategic Plan

No Strategic Plan implications are evident.

Operational Plan

No Operational Plan implications are evident.

POLICY IMPLICATIONS

Council Policy C3.4.1 — Donations — Financial Assistance sets criteria for the provision
of donations and financial assistance for charitable organisations, assistance to local
schools and disaster relief appeals.

STATUTORY ENVIRONMENT

There are no significant statutory requirements in respect to this matter.

BACKGROUND

In December 1999 (refer REPOL 14/12/1999 Item 8.1.1), a review was undertaken of
the Donations Policy C3.4.1, which resulted in an amended policy being drafted and
subsequently adopted. The amended policy has clearer guidelines by which to
evaluate requests so that a degree of consistency is maintained when allocating funds.

Council also agreed at that time, to give authority to officers to evaluate and process all
donation requests in accordance with the policy guidelines. A report was then to be
submitted to Council each month giving details of donations that have been approved
as well as donations that have been rejected. Any requests that did not fit within the
scope of the policy are referred to Council for consideration.

OFFICER COMMENT

The applicants have provided the following information for Council in submitting their
request for financial assistance:
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e Acton Ave Community Kindergarten (“Acton Ave Kindy”) is a community based
Kindergarten registered under the School Act 1999. As such it is not linked to or
supported by any State Primary School and is separate from Kewdale Primary
School.

¢ Acton Ave Kindy is managed by the Parent Management Committee in conjunction
with the Department of Education and Training (“the Department”).

e Acton Ave Kindy caters for approximately 30 pre-school children drawn from the
Kewdale area and has one teacher and a teacher’s aid. Acton Kindy is open
Monday to Thursday from 8.45am to 3pm with the children divided into morning
and afternoon streams of approximately 15 children each.

e The Kindy does not have a first aid kit on site and neither the current teacher nor
the teacher’s aid have current Senior First Aid Certificates.

e The Committee believe it is essential for the health and safety of the children that
this situation be corrected as soon as possible and they have the support of their
teacher and teacher’s assistant.

e At a meeting of the Parent Management Committee on 11 February 2005 it was
resolved to seek a suitable first aid kit and enquire into the costs of putting both the
teacher and teacher’s aid through the Senior First Aid course.

e The teacher has informed the Committee that she has made enquiries of the
Department who have indicated they will not contribute to these costs.

e The costs are as follows — First Aid Kit $88; Senior First Aid Course x 2 @ $138
each = $276 — Total cost $364

e The Committee feel that in the interest of health and safety for the children, this
project is desperately needed and they have sought Council’s assistance to fund
the items.

e Inreturn, they are prepared to give Council an honourable mention in their monthly
newsletter and to advertise the donation on the first aid kit.

As stated in the background of this item, any requests that are considered worthwhile
and not within the scope of the Donations Policy are referred to Council for
consideration.

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

The 2004/2005 Non-Statutory Donations Budget Account 120.00.0.370 contains an
amount of $1,000 for miscellaneous donations and is available for use.

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS

There are no significant environmental implications evident at this time.

ATTACHMENT DETAILS

Nil.

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION

1.  That Council donate an amount of $364 from its Non-Statutory Donations
Account 120.00.0.370 to the Acton Ave Community Kindy Inc. to enable
them to purchase a first aid kit for the kindergarten and for their Teacher
and Teachers Aid to attend the St John’s Ambulance First Aid Course.
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2. That a letter be sent to the Member for Belmont and the Minister for
Education expressing Council’s concern at the lack of funding available to
Kindergartens to adequately train and equip staff to provide first aid.

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION ADOPTED EN BLOC -
REFER TO RESOLUTION APPEARING AT ITEM 11.4
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11.4.3 2004/2005 Proposal - The Constable Care Child Safety Programme

Report by Corporate Services Division
DATE
18 March 2005

PURPOSE OF REPORT

To consider a proposal submitted by the Constable Care Child Safety Foundation Inc.
for Council’s continues support of their Early Intervention programmes at local primary
schools in the City of Belmont.

SUMMARYAND KEY ISSUES

Summary and Key Issues

The City of Belmont has supported the Constable Care Child Safety initiatives for many
years, recognising the positive influence it has on primary school aged children. The
programmes concentrate on community safety, crime prevention and respect issues
and are delivered to the students in a fun and interesting way, through puppet shows
and interactive plays. The programmes are unique, effective and demonstrate
important life skill messages to the students.

Council has received a Partnership Proposal from Constable Care again this year to
fund the 2005/2006 programme. This report recommends that Council continue to
support Constable Care by giving primary school children in the City of Belmont the
opportunity to participate in this very successful strategy.

Officer Recommendation Summation

That Council agree to participate in the 2005/2006 Constable Care Early Intervention
Initiatives and accept the conditions as outlined in the Partnership Proposal and that an
amount of $7,755 (ex GST) be included in the Non-Statutory Donations Budget to fund
the presentations.

LOCATION

Primary schools within the City of Belmont.
APPLICANT

Constable Care Child Safety Foundation Inc.

FILE REFERENCE

41/002 — Donations — Requests
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Item 11.4.3 Continued

DISCLOSURE OF INTEREST

Type of

Nature / Extent of Interest
Interest

Name Position

VOTING REQUIREMENT

Simple majority required.

CONSULTATION

It is the usual practice for Council to seek feedback from the various school principals
via the School Principals Focus Group, however, as the proposal has been received
after the February meeting and the group do not meet again until May, this will not be
possible this year. It is fair to say, however, that from previous discussions with
schools, they are extremely supportive of the programmes and very appreciative that
Council provides the funding for them to participate.

A number of Councillors have also attended the shows and have been able to witness
first hand, the value of providing theses programmes to our primary school children.

STRATEGIC PLAN/OPERATIONAL PLAN IMPLICATIONS

Strategic Plan

No Strategic Plan implications are evident.

Operational Plan

No Operational Plan implications are evident.

POLICY IMPLICATIONS

Council Policy C3.4.1 — Donations — Financial Assistance sets criteria for the provision
of donations and financial assistance for charitable organisations, assistance to local
schools and disaster relief appeals.

STATUTORY ENVIRONMENT

There are no significant statutory requirements in respect to this matter.

BACKGROUND

The City of Belmont and Constable Care have a long established partnership in
providing primary school aged children within the City, the opportunity to participate in
the unique and very successful “early intervention” strategy.

The main strategy employed by Constable Care is a focus on community safety, crime
prevention and respect issues.

The objectives of the programme are:
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e To educate children in a unique manner on child safety, health and
crime prevention issues

e To encourage communication between children, teachers, police and
community

e To provide relevant follow up material reinforcing the issues covered

e To promote good decision making in the areas of road safety, substance
use and respect.

Council has supported the programmes for a number of years, recognising the benefits
that the children receive in relation to various safety issues and other issues that they
may encounter in their daily lives.

OFFICER COMMENT

The 2005/2006 proposal contains the following presentations that will be provided to
the schools:

PROTECTIVE EDUCATION CRIME PREVENTION RESPECT

Protective Behaviours Bullying Good Citizenship

Road Safety Awareness Anti Graffiti Communication

Needles, Drugs & Poisons Anti Social Behaviours  Respect for others

Dangers of Smoking Juvenile Crime Respect for the Environment
Substance use/abuse Vandalism Respect for others property
Developing a network Stealing Respect for the law
Stranger Danger Think before you act Responsibility

The presentation experience is further enhanced at the conclusion of each show when
Constable Care staff conduct the question and answer session, reinforcing issues covered
in the “life skills” programme presentations.

If Council continued to support the programme, then it will receive acknowledgement and
publicity in various mediums such as newsletters, media releases, web site, merit awards,
sponsors board, etc. as well as being associated with a high profile, highly respected
community safety organisation with a proven and effective early intervention strategy that
is fully endorsed and supported by the community of Western Australia.

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

There are approximately 14 primary schools in the City consisting of approximately
2,951 students. To ensure all children are beneficiaries of the programmes in an
effective manner would require 30 Early Intervention Life Skills presentations. Each
presentation has a cost of $220 which equates to $6,600. In addition, Council has
usually sponsored 300 merit awards such as water bottles that are used as prizes for
the children during the show. The cost to produce these merit awards is $1,155. The
total cost to support the programme is therefore $7,755 (ex GST).

If Council were to agree to participate in the programme, then a budget allocation of
$7,755 would need to be made in the 2005/2006 Budget.

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS

There are no significant environmental implications evident at this time.
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Item 11.4.3 Continued

ATTACHMENT DETAILS

Nil.

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION

That Council agree to participate in the 2005/2006 Constable Care Early
Intervention Initiatives and accept the conditions as outlined in the Partnership
Proposal and that an amount of $7,755 (ex GST) be included in the Non-Statutory
Donations Budget to fund the presentations.

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION ADOPTED EN BLOC —
REFER TO RESOLUTION APPEARING AT ITEM 11.4
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11.4.4 Financial Reports as at 28 February 2005**
**CS Attachment 8 — Item 11.4.4 refers

Report by Corporate Services Division
DATE
22 March 2005

PURPOSE OF REPORT

To provide Council with information relating to accounting reports and statements.

SUMMARY AND KEY ISSUES

Summary and Key Issues

The statutory monthly financial report consists of an operating statement, and the
statutory quarterly report consists of an operating statement, together with a statement
of other income and expenditure.

Officer Recommendation Summation

That the Monthly Financial Reports as at 28 February 2005, be received.

LOCATION
Not applicable
APPLICANT
Not applicable

FILE REFERENCE

32/009 - Financial Operating Statements

DISCLOSURE OF INTEREST

Type of

Nature / Extent of Interest
Interest

Name Position

VOTING REQUIREMENT

Simple majority required.
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Item 11.4.4 Continued

CONSULTATION

No public consultation was considered to be required in respect to this matter.

STRATEGIC PLAN/OPERATIONAL PLAN IMPLICATIONS

Strategic Plan

No Strategic Plan implications are evident.

Operational Plan

No Operational Plan implications are evident.

POLICY IMPLICATIONS

There are no significant policy implications evident at this time.

STATUTORY ENVIRONMENT

Section 6.4 of the Local Government Act 1995 in conjunction with Regulation 34(1) of
the Local Government (Financial Management) Regulations 1996 requires monthly and
quarterly financial reports to be presented to Council.

Regulation 34(1a) states — “A local government need not prepare a quarterly or
triannual report for the period ending on 30 June in any year if, before that date, the
council resolves™ that such a report is not necessary.

*Absolute majority required.”

Council resolved to this effect at its Ordinary Council meeting of 28 July 1997.

BACKGROUND

The Local Government (Financial Management) Regulations 1996 require that financial
statements are presented on a monthly and quarterly basis to Council.

OFFICER COMMENT

The statutory monthly financial report consists of an operating statement, and the
statutory quarterly report consists of an operating statement, together with a statement
of other income and expenditure.

In addition to the statutorily required reports, Council is provided quarterly with a
complete copy of the Monthly Management Report utilised by officers for daily budget
control over the Municipal Fund. This report is accumulated into cost Centres and
reports at a detailed level within each of these cost centres.

In order to provide more details regarding significant variations in the attached report,
the following summary is provided.
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OCM 12/04/05

Reports of Divisions

Corporate Services Division

Item 11.4.4 Continued

Report Section Budget Actual Comment

Operating Expenditure

120 - Donations and Grants 47,400 41,624 Chaplaincy Program
10,000; Constable Care
7,100 and ESL charges
21,861.35

145 - Insurance -74,194 -100,441 Internal recovery
processed

222 - Alternative Youth Programs 45,355 33,680 VIP  Plus Program
2004/05 Council
contribution plus
Direct Instruction
Program

390 — Tennis Club 32,960 28,570 Annual contribution

965 — Grounds Overheads 36,748 58,715 Timing difference

820 — Building Overheads 4,034 -16,632 Timing difference

866 — Carlisle Depot Development 0 16,347 Fees associated with
sale of Lots
101/102/103 and 107
Cohn Street

930 — Public Works Overheads 34,235 178,332 Timing difference

Operating Revenue

100 - Rates -19,912,897 -20,006,227 Total Revenue brought
to account in July

135 — Financing Activities -780,852 -832,414 Strong managed funds
performance

150 — Transfer to Reserve -100,000 -167,144 Release of units
43/9/59&53

217 — Communications & Marketing -10,250 -22,081 Autumn River Festival
Grant
to be recognised in
March
Budget review

825 — Health -60,800 -63,536 Annual Stable licenses
and Eating House
Registrations

800 — Town Planning -184,500 -181,898 Application fees

680 — Aged Care & Housing -56,364 -42,273 Dept of Health & Ageing

Assistance 50 % of funding

received

630 — Community & Recreation -16,500 -14,323 Art fees

Service

830 — Sanitation Charges -2,609,784 -2,608,471 Total Revenue brought
to account in July

370 — Belmont Oasis -107,000 -106,426 Advanced payments to
Leisure Co. to be
forwarded to
Belgravia Leisure when
Invoiced

450 — Ruth Faulkner Library -79,650 -77,032 “Finding my place”
project extension

805 — Building Control -267,400 -244,780 Application fees
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OCM 12/04/05 Reports of Divisions
Corporate Services Division

Item 11.4.4 Continued

945 — Other Public Works -83,500 -132,196 Reimb for private works
and contributions to
crossovers

| Contributions

No significant variances to report

| Disposal of Assets

No significant variances to report

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

The presentation of these reports to Council ensures compliance with the Local
Government Act 1995 and associated Regulations, and also ensures that Council is
regularly informed as to the status of its financial position in an accrual accounting
format.

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS

There are no significant environmental implications evident at this time.

ATTACHMENT DETAILS

Attach. No. Details
8 Operating Statement for the period ended 28 February 2005 (Monthly
Report)

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION

That the Monthly Financial Reports as at 28 February 2005, be received.

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION ADOPTED EN BLOC -
REFER TO RESOLUTION APPEARING AT ITEM 11.4
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OCM 12/04/05 Reports of Divisions
Corporate Services Division

11.4.5 Request for Rate Exemption — Tomato Lake Child Care Centre —
23 Paterson Road, Kewdale

Report by Corporate Services Division
DATE
22 March 2005

PURPOSE OF REPORT

To consider the request for Rate Exemption — 23 Paterson Road, Kewdale

SUMMARY AND KEY ISSUES

Summary and Key Issues

Reserve 40283 (known as 23 Paterson Road Kewdale) is owned by The Crown and
vested in The Minister for Community Development for use as a Child Care Centre.
This was gazetted on 22 August 1995.

The current Deed of License was granted between The Minister for Family and
Children’s Services and The Gowrie on 26 March 2002 for a period of five years for the
property to be used as a child care centre.

The Gowrie is endorsed as an income tax exempt charity with the Australian Taxation
Office since 3 July 2000. Any surplus profits raised by the Child Care Centre via the
collection of fees is channelled back into the organisation — in the case of the child care
centre to purchase new toys and or equipment for the centre or to undertake any large
maintenance work on the grounds or buildings. The Constitution also has a dissolution
clause that advises that in the event of the organisation winding up, the funds and
assets which remain after the dissolution shall be transferred to a similar organisation
that is incorporated under the Associations Act 1987, has similar objectives and is
approved by the Commissioner of Taxation or a tax deductible gift recipient for the
purposes of the Commonwealth Taxation Act and which is determined by the resolution
of the members.

Officer Recommendation Summation

The Gowrie Child Care Centre situated on Reserve 40283 known as 23 Paterson
Road, Kewdale be granted rate exemption under Section 6.26 2(g) of the Local
Government Act.

LOCATION
Reserve 40283 known as 23 Paterson Road, Kewdale
APPLICANT

The Gowrie Child Care Centre

84
CONFIRMATION DATE: 3 MAY 2005

Document Set ID: 899461
Version: 1, Version Date: 26/04/2005



OCM 12/04/05 Reports of Divisions
Corporate Services Division

Item 11.4.5 Continued

FILE REFERENCE

98/008 - Exemptions

DISCLOSURE OF INTEREST

Type of

Nature / Extent of Interest
Interest

Name Position

VOTING REQUIREMENT

Simple majority required.

CONSULTATION

No public consultation was considered to be required in respect to this matter, however
the operator of another Child Care facility in Belmont has queried the operations of this
Centre particular in regards to its rateability.

STRATEGIC PLAN/OPERATIONAL PLAN IMPLICATIONS

Strategic Plan

There are no Strategic Planning implications evident at this time.

Operational Plan

There are no Operational Plan implications evident at this time.

POLICY IMPLICATIONS

There are no significant Policy implications evident at this time.

STATUTORY ENVIRONMENT

Section 6.26 of the Local Government Act states:
(1) Except as provided in this section all land within a district is rateable land.
(2) The following land is not rateable land
(9) land used exclusively for charitable purposes;

BACKGROUND

The Gowrie is a multi-faceted organisation that has been offering innovative and
diverse community services for over sixty years. In 1940 six centres were established,
one in each of the capital cities, for the demonstration of high standard childcare
practice and family support and for innovation and resources. The Gowrie is one of the
six Centres that were established nationally. In addition to the two Lady Gowrie Child
Care Centres it operates, the Gowrie now offers a wide range of support services.
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OCM 12/04/05 Reports of Divisions
Corporate Services Division

Item 11.4.5 Continued

The Gowrie has, over the past sixty years, developed into a leading community-based
organisation that adds value to the community through leadership in the provision of
quality products and services that meet community needs. The Gowrie demonstrates
through everything it does a commitment to enhancing the quality of life for children,
families and the community.

OFFICER COMMENT

The Gowrie have never been rated due to the current use of the property. However as
no records can be found regarding a previously granted approval, the Gowrie have
been requested to submit a request immediately.

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

Due to this property being vested in the Minister for Community Development, no
valuation has been obtained for this property to date. Should the property become
rateable under the Local Government Act at some future stage, a valuation will be
sought and rates applied at this point.

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS

There are no significant environmental implications evident at this time.

ATTACHMENT DETAILS

Nil.

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION

That The Gowrie Child Care Centre situated on Reserve 40283 known as 23 Paterson
Road, Kewdale be granted rate exemption under Section 6.26 2(g) of the Local
Government Act.

GODFREY MOVED, GRANT SECONDED, that in order for a fair and equitable rating
system to prevail, the officer recommendation not be adopted and that the Child
Care Centre at 23 Paterson Road, Kewdale be made rateable from 1 July 2005.

LOST O VOTES TO 11

RICHARDSON MOVED, POWELL SECONDED that in order for legal advice to be
obtained the item be deferred.

CARRIED 11 TO 0
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OCM 12/04/05 Reports of Divisions
Corporate Services Division

11.4.6 Annual Review of Fees and Charges for Corporate Services Division

Report by Corporate Service Division
DATE
24 March 2005

PURPOSE OF REPORT

To review the fees and charges applied by the Corporate Services Division Activities
for inclusion in the 2005-2006 Budget.

SUMMARY AND KEY ISSUES

Summary and Key Issues

The Fees and Charges for the Corporate Services Division have been reviewed for
inclusion in the 2005-2006 Budget. It is proposed that no increases be imposed for
2005-2006.

Officer Recommendation Summation

That the Schedule of Fees and Charges as stated in the report be endorsed.

LOCATION
Not applicable
APPLICANT
Not applicable

FILE REFERENCE

54/004 — Budget Documentation — Council

DISCLOSURE OF INTEREST

Type of

Nature / Extent of Interest
Interest

Name Position
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OCM 12/04/05 Reports of Divisions
Corporate Services Division

Item 11.4.6 Continued

VOTING REQUIREMENT

As Council is not adopting the fees and charges but endorsing them for referral to the
formal budget adoption process, a simple majority is only required. Should Council
choose to adopt a fee or charge formally, an Absolute majority will be required.

CONSULTATION

No public consultation was considered to be required in respect to this matter.

STRATEGIC PLAN/OPERATIONAL PLAN IMPLICATIONS

Strategic Plan
No Strategic Plan implications are evident.

Operational Plan
No Operational Plan implications are evident.

POLICY IMPLICATIONS

There are no significant policy implications evident at this time.

STATUTORY ENVIRONMENT

Section 6.16 of the Local Government Act covers the imposition of fees and charges
and Section 6.17 covers setting the levels of fees and charges. Section 6.2.4 (c) of
the Local Government Act requires the Annual Budget to include a schedule of fees
and charges.

BACKGROUND

To ensure all fees and charges are reviewed annually in accordance with the Local
Government Act, as part of the budget process. Any fees and charges not reviewed
as part of the Budget process and are subsequently required to be changed, must
undergo an advertising period in accordance with the Local Government Act.

OFFICER COMMENT

Listed below is the current fee structure as it applies to the Corporate Services area,
together with the proposed fee structure for the 2005-2006 Budget. It is proposed
that the fee structure for 2005-2006 remain the same as 2004-2005.

Fees charged are always under scrutiny from the many users of these Council
services, and there appears to be no tangible reason to increase them at this point in
time. The growth in the number of enquiries has increased, however, better
technology continues to enable the process to be dealt with more efficiently.

It should also be noted that these fees do not include GST as most are exempt from
GST under the Commonwealth Government’s Division 81 determinations. A full list
of all fees and charges and their GST implications is presented as part of the final
Budget process.
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OCM 12/04/05

Reports of Divisions
Corporate Services Division

Item 11.4.6 Continued

Rates Instalment Scheme Fee

| $15.00 per application

| $15.00 per application

Rates Enquiry Fee

> Ownership details

$10.00 per enquiry

$10.00 per enquiry

> Land Information
| Zoning details

Certificates

$100.00 per enquiry
(max)

$100.00 per enquiry
(max)

> Settlement Agents Enquiry Fee

$10.00 per property

$10.00 per property

> Rate Book Extract (hard copy only)

$250.00 per copy

$250.00 per copy

Electoral Rolls (Hard Copy Only)

> Set of 4 Wards

$30.00 per copy

$30.00 per copy

> Individual Wards

$10.00 per copy

$10.00 per copy

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

The Annual Budget will reflect the various income amounts generated by the

imposition of these fees and charges.

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS

There are no significant environmental implications evident at this time.

ATTACHMENT DETAILS

Nil.

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION

That the above Schedule of Fees and Charges for the Corporate Services
Division as stated in the report be endorsed for consideration in the 2005/2006

Annual Budget adoption process.

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION ADOPTED EN BLOC —
REFER TO RESOLUTION APPEARING AT ITEM 11.4
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Corporate Services Division

11.4.7 GEAC - Alliance Conference

Report by Corporate services Division
DATE
24 March 2005

PURPOSE OF REPORT

To seek Council approval for the Director Corporate Services to attend the GEAC
World Wide Conference — Alliance.

SUMMARY AND KEY ISSUES

Summary and Key Issues

As Chairman of the GEAC Local Government User Forum and a member the GEAC
Strategic Advisory Group (SAG), the Director — Corporate Services has received an
invitation from the General Manager of GEAC Local Government, Mr Garry Dohnt to
attend GEAC’s World Wide Alliance Conference in Orlando Florida in May. Other
members of the SAG have been invited and three members have confirmed their
attendance. Those SAG members attending are from Auckland (New Zealand,
Wollongong (NSW) and Logan (QLD) with other members from around Australia yet
to confirm.

It is envisaged that as well as attending the Alliance Conference from the 8-11 May,
the SAG will hold a meeting and will also meet with GEAC Global’'s Chief Executive
Officer.

Officer Recommendation Summation

That Council Authorise the Director — Corporate Services to attend the GEAC
Alliance Conference in Orlando Florida.

LOCATION

Not applicable
APPLICANT

Not applicable
FILE REFERENCE

29/008 — Conferences — Corporate Services
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Corporate Services Division

Item 11.4.7 Continued

DISCLOSURE OF INTEREST

Name Position Type  of Nature / Extent of Interest
Interest
Stuart Director — | Financial | The Director — Corporate Services is the Author
Cole Corporate of the report and will benefit from attendance at
Services the Conference.

VOTING REQUIREMENT

Simple majority required.

CONSULTATION

No public consultation was considered to be required in respect to this matter.

STRATEGIC PLAN/OPERATIONAL PLAN IMPLICATIONS

Strategic Plan

Having the opportunity in conjunction with other Users from around Australia and
New Zealand to have input into the strategic direction of the Pathway product
(Council’s Property System) will have an indirect effect on the City’s Strategic Plan as
Information Technology is an organisational cornerstone.

Operational Plan

Operational Plan — Organisational Strategy #03/3 “to support and encourage all staff
to achieve the maximum development of their capabilities to meet Council’'s
requirements as well as their own personal career needs.”

POLICY IMPLICATIONS

Council Policy C1.6.6 (1) — “Conference Expenses Councillors” requires Council to
consider any overseas conferences.

STATUTORY ENVIRONMENT

There are no significant statutory requirements in respect to this matter.

BACKGROUND

At the 2003 GEAC User Forum Conference’s Annual General Meeting, the Director —
Corporate Services was voted in as Chairman of the User Forum having served two
years as Deputy Chairman. This appointment was subsequently endorsed by
Council. In August 2003 Council also authorised the Director — Corporate Services
to accept an invitation to participate in a GEAC Strategic Advisory Group (SAG).

In February 2005, The General Manager - Local Government of GEAC Australia (Mr
Garry Dohnt) issued an invitation to all members of the SAG to attend the GEAC
Alliance Conference in Orlando Florida in May, meet with GEAC’s CEO and conduct
a SAG meeting whilst there. Mr Dohnt also expressed a strong desire to have the
GEAC User Executive represented through the attendance of the Chairman.
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Corporate Services Division

Item 11.4.7 Continued

The Conference itself is focussing on Business Performance Management and is
attended by GEAC customers and staff from all over the world. This is very relevant
giving the City’s desire to have a strong focus on business performance via the
Australian Business Excellence Programme. Keynote speakers include Jack Welch,
the retired CEO of General Electric together with numerous other world leaders in
Information Technology and Management.

An extract of the extensive conference programme includes the following sessions;

The future of technology in Business Performance
Business Trends

The changing role of Finance

Real time information — the next Evolution

The Financial Value Chain

Corporate Strategy and Value Creation

Best Practice in Strategic and Operational Planning
Strategy Management

Decision Making in an Information Age

VVVVVVVVY

OFFICER COMMENT

Whilst this is an outstanding opportunity and will provide great benefits to the Director
and the City, it is a significant commitment for Council as the costs to attend are
obviously more than attending a conference in Australia / New Zealand. GEAC'’s
Australian Office is however prepared to reimburse the City the cost of registration
(US$1,295 — approx AUD$1725) As Chairman of the User Executive and a WA
representative for the SAG, there is the added responsibility of representing these
group’s interest and therefore Council’s support is being sought.

The theme of the Conference — Business Performance Management is particularly
relevant as the organisation is seeking tools to deliver better management
information and bring the Strategic Plan, Operation Plan, Performance Measures and
the Budget into more alignment. With the focus on a world wide audience, the
content can almost be guaranteed to be leading edge information.

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

The Corporate Service’s budget has sufficient capacity particularly as the Director did
not attend the 2004 ARIMA Conference due to illness and some refunds have been
secured. The costs are expressed in Australian Dollars with a conversion rate of
75 cents being used to calculate the accommodation costs.

Economy Airfare 2,875
Accommodation — 6 nights 1,640
Registration * 0
Estimated Expenses 200
Total $4,715

e Note — GEAC Australia will reimburse the registration fee.
¢ Note — The Director will meet approximately half of expenses incurred.
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Corporate Services Division

Item 11.4.7 Continued

e The Director will be absent from work for the period Friday 6 May 2005 to Friday
13 May 2005 inclusive (6 Working Days).

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS

There are no significant environmental implications evident at this time.

ATTACHMENT DETAILS

Nil.

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION

That Council Authorise the Director — Corporate Services to attend the GEAC
Alliance Conference and meeting with the GEAC Chief Executive Officer in
Orlando, Florida (USA) from 7 to the 11 May 2005 and that costs be allocated to
the appropriate Corporate Services Conference Budgets.

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION ADOPTED EN BLOC -
REFER TO RESOLUTION APPEARING AT ITEM 11.4
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OCM 12/04/05 Matters For Which The Meeting May Be Closed

12 REPORTS BY THE CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER

12.1 INFORMATION BULLETINS
Nil.

12.2 REQUESTS FOR LEAVE OF ABSENCE

Cr Teasdale requested a variation to his previously endorsed period of leave of
absence to now apply from 6 April 2005 to 9 May 2005 (inclusive).

GRANT MOVED, BLAIR SECONDED, that the following leave of absence be
granted —

Cr Teasdale 6 April 2005 to 9 May 2005, inclusive.

CARRIED 11 VOTES TO 0

13. MATTERS FOR WHICH THE MEETING MAY BE CLOSED

NOTE: Section 5.23(2) of the Local Government Act 1995, details a number of matters upon
which Council may discuss and make decisions without members of the public being present.
These matters include: - matters affecting employees; personal affairs of any person;
contractual matters; legal advice; commercial-in-confidence matters, security matters, among
others.

NOTE: Section 5.93 of the Local Government Act 1995, details that an elected member or
employee may not make improper use of any information acquired in the performance of their
function under this Act or any written law. Penalty $10,000. The City of Belmont Standing
Orders Local Law Clause 4.2(2) details that an elected member or employee in receipt of
Confidential Information may not disclose such information to any person other than another
City of Belmont elected member or employee. Penalty $5,000.

Nil.

14. CLOSURE

There being no further business to discuss, the Mayor declared the meeting closed at
8.17 pm.
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