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ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING
24 APRIL 2007

ITEM SUBJECT HEADING PAGE

ATTACHMENTS INDEX

**Council Attachment 1 — Item 6.2 refers
**BB Attachment 2 - Item 12.1.1 refers
**BB Attachment 3 — Item 12.1.4 refers
*BB Attachment 4 — Iltem 12.1.4 refers
**SB Attachment 5 — Item 12.2.1 refers
**NB Attachment 6 — Item 12.4.3 refers
**NB Attachment 7 — Iltem 12.4.3 refers
**NB Attachment 8 — Item 12.4.3 refers
**NB Attachment 9 — Item 12.4.3 refers
**NB Attachment 10 — Item 12.4.3 refers
*BEXB Attachment 11 — Item 12.5.7 refers

Councillors are reminded to
retain the OCM Attachments for discussion with the Minutes
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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, 24 APRIL 2007, COMMENCING AT 7.03PM.

MINUTES

PRESENT

Cr G Godfrey, Mayor East Ward
Cr P Marks, Deputy Mayor East Ward
Cr R Rossi West Ward
Cr B Martin West Ward
Cr P Hitt West Ward
Cr B Whiteley South Ward
Cr J Powell South Ward
Cr T Teasdale South Ward
Cr G Dornford Central Ward
IN ATTENDANCE

Dr Shayne Silcox Chief Executive Officer
Mr S Cole Director Corporate & Governance
Mr N Deague Director Community & Statutory Services
Mr R Lutey Director Technical Services
Mr J Olynyk JP Manager Governance
Mr J Blanchard Principal Legal & Compliance Advisor
Mr J Christie Manager Parks, Leisure & Environment
Ms S Johnson Agenda & Minute Officer

MEMBERS OF THE GALLERY

There were ten attendees in the gallery and one press representative.

1. OFFICIAL OPENING

The Mayor opened the meeting at 7.03pm welcomed those in attendance, and invited
Cr Teasdale to read aloud the Affirmation of Civic Duty and Responsibility on behalf of
Councillors and Officers. Cr Teasdale read aloud the affirmation.

2. APOLOGIES & LEAVE OF ABSENCE

21 APOLOGIES

Cr M Bass East Ward
Cr B Brennan Central Ward
2.2 LEAVE OF ABSENCE

Nil.
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OCM 24/04/07 Declarations of Interest

3. DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST

31 FINANCIAL INTERESTS

Item No. & Title Nature of Interest (and extent,

where appropriate)
Cr Dornford 1214 — Lease of Wright | Declaration Withdrawn
Street Reserve

3.2 DISCLOSURE OF INTEREST THAT MAY CAUSE A CONFLICT

Cr Bass 12.5.6 — Overflow Parking — Reserve 12237, Locations 14000,
140002 and 14003 (78-82) Great Eastern Highway, Belmont

Cr Hitt 12.5.6 — Overflow Parking — Reserve 12237, Locations 14000,
140002 and 14003 (78-82) Great Eastern Highway, Belmont
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OCM 24/04/07 Announcements By The Presiding Member (Without Discussion)
And Declarations By Members

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

4.1 ANNOUNCEMENTS

411 Launch Yourself

The Mayor stated that a free event called "Launch Yourself" was held in the Belmont
Skate Park on Friday evening to celebrate National Youth Week. The event was
successful with over 400 young people attending.

41.2 Petition

The Mayor stated that she had received a petition from electors of the City of Belmont
requesting that Council initiate an out of house full safety technical review of Hardey
Road and Alexander Road, Belmont.

The Mayor called for a mover and seconder to accept the petition.

MARKS MOVED, POWELL SECONDED, that the Petition be received and noted.

CARRIED 9 VOTES TO 0

41.3 100 years of Scouting in Australia

The Mayor was presented with a scarf to Commemorate 100 years of Scouting in
Australia by members of Scouts Australia. The occasion was recorded by a
photograph of the presentation.

4.1.4 Resignation of Principal Legal & Compliance Officer

The Mayor announced the resignation of Mr Jamie Blanchard, Principal Legal &
Compliance Officer. The Mayor and the Chief Executive Officer expressed their
appreciation and best wishes for the future for Mr Blanchard.
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OCM 24/04/07 Disclaimer

4.2 DISCLAIMER

*7.12pm The Mayor drew the public gallery’s attention to the Disclaimer and the
Manager Governance read the Disclaimer aloud.

Any statement, comment or decision made at a Council or Committee meeting
regarding any application for an approval, consent or licence, including a resolution of
approval, is not effective as an approval of any application and must not be relied upon
as such.

Any person or entity who has an application before the City must obtain, and should
only rely on, written notice of the City’s decision and any conditions attaching to the
decision, and cannot treat as an approval anything said or done at a Council or
Committee meeting.

Any advice provided by an employee of the City on the operation of a written law, or
the performance of a function by the City, is provided in the capacity of an employee,
and to the best of that person’s knowledge and ability. It does not constitute, and
should not be relied upon, as a legal advice or representation by the City. Any advice
on a matter of law, or any thing sought to be relied upon as a representation by the City
should be sought in writing and should make clear the purpose of the request.

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

Nil.

4.4 DECLARATIONS BY MEMBERS WHO HAVE RECEIVED AND NOT READ THE

‘COUNCILLORS INFORMATION BULLETINS’ AS DETAILED IN ITEM 13.1

Nil.
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OCM 24/04/07 Public Question Time

5. PUBLIC QUESTION TIME
5.1 RESPONSES TO QUESTIONS TAKEN ON NOTICE

511 Mr F Trentmann, 207 Hardey Road, Belmont

The following question was taken on notice at the Ordinary Council Meeting of 3 April
2007. Mr Trentmann was provided with a response in a letter dated 13 April 2007, the
response from the City is recorded accordingly —

1. Will Council replace the warning sign alerting that there is a stop sign ahead on
Hardey Road/Alexander Road? When the sign is illuminated by normal or high
beam it still cannot be seen well.

A request to Main Roads has been made to place a warning sign alerting that there is a
stop sign ahead on Hardey Road/Alexander Road.

5.2 QUESTIONS FROM MEMBERS OF THE PUBLIC

*»*7.13pm The Mayor drew the public gallery’s attention to the rules of Public Question
Time as written in the Agenda. In accordance with rule (1), the Mayor advised
that she had registered one member of the public who had given prior notice
to ask questions, this being Mr Anderson.

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 from the gallery.

5.21 Mr P Anderson, 62 Strickland Street, South Perth

Mr Anderson asked the following question —

1. Mr Anderson stated he had read an article in the Southern Gazette where the
Mayor stated the Council’s commitment to building bridges with business in
Belmont and asked if that commitment was a true reflection of Council’s attitude,
why were we here tonight? He added that Council had recently shown the ability to
accommodate and arrange land swaps, change road widths and even actual
locations of roads to fit applicants’ requirements and yet he was not afforded the
same courtesy and why are the five carbays so important to Council that they are
prepared to close down a long standing Belmont business and do all Councillors
present understand the ramifications?

2. What will this negative action of closing down the garden area and therefore
probably the total business achieve, both in the short and the longer term and how
does it fit with the stated goal of Council building bridges with businesses in
Belmont?

The Mayor replied that the matter would be discussed at Item 12.1.4 on the agenda
tonight.

**7.16pm As there were no further questions, the Mayor declared Public Question
Time closed.
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OCM 24/04/07 Confirmation of Minutes / Receipt of Information Matrix

6. CONFIRMATION OF MINUTES / RECEIPT OF INFORMATION MATRIX
6.1 ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING
HELD 3 APRIL 2007

POWELL MOVED, WHITELEY SECONDED, that the minutes of the Ordinary
Council Meeting held on 3 April 2007 as printed and circulated to all Councillors,
be confirmed as a true and accurate record.

CARRIED 9 VOTES TO 0

6.2 INFORMATION MATRIX FOR THE AGENDA BRIEFING FORUM
HELD 17 APRIL 2007**

**Council Attachment 1 — Item 6.2 refers

HITT MOVED, POWELL SECONDED, that the Information Matrix for the Agenda
Briefing Forum held on 17 April 2007 as circulated in the attachment, be received
and noted.

CARRIED 9 VOTES TO 0
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OCM 24/04/07 Questions by Members on Which Due Notice

Has Been Given (Without Discussion)

Nil.

Nil.

Nil.

10.

Nil.

11.

Nil.

QUESTIONS BY MEMBERS ON WHICH DUE NOTICE HAS BEEN GIVEN
(WITHOUT DISCUSSION)

QUESTIONS BY MEMBERS WITHOUT NOTICE

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

BUSINESS ADJOURNED FROM A PREVIOUS MEETING

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES

Document Set ID: 1190469
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OCM 24/04/07 Reports of Administration
Built Belmont

12, REPORTS OF ADMINISTRATION

12.1 BUILT BELMONT

WITHDRAWN ITEMS

Item 12.1.2 was withdrawn at the request of Cr Teasdale.
Item 12.1.3 was withdrawn at the request of Cr Whiteley.
Item 12.1.4 was withdrawn at the request of Cr Marks.

POWELL MOVED, HITT SECONDED, that with the exception of Item 12.1.2, 12.1.3
and 12.1.4 which are to be considered separately, the Officer Recommendation in
the Built Belmont Key Result Area Reports, specifically Item 12.1.1 be adopted
en bloc.

CARRIED 9 VOTES TO 0

12.1.1 Swan and Helena Rivers Management Framework Draft Report**
**BB Attachment 2 - Item 12.1.1 refers

Report by Community & Statutory Services Division
DATE
20 March 2007

PURPOSE OF REPORT

To consider the Swan and Helena Rivers Management Framework report following the
Eastern Metropolitan Regional Council’s Consultant assessment of submissions.

COUNCIL ROLE

Advocacy

Council undertakes an advocacy role when it advocates on its own behalf or on behalf
of its community to another level of government or another body or agency.

SUMMARY AND KEY ISSUES

e The Swan and Helena Rivers Management Framework is a regional initiative,
being led by the EMRC, that aims to enhance use and improve economic, social
and environmental values of the Swan River through careful land use planning.

e The draft report has been publicly advertised and public briefing sessions held.
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OCM 24/04/07 Reports of Administration
Built Belmont

Item 12.1.1 Continued

Officer Recommendation Summation

It is recommended that the changes highlighted in the Public Submission Report on the
Swan and Helena Rivers Management Framework be supported and the modified
Report be endorsed by Council. It should also be highlighted that there should be no
cost shifting of funding works to local government.

LOCATION

Swan River

APPLICANT

Eastern Metropolitan Regional Council (EMRC)

FILE REFERENCE

30/018 Swan River Concept Plan

DISCLOSURE OF INTEREST

Type of

Nature / Extent of Interest
Interest

Name Position

VOTING REQUIREMENT

Simple Majority required.

CONSULTATION

In considering the suitability of the Swan and Helena River Management Framework
Draft Report for the purposes of releasing the document for a public review period, the
EMRC resolved at its 24 August 2006 meeting:

“1.  That Council endorse the release of the Draft Swan and Helena
Rivers Management Framework report for the purpose of seeking
public submissions over a three month public review period
starting in September 2006.

2. A draft consultation process be developed and referred to
councillors for comment and feedback”

The draft Framework was advertised in the Echo, Southern Gazette,
Midland/Kalamunda Reporter, Hills Gazette and Eastern Suburbs Reporter.

During the advertising period, community presentations were held in member Council
areas. A public presentation was made at the City of Belmont on 16" October 2006.
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OCM 24/04/07 Reports of Administration
Built Belmont

Item 12.1.1 Continued

A public submissions report has been forwarded to EMRC members for consideration
in conjunction with the draft Framework. Comments have been requested by the end
of April.

STRATEGIC PLAN IMPLICATIONS

BUILT BELMONT - “Encourage the upgrading and compatible redevelopment of the
City.”

BUILT BELMONT - “Provide non-vehicular transport routes.”

GREEN BELMONT - “Maintain public open space in accordance with the needs and
expectations of the community.”

BUSINESS BELMONT — “Develop a regional plan to attract businesses, investment,
tourism and employment opportunities into the region.”

POLICY IMPLICATIONS

There are no significant policy implications evident at this time.

STATUTORY ENVIRONMENT

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

Right of Appeal
Is there a right of appeal?  No

BACKGROUND

The Eastern Metropolitan Regional Council (EMRC) is comprised of six member
Councils of the Town of Bassendean, the City of Bayswater, the City of Belmont, the
Shire of Kalamunda, the Shire of Mundaring and the City of Swan.

The Swan and Helena Rivers Management Framework is a regional initiative, being led
by the EMRC that aims to enhance use and improve economic, social and
environmental values of the Swan River through careful land use planning.

Research undertaken by EMRC and member Councils almost three years ago
identified a range of sites located within the region that already contribute, or have the
potential to contribute, to regional river foreshore values.

These sites include natural areas that require

Conservation;

Protection;

Rehabilitation;

areas suitable for some form of appropriate community or tourism development;
and

o areas for active and passive recreational activities.
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OCM 24/04/07 Reports of Administration
Built Belmont

Item 12.1.1 Continued

The current project aims to develop a partnership between the State Government and
member Councils of the EMRC in the development of the planning framework and to
create an overarching vision and guide future development, preservation and
restoration of the foreshore area.

Objectives are to:

) Develop a regional view of the opportunities associated with the Swan River.

o Develop a vision for the future development of the Swan River as a regional
asset and identification of nodes, forms of development and strategies to
contribute towards achieving this overarching vision.

o Develop a strategic framework for progressing the detailed local area planning
of the identified nodes/ activities.

) To provide guidance on consistent and effective land management practices.

The draft report has been publicly advertised and public briefing sessions held. A copy
of the feedback from the member Council briefings and a summary of the public
submissions, together with recommended changes to the draft report, has been
provided by the project consultants (refer to the attachment provided under this report).

OFFICER COMMENT

The Draft Report identifies nodes of activity and opportunities to enhance the Swan
River and its environs within the area as a regional asset.

The Swan River Management Framework is likely to have a significant impact on the
future development and management of the 11km of Swan River foreshore and
adjacent land within the City of Belmont. Areas identified as significant within the City
of Belmont include:

Garvey Park

6PR Radio Mast and environs
Black Swan Island

Bristile Park

Sandringham Hotel

‘The Springs’ foreshore

Swan Portland No. 1 Dredge
Balbuk Way boat ramp

In regard to the matters raised by Council’s Co-ordinator Environment, the Project’s
Consultants have advised that due to the specific nature of the comments received,
these issues are best addressed at the detailed precinct plan stage rather than at the
macro level. Other issues however are proposed to be modified in response to
corrections requested (such as the responsible authority and status of a Bush Forever
site).
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OCM 24/04/07 Reports of Administration
Built Belmont

Item 12.1.1 Continued

The Swan River Trust’'s (SRT) comments on the draft indicate that they are pleased
with the direction of the Report and whilst they consider that the document reflects a
Local Government perspective, that perspective is seen as useful in providing the SRT
with insight to its management of the river system. Conceptually the SRT has indicated
no objection to the establishment of a management framework to identify roles and
relationships. The SRT recognise that successful management of the river foreshore
and waterway cannot be achieved without the involvement of Local Government.

The SRT do however highlight the need to consider the requirements of the Swan and
Canning Rivers Management Act 2006 and the roles and responsibilities it will identify
for relevant statutory authorities. The SRT notes that more time is necessary for the
requirements of the Act to be considered and how the Framework will fit.

In regard to the matter of resourcing, the Framework identifies that Local Government
does not currently have the resources, skill and funds to adequately address foreshore
maintenance. One of the objectives of the partnership agreement between the local
and state government agencies is to establish priorities and agreed actions that can be
planned and programmed in accordance with funding. In addition, the establishment of
a coordinated regional program to address foreshore maintenance will assist local
government in accessing a wider range of funding sources including federal funding. It
has come out clearly during the consultation phase that there is concern that there
should be no cost shifting to local government to fund the works.

It is recommended that the changes highlighted in the Public Submission Report on the
Swan and Helena Rivers Management Framework be supported and the modified
Report be endorsed by Council. It should also be highlighted that there should be no
cost shifting of funding works to local government.

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

As detailed in the Officer's Comment it should be made clear that there should be no
cost shifting of funding works to local government.

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS

A co-ordinated approach to river matters will enhance environmental values.

ATTACHMENT DETAILS

Attach. No. Details
BB Attach 2 Swan & Helena Rivers Management Framework Draft Report / Public
Submissions Report (March 2007)

12
CONFIRMATION DATE: 15 MAY 2007

Document Set ID: 1190469
Version: 1, Version Date: 27/04/2007



OCM 24/04/07 Reports of Administration
Built Belmont

Item 12.1.1 Continued

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION

That Council advise the Eastern Metropolitan Regional Council that:

1. Council supports the changes highlighted in the Public Submission
Report on the Swan and Helena Rivers Management Framework and that
the modified Report be endorsed by Council.

2. There should be no cost shifting of funding works to local government.

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION ADOPTED EN BLOC -
REFER TO RESOLUTION APPEARING AT ITEM 12.1
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OCM 24/04/07 Reports of Administration
Built Belmont

12.1.2 Lot 288 (137) Kewdale Road (cnr Fenton Street), Kewdale - Proposed
Office Development and Lunchbar

Report by Community & Statutory Services Division
DATE
29 March 2007

PURPOSE OF REPORT

To consider an application for a two level office development with a ground floor
lunchbar on Lot 288 (137) Kewdale Road, Kewdale.

COUNCIL ROLE

Quasi-Judicial

The quasi judicial role includes the determination of all matters where Council must
decide applications or matters directly affecting a person’s rights and interests. The
judicial character arises from the obligation to abide by the principles of natural justice.
Examples include town planning applications, building licences, applications for other
permits and licences (eg. under the Health Act, Dog Act or Local Laws) and other
decisions that may be appealable to the State Administrative Tribunal.

SUMMARY AND KEY ISSUES

e The proposal is a development costing in excess of $3.5 million dollars and
requires Council’'s consideration. The development is a modern, high standard
office development with substantial parking provided at ground level around the
building and complies with the Scheme provisions.

e The development includes a lunchbar which is a permitted use.

e The Department for Planning and Infrastructure Urban Transport Systems has
provided comments about the proposal and provided conditions to apply to the
development. A traffic assessment report was provided by the applicant with
regard to the development.

e The Westralia Airports Corporation has no objection to the proposal and has
provided comments on the development with regard to the use of cranes during
construction.

Officer Recommendation Summation

The proposal for the office development and lunchbar is supported and standard
planning conditions are applied to the recommendation for planning approval.
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OCM 24/04/07 Reports of Administration
Built Belmont

Item 12.1.2 Continued

LOCATION

Corner of Kewdale Road and Fenton Street and being Lot 288 (137) Kewdale Road,
Kewdale.

R 38447
Drainage
10478

LOC 10553

SUBJECT LOT

Kewdale Freight Terminal

STREET

451

NORTH

APPLICANT
Oldfield Knott Architects Pty Ltd on behalf Waywinga Pty Ltd and Pengana Pty Ltd

FILE REFERENCE

27/2007
137 Kewdale Road

DISCLOSURE OF INTEREST

Type of

Nature / Extent of Interest
Interest

Name Position

VOTING REQUIREMENT

Simple Majority required.

CONSULTATION

Category C applications are those that need external referrals from third parties such
as the Environmental Protection Authority, Western Australian Planning Commission,
Swan River Trust, Heritage Council etc. Category C applications may also require
statutory advertising, referral to neighbours or consideration by Council.
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Department for Planning and Infrastructure

Kewdale Road is classified as an ‘Other Regional Road’ under the Metropolitan Region
Scheme (MRS) and therefore the application and traffic assessment for the
development must be referred to the Department for Planning and Infrastructure (DPI)
(Urban Transport Systems) for comment.

The development retains two existing crossovers to Kewdale Road and originally
proposed to construct a deceleration lane along Kewdale Road with a new,(third) two-
way crossover in the north east corner of the site, immediately west of the railway line.

The DPI supports the development subject to ...“the removal of the new proposed
access on Kewdale Road and provision of pedestrian refuge within the two crossovers
on Kewdale Road.”

As a result of the DPlI comments the applicant removed the proposed two way
crossover and slip lane, as this proposed entry was not specifically required for the
office development.

Westralia Airports Corporation

This site falls within the ‘Westralia Airport Corporation Structures Height Control
Contours Map’ which requires referral of the application to the Westralia Airport
Corporation.

The Westralia Airports Corporation comments that the height of structures above
ground level are acceptable to Perth Airport, however cranes used during construction
need to be referred to the Airport prior to construction on site.

Public Comment

The proposal was not specifically advertised. The ‘office’ use is a discretionary use
and a ‘lunchbar’ is a permitted land use and both are considered acceptable for the site
and zoning.

STRATEGIC PLAN IMPLICATIONS

BUILT BELMONT - “Attract and support high quality, high employment businesses to
the City of Belmont.”

BUILT BELMONT - “Encourage the upgrading and compatible redevelopment of the
City of Belmont”

BUSINESS BELMONT — “Maximise business development opportunities within the
City.”

POLICY IMPLICATIONS

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

Deemed Refusal

Clause 5.5.2 of the City of Belmont Town Planning Scheme No. 14 applies where a
landuse is classified as a ‘D’ or ‘S’ use under the City of Belmont Town Planning
Scheme No. 14 Zoning Table and is subject to advertising requirements detailed in
Clause 5.7 of the Scheme. As such the application is ‘deemed to be refused’ if it is not
determined within a 90 day period.

The only exception to these cases is where there is a written agreement for further time
between the applicant and the City of Belmont. In this case, there is no written
agreement for the statutory time period to be extended.

The deemed refusal date for this application is 26 April 2007. Should Council defer this
item then the deemed refusal rights will arise before the matter is referred back to
Council.

Right of Appeal
Is there a right of appeal? X Yes []No

The applicant / owner may appeal a planning approval / planning refusal to the State
Administrative Tribunal (SAT) subject to Part 14 of the Planning and Development Act
2005. Appeals must be lodged with SAT within 28 days. Further information can be
obtained from the SAT website — www.sat.justice.wa.gov.au.

BACKGROUND
Owner: Waywinga Pty Ltd and | Ward: South
Pengana Pty Ltd
Lodgement Date: | 25 January 2007 Use Class: Office — D, Lunch bar — ‘P’
Lot Area: 1.7806hectares TPS Zoning: | Industrial
Estimated Value: | $7.6mill MRS: Industrial

History of Site

The site was formerly developed with the Kewdale Hotel which was demolished around
mid 2006. The site is now vacant.

The site abuts the Kewdale Freight Terminal which takes access from Fenton Street.

Above Ground Power
This site has above ground power. There are five (5) power poles on-site.

The Proposal

The application proposes a two storey office development located towards the corner
of the site. The building presents as a modern architectural style with a predominant
full length glass fagcade to Kewdale Road and the intersection. Painted grey tilt up
concrete ‘columns/blocks’ denote the entry points to the building. A large awning style
roof structure/verandah extends around the front elevation of the building.

An area is allocated on the ground floor for a lunchbar. (112m2 internal seating and
45m2 outside area) primarily for the purpose of workers on-site.
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Landscaping is provided around all street frontages with a water feature proposed at
the street intersection of the site.

As a result of the DPI comments, the modified proposal now indicates only two existing
crossovers along Kewdale Road and two (relocated) crossovers are located off Fenton
Street. Carparking (348 bays) is proposed to be located around the building, of which
91 car bays are covered with three carport structures and surrounded with security
fencing of chain mesh, colorbond and barbed wire.

A portion of the site is marked ‘future development’ and is the subject of a separate
application for a Tavern/Bottleshop. This application is still being progressed with the
applicant and will be presented to a future Council meeting.

OFFICER COMMENT

Land Use and Development

The Office development represents a significant, modern building with surrounding
landscaping which contributes to the amenity and upgrade of this site. The
development complies with the provisions of the Scheme.

The ‘lunchbar’ land use onsite is primarily to provide a service for workers on-site. This
activity is considered a reasonable and acceptable facility to provide within a
development of this scale and within this Industrial area.

Carparking and Access

The development requires a total of 223 carbays. The proposal for 348 adequately
satisfies the development and provides a surplus of 125 bays.

The requirements from DPI are accepted and have been provided as conditions on the
recommended approval. The retention of the two existing crossovers onto Kewdale
Road, in associated with the office development is acceptable.

In regard to the matter of the security fencing, a mixture of chain mesh and colorbond
is proposed. Council has consistently required a high standard of fencing in the ‘Mixed
Use’ and ‘Industrial’ zones consisting of masonry and/or wrought iron. It is considered
that this proposal should be required to provide a high standard of fencing and an
appropriate condition is recommended.

Drainage

Drainage for the site will be directed to the City’s stormwater drainage, which is located
within Kewdale Road. The drainage continues southwest along Kewdale Road to
Reserve 33546, which is located on the west side of Kewdale Road, near the City’s
local government boundary with the City of Canning
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FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

There are no financial implications evident at this time.

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS

There are no significant environmental implications evident at this time.

ATTACHMENT DETAILS

Nil.

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION

TEASDALE MOVED, DORNFORD SECONDED, that Council approve development
application 27/2007/DA as detailed in plans dated 29 January 2007 and 4 April
2007 submitted by Oldfield Knott Architects Pty Ltd on behalf of the owner
Waywinga Pty Ltd and Pengana Pty Ltd for a two storey office development with
lunchbar at Lot 288 (137) Kewdale Road, Kewdale subject to the following
conditions:

1. 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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2. The provision of pedestrian refuge islands to be installed within the two
way crossovers on Kewdale Road to facilitate pedestrian movement. The
refuge islands shall be provided at the cost of the applicant to the
satisfaction of the City’s Project/Development Engineer or Director-
Technical Services.

3. The existing concrete footpath along Kewdale Road shall be upgraded to
the satisfaction of the City’s Project/Development Engineer.

4. The stormwater runoff shall be disposed of off site via an approved
stormwater pollutant trap prior to connection to the Council’s street
drainage system. A detailed stormwater drainage plan shall be submitted
for the approval of the City’s Project/Development Engineer prior to the
issue of a building licence.

5. The provision of a bin storage area and a loading/unloading bay to be
located in close proximity to the lunchbar tenancy.

6. The provision of a loading/unloading bay to be located in conjunction with
the office development.

7. 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.

8. The provision of security fencing to the site and/or car parking area/s is
subject to the satisfaction of the Manager-Planning Services. Details for
security fencing shall be provided prior to the issue of a building licence.

9. Prior to occupation or use of the development, vehicle parking,
manoeuvring and circulation areas shall be designed, constructed,
sealed, line marked and kerbed in accordance with:

(i) The approved plan (348 spaces measuring a minimum of 2.5 metres
x 5.5 metres);

(i)  Schedule 3 of the City of Belmont 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 in accordance with the
City of Belmont specifications, unless otherwise approved by the
Director-Technical Services. All parking bays must be clearly line
marked.

10. Prior to occupation or use of the development, vehicle crossovers shall
be constructed in coloured concrete or brick paving or hot mix in
accordance with the City of Belmont specifications for the construction of
concrete, brick or hot mix paved crossovers for industrial and commercial
properties.
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11. The redundant crossover to Lot 288 as shown on the approved plans shall
be removed and the verge and kerb reinstated to the satisfaction of the
Director-Technical Services.

12. The development shall be connected to the reticulated sewerage system.

13. The applicant to submit a Geotechnical Report on the soil conditions of
the development site for written approval of the Project/Development
Engineer or Manager-Building Service prior to the issue of a building
licence.

14. A notification under Section 70A of the Transfer of Land Act 1893 shall be
registered over the Certificate of Title to the land the subject of the
proposed development prior to the issue of a building licence to notify
owners and prospective purchasers of the land that:

(i) the land is located in the 25-30 ANEF area as identified on the
Australian Noise Exposure Forecast Plan of the 2004 Statement of
Planning Policy — Land Use Planning in the Vicinity of Perth Airport
produced by the Western Australian Planning Commission.

(ii) Noise exposure levels are likely to increase in the future as a result
of increases in numbers of aircraft using the airport, changes in
aircraft type or other operational changes.

A Notification shall be prepared by the City’s solicitors to the satisfaction
of the City of Belmont and all costs of and incidental to the preparation of
and registration of the Section 70A Notification including the City’s
solicitors’ costs shall be met by the applicant or the owner of the land.
The Notification shall be placed on the Certificate of Title prior to the
issue of a building licence unless otherwise agreed to in writing by the
City.

15. That prior to the issue of a building licence, the applicant submit plans for
approval of the Manager-Building Services showing that the development
complies with the requirements of the ‘Statement of Planning Policy No
5.1 — Land Use Planning in the Vicinity of Perth Airport’ .

16. The provision of a management plan for rubbish disposal from the site
shall be submitted to the City prior to the issue of a building licence and
assessed to the satisfaction of the Manager-Health and Ranger Services.

17. 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 for approval. The plans shall be
submitted prior to the issue of a building licence unless otherwise agreed
to in writing.
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18.

19.

20.

21.

The plan shall show by numerical code, the species, quantity and
anticipated mature dimensions of all plant types to be planted and shall
include:

(i) landscaping to a minimum of 25% of the setback area to all roads;
(ii) landscaping to the street verge;

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.

Any relocation or removal of street trees is to be undertaken by the
owner, at the owner’s cost, with the prior approval of the Manager-Parks,
Leisure & Environment or Parks Technical Officer and in accordance with
any direction contained in or given with that approval. Approval is granted
to the removal of the Ficus Tree (Kewdale Road) under the power lines,
Ficus Tree (Fenton Street beside eastern crossover), two Eucalyptus Tree
(Fenton Street closest to Kewdale Road).

The trees to be removed shall be replaced with 2 x 100L Angophora
Costata trees to be planted on the Fenton Street road verge between the
Eucalyptus trees, to be retained, and the eastern most crossover onto
Fenton Street.

The existing three Eucalyptus Trees located in the Fenton Street road
verge abutting or adjacent to the subject land (“street trees”), and marked
on the plan ‘to remain’ are not to be damaged or removed in the course of
the development.

CARRIED 9 VOTES TO 0

Document Set ID: 1190469
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12.1.3 Location 14005 (1-9) Tanunda Drive (cnr Great Eastern Highway),
Rivervale - Proposed Multi-Storey Residential and Commercial
Development

Report by Community & Statutory Services Division
DATE
29 March 2007

PURPOSE OF REPORT

To consider an application for two, multi-storey, mixed use buildings with combined
undercroft and podium level parking on Location 14005 (1-9) Tanunda Drive, Rivervale.

COUNCIL ROLE

Quasi-Judicial

The quasi judicial role includes the determination of all matters where Council must
decide applications or matters directly affecting a person’s rights and interests. The
judicial character arises from the obligation to abide by the principles of natural justice.
Examples include town planning applications, building licences, applications for other
permits and licences (eg. under the Health Act, Dog Act or Local Laws) and other
decisions that may be appealable to the State Administrative Tribunal.

SUMMARY AND KEY ISSUES

The proposal represents a high standard, landmark form of development for this site.
This development proposes variations to site cover, setbacks and landscaping
requirements.

Reciprocal parking is proposed between the commercial land uses on site and the
residential units. In addition, parking is proposed abutting the proposed Tanunda Drive
access road as part of the parking provision for the site.

The construction of ‘Tanunda Drive’ access, between the existing roundabout (at the
Belmont Ave extension) through to the ‘Hill 60 access road’ is proposed as part of this
development. Vehicular access to the proposed development is limited to the proposed
Tanunda Drive.

The ‘Tanunda Drive’ access road is proposed within Location 14005, and as private
land will require an easement in gross/legal agreement until such time as the access
road is formally allocated as a road reserve.

Officer Recommendation Summation

The proposal is recommended for conditional approval.
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LOCATION

Bounded by Great Eastern Highway and Tanunda Drive and being Location 14005
(1-9) Tanunda Drive, Rivervale.

RA 12237

APPLICANT

Greg Rowe and Associates, on behalf of Cityscape Holdings Pty Ltd.
FILE REFERENCE

24/2007/DA

115/001

1-9 Tanunda Drive

DISCLOSURE OF INTEREST

Type of

Nature / Extent of Interest
Interest

Name Position

VOTING REQUIREMENT

Simple Majority required.
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CONSULTATION

Category C applications are those that need external referrals from third parties such
as the Environmental Protection Authority, Western Australian Planning Commission,
Swan River Trust, Heritage Council etc. Category C applications may also require
statutory advertising, referral to neighbours or consideration by Council.

Main Roads Western Australia

The site abuts Great Eastern Highway which is classed as a ‘Primary Regional Road’
under the Metropolitan Region Scheme and must be referred to Main Roads Western
Australia (MRWA) for comment.

The MRWA has advised that the development is acceptable subject to a number of
standard conditions which have been applied to the recommendation for approval.

STRATEGIC PLAN IMPLICATIONS

BUILT BELMONT -“Attract and support high quality, high employment business to the
City of Belmont.”

BUILT BELMONT - “Encourage the upgrading and compatible redevelopment of the
City of Belmont.”

BUSINESS BELMONT - ‘Maximise business development opportunities within the
City.”

POLICY IMPLICATIONS

Local Planning Policy No.9 Building Height and Bulk along Great Eastern
Highway

The development has been considered having regard to this Policy. The proposal is
considered generally compliant. In regard to height, the Policy identifies that new
development should reflect the height and bulk of existing buildings in the vicinity of the
development site. Therefore the proposal has been considered having regard for the
more recent developments in the immediate area, being ‘Balneum’ apartments and the
‘Hill 60’ development.

The proposal (21m to 28m height) is considered compatible and consistent with new
development within this locality. In regard to Local Planning Policy No.20 ‘Hill 60
Development Guidelines’ allow for 10 storeys above an undercroft car park level and
up to a maximum of approximately 33 metres above the highest natural ground level.
The current proposal achieves this standard. The Balneum Apartments are
approximately 15m — 18 m high above ground level.

STATUTORY ENVIRONMENT

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

Town Planning Scheme No. 14

Clause 10.5.9 ‘Discretion to Vary Standards’ provides for Council to vary standards and
requirements within the Mixed Use zone. Consideration will need to be given to
proposed variations to the street setbacks, site cover, carparking and landscaping.
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Clause 10.9.4.4 provides that “When making decisions relative to parking provisions
Council shall at all times have regard to any existing or proposed public parking
facilities nearby.”

Clause 10.16 ‘Building Height and Bulk’ shall have regard to the height of buildings
along Great Eastern Highway with respect to its impact on the streetscape and site.

Deemed Refusal

Under Clause 5.5.1 of the City of Belmont Town Planning Scheme No. 14 an
application is ‘deemed to be refused’ if it is not determined within a 60 day period.

The deemed refusal date for this application passed on 24 March 2007 and the
applicant already has deemed refusal rights.

Right of Appeal

Is there a right of appeal?  [X] Yes[ ] No

The applicant / owner may appeal a planning approval / planning refusal to the State
Administrative Tribunal (SAT) subject to Part 14 of the Planning and Development Act
2005. Appeals must be lodged with SAT within 28 days. Further information can be
obtained from the SAT website — www.sat.justice.wa.gov.au.

BACKGROUND
Owner: Cityscape Holdings Pty Ltd | Ward: West
Lodgement Date: | 23 January 2007 and | Use Class: ‘Office’, ‘Restaurant’
amended plans 20 March Multiple Dwellings. ‘Medical
2007 Centre’ — ‘D’ Use
Lot Area: Existing - 5936m2 TPS Zoning: | Mixed Use — over 3740m2
of the lot abutting GEHway.
Future - 3740m2 (subject to Local Road Reserve -
subdivision WAPC Ref portion of land proposed as
117493) a 12m Tanunda Road
Reserve.
Mixed Use with additional
use of R80/100 — over a
narrow portion of land
along northern boundary of
Lot.
Estimated Value: | $9.23million MRS: Urban

History of Application

This site was created as part of a landswap involving the original area of Hardey Park
in this location and former Lot 712 Great Eastern Highway (now Reserve 46532). The
full history of this land swap and the creation of the existing Location 14005 is detailed
within Item 11.1.2 of the Council Minutes of the 5 September 2006. The land swap
also identified cost sharing arrangements for a future Tanunda Drive access road.
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At the Ordinary Meeting of 28 May 2001, the Council considered and supported a
reduced and narrower configuration for Location 14005 (currently 5936m2), and also
supported the proposed relocation of Tanunda Drive southward to abut this reduced
lot. The Council also supported changes to the zoning of the land to reflect the
proposed resubdivision and road relocation. At the May 2001 meeting, the Council
was advised that support for the proposed resubdivision and zoning for Location 14005
would consequently require Council to exercise its discretion to vary front and rear
setbacks for development on this future (reduced) lot area. The current zoning and
road reserve over the existing (larger) Location 14005 reflects the intended future
(reduced) lot size for Location 14005 (3740m2) and the proposed Tanunda Drive.

The re-subdivision of Location 14005 (WAPC Ref 117493), in accordance with the
Council’'s 28 May 2001 decision, is subject to conditional approval from WAPC. The
current development application is proposed over the proposed (reduced) lot size for
Location 14005 (3740m2) with the balance of the land shown as ‘Tanunda Drive’.

The plan below illustrates the proposed closure of the existing 12m wide road reserve
for Tanunda Drive and the proposed relocation of this road reserve further southwards.
The resultant reduced size and shape of Location 14005 is shown.
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The eventual width of Tanunda Drive road reserve (currently 12m, required 15.4m
within subdivision WAPC Ref 117493) is not yet determined. The road reserve is also
the subject of an 18m wide proposal, being part of the current community consultation
for a land swap involving nearby Location 14004 and Hardey Park.
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The plan below illustrates the proposed lot size and shape for Location 14005, which
would arise from the subdivision with a 15.4 m road reserve of Tanunda Drive abutting
Location 14005.

“SANDRINGHAM &
BALNEUM APAR

HARDEY PARK
RA 12237

The Proposal

All land uses and buildings identified within the development proposal are intended to
be located within the portion of the lot that is zoned ‘Mixed Use’ and being the future
(reduced) lot area of 3740m2. The building observes the future road widening of Great
Eastern Highway and presents a nil setback to future lot boundaries, with a minor
setback of up to 3m in parts for landscaping. A small portion of pavilion roof projects
into the future Tanunda Drive road reserve.

The balance of the existing lot is shown with the proposed ‘Tanunda Drive’ access
road.

The development includes two towers only, with the residential tower located at the
eastern end of the lot and the office tower located at the western end of the lot. The
towers are situated above an undercroft parking level (102 bays). The main entry level
of each tower is located at a ‘podium’ level being approximately 1m — 3m above the
existing ground level around the building. Additional parking (30 bays) and a
loading/unloading bay is provided on the podium level between the two towers. Six car
bays for the disabled are provided across the site.

Vehicular and pedestrian access to the development is only from the proposed
Tanunda Drive. Vehicular ramps are provided down to the undercroft and up to the
podium level. Pedestrian ramps, stairs and lifts are provided with each tower.
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The two tower blocks include:

. ‘Block D’ — which is located at the eastern end of the lot, near Belmont Avenue
intersection. The tower comprises seven (7) floors with a medical centre (9
practitioners) on the first (podium) level and seventeen (17), (2 and 3 bedroom)
residential units in the upper six floors. Communal facilities for the residential
units include BBQ/deck on the top level, pool lounge on the podium level, gym
in the undercroft area.

The residential tower has a total height of 28.4m above the existing ground
level.

The parking in the undercroft level, directly under the tower provides secure
residential parking for 22 car bays.

o ‘Block E’ — which is located at the western end of the lot. The tower comprises
four (4) floors with a restaurant/café (60 seats) and offices on the first (podium)
level with an additional three (3) levels of offices above. The upper level
provides a decking/seating area and a tennis court. This facility may be jointly
used between the residential and commercial tenants.

The office tower has a total height of 21m above the existing ground level.

The parking within the undercroft (80 bays) and podium level (30 bays) is open
public parking for all land uses on site.

The development includes the construction of a 6m wide roadway with abutting parallel
parking embayments (13 car bays south sides, 14 car bays north side). This
accessway and parking is primarily within the existing boundary of Lot 14005, and
occupies a width of 13.5m to 15m. However, it aligns with the proposed Tanunda Drive
road reserve as identified within the proposed subdivision of the land (WAPC Ref
117493)

The plan below illustrates the location of each tower block and the proposed roadway
and parking.
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Pedestrian pathways, landscaping and the provision of vehicular access into the
development is shown within the portion of the lot which is reserved as a ‘Local Road’.
This access extends to the roundabout on the Belmont Ave extension.

Power Supply
This site has above ground power. There are eight power poles along the great
Eastern Highway frontage of the site providing low voltage KV power.

OFFICER COMMENT

Landuse and Development

The development represents a modern architectural style with prominent glass and
painted concrete facade, dominant horizontal building lines, with concrete columns and
vertical walls (ochre colour) which add variety to the building elevation on all street
frontages. Awnings, roof overhangs, steel frame dome roof structure (which screens
roof top service facilities) and balconies are also features. The taller seven storey
residential tower at the eastern end of the lot presents as a landmark building/major
focal point at the Belmont Avenue/Great Eastern Highway intersection and contrast
with the lower office tower. It is considered that the separation of the tower blocks on
site reduces the impact of building bulk on the streetscape and other properties.

The location of street frontages on all sides of the development increases the distance
between other lots/development and reduces overlooking and the impact of the height
of the proposal on nearby properties. The location of Great Eastern Highway on the
south side of the towers prevents overshadowing of other properties.

30
CONFIRMATION DATE: 15 MAY 2007

Document Set ID: 1190469
Version: 1, Version Date: 27/04/2007



OCM 24/04/07 Reports of Administration

Built Belmont

Item 12.1.3 Continued

The Tanunda Drive elevation of the building is the main pedestrian streetscape and
provides an attractive pedestrian amenity with landscaping at street level, ramps,
stairs, an entry pavilion up to the podium level to a covered walkway with open
balustrade along the podium level. The Highway elevation does not have direct
pedestrian access, however the pedestrian amenity is enhanced with architectural and
coloured features of the building, metal artwork within the grilles of the undercroft level
and the podium level car park wall is reduced to increase the landscaping in this
elevation.

Although the development represents a non compliance with the Scheme provisions for
setbacks to Great Eastern Highway (15m), Tanunda Drive (7.5m), site cover (max.
60%) and onsite landscaping, it is considered that the features of the development
contribute to the amenity of the area and therefore the variations are accepted. In
addition, the reduced width of the proposed lot/development area, which Council
accepted in May 2001 (refer background) necessitates significant relaxation on these
Scheme provisions.

The land uses proposed within the development are an acceptable and complementary
mix of business activities within this locality and site. The residential amenity of each
dwelling and recreational facilities are acceptable for this mixed use development.

The proposal has been assessed in terms of the principles of ‘Crime Prevention
through Environmental Design (CPTED) and presents positive features of openness
and public activities on-site which increase surveillance of the site and locality. The
stairwells and undercroft parking, whilst ‘open and accessible’ presents some
concerns, which may be addressed by lighting, mirrors, signage, and other
surveillance. Landscaping beside masonry wall should be proposed to reduce the
potential for graffiti.

Car Parking
Land use Parking Requirements Proposed Car bays
Proposed Amendment No. 52 and R Codes
Residential Multiple Dwellings — Max. 2 bays per | 22 exclusive car bays, of which 8
17  Multiple | dwelling with at least one bay provided for | bays are in a tandem
Dwellings the exclusive use per dwelling. arrangement.
17 Multiple dwellings @ 2 bays/dwg = 34 | (5 dwellings may each have 2
bays exclusive bays and 12 dwellings
have only 1 exclusive bay)
Medical 4 spaces for every practitioner 110 public bays within undercroft
Centre 9 practitioners @ 4bays/practitioner = 36 | and podium level.
bays
Offices 1 space for every 30m2 of NLA
2798m2/30m2 = 93 bays
Restaurant 1 space for every 4 seats
60 seats 60seats/4 seats = 15 bays
Total 178 bays 159 bays
- 132 bays within the
development.
- 13 bays south side of
Tanunda Drive.
14 bays north side of Tanunda
Drive.
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The applicant has argued for:

) the reciprocity of parking between the café use and other non residential uses,
and
o the application of the R Code parking provisions which relate to a mixed use

development (1 exclusive bay per dwelling). This is due to the availability of non
residential parking onsite which would be available for residents and which
would satisfy the second car bay provision, outside normal office hours.

Having regard to the reciprocal parking argument, the parking assessment may be
considered as follows.

178 car bays is the initial parking consideration for the development, with a reciprocal
parking arrangement for the restaurant (15 bays) and the second car bay per dwelling
(17 bays) being accepted. Therefore the parking assessment is:

Requirement = 178 bays
Less (15+17) - 32 bays
= 146 individual car bays are required for the development.

In response to the reciprocal parking argument, the following is noted:

) It is accepted that the day time patrons of the restaurant will be primarily from
workers currently on-site or within nearby premises and parking for these users
would already be met. On the basis that the parking requirement for the offices
and medical centre have been fully satisfied with public parking within the
undercroft and podium level (93 + 36 = 129 bays), then it is considered
reasonable to accept that reciprocal parking would occur and is satisfied. In
addition, during evening hours (outside normal office hours) when the office
parking would not be highly utilised, it remains that parking would be available
for restaurant customers who may drive to the site.

o The R Codes provide for allowing one exclusive bay per dwelling, within a
mixed use development, where on-site parking required for other users is
available outside normal business hours. The 110 bays on-site (i.e the non
exclusive residential bays) with 93 bays being for the offices onsite would
reasonably be expected to be available outside normal business hours to meet
the balance of the parking requirement for the 12 multiple dwellings that have
been allocated only one exclusive car bay.

In addition, the R Codes allow off site parking (such as within the proposed
Tanunda Drive i.e 27 bays) to be considered where it would be available to
residents, outside normal business hours.

It may be noted that the State Administrative Tribunal has previously considered, inter
alia, the issue of reciprocal parking within a mixed use development of 71 multiple
dwellings and six commercial tenancies within a development in Victoria Park (Avalon
West Pty Ltd and Town of Victoria Park 2006). The residential component proposed
109 car bays (1.5 bays per dwelling) with the balance of the residential parking
requirement being accommodated within the commercial parking.
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The Tribunal determined that the peak use of the commercial tenancies is likely within
ordinary business hours and therefore accepted that the commercial parking could be
allocated to the residential component outside ordinary business hours. The reciprocal
parking was accepted as achieving compliance with residential parking requirements.

The consideration for reciprocal parking in the case of the subject development is
acceptable.

The provision of the car bays abutting the Tanunda Drive road way are considered as
‘cash in lieu’ car bays, where the developer will pay for the construction of these bays.
(that are intended to fall within the proposed Tanunda road reserve) Therefore, all or
part of these ‘cash in lieu’ car bays may be considered to be part of this development
proposal.

Therefore the proposed parking supply is:
132 bays are provided within the development

+ 27 bays within Tanunda Drive
= 159 car bays provided by the developer

The required number of car bays for the development is assessed at 146 car bays and
therefore an oversupply of 13 bays is provided. (i.e. 159 bays less 146 bays = 13 bays)
The oversupply of bays could potentially be used for parking by users of nearby Hardey
Park.

The proposal satisfies the parking requirement for the site.

Construction of Tanunda Drive

In view of the undetermined, eventual width of Tanunda Drive, and the fact that the
future road would be situated within existing private ownership of Location 14005, the
Planning Department recommended, and was accepted by the applicant that:

) Tanunda Drive be provided within the proposed road reserve immediately
abutting the development.

) A fully, permanent constructed and sealed road way and abutting car bays be
provided up to and including the ramps up, and down, to the parking areas.

) The balance of the roadway and abutting car bays, through to the ‘Hill 60
access road’ be provided with a ‘temporary’ road construction surface.

o A legal agreement and/or easement in gross be identified to protect the road
alignment and public access and address public liability and maintenance of the
road accessway.

Staging
The development is proposed to be undertaken in stages, being

) Stage 1 - ‘Block D’ — the residential and medical centre tower with 71 car bays
(i.e. 22 exclusive residential car bays and the balance in the podium and part of
the undercroft area)
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o Stage 2 — ‘Block E’ — the office and restaurant tower with the balance of the
undercroft parking and podium parking.

The proposed staging is considered acceptable and the first stage will be provided with
the required parking for that stage.

It is considered that the construction of the proposed Tanunda Drive between the
existing roundabout at the eastern end of the site and the ‘Hill 60 access road’ should
be completed with the first stage of development.

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

There are no financial implications evident at this time.

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS

There are no significant environmental implications evident at this time.

ATTACHMENT DETAILS

Nil.

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION

WHITELEY MOVED, MARKS SECONDED, that Council approve development
application 24/2007/DA as detailed in plans dated 20 March 2007 submitted by
Greg Rowe and Associates on behalf of the owner Cityscape Pty Ltd for offices,
restaurant, 17 multiple residential dwellings and Medical Centre at Location
14005 (1-9) Tanunda Drive (cnr Great Eastern Highway), Rivervale subject to the
following conditions:

1. 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.

2. The provision of artwork/pattern into the undercroft metal vents which are
proposed along the Great Eastern Highway elevation. The design of the
grilles/vents shall be provided to the satisfaction of the Manager-Planning

Services.
3. The restaurant/cafe be limited to a 60 person/seating capacity.
4. Stage 1 of the development shall include the construction of the proposed

Tanunda Drive and abutting car bays, from the existing roundabout at the
eastern end of the site, through to connect to the ‘Hill 60 access road’ at
the western end of the site.
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5. The construction of the proposed Tanunda Drive shall include:

(i) the permanent construction, sealed and drained road way and
abutting car bays to the satisfaction of the Director-Technical
Services, being provided from the existing round about (at the
Belmont Ave extension) up to, and including the proposed two
ramps to the parking areas within the development.

(i)  the temporary construction standard for the road (minimum 6m)
and abutting car bays shall be to a minimum chip seal standard
over a 250mm thick compacted roadbase to the satisfaction of the
Director-Technical Services. Stormwater runoff from the temporary
road access shall be disposed of onsite to the satisfaction of the
City. The temporary construction may apply for the section of road
which extends from the permanent constructed portion of road
(detailed above) through to the ‘Hill 60 access road’. The final
permanent construction standard of this section of road shall be
undertaken by the applicant/owner, with the finalization of the re-
subdivision of Location 14005, or with any development on the
abutting Location 14004, or within three (3) years from the date of
this approval, whichever is the earliest.

6. The construction of the full length of the proposed Tanunda Drive to
permanent construction standards will satisfy the applicant/owner
contributing towards the payment of 50% pro-rata contribution for the
construction of Tanunda Drive from the "Hill 60" end to the roundabout
(i.e the proposed cost sharing arrangement with "Hill 60" development.
The 50% portion prepaid by ‘Hill 60’ developer will be reimbursed to
Cityscape Holdings Pty Ltd after the full construction to permanent
construction standard is completed for Tanunda Drive).
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7. 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 ‘Hill 60 access road’ and the
roundabout/Belmont Avenue extension, an easement in gross of 15m in
width 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 and/or legal agreement is 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.

8. The part of Location 14005 the subject of any access easement for road
and parking bays shall be surfaced, kerbed and drained in accordance
with this approval and the City’s engineering requirements and design
guidelines and thereafter maintained to a standard satisfactory to the
Council. Any construction and maintenance costs are to be paid by the
owner. The maintenance, public liability obligations and final permanent
construction of the road should be stated in the grant of easement
document and/or legal agreement.

9. The applicant/owner shall make payment of 25% pro-rata contribution
being made to the City towards the cost of construction of Tanunda Drive
outside the ultimate Great Eastern Highway road reservation, between the
Great Eastern Highway intersection and the Tanunda Drive roundabout,
including the cost of construction of the roundabout (works completed),
prior to the issue of a building licence.
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10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

The applicant/owner shall make payment for 50% pro-rata contribution for
the construction of the section of Tanunda Drive from the boundary of
"Hill 60" to Great Eastern Highway (works completed and prefunded by
"Hill 60" development).

All building structures, including a portion of the entry pavilion roof cover
(which abuts the medical/residential tower) shall be contained fully within
the boundaries of the proposed Location 14005 as identified within
subdivision application WAPC Ref 117493.

Prior to occupation or use of the development, vehicle parking,
manoeuvring and circulation areas shall be designed, constructed,
sealed, line marked and kerbed in accordance with:

(i) The approved plan (132 spaces measuring a minimum of 2.5 metres
x 5.5 metres);

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

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

The areas must be paved in bitumen or concrete in accordance with the
City of Belmont specifications, unless otherwise approved by the
Director-Technical Services. All parking bays must be clearly line
marked.

Prior to occupation or use of the development, vehicle crossovers shall
be constructed in coloured concrete or brick paving or hot mix in
accordance with the City of Belmont specifications for the construction of
concrete, brick or hot mix paved crossovers for industrial and
commercial properties.

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 for approval. The plans shall be
submitted prior to the issue of a building licence unless otherwise agreed
to in writing. 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) landscaping to all street verges. This will include the removal of
the retaining wall within the Great Eastern Highway verge and
establishing a consistent ground level within the verge
immediately abutting the building.

(b) species and plants capable of screening the solid walls of the
development to avoid the potential for graffiti on the building.
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15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

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.

The stormwater runoff shall be disposed of off site via an approved
stormwater pollutant trap prior to connection to the Council’s street
drainage system. A detailed stormwater drainage plan shall be submitted
for the approval of the City’s Project/Development Engineer prior to the
issue of a building licence.

The applicant/owner to submit a Geotechnical Report on the soil
conditions of the development site for written approval of the Project
Engineer or Manager-Building Service prior to the issue of a building
licence. This should include the assessment of the site for Acid sulphate
soils.

The applicant/owner to provide details of lighting, security and
surveillance mechanisms (eg. mirrors, cameras) which will be
incorporated within the undercroft parking area, and including stairwells
and pedestrian entry/exit points of the building/s which demonstrates that
the development addresses the security and safety for the public to the
satisfaction of the Manager-Planning Services.

The provision of a management plan for rubbish disposal from the site
shall be submitted to the City prior to the issue of a building licence and
assessed to the satisfaction of the Manager Health and Ranger Services.
The development shall be connected to the reticulated sewerage system.

No earthworks shall encroach onto the Great Eastern Highway reserve.

No stormwater drainage shall be discharged onto the Great Eastern
Highway reserve.

No vehicular access shall be permitted onto the Great Eastern Highway
reserve.

No development, other than landscaping or carparking shall be permitted
on the land shown required for future purposes on the MRWA drawing
9731 - 0686-3.

The applicant shall make good any damage to the existing verge
vegetation within the Great Eastern Highway reservation.

Document Set ID: 1190469

38
CONFIRMATION DATE: 15 MAY 2007

Version: 1, Version Date: 27/04/2007



OCM 24/04/07 Reports of Administration
Built Belmont

Item 12.1.3 Continued

26. Redundant driveways shall be removed and the verge and its vegetation
made good at the applicant’s cost.

CARRIED 8 VOTES TO 1

For: Teasdale, Whiteley, Powell, Dornford, Martin, Rossi, Godfrey, Marks

Against: Hitt
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12.1.4 Lease of Wright Street Reserve — Anderson’s Hardware**

*BB Attachment 3 — Item 12.1.4 refers
*BB Attachment 4 — Item 12.1.4 refers

Report by Community & Statutory Services Division
DATE
4 April 2007

PURPOSE OF REPORT

To consider requests from Mr Peter Anderson who operates Anderson’s Hardware
(Mitre 10) at Lot 6 (222-226) Belmont Avenue, Cloverdale — Belmont District Shopping
Centre.

COUNCIL ROLE

Executive

The executive role is the substantial direction setting and oversight role of the
Council. This is where the Council oversees the day to day operations of the City

including accepting tenders, directing operations, setting and amending budgets,
adopting plans and reports and all other activities of the Council.

SUMMARY AND KEY ISSUES

The lease of the portion of road reserve comprising the garden centre expired on
31 December 2006 and in accordance with the requirements of the lease and Council
conditions the area must be reinstated.

Mr Peter Anderson seeks Council consideration on a number of requests.
Notwithstanding this, it is recommended that the garden centre be removed and the
area reinstated. It is possible that some of the garden centre operations could be
conducted on portion of the right of way at the rear of Lots 5 and 6 (222-226) Belmont
Avenue, Cloverdale.

Officer Recommendation Summation

That:

1. The garden centre be removed and the area reinstated.

2. The current occupation of the road reserve constitutes an offence under the
Land Administration Act and improvements must be removed to avoid
prosecution.

3. Contact be made with the owners of Lots 3 and 902 (222-226) Belmont Avenue,

Cloverdale on whether they would grant permission to allow Mitre 10 to use
portion of the Right of Way as shown on Sketch 1 as a garden centre for a
period of 2 years or less depending on the continued operation of Mitre 10.
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4. Council request that a revised car parking layout be prepared for the road
reserve as well as a possible plan for disposal of the road reserve to relevant
commercial lot owners, being Lots 3, 902, 5, 6, 7, 8, and 9 Belmont Avenue.

5. The Department for Planning and Infrastructure be advised accordingly.

LOCATION

Land adjoining Lot 6 (222-226) Belmont Avenue (Anderson’s Hardware)

4

——  BUILDING QUTLINES

T LOT BOUMDARIES
o o Q ROAD CARRIAGEWAY & FOOTRATHS
i P e T — —

Plan 1
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The current ownership of the subject lots are as follows

Address

Owner

Lot 3 (222-226) Belmont Avenue, | V Salvarinas and D Salvarinas
Cloverdale and J Salvarinas

Lot 902 (222-226) Belmont Avenue, | Effis Pty Ltd

Cloverdale

Lot 5 (222-226) Belmont Avenue, | Silat Nominees Pty Ltd
Cloverdale

Lot 6 (222-226) Belmont Avenue, | D D Anderson and R S Anderson
Cloverdale

Lot 7 (222-226) Belmont Avenue, | Bankwest

Cloverdale

Lot 8 (222-226) Belmont Avenue, | Silat Nominees Pty Ltd
Cloverdale

Lot 9 (222-226) Belmont Avenue, | Cuscuna Nominees Pty Ltd
Cloverdale

Right of Way and Pedestrian | City of Belmont

Accessway

Lots 3, 902, 5 and 6 enjoy a right of access over the ROW.

CARPARK

— D ——

LEGEND

LOT No.&
HARDWARE

LOT No5

LOT No.3
SUPRE

PROPOSED PART ROAD CLOSURE
AREA = 2i6m*

Z,

PLAN 2 — SHOWS LOCATION OF GARDEN CENTRE
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APPLICANT
Not applicable.

FILE REFERENCE

115/001
Lot 6 (222-226) Belmont Avenue, Cloverdale

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 IMPLICATIONS

BUILT BELMONT - “Encourage the upgrading and compatible redevelopment of the
City.”

POLICY IMPLICATIONS

There are no significant policy implications evident at this time.

STATUTORY ENVIRONMENT

Section 55(2) of the Land Administration Act 1997
Local Government (Uniform Local Provisions) Regulations 1996

Right of Appeal
Is there a right of appeal? [ ]Yes [X] No

BACKGROUND

The Garden Centre adjacent to Anderson’s Hardware (Lot 6 (222-226) Belmont
Avenue, Cloverdale) is a portion of road reserve previously leased to Anderson’s
Hardware.

The State Land Services of the Department for Planning and Infrastructure advised in a
letter dated 2 March 2007 that the lease expired on 31 December 2006 and under the
terms of the lease the lessee had three months from the date of expiry of the lease to
remove all improvements and leave the land in a neat and tidy condition.
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The land the subject of the former lease is now dedicated road reserve under the care
and responsibility of the Council.

The lessee never complied with the requirement of the Council to obtain a planning
approval to extend the use of the garden centre to the 31 December 2006, despite a
reminder letter of the 6 April 2006.

The Principal — Legal & Compliance Advisor has advised that under section 55(2) of
the Land Administration Act 1997 the local government within the district of which a
road is situated has the care, control and management of the road. The ownership of
the road remains with the Crown.

In exercising care, control and management of roads, considerable case law has
developed around the powers of a road authority to manage a road. This case law has
recognised that the local government is not the freehold owner of the property in roads.
Rather, the responsibility is on the local government to manage roads for purposes
consistent with its status as a public thoroughfare. A local government must not
authorise or approve the use of a road in a manner that is not consistent with
this purpose.

The Department of Planning and Infrastructure takes a strong policy position that the
leasing and use of roads for a purpose inconsistent with its use as a road should not be
condoned. DPI will typically require a portion of a road to be closed and a new lot
created for the purpose of leasing.

The statutory regime strongly mirrors the common law understanding that local
governments manage roads for purposes consistent with their dedication and
reservation as public thoroughfares. The Local Government (Uniform Local Provisions)
Regulations 1996 provide a local government with significant powers to deal with
unauthorised structures on roads, obstructions on roads and encroachments on roads.
The City must consider these powers and use them from time to time where
appropriate and if adequate resources are available. If the City became aware of
unauthorised structures on a road reserve then it should act to have the
structures removed.

It is not appropriate for the City to permit the use of a road for a purpose that is
inconsistent with the road's purpose as a reserved or dedicated public thoroughfare.
This would go beyond the power of the local government as the local roads authority.

The City can be liable for failing to exercise its duty of care as the roads authority.
Whilst the non-feasance immunity under section 5Z of the Civil Liability Act 2002
applies to the repair of roads, this immunity is not applicable in this instance. It is the
opinion of Council’s legal advisor that the City would be taking on a liability risk if it
were to approve the road to be used for purposes inconsistent with its reservation or
dedication as a public thoroughfare. The City could become liable for any harm caused
on that portion of the road due to its decision to approve the inconsistent use.

If the City were to approve the use of the road for a purpose inconsistent with its status
as a public thoroughfare, with knowledge that it does not have the power to approve
such a use, then the decision maker may not be acting in good faith. As a resuilt,
any decision maker may become personally liable for any risks that are assumed
as a result of the local government acting outside of its power.
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The City should not approve the use of the road for Andersen's Hardware purposes
unless the Department of Planning and Infrastructure is willing to endorse the
continued use of the road for a purpose inconsistent with its status as a public
thoroughfare. Instead, the City should consider its powers under the Local
Government (Uniform Local Provisions) Regulations 1997 to see whether it should act
to remedy any unlawful structures on the road.

Initial Approval

In December 1999 Anderson’s Hardware requested Council to agree to a temporary
road closure and subsequent lease of the area shown on Plan 2 for the purpose of
establishing a garden centre.

This was required by ‘Mitre 10’ in order for the business to be permitted to continue
operation. It is understood that ‘Mitre 10’ has a range of different brand types that
determine the configuration of the stores. Each individual franchise agreement sets out
the requirements of the individual store to offer a certain product range. If the store is to
maintain their franchise as a particular ‘Mitre 10’ brand they must offer that product
range. For some brands this includes a GardenLife product range requirement.

The Council at its meeting of the 20 December 1999 considered this matter and
resolved as follows:

“THAT:

1. COUNCIL RECEIVE THE PROPOSED REDEVELOPMENT PLAN
AS SHOWN ON ATTACHMENT NO. 15.

2. PROVIDED THE OWNERS OF LOTS 5 AND 6 IN THE BELMONT
DISTRICT SHOPPING CENTRE GIVE A WRITTEN AGREEMENT
TO COUNCIL OF THEIR COMMITMENT TO THE
REDEVELOPMENT PLAN, AND WILL CARRY OUT STEPS TO
IMPLEMENT THE PLAN IN A MANNER ACCEPTABLE TO
COUNCIL WITHIN THE 2 YEAR PERIOD, COUNCIL AGREE TO
THE GARDEN CENTRE PROPOSAL SUBJECT TO THE
FOLLOWING CONDITIONS:

A) THE LEASE TO THE OWNER OF LOT 6 APPLY FOR A
MAXIMUM TERM OF TWO (2) YEARS ONLY, IN ORDER
TO ACCOMMODATE COUNCIL'S OBJECTIVE OF THE
OVERALL REDEVELOPMENT OF THE BELMONT
DISTRICT SHOPPING CENTRE.

B) ANY REQUEST FOR RENEWAL OF THE LEASE OR
EXTENSION OF THE TERM OF THE LEASE SHALL BE
THE SUBJECT OF A SEPARATE AGREEMENT BY BOTH
THE DEPARTMENT OF LAND ADMINISTRATION AND
COUNCIL WHEREBY THE APPROVAL OF BOTH
AUTHORITIES SHALL BE REQUIRED.

C) THAT THE LAND THE SUBJECT OF THE LEASE BE
REINSTATED TO ITS ORIGINAL CONDITION AT THE
EXPIRY OF THE TWO (2) YEAR TERM.
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D) THAT PLANNING APPROVAL FOR THE DEVELOPMENT
OF THE GARDEN CENTRE BE OBTAINED FROM
COUNCIL WITH A SUITABLE BOND OR BANK
GUARANTEE, WITH THE BOND BEING EQUIVALENT TO
THE COST OF RESTORING THE PORTION OF CLOSED
ROAD BACK TO ITS ORIGINAL CONDITION.

3. THE CONDITIONS BE CONVEYED TO THE DEPARTMENT OF
LAND ADMINISTRATION.

4. COUNCIL CLOSE THE PORTION OF ROAD HATCHED ON PLAN
NO. 1 PURSUANT TO SECTION 5 OF THE LAND
ADMINISTRATION ACT.”

The City’s Planning Department issued planning approval for the use as a ‘garden
centre’ on 31 March 2000 subject to four conditions, which were:

1. Finalisation of the road closure procedure for a portion of Wright Street subject
of this development.

2. The owner to enter into a lease agreement with the Department of Land
Information with a maximum lease term of two years.

3. The land subject of this approval shall be re-instated to its original condition at
the expiry of the two year term.

4, The applicant / owner to ensure that Council’s grated sump pit is protected and
clear of all obstructions at all times.

The lease was signed in January 2001 for a period of two years and a 12 month
extension was granted by Council and the Department of Land Information.

At the Council meeting of 25 February 2002, Council agreed to a request by
Mr Anderson for a renewal of the lease, although the preference by Mr Anderson was
for purchase of the subject land. The Council resolved as follows:

“THAT:

1. COUNCIL ADVISE PETER ANDERSON AND THE DEPARTMENT
OF LAND ADMINISTRATION THAT IT WOULD PREPARED TO
AGREE TO A NEW LEASE FOR A MAXIMUM PERIOD OF 12
MONTHS, FOLLOWING EXPIRY OF THE EXISTING 2 YEAR
LEASE AGREEMENT.

2. PETER ANDERSON BE ADVISED THAT THE 12 MONTH
EXTENSION IS BASED ON THE RECOGNITION OF THE
PROGRESS MADE TO DATE, AND IS CONDITIONAL ON THE
REDEVELOPMENT PLANS BEING FURTHER PROGRESSED.”
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Extension of Approval

The Council at its 20 December 2005 meeting considered a request to extend the
lease of the subject land adjoining Lot 6 (222-226) Belmont Avenue (Anderson’s
Hardware) for a period expiring 31 December 2006 and resolved as follows:

“That Council:

1. Advise Mr Peter Anderson and the Department for Planning and
Infrastructure that Council requires the lodgement of a fresh
application for planning approval and that it accepts an extension
or renewal of the lease between the Crown and applicant for the
subject land adjoining Lot 6 (222-226) Belmont Avenue for a
period expiring 31t December 2006.

2. Delegate to the Director-Community & Statutory Services, in
accordance with clause 9.10 of the City of Belmont Town Planning
Scheme No. 14, the authority to approve an application for
planning approval, which shall include but not limited to the
following conditions:

(a) The approval being valid for a period of 12 months expiring
on the 315t December 2006.

(b) The land the subject of this approval to be reinstated to its
original condition not more than two months after the expiry
of the planning approval.”

(c) The applicant / owner shall ensure that Council’s grated
sump pit is protected and clear of all obstructions at all
times.”

In a letter dated 16 February 2007, the lessee was advised that no responses were
received arising from letters to him dated 6 January 2006 or the 6 April 2006. The
lessee was reminded of the requirements of the Council and the illegality of the current
situation.

It is important to note Part 2 of the Council resolution of the 20 December 1999 that
being, a commitment to a redevelopment plan and the need to carry out steps to
implement the plan within a two year period. This was further reinforced in part 2 of the
Council resolution of the 25 February 2002.

This has not occurred, but recognition was given to the difficulties as explained in the
letter from Mr Peter Anderson of Anderson’s Hardware dated 20 January 2004. This
letter is provided under the first attachment to this report.

Car Parking Area of Belmont District Shopping Centre which is Road Reserve

The objective of the Council over many years has been to encourage redevelopment
and to subdivide the road reserve in proportion to the areas of relevant commercial lots
and for the portions of road reserve to be amalgamated with those lots.
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This has resulted in the removal of the old Belmont Hotel and the TAB building on
Belmont Avenue and the construction of a cinema and a tavern. There still remains a
further division of the road reserve, but an input was the possibility of some of that road
reserve being converted to land for building purposes.

If that cannot be achieved, then the option was to redesign the road reserve/car-
parking area to achieve a more efficient car-parking layout and landscaping. This was
demonstrated in a traffic and carparking study carried out by Fred Uloth and Associates
at the time of redevelopment of Belmont Forum.

Reference should be made to the reports Item 8.7.5 of the 7 December 1999 Planning
and Development Committee Minutes and Item 11.1.2 of the 20 December 2005.
These reports are provided under the second attachment to this report. In particular,
consideration should be given to the following sections contained in the 20 December
2005 report.

¢ Under ‘Background’ — refer to heading ‘The Need for a Redevelopment Plan’

o Under ‘Officer Comment’ — refer to heading ‘Redevelopment Plan.’
There is a need for additional car-parking spaces in this location and Council has
required cash in lieu for car parking to expend on the redesign and reconstruction of

the road reserve/car-parking area from the developments of:

1. Pizza Hut approval on the corner of Belmont Avenue and Fulham Street for one
bay.

2. The restaurant /café on Lot 902 (222-226) Belmont Avenue at Effis opposite
the Red Dot store for eight bays.

Power Supply
This site has above ground power.

OFFICER COMMENT

In a letter dated the 7 March 2007, Mr Peter Anderson requested that the following
questions be considered by the Council to allow the Mitre 10 store to continue to
operate.

1. They enter into an arrangement to maintain the lease on the garden centre until
such time as the Council has a redevelopment plan that is agreeable to all
affected landowners.

2. They are given a five year lease in accordance with retail tenancy laws.
3. They be allowed to purchase the Belmont Avenue road reserve
4. Work an arrangement to have the store entrance on the Wright Street frontage

and retain a smaller area for plants and garden storage and thus reinstate the
five car-parking bays.
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The City has been advised by DPI that a decision will need to be made on a permanent
closure of portion of the road reserve for sale to the owners of Lot 6 (Mitre 10). A
continuation of a lease arrangement would not be acceptable.

On the matter of dividing up the road reserve/car-parking area, there is no certainty on
the size, shape or location of the portions of road reserve that could be amalgamated
with the commercial lots. All affected landowners will need to be approached at the
same time. It would therefore be contrary to proper process and fairness to now excise
a portion of road reserve to be sold to the owner of Lot 6. More importantly, it would
stifle completely any opportunity of achieving a high quality redevelopment of the area.

There is a Right of Way that serves as rear access to Lots 3, 5, 6 and 902 and is
owned in fee simple by the City of Belmont. There is a possibility that portion of the
Right of Way at the rear of Lots 5 and 6 could be used to accommodate plants. The
available area would be approximately 96m2, which is less than the 216m2 now
occupied.

10.00

meters

Sketch 1 — Alternative location for garden centre

The requirement would be that the owners of Lots 3 and 902 would need to give their
consent as they enjoy a legal right of access over the Right of Way. Council would
need to give a planning approval, which it is suggested would be limited to a time
period of two years and a legal agreement would need to be entered into with the
owner of Lot 6 to cover rental costs and other obligations. For example, if Mitre 10
ceased to operate then the right to use the portion of ROW would also cease.
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FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

There are no financial implications evident at this time. However, if legal action is
required costs may be incurred.

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS

There are no significant environmental implications evident at this time.

ATTACHMENT DETAILS

Attach. No. Details

BB Attach 3 Letter from Mr Peter Anderson of Anderson’s Hardware dated
20 January 2004

BB Attach 4 ltem 8.7.5 of the 7 December 1999 Planning and Development
Committee Minutes and Item 11.1.2 of the 20 December 2005

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION

That:

(A).  Council advise the owners of Lot 6 (222-226) Belmont Avenue, Cloverdale and
Mr Peter Anderson that:

1. In accordance with past Council decisions and the Department for
Planning and Infrastructure, the garden centre must be removed from
the portion of road reserve it currently occupies.

2. The continued occupation of the road reserve constitutes an offence
under the Local Government (Uniform Local Provisions) Regulations
1996 and improvements must be removed to avoid prosecution and the
subject land reinstated in accordance with the lease requirements of the
Department for Planning and Infrastructure and Council conditions.

(B).  Council contact the owners of Lots 3 and 902 on whether they would grant
permission to allow Mitre 10 to use portion of the Right of Way as shown on
Sketch 1 (as shown below) as a garden centre for a period of two years or
lesser period depending on the continued operation of Mitre 10.
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meters

Sketch 1 — Alternative location for garden centre

(C). Council request that a revised car parking layout be prepared for the road
reserve. as well as a possible plan for disposal of the road reserve to relevant
commercial lot owners, being Lots 3, 902, 5, 6, 7, 8, and 9 (222-226) Belmont
Avenue, Cloverdale.

(D).  The Department for Planning and Infrastructure be advised accordingly.

Notation

The Director Community & Statutory Services gave an overview of the background of the
item. Cr Marks put forward the motion with an amendment to Recommendation (c) on
the basis that he considered that by preparing a plan for the disposal of the road reserve
to relevant commercial landowners may work against achieving the desired
redevelopment as shown in the vision plan.

Cr Dornford proposed to foreshadow the motion if it was lost.

The item was subsequently voted on as follows:

MARKS MOVED, WHITELELY SECONDED, that

(A). Council advise the owners of Lot 6 (222-226) Belmont Avenue, Cloverdale
and Mr Peter Anderson that:

1. In accordance with past Council decisions and the Department for
Planning and Infrastructure, the garden centre must be removed
from the portion of road reserve it currently occupies.
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2. The continued occupation of the road reserve constitutes an
offence under the Local Government (Uniform Local Provisions)
Regulations 1996 and improvements must be removed to avoid
prosecution and the subject land reinstated in accordance with the
lease requirements of the Department for Planning and
Infrastructure and Council conditions.

(B). Council contact the owners of Lots 3 and 902 on whether they would
grant permission to allow Mitre 10 to use portion of the Right of Way as
shown on Sketch 1 (as shown below) as a garden centre for a period of
two years or lesser period depending on the continued operation of Mitre
10.

10.00

meters

Sketch 1 — Alternative location for garden centre

(C). Council request that a revised car parking layout be prepared for the road
reserve.

(D). The Department for Planning and Infrastructure be advised accordingly.

CARRIED 6 VOTES TO 3

For: Godfrey, Whiteley, Martin, Teasdale, Powell, Marks

Against: Dornford, Rossi, Hitt
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12.2 SOCIAL BELMONT

12.2.1 City of Belmont Urban Art Projects**
*SB Attachment 5 — Item 12.2.1 refers

Report by Technical Services Division — Parks, Leisure & Environment
DATE
2 April 2007

PURPOSE OF REPORT

To seek support from Council to develop the annual City’s Public Art Programme/Policy
by inviting expressions of interest from artists to submit proposals for art work in
Faulkner Park as outlined in the attached Artist’s Brief.

To seek the support of Council for annual public art programmes within the City of
Belmont.

COUNCIL ROLE

Executive

The executive role is the substantial direction setting and oversight role of the
Council. This is where the Council oversees the day to day operations of the City
including accepting tenders, directing operations, setting and amending budgets,
adopting plans and reports and all other activities of the Council.

SUMMARY AND KEY ISSUES

Summary and Key Issues

Public art within the City of Belmont has received close attention in recent months,
following the reclassification of the position of Coordinator Leisure Services to include
Art and Cultural Services. As well as recognising the need to accurately manage the
City’s existing collection of Public Art, it has become clear that direction is required for
the further development/expansion of the City’s art collection and in particular it's
Public Art Collection.

Faulkner Park has been considered as the location for a Public Art Project. It is
currently bordered by the Civic Centre, Museum, Library, Oasis Leisure Centre,
Faulkner Park “Volcano) Playground and is in close proximity to the Senior Citizens
Centre. The Park is located at the “hub” of the City and yet is not heavily used (apart
from during events). It contains very little Public Art and does not encourage people to
stay and use the park once they have enjoyed one of the surrounding facilities.

The inclusion of public art in Faulkner Park would make a valuable contribution to the
cultural identity, public amenity and visual appeal of the City of Belmont.
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Item 12.2.1 Continued

Other locations throughout the City will be considered for the placement of public art in
the future.

Officer Recommendation Summation

That Council;

1.

Supports the adoption of the attached Artist's Brief and implementation of the
selection process for commissioning artwork(s) in Faulkner Park.

2. Supports the allocation of $2,000 in the 2006/2007 budget to cover the cost of
artist’s concept submissions.

3. Supports the allocation of $40,000 from the Public Art reserve in the 2007/2008
Leisure, Art and Cultural Services Budget to fund the commencement of the Public
Art Programme.

4. Supports a Public Art programme within the City of Belmont of approximately
$40,000 per annum within the Leisure, Art and Cultural Services Budget funded
through an annual allocation to the Public Art reserve.

LOCATION

Faulkner Park

APPLICANT

Not applicable

FILE REFERENCE

17/003 — Community Art Projects

DISCLOSURE OF INTEREST

Name Position

Type of

Nature / Extent of Interest
Interest

Nil

VOTING REQUIREMENT

Simple majority required.

CONSULTATION

The attached Artists Brief has been written by public art consultant Alison Barrett,
following several meetings with Council Officers as well as members of the Community.
These meetings helped provide the direction of the brief and will enable artist(s) to
prepare and design their submissions.
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In accordance with the brief timeline, once submissions have been received, artists
short listed and one artist/artist team selected, the Council and other stakeholders will
be consulted, and a recommendation will be put to Council. The Council will then work
with the artist/artist team to carry out the work and installation programme.

STRATEGIC PLAN IMPLICATIONS

The City of Belmont currently has no specific Public Art Policy or Strategy. This Artist’s
Brief addresses a number of issues that provide some strategic direction and will form
the basis for a Public Art Policy and Strategy to be developed within the next 6 months.

POLICY IMPLICATIONS

There are no significant policy implications evident at this time.

STATUTORY ENVIRONMENT

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

BACKGROUND

By including Art and Cultural Services with the position of Coordinator Leisure
Services, the City of Belmont has facilitated a dedicated resource and enabled a
structured approach to the development of Public Art within the City of Belmont. As well
as providing direction for the purchase of artwork for the City’s Art and Photographic
Exhibition, all public art assets are currently being documented as part of the asset
management plan, and opportunities to add to the City’s Public Artwork Programme
are being investigated.

OFFICER COMMENT

The need for well documented processes, policies and strategic plans for the
development, maintenance and management of the City’s Public Art Programmes have
been recognised as a result of additional focus on Art and Culture within the City of
Belmont. By implementing the recording of the City’s acquisitions, the City will for the
first time have an accurate record of its art assets. This management process is
underway and is expected that all art work (paintings, photographs, prints and urban art
and public art) will be documented prior to August 2007. In the short term, the City of
Belmont Community Art and Photographic Exhibition will continue to provide the
community with the opportunity to become involved in art and showcase their talent. A
major focus will be the provision of ongoing budget allocations (to reserve) to fund
Public Art projects in the City.
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FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

Financial implications of Public Art projects within the City of Belmont

FINANCIAL YEAR COST DESCRIPTION
2006/2007 $2,000 | A fee of $500 will be paid to four
artists/artist teams to further develop their
designs for Faulkner Park.
2007/2008 $40,000 | Cost of Artwork(s) to be commissioned.
Submission fees for 2008 Public Art
$2,000 | project
2008/2009 $30,000 | Commitment for annual Public Art
programme with financial implication to be
determined in 2007/2008
Submission fees for 2009 Public Art
$2,000 | project
2009/2010 $30,000 | Commitment for annual Public Art project
with financial implication to be determined
in 2008/2009

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS

There are no environmental implications anticipated at this time

ATTACHMENT DETAILS

Attach. No.

Details

SB Attach 5

Artist’s Brief

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION

ROSSI MOVED, WHITELEY SECONDED, that Council;

1. Supports the adoption of the attached Artist’s Brief and implementation of
the selection process for commissioning artwork(s) in Faulkner Park.

2. Supports the allocation of $2,000 in the 2006/2007 budget to cover the cost of
artist’s concept submissions.

3. Supports the allocation of $40,000 from the Public Art reserve in the
Art and Cultural Services Budget to fund the
commencement of the Public Art Programme.

2007/2008 Leisure,

4. Supports a public art programme within the City of BelImont of approximately
$40,000 within the Leisure, Art and Cultural Services Budget funded through
an annual allocation to the Public Art reserve.

CARRIED 9 VOTES TO 0
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12.3 EcoNOMIC BELMONT

Nil.

12.4 NATURAL BELMONT

Item 12.4.3 was withdrawn at the request of Cr Godfrey.

ROSSI MOVED, WHITELEY SECONDED, that with the exception of Item 12.4.3
which is to be considered separately, the Officer Recommendations in the
Natural Belmont Key Result Area Reports, specifically Items 12.4.1 and 12.4.2 be
adopted en bloc.

CARRIED 9 VOTES TO 0

12.4.1 Introduction of a Container Deposit System (CDS) in Western Australia —
Request for Support

Report by Community & Statutory Services Division
DATE
29 March 2007

PURPOSE OF REPORT

To consider a request by the Conservation Council of WA in conjunction with the
Boomerang Alliance of Australia for Council support to the introduction of a Container
Deposit System (CDS) in Western Australia.

COUNCIL ROLE

Advocacy

Council undertakes an advocacy role when it advocates on its own behalf or on behalf
of its community to another level of government or another body or agency.

SUMMARY AND KEY ISSUES

The State Government has released for public comment the draft Waste Avoidance
and Resource Recovery (WARR) Bill 2006. The legislation has the potential to allow
the implementation of, amongst other things, a Container Deposit System (CDS) where
monetary reward encourages consumers to collect and recycle containers such as
drinks cans and bottles.
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The Conservation Council of WA (CCWA) has written to Council requesting its support
for the introduction for a CDS. Like all other local governments, any system that
reduces the volumes of waste being handled, the effects of littering, reduces the
volume of waste to landfill and increases recycling should be encouraged.

Although it is difficult to obtain accurate facts and figures as to the potential savings to
Council, with increased levels of recycling of glass, metal and other recyclables and
reductions in waste volumes diverted to landfill, it would be expected that the benefits
to the community would be far more than if no action is taken at all.

Officer Recommendation Summation

That Council show its support for the introduction of Container Deposit Legislation by
writing to the CCWA and endorsing the use of the City’s logo.

LOCATION
Not applicable.
APPLICANT
Not applicable.

FILE REFERENCE

112/013

DISCLOSURE OF INTEREST

Type of

Nature / Extent of Interest
Interest

Name Position

VOTING REQUIREMENT

Simple majority required.

CONSULTATION

No consultation required.

STRATEGIC PLAN IMPLICATIONS

NATURAL BELMONT - “Minimise pollution of the environment and reduce waste to
landfill.”

POLICY IMPLICATIONS

Environment Plan, Section 6 - Waste Management 6.2 “Look at options to reduce
household waste and encourage greater recycling”.
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STATUTORY ENVIRONMENT

Proposed Waste Avoidance and Resource Recovery (WARR) Bill 2006.

BACKGROUND

The State Government has released for public comment the draft Waste Avoidance
and Resource Recovery (WARR) Bill 2006. The legislation has the potential to allow
the implementation of, amongst other things, a Container Deposit System (CDS) where
monetary reward encourages consumers to collect and recycle containers such as
drinks cans and bottles.

The CDS is part of a larger push towards Extended Producer Responsibility (EPR)
which redirects the cost burden of managing the waste stream from local government
(and ratepayers) to those industries and consumers that are responsible for the
production of waste and litter in the first place. Poor performers being penalised while
those embracing cleaner production principles and waste avoidance being rewarded.

With the passing of the Bill and the push towards EPR, it is also believed it will
encourage the establishment of the collection infrastructure necessary to tackle
problem wastes such as computers, mobile phones, batteries, tyres and household
chemicals by making the producers responsible for their collection and recycling.

OFFICER COMMENT

Information submitted by the CCWA gave various facts and figures supporting the
introduction of a CDS. Research reviewed online provides an array of statistics from
various organisations both supporting and criticising the proposed introduction.

Due to the complexity of the issue it was found to be very difficult to find statistics that
allowed ‘“like for like” comparison. For this reason the report has attempted to simplify
the issue by assessing the pros and cons of introducing a CDS.

The Container Deposit Legislation (CDL) proposes that initially glass and metal drink
containers would have a redeemable value, of say 5 cents, to encourage consumers to
return the empty container for recycling, similar to the system that has been operating
in South Australia for many years.

The introduction of CDL would in all likelihood reduce the littering of containers with a
monetary worth. Containers that were littered would have more chance of being
uplifted by individuals or community groups for the deposit money. One study in
Massachusetts, USA in 1986 also claimed that as a result of the “Bottle Bill” legislation
there was a 60% decline in reported childhood glass laceration injuries. There is
however no proof that other forms of littering such as food wrappers, cigarette butts etc
would reduce as a result of CDL.

With the introduction of CDL recycling centres would need to be established where
collectors of cans and bottles would go to redeem the deposits on the containers. It is
hoped that in time with the establishment of such centres that they would become a
focus for the recycling of other more problematic waste products such as batteries,
computers, mobile phones etc.
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The CCWA proposes the setting up of these centres could be funded in part “from
monies earned by the State through unredeemed deposits”. It is also proposed that this
money could be used to encourage reprocessors to set up operations in WA. In the
information provided it was unclear how this would be done unless it is simply taken
that the number of containers sold be somehow subtracted from those recycled to
produce a figure that the manufacturers must pay to the State. Regardless of any
monies gleaned by the State in this manner it would be expected that the State would
need to provide financial incentives in some form to encourage reprocessors to open
up operations in WA.

With a monetary value given to glass and cans Council would expect to see a large
reduction in the quantities of those materials being deposited in the kerbside recycling
bins. This would result in less contamination of other recyclables such as paper which
would result in less waste to landfill and a better quality of paper going for recycling.

Due to the abrasive nature of glass any reduction in the volumes of glass being picked
up in the waste trucks would also result in less “wear & tear” on the vehicles. It would
also be expected that with such a reduction in the waste stream (and correspondingly)
contaminated waste being diverted to landfill the useable “life” of precious landfill space
would also increase. All these issues should lead to lowered costs for the Council’s
contractors Cleanaway with cost benefits flowing through to Council.

It is understood that Council would be able to claim the deposit monies on cans and
bottles collected through the kerbside collection but it would be difficult to estimate how
much this would be worth. At the present time there are no reprocessors of glass in
WA. As such all glass must be transported to the Eastern States which makes the
recycling of glass at the present time economically unviable. Council therefore receives
no financial reimbursement for recycling glass. It is understood however that the
recycling of cans does occur in WA and although affected by the fluctuations in the
worldwide metal prices is at present and should continue to be viable. Council does
receive a very small return on recyclables (dependent on market prices) from
Cleanaway.

Although it is hoped that the introduction of CDS will encourage the setting up of
recycling depots it is imperative that reprocessing plants are also opened in WA.
Although the volume of glass collected should greatly increase, as long as it has to be
transported to the Eastern States doubts hang over its commercial viability. It could
also be questioned that if it was viable why did the last glass reprocessing plant in WA
close four years ago and if it is viable now why hasn’t private enterprise capitalised on
a business opportunity. It is unknown if it is simply down to a lack of glass at the
present time or the economic viability of reprocessing the glass that prevents this.
However, at the present time, sending glass to the Eastern states for recycling maybe
a positive environmental argument but financially it is argued that the costs associated
with transport, sorting, storage and handling make the exercise less cost effective than
creating glass from raw materials of sand, limestone and soda ash (sodium carbonate).
In all probability the aforementioned costs negate the savings achieved by using lesser
temperatures to melt down glass rather than making glass from its three main
ingredients.
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When it comes to recycling glass into new bottles the energy costs (and therefore also
carbon emissions) are much less than if the bottles were made from its raw ingredients.
As the furnaces operate at slightly lower temperatures when melting down glass the life
of the furnace can be increased. The use of recycled glass can however give rise to
glass of a poorer quality and increased reject levels due to the effects of contaminated
cullet (crushed glass) with ceramic material from pottery or other sources, metals and
pyrex. Metal and pyro-ceramic detectors have been developed and installed but at
high capital cost and are apparently only viable in high throughput plants.

If glass is not simply crushed down, melted and reused to make new glass bottles other
proposals for its use have been as road base, fibreglass and in filters. Although there
maybe some merit in these uses, these claims appear to be anecdotal and no concrete
evidence of viable business uses were found. That however is not to say that should
the price of recycled glass drop due to increased volumes that other such uses may
become viable.

It would appear that the benefits of introducing a CDS outweigh those if it were not
introduced. The manufacturers of bottles and the drinks companies, on the whole seem
to be against its introduction but no solid evidence could be found for this stance apart
from the simple disputation of claims made by groups such as the CCWA. It can only
be assumed that a CDS would create an impost, in all likelihood a financial one, on
these groups hence there objections to the proposal.

Use of City’s Logo

The CCWA has advised that if local governments support the introduction of a CDS
that they should provide a letter in this regard to the CCWA. Further, local
governments can show their support by approving the use of their logo in
correspondence from CCWA relating to this matter.

If Council did support the use of the City’s logo, CCWA would be advised that they
would need to provide a copy of the document the logo is to be displayed on for
approval by Council’'s Marketing and Communications Department.

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

There are no significant financial implications evident at this time.

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS

Increase in recycling by the community and reduction of waste to landfill

ATTACHMENT DETAILS

Nil.
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OFFICER RECOMMENDATION

That Council:

1. Show its support for the introduction of Container Deposit Legislation by
writing to the Conservation Council of Western Australia and endorsing
the use of the City’s logo subject to approval by Council’s Marketing and
Communication Department.

2. Request that the amount of the redeemable value for the containers as a
percentage of the value of the product be regularly reviewed and
monitored to provide an ongoing incentive to recycle.

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION ADOPTED EN BLOC —
REFER TO RESOLUTION APPEARING AT ITEM 12.4
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12.4.2 Aquifer Storage and Recovery Project

Report by Technical Services Division - Parks, Leisure & Environment
DATE
21 March 2007

PURPOSE OF REPORT

For Council to consider the advancement of an aquifer storage and recovery project
with Westralia Airports Corporation, and the inclusion of this project in a Memorandum
of Understanding with State Government currently under development.

COUNCIL ROLE

Advocacy

Council undertakes an advocacy role when it advocates on its own behalf or on behalf
of its community to another level of government or another body or agency.

SUMMARY AND KEY ISSUES

Water management is a significant issue for the City of Belmont, with a limited volume
of groundwater available for irrigation of the City’s Public Open Space through
groundwater licensing by the Department of Water.

While the City has potential issues with water supply, Westralia Airports Corporation
conversely has a problem with excess stormwater in development areas surrounding
the Perth Airport South Main Drain. An opportunity has subsequently been identified for
the redirection of stormwater from Perth Airport South Main Drain to the City of
Belmont for storage and reuse for irrigation of Public Open Space. This may involve
redirection of stormwater into compensating basins and/ or aquifer injection.

Dr Peter Cock, the then Environmental Manager of Perth Airport was invited to the
City’s Environmental Committee meeting on 11 September 2006 to provide an update
on this potential project. As a result of Dr Cock’s presentation, comments were made
by a Councillor that;

‘the trading of water cannot be underestimated and that the City of Belmont should
progress with the opportunities identified within the Stormwater Harvesting/Aquifer
Recharge project. However the City of Belmont and Westralia Airports Corporation
would require assistance and support from other State and Local authorities.’

The following recommendation was subsequently made:
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“MOVED MARKS, ROSSI SECONDED, that the Environmental Committee
recommend to Council that:

1. That the memorandum of understanding currently being finalised with the
State Government have incorporated water conservation including the
investigation into a Aquifer Storage and Recovery project.

2. That consideration be given to the Aquifer storage project being a joint
project between the State Government, Westralia Airports Corporation,
City of Belmont and any other party deemed appropriate.

3.  That the City of Belmont work with Westralia Airports Corporation to
continue to advance this project to realisation.

CARRIED 4 VOTES TO 0”

Officer Recommendation Summation

That Council endorses:

1. That the memorandum of understanding currently being finalised with the State
Government have incorporated water conservation including the investigation into a
Aquifer Storage and Recovery project;

2. That consideration be given to the Aquifer storage project being a joint project
between the State Government, Westralia Airports Corporation, City of Belmont
and any other party deemed appropriate;

3. That the City of Belmont work with Westralia Airports Corporation to continue to
advance this project to realisation.

LOCATION

Not Applicable
APPLICANT

Not Applicable

FILE REFERENCE
30/017 - Water Campaign

DISCLOSURE OF INTEREST

Type of

Nature / Extent of Interest
Interest

Name Position
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VOTING REQUIREMENT

Simple Majority

CONSULTATION

There has been no specific consultation undertaken in respect to this matter

STRATEGIC PLAN IMPLICATIONS

A key objective of the City’s Strategic Plan is to ‘use and manage our water resources
in a sustainable manner’. The aquifer storage and recovery project will enable this to
occur through use of excess stormwater for irrigation, reducing the City’s reliance on
current groundwater supplies or scheme water.

The City’s revised Environment Plan 2005- 2010, as adopted by Council on 3 April
2007 includes an action directly referring to this project:

1.6: Investigate the feasibility of increased stormwater harvesting and aquifer recharge
to offset groundwater allocations from the Department of Water.

POLICY IMPLICATIONS

This project will support the following objective from the City’s Environmental
Enhancement Policy:

The City of Belmont:

ii. is committed to the protection and enhancement of the natural environment, and
creation of a sustainable urban environment.

STATUTORY ENVIRONMENT

This item relates to the City of Belmont’'s ‘Licence to Take Water GWL 100364 (4) &
GWL 157042 (2) under Section 5C of the Rights in Water and Irrigation Act 1914
(WA).

BACKGROUND

Water management is a significant issue for the City of Belmont, with a limited volume
of groundwater available for irrigation of the City’s Public Open Space through
groundwater licensing by the Department of Water. Through groundwater licences
GWL 100364 (4) & GWL 157042 (2), the City is entitled to abstract 1,093,875 KL/ year
from the superficial aquifer and 42,000 kL/ year from the Leederville aquifer. As per the
City’s Bore Operating Strategies, flow meters are progressively being installed on all
bores to monitor groundwater abstraction rates.

While the City has potential issues with water supply, Westralia Airports Corporation
conversely has a problem with excess stormwater in development areas surrounding
the Perth Airport South Main Drain. The Airport South Main Drain runs parallel to
Tonkin Hwy, producing an estimated 3.39 GL/ water per year that flows into the Swan
River.
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An opportunity has subsequently been identified for the redirection of stormwater from
Perth Airport South Main Drain to the City of Belmont for storage and reuse for
irrigation of Public Open Space. This may involve redirection of stormwater into
compensating basins and/ or aquifer injection. The use of this stormwater to recharge
the groundwater through aquifer injection may provide justification for the City to
request an increased groundwater allocation for an equivalent volume of water.

Dr Peter Cock, the then Environmental Manager of Perth Airport was invited to the
City’s Environmental Committee meeting on 11 September 2006 to provide an update
on this potential project.

As a result of Dr Cock’s presentation, comments were made by a Councillor that

‘the trading of water cannot be underestimated and that the City of Belmont should
progress with the opportunities identified within the Stormwater Harvesting/Aquifer
Recharge project. However the City of Belmont and Westralia Airports Corporation
would require assistance and support from other State and Local authorities.’

The following recommendation was subsequently made:

‘MOVED MARKS, ROSSI SECONDED, that the Environmental Committee
recommend to Council that:

1. That the memorandum of understanding currently being finalised with
the State Government have incorporated water conservation including
the investigation into a Aquifer Storage and Recovery project.

2. That consideration be given to the Aquifer storage project being a joint
project between the State Government, Westralia Airports Corporation,
City of Belmont and any other party deemed appropriate.

3. That the City of Belmont work with Westralia Airports Corporation to
continue to advance this project to realisation.

CARRIED 4 VOTES TO 0”

OFFICER COMMENT

While at a very early stage, the aquifer storage and recovery project represents an
innovative solution to water supply issues facing the City of Belmont, and the Perth
Metropolitan Area in general. In recent years, below average rainfall and increased
installation of groundwater bores by residents has contributed towards low water levels
in the City’s compensating basins during summer, namely Tomato Lake and Stoneham
St compensating basin (at Ascot Waters). As these compensating basins are surface
expressions of groundwater, their low level has raised concerns regarding the future
availability of groundwater for irrigation.

The opportunity to utilise an estimated 3.39 GL/yr of water currently flowing from Perth
Airport South Main Drain into the Swan River represents a significant benefit to the City
of Belmont, particularly considering future climatic predictions for Perth.
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The advancement of the aquifer storage and recovery project in partnership with the
Westralia Airports Corporation, and in close liaison with relevant State Government
agencies will assist the City’s water management practices, while maintaining Public
Open Space in a condition suitable for community use.

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

While there are no financial implications at this stage, further development and
implementation of this project is anticipated to involve a significant cost associated with
extensive earthworks and the use of new technology. The cost/ benefits of the project
will be assessed at a later date as part of project development. Funding may be
available through various programmes such as Water Smart Australia.

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS

While there are significant benefits to the environment resulting from the use of
stormwater rather than groundwater or scheme water for irrigation, significant
consideration will need to be given to potential environmental implications of the
project. Appropriate liaison with the Swan River Trust, Department of Water and
Department of Environment and Conservation will therefore be an integral part of the
project.

Potential environmental considerations include the requirement to maintain appropriate
‘environmental flows’ from Perth Airport South Main Drain to ensure sufficient water
enters the Swan River. Similarly, the impact of diverting water away from the Perth
Airport on nearby significant wetlands and regionally significant ‘Bush Forever
vegetation will need to be taken into account. Consideration will also need to be given
to the quality of water being diverted into the City of Belmont for use for irrigation,
including potential issues regarding acidity and other contamination.

ATTACHMENT DETAILS

Attach. No. Details
Nil

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION

That Council endorses:

1. That the memorandum of understanding currently being finalised with the
State Government have incorporated water conservation including the
investigation into a Aquifer Storage and Recovery project;

2. That consideration be given to the Aquifer storage project being a joint
project between the State Government, Westralia Airports Corporation, City
of Belmont and any other party deemed appropriate;

3. That the City of Belmont work with Westralia Airports Corporation to continue
to advance this project to realisation.

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION ADOPTED EN BLOC -
REFER TO RESOLUTION APPEARING AT ITEM 12.4
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12.4.3 Proposed Developments at Lot 712 Great Eastern Highway, Ascot;
Chamberlain Road, Rivervale; 185 President Street, Kewdale**

*NB Attachment 6 — Item 12.4.3 refers
**NB Attachment 7 — Item 12.4.3 refers
**NB Attachment 8 — Iltem 12.4.3 refers
*NB Attachment 9 — Item 12.4.3 refers
*NB Attachment 10 — Item 12.4.3 refers

Report by Technical Services Division - Parks, Leisure and Environment Department.
DATE
24 April 2007

PURPOSE OF REPORT

To seek approval from Council to proceed with the proposed upgrades and
improvements of three of the City’s recreational open spaces in accordance with the
attached business cases prepared for: Lot 712 Great Eastern Highway, Ascot.
Chamberlain Road, Rivervale and 185 President Street, Kewdale and to list them for
any required municipal funding in the City’s Draft 2007/08 Capital Improvement and
Operational Budgets.

COUNCIL ROLE
Executive

The executive role is the substantial direction setting and oversight role of the
Council. This is where the Council oversees the day to day operations of the City
including accepting tenders, directing operations, setting and amending budgets,
adopting plans and reports and all other activities of the Council.

SUMMARY AND KEY ISSUES

Lot 712 Great Eastern Highway, Ascot - Bristile Park

This showpiece project for the City of Belmont directly adjacent to the Great Eastern
Highway will greatly enhance the amenities of this prime riverside site as a key passive
recreational area for the residents, workers and visitors to Belmont. The proposals will
provide opportunities for environmental enhancement to the foreshore and through the
provision of fithess equipment and a reflexology path there will be increased
opportunities for health related benefits for users and visitors not only to the park but
also along the Swan River foreshore. Future considerations include the installation of
artwork possibly with an indigenous theme.

This proposal offers a wonderful opportunity to showcase the City of Belmont as it
represents the only chance for commuters along the Great Eastern Highway to enjoy
vistas of the river with the Perth Central Business District in the background as well as
bringing the river to the community of Belmont.
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Chamberlain Road - Chamberlain Reserve

This project will greatly improve the local landscape and provide an attractive,
convenient and accessible passive recreational area greatly benefiting the local
community of Rivervale. The proposals will provide considerable opportunities for
environmental enhancement with increased biodiversity values for the site and through
the provision of a walk trail and seating increase and encourage recreational
opportunities for use by the local community and visitors to the reserve.

185 President Street, Kewdale - Tomato Lake

This proposal will greatly enhance this site as a key natural recreational area and make
it accessible for residents, workers and visitors to Belmont. The proposals will provide
considerable opportunities for environmental enhancement with the main objectives of
the scheme being to improve water quality and create a natural bird sanctuary using
local, native plant species. Through the provision of extra walk trails, a boardwalk and
interpretative signage there will be increased opportunities for health and educational
related benefits for users and visitors to the Tomato Lake recreational reserve.

Officer Recommendation Summation

That Council:

Lot 712 / Bristile Park Development

1. Endorse the Business Case for the development of Lot 712 / Bristile Park and that
officers progress this scheme.

2. List for the required municipal funding within the City’s Draft 2007/08 Capital
Improvement and Operational Budgets.

3. Note the possible requirement for $75,000 from municipal reserve funds should the
application to the Department of Infrastructure’s Recreational Boating Facilities
Scheme prove to be unsuccessful.

4. Request that officers progress external funding applications for the development of
the proposed reflexology path and with the Swan Alcoa Land Care programme for
a contribution to the environmental enhancement works.

Chamberlain Reserve

5. Endorse the Business Case for the development of Chamberlain Reserve and that
officers progress this scheme.

6. List for the required municipal funding within the City’s Draft 2007/08 Capital
Improvement and Operational Budgets.

185 President Street (Tomato Lake)

7. Endorse the Business Case for the development of 185 Presidents Street (Tomato
Lake) and that officers progress this scheme.
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8. List for the required municipal funding within the City’s Draft 2007/08 Capital
Improvement and future Operational Budgets.

General

9. Pursuant to Clause 9.10 of the City of Belmont District Planning Scheme No. 14,
authorise the Director - Community & Statutory Services or the Manager-Planning
Services, to assess and approve the planning and development applications
outlined above under delegated authority.

LOCATION

Lot 712 / Bristile Park

Lots 14174 (131), PT1 (148A), PT2 (148), PT3 (146), PT4 (144), PTS5 (142), PTS6
(142), PT7 (138), PT8 (136), PT9 (134), PT10 (132), 14314 (130), 3275 (131), 14314
(130), 201 (130A) Great Eastern Highway.

Riveg

SWay

NORTH

Chamberlain Reserve

Lots 219 (75), 218 (73) Gladstone Road. Lots 244 (76), 245 (74) Surrey Road. Site
10800 section of road reserve.
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185 President Street (Tomato Lake)

Lot 332 (185) President Street.

R 46752
4423

NORTH

APPLICANT
Not Applicable

FILE REFERENCE

33/006 — Landscaping Projects and Planning Of
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DISCLOSURE OF INTEREST

Type of

Nature / Extent of Interest
Interest

Name Position

VOTING REQUIREMENT

Absolute majority.

CONSULTATION

In accordance with the City’'s Community Information and Consultation Policy a
detailed community consultation assessment has been undertaken for each scheme
identifying key stakeholders, both internal and external, and a consultation plan
developed.

As a result of a risk and technical assessment review the proposal at Lot 712 / Beristile
Park was identified to require more detailed consultation whereas the schemes at 185
President Street (Tomato Lake) and Chamberlain Reserve identified the need to simply
inform key stakeholders. A copy of the consultation plan for each scheme is included
with the relevant business case.

STRATEGIC PLAN IMPLICATIONS

These developments will directly impact several key strategic objectives within the
City’s Strategic Plan 2005-2010.

COMMUNITY SATISFACTION

“Improved public perception of Environmental Management, Recreation and Culture.”

NATURAL BELMONT

“Maintain and enhance the Swan River — its setting, amenity value and biodiversity —
as a community resource.”

“Protect and enhance local biodiversity values by increasing the area of biodiversity
within the City.”

“Maintain public open space in accordance with the needs and expectations of the
community.”

“Promote community awareness of environmental issues and management in an effort
to protect and enhance the City’s natural environment.”

SOCIAL BELMONT

“Promote the City of Belmont as a desirable place to live.”

“Promote the future development of public art to enhance the culture of the district.”
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POLICY IMPLICATIONS

The proposed developments relate to the following Council policies:

C.4.7.1 Development on Reserved Lands and Council Owned Lands

Policy Objective:

To ensure that all relevant matters are considered prior to decision.

Policy Statement:

All development on reserves and Council owned land under the direct control of
Council, the Government or statutory authority and all proposals involving closure or
realignment of roads within the district are to be referred to the Council for
determination.

C.4.7.2 Work on Council Reserves

Policy Objective:

To minimise disruption to users when major works need to be carried out on Council
reserves.

Policy Statement:

Council is of the view that users of Council reserves should be advised prior to major
works being carried out. Where the nature of the proposed work is likely to affect
users they are to be given a minimum of four weeks notice by the relevant Manager for
the section of the Council associated with the works of Council’s intended action.
C.4.8.1 Environmental Enhancement

Policy Objective:

To develop a strategy to protect and enhance the natural environment.

Policy Statement:

The City of Belmont:

(i) Is committed to the principle of ISO 14000 “International Environmental
Management Standards.”
(i) Is committed to the protection and enhancement of the natural environment and

creation of a sustainable urban environment.

(iii) Will manage its development process in order to achieve sustainable
environmental outcomes.

(iv)  Will comply with relevant environmental legislation and monitor its actions in
order to improve its performance.

(v) Where possible, the City of Belmont will promote environmental issues  and
activities within Council and to the wider Belmont community.
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Wherever possible and appropriate, the Council seeks to conserve those areas of
remnant natural vegetation left throughout the city.

STATUTORY ENVIRONMENT

These schemes will be developed in accordance with the:
- Requirements of formal development applications.

- Aboriginal Heritage Act (1972).

- Land Administration Act (1997).

BACKGROUND

As a result of a priority assessment of major parks projects in October 2006 (attached)
and in accordance with the adopted corporate Business Management Systems of the
City and specifically the Project Management Process, as endorsed at the Senior
Management Officer Group meeting on 11" October 2006, business cases have been
prepared for the top three identified priority developments at: Lot 712 Great Eastern
Highway, Ascot. Chamberlain Road, Rivervale and 185 President Street, Kewdale.

The Project Management Process has been adopted as the standard organisational
process for major project delivery. As part of this development process each potential
project follows a defined step-by-step process for developing it from the concept to the
business case stage.

The three proposed developments have reached the completed business case stage
which now requires their endorsement and a decision from Council to approve the
financial investment required to produce the outputs for achieving the identified
outcomes with an accepted level of risk.

This approval will enable the project execution phase of the Project Management
Process to begin and project set up to commence which will be completed with the
finalisation of the project plan. It is at this stage that the final approval for the project
implementation will be granted. A diagram showing the complete Project Management
Process is attached.

OFFICER COMMENT

Historically there has been an ad hoc approach to the development of major capital
projects in the City, which has resulted in delays, project overspends and
inconsistencies in project planning. The adoption of the new Project Management
Process will provide officers with a structured process to follow ensuring key areas
within the project management cycle are addressed and that there are appropriate
controls in the development of the project.

By following the same process officers will be able to ensure accountability for the
decision making process and through a regular cycle of concept development,
prioritisation and subsequent development of business cases, create a structured
framework and justification for capital project budget allocation.
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The development and endorsement of the three business cases at Lot 712 / Bristile
Park, Chamberlain Reserve and 185 President Street (Tomato Lake) will ensure
ownership by key officers and councillors alike and be a key step in ensuring that the
Project Management Process becomes an integral part in the annual budget setting
cycle of the Council.

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

Estimated capital and operating budget costs have been identified for each scheme as
identified below. Capital project costs include a ten per cent contingency to cover any
unforeseen, inflation or potential overspends. As part of the budget review process in
October more detailed costs will have been obtained and budgets amended as
required prior to the commitment of municipal funds.

Lot 712 / Bristile Park

Approved . L
Total Cost Exterpal Net Outlay Municipal ety Mummpal
unding B Funding
udget
($000s) TC XF NO = TC- AB AB - NO
XF
Capital 979,600 375,500 604,100 38,600 (565,500)
Impact
Additional Costs Cost Savings | Additional Revenues Net Impact
AC Cs AR AC-CS-AR
Annual $4,115 in 07/08 $4,115 in 07/08
Operational $24,650 in year 2 - - $24,650 in year 2
Impact and ongoing and ongoing

Included within the external funding revenues for this scheme is an amount of $75,500
which is dependent on the success of an application to the Department of
Infrastructure’s Recreational Boating Scheme as a 50% contribution for the new toilet
provision. A decision on the outcome of this application is expected by the end of June.

The capital costs include an amount for the installation of a reflexology path at the site,
although no external funding has been identified for this component it is anticipated
some external funding could become available and applications will be progressed as
appropriate.

An application will also be made to the Swan Alcoa Land Care Programme for a 50%
contribution for the environmental foreshore restoration works, with a total estimated
cost of $5,000.
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Chamberlain Reserve

Approved . -
Total Cost External | ot Outlay | Municipal | ReQuired Municipal
Funding Funding
Budget
($000s) TC XF NO = TC- AB AB - NO
XF
Capital 205,950 - 205,950 - (205,950)
Impact
Additional Costs Cost Savings Additional Revenues Net Impact
AC Cs AR AC-CS-AR
Annual $810 in 07/08 $810 in 07/08
Operational $9,080 in year 2 - - $9,080 in year 2
Impact and ongoing and ongoing
185 President Street (Tomato Lake)
Approved . ..
Total Cost Exterpal Net Outlay Municipal e Munlc:lpal
Funding Funding
Budget
($000s) TC XF NO = TC- AB AB - NO
XF
Capital 464,585 257,084 207,501 99,825 (107,676)
Impact
Additional Costs Cost Savings Qdditional Net Impact
evenues
AC Cs AR AC-CS-AR
Annual_ $ 31,900 in 08/09 - - $ 31,900 in 08/09
Operational | $ 22 100 in year 2 $ 22,100 in year 2
Impact $ 9,150 in year 3 $ 9,150 in year 3
and ongoing and ongoing

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS

Lot 712 / Bristile Park

Use of native plants

Chamberlain Reserve

Use of native plants

in the

in the

landscape design together with environmental
enhancements to the river foreshore will enhance the biodiversity of this area of the
river and increase the amount of natural open space in the City.

landscape

design

together with environmental
enhancements to the area currently occupied by the existing drainage basin will
enhance the biodiversity of this area and the provision of a walk trail and seating will
increase the amount of accessible natural open space in the City.
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185 President Street (Tomato Lake)

Key environmental outcomes include the improvement of water quality in Tomato Lake
and the creation of a bird sanctuary. The restored wetland area will act as a biological
filter for stormwater prior to entry into the main water body of Tomato Lake with the
establishment of macrophytes within the new wetland area which will assist in nutrient
stripping of nitrogen and phosphorus, currently major contributors towards algal blooms
in Tomato Lake. Improved water mixing resulting from widening of a section of Tomato
Lake will prevent stratification, also minimising the frequency and severity of algal
blooms.

Use of native plants in the landscape design together with environmental
enhancements will improve the biodiversity of this area and increase the amount of
natural open space in the City.

Considerable environmental educational opportunities will also arise which will be
maximised with the installation of interpretive signage and the involvement of local
schools in the planting phase of the project.

ATTACHMENT DETAILS

Attach. No. Details

NB Attach 6 Lot 712 / Bristile Park Business Case

NB Attach 7 Chamberlain Reserve Business Case

NB Attach 8 185 President Street (Tomato Lake) Business Case
NB Attach 9 2006 Parks and Environment Project Priority Matrix
NB Attach 10  Project Management Process

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION

That Council in respect of:

Lot 712 / Bristile Park Development

1. Endorse the Business Case for the development of Lot 712 / Bristile Park and
that officers progress this scheme.

2. List for the required municipal funding within the City’s Draft 2007/08 Capital
Improvement and Operational Budgets.

3. Note the possible requirement for $75,000 from municipal reserve funds should
the application to the Department of Infrastructure’s Recreational Boating
Facilities Scheme prove to be unsuccessful.

4. Request that officers progress external funding applications for the
development of the proposed reflexology path and with the Swan Alcoa Land
Care programme for a contribution to the environmental enhancement works.
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Chamberlain Reserve

5. Endorse the Business Case for the development of Chamberlain Reserve and
that officers progress this scheme.

6. List for the required municipal funding within the City’s Draft 2007/08 Capital
Improvement and Operational Budgets.

185 President Street (Tomato Lake)

7. Endorse the Business Case for the development of 185 Presidents Street
(Tomato Lake) and that officers progress this scheme.

8. List for the required municipal funding within the City’s Draft 2007/08 Capital
Improvement and future Operational Budgets.

General

9. Pursuant to Clause 9.10 of the City of Belmont District Planning Scheme
No. 14, authorise the Director - Community & Statutory Services or the
Manager-Planning Services, to assess and approve the planning and
development applications outlined above under delegated authority.

Notation
During discussion Cr Rossi suggested an amended motion for the following reason.

During the second half of 2006 Council purchased the properties at 98 and 100 Great
Eastern Highway for a total price of $2,950,000. As agreed at the 20 December 2005
meeting of Council the reason for this land acquisition was to extend Adachi Park and
provide increased views of the river for Belmont residents and persons using Great
Eastern Hwy.

At the time of purchase the resident of 100 Great Eastern Highway, Mr Aaron Marshall,
was an elderly man. An agreement was reached that he could continue to reside in his
home until he either passed away or was no longer able to live independently. Mr
Marshall passed away during the week of 9 April 2007. As a result, the City will now
proceed with its original plans for the properties.

Officers are of the opinion that combining these developments will greatly enhance the
amenities of this prime riverside site as a key passive recreational area and continue to
demonstrate the City’s commitment to ensuring continued access and views of the Swan
River.
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ROSSI MOVED, WHITELEY SECONDED, that Council in respect of:

Lot 712 / Bristile Park Development

1.

Endorse the Business Case for the development of Lot 712 / Bristile Park
and that officers progress this scheme.

List for the required municipal funding within the City’s Draft 2007/08
Capital Improvement and Operational Budgets.

Note the possible requirement for $75,000 from municipal reserve funds
should the application to the Department of Infrastructure’s Recreational
Boating Facilities Scheme prove to be unsuccessful.

Request that officers progress external funding applications for the
development of the proposed reflexology path and with the Swan Alcoa
Land Care programme for a contribution to the environmental
enhancement works.

Approve the demolition of lots 98 and 100 Great Eastern Highway and
subsequent budget overspend of approximately $50,000 within the Parks
Leisure and Environment Capital Improvement Account PG0633.

Approve the further development and expansion of Adachi Park to
incorporate lots 98 and 100 Great Eastern Highway and that funds be
allocated in the 2007/2008 Annual Budget.

Request an amended Business Case Analysis be developed for Lot 712/
Bristile Park Development to incorporate the development of Lots 98 and
100 Great Eastern Highway.

Request the distribution of this amended Business Case Analysis through
the Elected Members Bulletin for consideration prior to the formal
adoption of the 2007/2008 Annual Budget.

Chamberlain Reserve

9.

10.

Endorse the Business Case for the development of Chamberlain Reserve
and that officers progress this scheme.

List for the required municipal funding within the City’s Draft 2007/08
Capital Improvement and Operational Budgets.

185 President Street (Tomato Lake)

11.

12.

Endorse the Business Case for the development of 185 Presidents Street
(Tomato Lake) and that officers progress this scheme.

List for the required municipal funding within the City’s Draft 2007/08
Capital Improvement and future Operational Budgets.
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Item 12.4.3 Continued

General

13. Pursuant to Clause 9.10 of the City of Belmont District Planning Scheme
No. 14, authorise the Director - Community & Statutory Services or the
Manager-Planning Services, to assess and approve the planning and
development applications outlined above under delegated authority.

CARRIED 9 VOTES TO 0
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12.5 BUSINESS EXCELLENCE
WITHDRAWN ITEMS

Item 12.5.5 was withdrawn at the request of Cr Rossi.
Item 12.5.6 was withdrawn at the request of Cr Hitt.
Item 12.5.8 was withdrawn at the request of Cr Godfrey

POWELL MOVED, MARTIN SECONDED, that with the exception of Items 12.5.5,
12.5.6 and 12.5.8 which are to be considered separately, the Officer
Recommendations in the Business Excellence Belmont Key Result Area Reports,
specifically Items 12.5.1 to 12.5.4 and 12.5.7 be adopted en bloc.

CARRIED 9 VOTES TO 0

12.5.1 Technical Services Division - Service Fees for the 2007-2008 Financial
Year

Report by Technical Services Division
DATE
30 March 2007

PURPOSE OF REPORT

To consider a review of the fees, charges and bonds applicable to the Technical
Services Division and these reviewed fees and charges be included in the budget
considerations for the 2007/2008 financial year.

COUNCIL ROLE

Executive

The executive role is the substantial direction setting and oversight role of the
Council. This is where the Council oversees the day to day operations of the City
including accepting tenders, directing operations, setting and amending budgets,
adopting plans and reports and all other activities of the Council.

SUMMARY AND KEY ISSUES

The report highlights a review of the 2006/2007 fees, charges and bonds for the
Technical Services Division and proposes fees for the forthcoming 2007/2008 financial
year.

Officer Recommendation Summation

That the reviewed fees and charges for the Technical Services Division, as detailed in
Table 1, be endorsed for consideration in the 2007/2008 budget process.
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Item 12.5.1 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

Nil

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 IMPLICATIONS

Built Belmont — “Maintain public infrastructure in accordance with sound economic
practices, taking into consideration the community’s needs and expectations.”

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.
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Item 12.5.1 Continued

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 and charges were last benchmarked during the preparation of the 2006/07
budget and generally reflect the costs incurred by the City. These fees, charges and
bonds have been reviewed and there are no reasons to warrant any changes in the
engineering area, although there have been some minor changes in the Leisure (hall
and reserve hire) area.

The most significant % increase has been in the casual use of reserves (up from
$10.60 to $22.00 per hour) to remove the anomaly that previously existed where it was
cheaper to hire the reserve casually for 4-6 hours, than pay for 'z day hire. The rates
of fees and charges as shown in Table 1 are still valid to be adopted for the 2007/2008
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.

It is proposed that the fees, charges and bonds as shown in Table 1 be adopted for the
2007/2008 financial year.

Table 1 — Fees, Charges and Bonds for 2007-2008 Financial Year

DESCRIPTION OF FEES & CHARGES 2006-2007 FEE 2007-2008 FEE

(EX GST)

(EX GST)

Technical Services

Supervision fee for Major Subdivision &
Development

1.5% of contract price
(road & drainage
works) where
Consulting Engineer is
engaged; 3.0% of
contract price where
Consultant is not
engaged + 10% GST

1.5% of contract price
(road & drainage
works) where
Consulting Engineer is
engaged; 3.0% of
contract price where
Consultant is not
engaged + 10% GST

Application fee for private works on road
reserves (eg sewer, drainage, water, cabling

$150 minimum per

$150 minimum per

etc) application application
Off-site drainage connection fee to Council’s $250 per connection $250 per connection
system per lot per lot

Application fee for closure of road, ROW &

$150 minimum per

$150 minimum per

83

CONFIRMATION DATE: 15 MAY 2007

Document Set ID: 1190469
Version: 1, Version Date: 27/04/2007




OCM 24/04/07 Reports of Administration

Business Excellence Belmont

Item 12.5.1 Continued

DESCRIPTION OF FEES & CHARGES

2006-2007 FEE

(EX GST)

2007-2008 FEE
(EX GST)

PAW

application plus
advertisement cost
(GST not applicable)

application plus
advertisement cost
(GST not applicable)

Application fee for temporary road closure
for private works

$150 minimum per
application plus

advertisement cost

(GST not applicable)

$150 minimum per
application plus
advertisement cost
(GST not applicable)

Defects liability bond for major subdivisions
& developments

2.5% of contract price
(road & drainage
works) to be retained
by Consultant

2.5% of contract price
(road & drainage
works) to be retained
by Consultant

Verge / Footpath Bond for private works

$500 minimum

$500 minimum

Opening Road Pavements Bond for private
works

$1,000 minimum

$1,000 minimum

Halls - Forster Park, Redcliffe Hall, Redcliffe Park Community Centre, Rivervale
Community Centre Etc. (Per Hour)

Community Non-profit Groups $8.00 $8.80
Casual Day Rates -to 6 pm $12.00 $13.20
Casual Evening Rates - 6 pm on $15.00 $16.50
Function Rates - weddings, parties, $28.00 $30.80
cabarets etc
Security Call-out Charge - uncollected keys $28.00 $38.00
Bond Charge - Category 1 $150.00 $150.00
- Category 2 $300.00 $300.00
- Category 3 $500.00 $500.00
- Category 4 (high risk events) $1,000.00 $1,000.00

**Note: Bond established for security against
potential high risk events

Scout Association of Australia WA

25% subsidised hall
hire for use of
clubroom and main hall
at the Redcliffe

Community Centre

Scout Association no
longer using Redcliffe
Community Centre

Belmont Commu

nity Resource Centre

Pottery Room - per hour $8.00 $8.00
Arts Room - per hour $8.00 $8.00
Kiln Charges - general firing (per time) $21.00 $21.00

- glaze firing (per time) $26.00 $26.00
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Item 12.5.1 Continued

DESCRIPTION OF FEES & CHARGES 2006-2007 FEE 2007-2008 FEE
| (EX GST) (EX GST)
**Note: Belmont Potters Group has a licence
arrangement.
Reserves (per season)
Licence Agreement $22.00 $22.00
Seasonal - Junior No charge No charge
Seasonal - Seniors (City of Belmont $35.00 $35.00
resident) - per player
Seasonal - Seniors (non- resident) $53.00 $53.00
- per player
Casual - Full Day (6 — 12 hours) - per $145.00 $145.00
booking
Casual - Half Day (4 — 6 hours) - per $88.00 $88.00
booking
Change Room/Facility Use Annual Charge $108.00 $108.00
Casual Use - Maximum Bond $500.00 $500.00
Casual - Hourly Rate $10.60 $22.00
Seasonal Cleaning Bond $300.00 $300.00
Additional Seasonal Use - per use / Monday $12.00 $12.00
— Friday
Additional Seasonal Use - per use / $26.00 $26.00
Saturday — Sunday
Sports field Lighting Charge Charged per unit used | Charged per unit used
at cost at cost
Dog Obedience Training — City of Belmont 11.66 11.66
Resident
One third of the senior per participant charge
per member per season
Dog Obedience Training — Non Resident 17.66 17.66
One third of the senior per participant charge
per member per season
Lost Key Charge - per set $200.00 $200.00
**Note: Wilson Park — 20% of current per
participant charge
Security Callout Charge $38.00 $38.00
Passive Reserve Hire — Commercial Large $230.00 $230.00
Scale Events

*This is the figure ex GST.
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Item 12.5.1 Continued

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

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

fees, charges and bonds.

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS

There are no significant environmental implications evident at this time.

ATTACHMENT DETAILS
Attach. No. Details

Nil

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION

That the reviewed fees and charges for the Technical Services Division, as
detailed in Table 1, be endorsed for consideration in the 2007/2008 budget

process.

Table 1 - Fees, Charges and Bonds for 2007-2008 Financial Year

DESCRIPTION OF FEES & CHARGES

2006-2007 FEE

(EX GST)

2007-2008 FEE
(EX GST)

Technical Services

Supervision fee for Major Subdivision &
Development

1.5% of contract price
(road & drainage
works) where
Consulting Engineer
is engaged; 3.0% of
contract price where
Consultant is not
engaged + 10% GST

1.5% of contract price
(road & drainage
works) where
Consulting Engineer
is engaged; 3.0% of
contract price where
Consultant is not
engaged + 10% GST

Application fee for private works on road
reserves (eg sewer, drainage, water,

$150 minimum per

$150 minimum per

cabling etc) application application
Off-site drainage connection fee to $250 per connection | $250 per connection
Council’s system per lot per lot

Application fee for closure of road, ROW
& PAW

$150 minimum per
application plus
advertisement cost
(GST not applicable)

$150 minimum per
application plus
advertisement cost
(GST not applicable)

Application fee for temporary road
closure for private works

$150 minimum per
application plus
advertisement cost
(GST not applicable)

$150 minimum per
application plus
advertisement cost
(GST not applicable)

Defects liability bond for major
subdivisions & developments

2.5% of contract price
(road & drainage
works) to be retained

2.5% of contract price
(road & drainage
works) to be retained
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Item 12.5.1 Continued

DESCRIPTION OF FEES & CHARGES 2006-2007 FEE 2007-2008 FEE
| (EX GST) (EX GST)
by Consultant by Consultant
Verge / Footpath Bond for private works $500 minimum $500 minimum
Op_penmg Road Pavements Bond for $1,000 minimum $1,000 minimum
private works

Halls - Forster Park, Redcliffe Hall, Redcliffe Park Community Centre, Rivervale
Community Centre Etc. (Per Hour)

Community Non-profit Groups $8.00 $8.80
Casual Day Rates -to 6 pm $12.00 $13.20
Casual Evening Rates -6 pmon $15.00 $16.50
Function Rates - weddings, parties, $28.00 $30.80
cabarets etc
Security Call-out Charge- uncollected $28.00 $38.00
keys
Bond Charge - Category 1 $150.00 $150.00
- Category 2 $300.00 $300.00
- Category 3 $500.00 $500.00
- Category 4 (high risk $1,000.00 $1,000.00
events)
**Note: Bond established for security
against potential high risk events
A T
2§A’ subsidised hall Scout Association no
hire for use of Jonaer usin
Scout Association of Australia WA clubroom and main ger 9 .
) Redcliffe Community
hall at the Redcliffe
g Centre
Community Centre
Belmont Community Resource Centre
Pottery Room - per hour $8.00 $8.00
Arts Room - per hour $8.00 $8.00
Kiln Charges - general firing (per time) $21.00 $21.00
- glaze firing (per time) $26.00 $26.00
**Note: Belmont Potters Group has a
licence arrangement.
Reserves (per season)
Licence Agreement $22.00 $22.00
Seasonal - Junior No charge No charge
Seasonal - Seniors (City of Belmont $35.00 $35.00
resident) - per player
Seasonal - Seniors (non- resident) $53.00 $53.00
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Item 12.5.1 Continued

DESCRIPTION OF FEES & CHARGES 2006-2007 FEE 2007-2008 FEE
(EX GST) (EX GST)
- per player
Casual - Full Day (6 — 12 hours) - per $145.00 $145.00
booking
Casual - Half Day (4 — 6 hours) - per $88.00 $88.00
booking
Change Room/Facility Use Annual $108.00 $108.00
Charge
Casual Use - Maximum Bond $500.00 $500.00
Casual - Hourly Rate $10.60 $22.00
Seasonal Cleaning Bond $300.00 $300.00
Additional Seasonal Use - per use / $12.00 $12.00
Monday — Friday
Additional Seasonal Use - per use / $26.00 $26.00
Saturday — Sunday
Sports field Lighting Charge Charged per unit Charged per unit
used at cost used at cost
Dog Obedience Training — City of 11.66 11.66
Belmont Resident
One third of the senior per participant
charge per member per season
Dog Obedience Training — Non Resident 17.66 17.66
One third of the senior per participant
charge per member per season
Lost Key Charge - per set $200.00 $200.00
**Note: Wilson Park — 20% of current per
participant charge
Security Callout Charge $38.00 $38.00
Passive Reserve Hire — Commercial $230.00 $230.00

Large Scale Events

*This is the figure ex GST.

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION ADOPTED EN BLOC —
REFER TO RESOLUTION APPEARING AT ITEM 12.5
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12.5.2 Community and Statutory Services Division - Service Fees for the
2007/2008 Financial Year

Report by Community & Statutory Services Division
DATE
3 April 2007

PURPOSE OF REPORT

To consider a review of the fees, charges and bonds applicable to the Technical
Services Division and these reviewed fees and charges be included in the budget
considerations for the 2007/2008 financial year.

COUNCIL ROLE

Executive

The executive role is the substantial direction setting and oversight role of the
Council. This is where the Council oversees the day to day operations of the City
including accepting tenders, directing operations, setting and amending budgets,
adopting plans and reports and all other activities of the Council.

SUMMARY AND KEY ISSUES

The report highlights a review of the 2006/2007 fees and charges for the Community
and Statutory Services Division and proposes fees for the forthcoming 2007/2008
financial year.

Officer Recommendation Summation

That the reviewed fees and charges for the Community and Statutory Services Division
be endorsed for consideration in the 2007/2008 budget process.

LOCATION
Not applicable.
APPLICANT
Not applicable.

FILE REFERENCE

54/004
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Item 12.5.2 Continued

DISCLOSURE OF INTEREST

Type of

Nature / Extent of Interest
Interest

Name Position

VOTING REQUIREMENT

As Council is not adopting the fees and charges but endorsing them for referral through
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

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 IMPLICATIONS

No Strategic Plan impacts are evident.

POLICY IMPLICATIONS

The policies listed below from Council’'s Policy Manual make reference to application

fees:

. C4.1.5 Street Re-Naming and Re-Numbering Policy
o C4.6.3 Acknowledgement of Unauthorised Structures
o C6.1.3 List of Building Licences Issued

o C9.1.2 Dogs - Keeping of More Than Two
STATUTORY ENVIRONMENT

Town Planning (Local Government Planning Fees) Regulations 2000 determine the
maximum fee a local government can set for planning related matters.

BACKGROUND

The Planning fees are required to be set in accordance with the Town Planning (Local
Government Planning Fees) Regulations 2000. The planning fees meet the
requirements of these regulations.

OFFICER COMMENT

The Planning Department will introduce a fee to cover professional advice (ie expert
witness statements, audits, report etc) on non-related City development applications.
This will require the prior agreement of the Council and/or the Chief Executive Officer.
The City’s Planning Department has in the past been approached by other local
governments / State Government departments to carry out works on various issues.
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Item 12.5.2 Continued

The Building Department fees have slightly increased to ensure that appropriate fees
are being charged to cover the administration work being carried out.

A separate item has been prepared on health fees and charges pursuant to Section
344C of the Health Act 1911. These fees are required to be adopted in accordance
with the Health Act 1911.

A separate item relating to fees for sanitation charges / refuse removal will be tabled at
a future Council meeting.

The fees for Community, Library and Youth remain unchanged with exception of:

o Revised fees for housing for Ascot Close, Wahroonga, Orana and Gabriel
Gardens
o Community Bus hire fee

Community Bus (Refer also to Fee Table)

At the Information / Strategy Concept Forum held on 11 April 2007, there were two
other fee scenarios suggested for non-HACC users. They were understood to be as
follows:

Option B A $50 flat fee provided the distance travelled is no greater than a
specified number of kilometres. This number could be 50km, 100km,
200km or another distance. Further travel beyond the specified distance
would be charged at 70 cents per kilometre (70 cents per kilometre was
the estimated running cost).

Option C A $20 flat fee provided the distance travelled is no greater than 50
kilometres. Further travel beyond 50km would be charged at 70 cents
per kilometre, or a higher rate to include a component for depreciation
($1.10 per kilometre was the estimated depreciation cost).

It was suggested that a surcharge be applied if the bus was returned in an unclean
state. An amount would need to be determined.

Proposed Service Fees for 2007/2008
The proposed fees for 2007/2008 are included in the following table.

COMMITTEES AND DESCRIPTION OF FEES & CHARGES 2006-2007 FEE 2007-2008 FEE

(EX GST) (EX GST)

Community & Statutory Services

Planning Department

Development Applications

Preliminary Comment on proposals prior to formal lodgement $50.00 $50.00

NEW - Section 40 (Liquor Licensing) Requests $50.00

Determination of development application where the estimated cost of
the development is:
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Item 12.5.2 Continued

COMMITTEES AND DESCRIPTION OF FEES & CHARGES 2006-2007 FEE 2007-2008 FEE
(EX GST) (EX GST)

- not more than $50,000 $100.00 $100.00

- more than $50,000 but not more than $500,000 0.23% of the 0.23% of the

estimated cost of
development

estimated cost of
development

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

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

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

$5 million $5 million
- more than $21.5 million $25,000.00 $25,000.00
Request for minor amendment to an approved development $50.00 $50.00

Request for major amendment to an approved development

50% of regular fee
with @ minimum of

50% of regular fee
with a minimum of

$100 $100
Fees for Sign Applications
- Signage less than or equal to 4 sgm $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

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

per lot per lot
- more than 195 lots $5,000.00 $5,000.00
NEW — Rechecking of clearance of conditions — inspection fee $25.00 $25.00
(applies where clearance has been previously checked and condition has not
complied with and new inspection is required)
Application for approval of home occupation No fee No fee
Application for change of use or for change or continuation of a non- $200.00 $200.00
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
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Item 12.5.2 Continued

COMMITTEES AND DESCRIPTION OF FEES & CHARGES 2006-2007 FEE 2007-2008 FEE
(EX GST) (EX GST)
Scheme Report for TPS 14 $15.00 $15.00
Scheme Map for TPS 14 $20.00 $20.00
($3.00 ea for colour ($3.00 ea for colour
A3 size sheet) A3 size sheet)
Housing Strategy Map $4.00 each $4.00 each

Town Planning Scheme Amendments

Director / City Planner $60.00 per hr $60.00 per hr
Manager / Senior Planning Officer $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

NEW - Professional Advice (Expert Witness Statement, Audits, Reports
etc*)

* Professional Advice as a resource of Council may only be provided on
agreement of Council and/or the Chief Executive Officer. Other fees may be
incurred if other internal staff are required.

NEW - Director $225.00 per hr
NEW - City Planner (Manager) $160.00 per hr
NEW - Senior Planning Officer $120.00 per hr
NEW - Planning Officer $90.00 per hr
NEW - GIS / Drafting $80.00 per hr
NEW - Administration Officer $60.00 per hr

Planning Approvals Report

- Yearly subscription (12 copies per year — applicant to provide 12 stamped $80.00 $160.00
self addressed envelopes / or copy can be emailed)

- email subscriptions $80.00
- monthly (sold over the counter) $10.00 $20.00
Building

Swimming Pool Mandatory Inspection. $12.50 $13.75
Property Settlement Enquiry Swimming Pool Inspection. $63.00 $63.00
Property Settlement Enquiry Orders & Requisitions only $41.00 $50.00
Property Settlement Enquiry Site Inspection Compliant Buildings Residential. $78.00 $120.00
Property Settlement Enquiry Site Inspection Compliant Buildings $131.00 $160.00

Commercial/Industrial
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COMMITTEES AND DESCRIPTION OF FEES & CHARGES 2006-2007 FEE 2007-2008 FEE
(EX GST) (3.4 )
Building plan retrieval. $37.00 $80.00
$40.00
Building Licence Amended Fee Residential (Minimum fee $40.00 or 0.035% $40.00 or
of original construction value which ever is greater). 0.035% of
original construction
value if greater
Building Licence Amended Fee Commercial. (Minimum fee $40.00 or 0.020% $40.00 $40.00
of original construction value which ever is greater). or
0.020% of Original
construction value if
greater
Planning Applications R-Codes variations for Residential Class 1a $100.00 $100.00
(less than $50,000 - $100.00, more than $50,000 but not more than or
$500,000.00 — 0.23% of development) 0.23% of the value
if more than
$50,000
Planning Applications R-Codes variations for minor structures class 10a $52.50 $100.00
Reinspection costs per inspection for Strata Title and Certificate of $78.00 $100.00
Classification clearances.
Building Statistics
- Yearly subscription (12 copies per year — applicant to provide 12 stamped $80.00 $160.00
self addressed envelopes / or copy can be emailed)
- email subscriptions $80.00
- monthly (sold over the counter) $10.00 $20.00
Statutory Building Application Fees
- All Classes Buildings value less than $12,500.00 -. $40.00 $40.00 $40.00
- Class 1 & 10 Buildings exceeding $12,500.00 estimated on construction 0.35% +1.1 0.35%+1.1
value — 0.35% + 1.1
- Classes 2 — 9 Buildings Exceeding $12,500.00 estimated on construction 0.2%+1.1 0.2%+1.1
value — 0.2% + 1.1
- Building and Construction Industry Training Fund Levy — 0.2% of estimated 0.182% 0.2%
construction cost inclusive of GST for projects exceeding $20,000.00
- Demolition Licence minimum fee — per storey $50.00. $50.00 $50.00
- Materials on Verge licence $30.00 per month $1.00 per month /
M2
- Verge Bond applicable to Demolition and Materials on Verge licence $550.00 $550.00
- Built Strata Title Form 7 Certificate — minimum fee $100.00 or 20c per m2 $100.00 $100.00
floor area which ever is the greater. or or
20c per m2 floor 20c per m2 floor
area area
if greater if greater
- Builders Registration Board Levy per building application - $35.00. $35.00 $35.00
- Thoroughfares Local Law — Portable Directional Sign Permit Fee. - $100.00 $100.00 $100.00
per sign.
Election Sign - $25.00 per sign. $25.00 $25.00
Health
NEW - Public Building Applications (to vary, alter, construct, extend, including Up to $713.00

temporary public buildings for more than 200 persons)
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COMMITTEES AND DESCRIPTION OF FEES & CHARGES 2006-2007 FEE 2007-2008 FEE
(EX GST) (EX GST)

NEW - Noise Control — Non-complying Event Application $500.00

NEW — Noise Monitoring Fee Up to $1,000.00

NEW — Food Premises Settlement Enquiry $66.00

NEW — Food Condemnation (written confirmation of disposal) $66.00

NEW — Food Premises fit-out or alterations or compliance with upgrade $66.00

schedule inspection

NEW — Annual fee to sample / audit public swimming pool(s) — water quality $187.00
per premises

NEW — Approval to keep bees, pigeons, poultry, other caged birds (exceeding $66.00
20), cows or other large animals (excluding horses)

NEW — Liquor Licence Application and Inspection Request (Section 39 $66.00
Certification)

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 sqm 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 sgm 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
95

CONFIRMATION DATE: 15 MAY 2007

Document Set ID: 1190469
Version: 1, Version Date: 27/04/2007



OCM 24/04/07 Reports of Administration
Business Excellence Belmont

Item 12.5.2 Continued

COMMITTEES AND DESCRIPTION OF FEES & CHARGES 2006-2007 FEE 2007-2008 FEE
(EX GST) (EX GST)

- 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

Rangers 238

Dog Registration Licences (as per Dog Act)

Sterilised Dogs -1 year $10.00 $10.00
- 3 years $18.00 $18.00
Un-sterilised Dogs - 1year $30.00 $30.00
- 3 years $75.00 $75.00

50% discount for eligible pensioners

Kennel Licence

- Per Kennel $100 $100
Keeping of Dogs

- Site inspection fee $35.00 $35.00
Poundage

- Poundage Fee (*Includes sustenance and RSPCA costs) $100 $100
Other Animal Fees

- Euthanasia $50.00 $50.00

Motor Vehicle Impounding

- Poundage $60.00 $60.00
- Towing $50.00 $50.00
- Plus per day charge $6.00 $6.00

Shopping Trolley Impounding

Poundage - per trolley $25.00 $25.00

Fines

- Various

Library

Damaged / Lost Membership Card $3.00 ea $3.00 ea

Missing Stationery - Barcodes $2.00 ea $2.00 ea
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(EX GST) (3.4 )
- Other $2.00 $2.00
minimum minimum
Book repairs $2.00 $2.00
minimum minimum
Books Lost / Unrepairable $5.00 $5.00
minimum minimum
7 Up Book Club Membership $5.00 $5.00
per annum per annum
Internet Kiosk - per 15 minutes $1.00 $1.00
- Internet Research - per page $0.30 $0.30
Laminating
- A4 - per sheet $1.50 $1.50
- A3 - per sheet $3.00 $3.00
- Business cards - per sheet $1.00 $1.00
Other
- Personal Computer Use - per half hour $2.00 $2.00
- Typewriter - per half hour $1.00 $1.00
- Meeting Room - per half hour $4.00 $4.00
- per hour $8.00 $8.00
- Library Bags - natural $3.00 $3.00
- colour $4.50 $4.50
- Late Return Fine  -per borrower $5.00 $5.00
- Membership Re-registration fee $20.00 $20.00
- Long Term Overdue (6 months plus) — per person $20.00 $20.00
Housing
Ascot Close
Rent (per week) - Single $24.00 $25.00
- Double $48.00 $51.00
Maintenance Charge - Single** $43.00 $45.00
- Double** $56.00 $58.00
Carport Hire (per week) $2.00 $2.00
Wahroonga
Rent (per week) - Single $25.00 $26.00
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- Double $48.00 $51.00

Maintenance Charge - Single** $44.00 $46.00
- Double** $57.00 $59.00

Carport Hire (per week) $2.00 $2.00
Orana
Rent (per week) - Single $67.00 $70.00

- Double $104.00 $109.00
Carport Hire (per week) $2.00 $2.00
Gabriel Gardens
Rent (per week) - Single $74.00 $77.50

- Double $112.00 $117.50
Carport Hire (per week) $2.00 $2.00

**PLEASE NOTE: Charges vary pending factors such as number of
occupants (lower charge for single residents, higher charge for resident
couples). Lump sum entry fee paying residents pay maintenance charges
only.

Meals on Wheels

Meals at Centre - per meal

Suppliers cost +$0.30

Suppliers cost +$0.30

Meals Delivered - per meal

Suppliers cost +$0.30

Suppliers cost +$0.30

Belmont HACC Services

Fee Per Unit**

- Income Level Pensioner $6.00 $6.00

- Service Level Part Pensioner $9.00 $9.00

- Income Level <$77,000 Actual Cost Actual Cost

- Income Level >$77,000

Billing at actual cost

Billing at actual cost

Community Bus Hire
Two rates of fees:
- HACC - $5.00 per outing

- NEW Non-HACC or Community Use fee - $50 flat fee for first 50km plus 70
cents per kilometre thereafter with fuel tank completely filled on return of bus

39 cents per kilometre
and replacement of
fuel

HACC - $5.00 per
outing

$50 flat fee for first
50km plus 70 cents
per kilometre
thereafter with fuel
tank completely filled
on return of bus

Transport — Local Belmont Area

- Income Level Pensioner

$5.00

$5.00
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(EX GST) (3.4 )

- Service Level Part Pensioner $7.00 $7.00

- Income Level <$77,000 $10.00 $10.00

- Income Level >$77,000 $10.00 $10.00

Transport — 25 km — Bentley, RPH etc

- Income Level Pensioner $7.00 $7.00

- Service Level Part Pensioner $9.00 $9.00

- Income Level <$77,000 $15.00 $15.00

- Income Level >$77,000 $15.00 $15.00

Transport — Further (Sir Charles Gardiner / Murdoch)

- Income Level Pensioner $13.00 $13.00

- Service Level Part Pensioner $16.00 $16.00

- Income Level <$77,000 $20.00 $20.00

- Income Level >$77,000 $20.00 $20.00

Minor Home Maintenance**

- Income Level Pensioner $7.50 p/hr $7.50 p/hr

- Service Level Part Pensioner $10.00 p/hr $10.00 p/hr

- Income Level <$77,000

Billing at actual cost

Billing at actual cost

- Income Level >$77,000

Billing at actual cost

Billing at actual cost

Major Home Maintenance™*

- Income Level Pensioner

To be negotiated

To be negotiated

- Service Level Part Pensioner

To be negotiated

To be negotiated

- Income Level <$77,000

To be negotiated

To be negotiated

- Income Level >$77,000

To be negotiated

To be negotiated

**PLEASE NOTE: A unit of care will be 1 hour or part of the first hour. The
HACC cap will then apply. This does not include Transport or Home
Maintenance or Meals.

Ascot Park Adult Day Care

Patron Fees - per person

$6.00

$6.00

Client Meals - per meal

Suppliers cost +$0.50

Suppliers cost +$0.50
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COMMITTEES AND DESCRIPTION OF FEES & CHARGES

2006-2007 FEE

(EX GST)

2007-2008 FEE
(EX GST)

Youth Services

School Holiday Programmes

Based on means test
and activities cost

Based on means test
and activities cost

Activity & Development Programmes

Based on means test
and activities cost

Based on means test
and activities cost

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

There are no financial implications evident at this time.

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS

There are no significant environmental implications evident at this time.

ATTACHMENT DETAILS

Nil.

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION

That the reviewed fees and charges for the Community and Statutory Services
Division, as detailed below be endorsed for consideration in the 2007/2008

budget process.

COMMITTEES AND DESCRIPTION OF FEES & CHARGES

2006-2007 FEE

(EX GST)

2007-2008 FEE
(EX GST)

Community & Statutory Services

Planning Department

Development Applications

Preliminary Comment on proposals prior to formal lodgement $50.00 $50.00
NEW - Section 40 (Liquor Licensing) Requests $50.00
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 $1 in excess of
$500,000

$1,150 + 0.18% for
every $1 in excess of
$500,000
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COMMITTEES AND DESCRIPTION OF FEES & CHARGES 2006-2007 FEE

(EX GST)

2007-2008 FEE
(EX GST)

- more than $2.5 million but not more than $5 million $4,750 + 0.15% for $4,750 + 0.15% for
every $1 in excess of | every $1 in excess of
$2.5 million $2.5 million
- more than $5 million but not more than $21.5 million $8,500 + 0.1% for $8,500 + 0.1% for
every $1 in excess of | every $1 in excess of
$5 million $5 million

- more than $21.5 million $25,000.00 $25,000.00

Request for minor amendment to an approved development $50.00 $50.00

Request for major amendment to an approved development 50% of regular fee 50% of regular fee
with a minimum of with a minimum of

$100 $100

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 ot $50.00 per lot

- more than 5 lots but not more than 195 lots $50 per lot for the $50 per lot for the
first 5 lots and then first 5 lots and then

$25 per lot $25 per lot

- more than 195 lots $5,000.00 $5,000.00

NEW - Rechecking of clearance of conditions — inspection fee $25.00 $25.00

(applies where clearance has been previously checked and condition

has not complied with and new inspection is required)

Application for approval of home occupation No fee No fee

Application for change of use or for change or continuation of a non- $200.00 $200.00

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 colour ($3.00 ea for colour

A3 size sheet) A3 size sheet)
Housing Strategy Map $4.00 each $4.00 each
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COMMITTEES AND DESCRIPTION OF FEES & CHARGES 2006-2007 FEE 2007-2008 FEE

(EX GST) (EX GST)

Town Planning Scheme Amendments

Director / City Planner $60.00 per hr $60.00 per hr
Manager / Senior Planning Officer $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

NEW - Professional Advice (Expert Witness Statement, Audits, Reports
etc®)

* Professional Advice as a resource of Council may only be provided on
agreement of Council and/or the Chief Executive Officer. Other fees may
be incurred if other internal staff are required.

NEW - Director $225.00 per hr
NEW - City Planner (Manager) $160.00 per hr
NEW - Senior Planning Officer $120.00 per hr
NEW - Planning Officer $90.00 per hr
NEW - GIS / Drafting $80.00 per hr
NEW - Administration Officer $60.00 per hr

Planning Approvals Report

- Yearly subscription (12 copies per year — applicant to provide 12 $80.00 $160.00
stamped self addressed envelopes / or copy can be emailed)

- email subscriptions $80.00
- monthly (sold over the counter) $10.00 $20.00
Building

Swimming Pool Mandatory Inspection. $12.50 $13.75
Property Settlement Enquiry Swimming Pool Inspection. $63.00 $63.00
Property Settlement Enquiry Orders & Requisitions only $41.00 $50.00
Property Settlement Enquiry Site Inspection Compliant Buildings $78.00 $120.00
Residential.

Property Settlement Enquiry Site Inspection Compliant Buildings $131.00 $160.00

Commercial/Industrial

Building plan retrieval. $37.00 $80.00
$40.00
Building Licence Amended Fee Residential (Minimum fee $40.00 or $40.00 or
0.035% of original construction value which ever is greater). 0.035% of
original construction

value if greater
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(EX GST) (EX GST)
Building Licence Amended Fee Commercial. (Minimum fee $40.00 or $40.00 $40.00
0.020% of original construction value which ever is greater). or
0.020% of Original
construction value if
greater
Planning Applications R-Codes variations for Residential Class 1a $100.00 $100.00
(less than $50,000 - $100.00, more than $50,000 but not more than or
$500,000.00 — 0.23% of development) 0.23% of the value
if more than
$50,000
Planning Applications R-Codes variations for minor structures class 10a $52.50 $100.00
Reinspection costs per inspection for Strata Title and Certificate of $78.00 $100.00
Classification clearances.
Building Statistics
- Yearly subscription (12 copies per year — applicant to provide 12 $80.00 $160.00
stamped self addressed envelopes / or copy can be emailed)
- email subscriptions $80.00
- monthly (sold over the counter) $10.00 $20.00
Statutory Building Application Fees
- All Classes Buildings value less than $12,500.00 -. $40.00 $40.00 $40.00
- Class 1 & 10 Buildings exceeding $12,500.00 estimated on construction 0.35% +1.1 0.35%+1.1
value — 0.35% + 1.1
- Classes 2 — 9 Buildings Exceeding $12,500.00 estimated on 0.2%+1.1 0.2%+1.1
construction value — 0.2% + 1.1
- Building and Construction Industry Training Fund Levy — 0.2% of 0.182% 0.2%
estimated construction cost inclusive of GST for projects exceeding
$20,000.00
- Demolition Licence minimum fee — per storey $50.00. $50.00 $50.00
- Materials on Verge licence $30.00 per month $1.00 per month /
M2
- Verge Bond applicable to Demolition and Materials on Verge licence $550.00 $550.00
- Built Strata Title Form 7 Certificate — minimum fee $100.00 or 20c per $100.00 $100.00
m2 floor area which ever is the greater. or or
20c per m2 floor 20c per m2 floor
area area
if greater if greater
- Builders Registration Board Levy per building application - $35.00. $35.00 $35.00
- Thoroughfares Local Law — Portable Directional Sign Permit Fee. - $100.00 $100.00
$100.00 per sign.
Election Sign - $25.00 per sign. $25.00 $25.00
Health
NEW - Public Building Applications (to vary, alter, construct, extend, Up to $713.00
including temporary public buildings for more than 200 persons)
NEW - Noise Control — Non-complying Event Application $500.00

NEW — Noise Monitoring Fee

Up to $1,000.00

NEW - Food Premises Settlement Enquiry

$66.00

103

CONFIRMATION DATE: 15 MAY 2007

Document Set ID: 1190469
Version: 1, Version Date: 27/04/2007




OCM 24/04/07 Reports of Administration
Business Excellence Belmont

Item 12.5.2 Continued

COMMITTEES AND DESCRIPTION OF FEES & CHARGES 2006-2007 FEE 2007-2008 FEE
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NEW - Food Condemnation (written confirmation of disposal) $66.00

NEW - Food Premises fit-out or alterations or compliance with upgrade $66.00

schedule inspection

NEW - Annual fee to sample / audit public swimming pool(s) — water $187.00
quality per premises

NEW - Approval to keep bees, pigeons, poultry, other caged birds $66.00
(exceeding 20), cows or other large animals (excluding horses)

NEW - Liquor Licence Application and Inspection Request (Section 39 $66.00
Certification)

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 sqm 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
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- Cat trap fee - per week $5.00 $5.00

Rangers 238

Dog Registration Licences (as per Dog Act)

Sterilised Dogs - 1 year $10.00 $10.00
- 3 years $18.00 $18.00
Un-sterilised Dogs - 1 year $30.00 $30.00
- 3 years $75.00 $75.00

50% discount for eligible pensioners

Kennel Licence

- Per Kennel $100 $100
Keeping of Dogs

- Site inspection fee $35.00 $35.00
Poundage

- Poundage Fee (*Includes sustenance and RSPCA costs) $100 $100
Other Animal Fees

- Euthanasia $50.00 $50.00

Motor Vehicle Impounding

- Poundage $60.00 $60.00
- Towing $50.00 $50.00
- Plus per day charge $6.00 $6.00

Shopping Trolley Impounding

Poundage - per trolley $25.00 $25.00

Fines

- Various

Library

Damaged / Lost Membership Card $3.00 ea $3.00 ea

Missing Stationery - Barcodes $2.00 ea $2.00 ea

- Other $2.00 $2.00

minimum minimum

Book repairs $2.00 $2.00
minimum minimum

Books Lost/ Unrepairable $5.00 $5.00
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minimum minimum

7 Up Book Club Membership $5.00 $5.00
per annum per annum

Internet Kiosk - per 15 minutes $1.00 $1.00

- Internet Research - per page $0.30 $0.30

Laminating

- A4 - per sheet $1.50 $1.50

- A3 - per sheet $3.00 $3.00

- Business cards - per sheet $1.00 $1.00

Other

- Personal Computer Use - per half hour $2.00 $2.00

- Typewriter - per half hour $1.00 $1.00

- Meeting Room - per half hour $4.00 $4.00

- per hour $8.00 $8.00

- Library Bags - natural $3.00 $3.00

- colour $4.50 $4.50

- Late Return Fine -per borrower $5.00 $5.00

- Membership Re-registration fee $20.00 $20.00

- Long Term Overdue (6 months plus) — per person $20.00 $20.00

Housing

Ascot Close

Rent (per week) - Single $24.00 $25.00

- Double $48.00 $51.00

Maintenance Charge - Single** $43.00 $45.00

- Double** $56.00 $58.00

Carport Hire (per week) $2.00 $2.00

Wahroonga

Rent (per week) - Single $25.00 $26.00

- Double $48.00 $51.00

Maintenance Charge - Single** $44.00 $46.00

- Double** $57.00 $59.00
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Carport Hire (per week) $2.00 $2.00
Orana
Rent (per week) - Single $67.00 $70.00

- Double $104.00 $109.00
Carport Hire (per week) $2.00 $2.00
Gabriel Gardens
Rent (per week) - Single $74.00 $77.50

- Double $112.00 $117.50
Carport Hire (per week) $2.00 $2.00

**PLEASE NOTE: Charges vary pending factors such as number of
occupants (lower charge for single residents, higher charge for resident
couples). Lump sum entry fee paying residents pay maintenance
charges only.

Meals on Wheels

Meals at Centre - per meal Suppliers cost Suppliers cost
+$0.30 +$0.30

Meals Delivered - per meal Suppliers cost Suppliers cost
+$0.30 +$0.30

Belmont HACC Services

Fee Per Unit**

- Income Level Pensioner $6.00 $6.00

- Service Level Part Pensioner $9.00 $9.00

- Income Level <$77,000 Actual Cost Actual Cost

- Income Level >$77,000

Billing at actual cost

Billing at actual cost

Community Bus Hire
Two rates of fees:
- HACC - $5.00 per outing

- NEW Non-HACC or Community Use fee - $50 flat fee for first 50km plus
70 cents per kilometre thereafter with fuel tank completely filled on
return of bus

39 cents per
kilometre and
replacement of fuel

HACC - $5.00 per
outing

$50 flat fee for first
50km plus 70 cents
per kilometre
thereafter with fuel
tank completely
filled on return of

bus
Transport — Local Belmont Area
- Income Level Pensioner $5.00 $5.00
- Service Level Part Pensioner $7.00 $7.00
- Income Level <$77,000 $10.00 $10.00
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(EX GST) (EX GST)

- Income Level >$77,000 $10.00 $10.00

Transport — 25 km — Bentley, RPH etc

- Income Level Pensioner $7.00 $7.00

- Service Level Part Pensioner $9.00 $9.00

- Income Level <$77,000 $15.00 $15.00

- Income Level >$77,000 $15.00 $15.00

Transport — Further (Sir Charles Gardiner / Murdoch)

- Income Level Pensioner $13.00 $13.00

- Service Level Part Pensioner $16.00 $16.00

- Income Level <$77,000 $20.00 $20.00

- Income Level >$77,000 $20.00 $20.00

Minor Home Maintenance**

- Income Level Pensioner $7.50 p/hr $7.50 p/hr

- Service Level Part Pensioner $10.00 p/hr $10.00 p/hr

- Income Level <$77,000 Billing at actual cost | Billing at actual cost

- Income Level >$77,000

Billing at actual cost

Billing at actual cost

Major Home Maintenance™*

- Income Level Pensioner

To be negotiated

To be negotiated

&12.5.2
Service Level Part Pensioner

To be negotiated

To be negotiated

- Income Level <$77,000

To be negotiated

To be negotiated

- Income Level >$77,000

To be negotiated

To be negotiated

**PLEASE NOTE: A unit of care will be 1 hour or part of the first hour.
The HACC cap will then apply. This does not include Transport or Home
Maintenance or Meals.

Ascot Park Adult Day Care

Patron Fees - per person

$6.00

$6.00

Client Meals - per meal

Suppliers cost
+$0.50

Suppliers cost
+$0.50
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COMMITTEES AND DESCRIPTION OF FEES & CHARGES 2006-2007 FEE 2007-2008 FEE

(EX GST) (EX GST)

Youth Services

School Holiday Programmes Based on means test | Based on means test
and activities cost and activities cost

Activity & Development Programmes Based on means test | Based on means test
and activities cost and activities cost

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION ADOPTED EN BLOC -
REFER TO RESOLUTION APPEARING AT ITEM 12.5
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12.5.3 Health Fees and Charges for 2007/2008 Pursuant to Section 344C of the
Health Act 1911

Report by Community and Statutory Services Division
DATE
21 March 2007

PURPOSE OF REPORT

To comply with the requirements of section 344C of the Health Act 1911 in fixing
Health Act related fees and charges.

COUNCIL ROLE

Executive

The executive role is the substantial direction setting and oversight role of the
Council. This is where the Council oversees the day to day operations of the City
including accepting tenders, directing operations, setting and amending budgets,
adopting plans and reports and all other activities of the Council.

SUMMARY AND KEY ISSUES

Under section 344C of the Health Act, if a local government is to set certain health fees
or charges, it must firstly resolve to set these fees and charges and then a notice of the
resolution is required to be published in the Government Gazette as well as a
newspaper generally circulating throughout the district of the local authority.

Most of the health fees and charges, relevant to section 344C of the Health Act 1911,
have not changed for at least the past five years and, as such, it is considered that
these fees and charges should be reviewed. The Health Act allows for the setting of
such fees and charges which are used to offset some of the costs associated with the
administrative and inspectoral functions associated in ensuring compliance with the
requirements of the Health Act and its associated legislation.

Officer Recommendation Summation

That Council adopt the proposed health fees and charges which will come into effect as
of the 1 July 2007. The reason for the increase is to more closely align these fees and
charges with the actual costs of providing the associated services.

VOTING REQUIREMENT

Simple majority required.

CONSULTATION

Not applicable.
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STRATEGIC PLAN IMPLICATIONS

The imposition of various fees and charges assists with achieving the objectives and
outcomes included in the Strategic Plan.

POLICY IMPLICATIONS

There are no significant policy implications evident at this time.

STATUTORY ENVIRONMENT

Health Act 1911 - Section 344C requires where a local government is empowered to
make a local law setting fees and charges that it may do so by resolution. Further that
resolution is required to be published, at least 14 days before the resolution is to take
effect, in the Government gazette as well as a newspaper generally circulating
throughout the district of the local authority.

Notice of the resolution is required to specify the day on which the resolution is to take
effect and the amount of the fees or charges.

BACKGROUND

The Health Department has recently been advised that the Parliamentary Joint
Standing committee has taken an interest in the provisions of Section 344C of the
Health Act and further advised that there have been some procedural problems with
some local governments when advertising their fees and charges. Although this City
has not had any issues with health fees and charges, as there have not been any
changes for at least the past five years, it was considered timely to review these fees
and charges this year and put their review on an annual cycle.

OFFICER COMMENT

As there has not been any change to health fees or charges for at least five years, it is
recommended that the City’s Health fees and charges be adjusted to more closely
align them with the actual costs of providing the associated services. A review of other
local governments has confirmed that the proposed charges are in line with what is
being charged elsewhere.

It can be seen that some of the services that had been offered at no charge in the past
have now had proposed fees/charges set. This has come about because it was found
in the review that other local governments were charging for these services.

It is considered that the difference between the existing fees/charges and the proposed
new fees/charges is reasonable given that the original fees/charges were conservative
and there has not been any increase in these for at least five years.
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HEALTH SERVICES FEES & CHARGES

2007/2008
B Head of | 2006/2007 | 2007/2008 | Including
Power GST
Yes/ No
FOR COMPLIANCE WITH Health Act 1911- Section 344C
Registration of an Eating House a $270.00 $330.00 No
Licence to conduct an Eating House b $30.00 $50.00 No
Transfer of Licence to conduct an eating house C $30.00 $60.00 No
Registration of a Meat Premises a 0.00 $150.00 No
Licence to conduct a Meat Premises b 0.00 $50.00 No
Transfer of Licence to conduct Meat Premises c $0.00 $60.00 No
Licence as Itinerant Food Vendor d $270.00 $300.00 No
Annual Licence of a Morgue e 80.00 $130.00 No
Stables Premises -Registration or renewal of f $10 $14.00 No
registration Per stall Per Stall
Variation or Change to name on Stables f 0.00 $30.00 No
Registration
Lodging House Registration fee g 180.00 $210.00 No
Lodging House Registration Renewal fee h 180.00 $210.00 No

Note: Head of Power

a). Health Act 1911- Section 344C, City of Belmont Eating Houses, Itinerant vendors & Meat
Premises Local Laws 2002, Clause 5 (b)(i)

b). Health Act 1911- Section 344C, City of Belmont Eating Houses, ltinerant vendors & Meat
Premises Local Laws 2002, Clause 8(c)

C). Health Act 1911- Section 344C, City of Belmont Eating Houses, ltinerant vendors & Meat
Premises Local Laws 2002, Clause 10 (2)(c)

d). Health Act 1911- Section 344C, City of Belmont Eating Houses, Itinerant vendors & Meat
Premises Local Laws 2002, Clause 14 (2)(c)

e). Health Act 1911- Section 344C, City of Belmont Health Local Law 2002, Clause 32 (2)

f). Health Act 1911- Section 344C, City of Belmont Health (Stables Premises) Local Laws
1999, Clause 9

g). Health Act 1911- Section 344C, City of Belmont Health Local Law 2002, Clause 123 (c)(i)

h). Health Act 1911- Section 344C, City of Belmont Health Local Law 2002, Clause 125 (b)
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FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

There will be approximately an $18,000 increase in income based on a direct
comparison to the 2006/2007 budget, however this increase will more closely reflect
the costs associated with providing these services.

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS

There are no significant environmental implications evident at this time.

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION

That Council adopt the following fees and charges that are to take effect as of
1July 2007 and advertise these fees and charges in accordance with the
provisions specified by 344C of the Health Act 1911 (as amended).

) 2007/2008 | Including
GST
Yes/ No
FOR COMPLIANCE WITH Health Act 1911- Section 344C
Registration of an Eating House $330.00 No
Licence to conduct an Eating House $50.00 No
Transfer of Licence to conduct an eating house $60.00 No
Registration of a Meat Premises $150.00 No
Licence to conduct a Meat Premises $50.00 No
Transfer of Licence to conduct Meat Premises $60.00 No
Licence as Itinerant Food Vendor $300.00 No
Annual Licence of a Morgue $130.00 No
Stables Premises -Registration or renewal of $14.00 No
registration Per Stall
Variation or Change to name on Stables $30.00 No
Registration
Lodging House Registration fee $210.00 No
Lodging House Registration Renewal fee $210.00 No

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION ADOPTED EN BLOC —
REFER TO RESOLUTION APPEARING AT ITEM 12.5
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12.5.4 Proposed Deletion of Policy C6.1.4 - Licenses Where Applications
Require Planning Approval from Council’s Policy Manual

Report by Community & Statutory Services Division
DATE
14 February 2007

PURPOSE OF REPORT

To seek Council’s consideration to delete policy Council Policy C6.1.4 Licenses Where
Applications Require Planning Approval from Council’s Policy Manual.

COUNCIL ROLE

Executive

The executive role is the substantial direction setting and oversight role of the
Council. This is where the Council oversees the day to day operations of the City
including accepting tenders, directing operations, setting and amending budgets,
adopting plans and reports and all other activities of the Council.

SUMMARY AND KEY ISSUES

Summary and Key Issues

Policy C6.1.4 Licences Where Applications Require Planning Approval records the
requirements for a building licence to ensure that the conditions relating to planning
approvals are met.

As part of the building licence application assessment process, Planning Officers are
required to complete a checklist stating that the conditions of planning approval have
been met prior to the issue of a building licence. As such this policy is considered to be
redundant.

Officer Recommendation Summation

It is recommended that Policy C6.1.4 Licences Where Applications Require Planning
be deleted from the Council’s Policy Manual.

LOCATION

Not applicable.
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APPLICANT
Not applicable.

FILE REFERENCE

32/015 — Corporate Management / Council Policy Manual

DISCLOSURE OF INTEREST

Type of

Nature / Extent of Interest
Interest

Name Position

VOTING REQUIREMENT

Simple Majority required.

CONSULTATION

Internal consultation with relevant officers has occurred.

STRATEGIC PLAN IMPLICATIONS

No Strategic Plan impacts are evident.

POLICY IMPLICATIONS

Adoption of the recommendation will delete C6.1.4 Licences Where Applications
Require Planning Approval from the Council’s current Policy Manual.

STATUTORY ENVIRONMENT

Section 374 2(2A) of the Local Government (Miscellaneous Provisions) Act 1960.
Section 78(1) of the Heritage of Western Australia Act 1990.

BACKGROUND

Policy C6.1.4 Licences Where Applications Require Planning Approval of the Council’s
current Policy Manual is to ensure that conditions relating to planning approval are met.

In the past a supporting document under the Council’'s Policy Manual was the
Management Policy and Procedures Manual. Policy M6.11 Licences Where
Applications Require Planning Approval included information as to how the conditions
of planning approval were to be met. The Management Policy and Procedure Manual
has been removed from the City’s operations as it was considered an added layer of
complexity in the organisation’s document hierarchy.
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A copy of the current Council Policy C6.1.4 and superseded Management Policy
M6.1.1 and are included below.

Current Policy Manual

Policies Related to Buildings or Structures

C6.1.4 LICENCES WHERE APPLICATIONS REQUIRE PLANNING APPROVAL
Policy Objective:
To ensure that conditions relating to planning approval are met.
Policy Statement:

Applications for a Building Licence received prior to a Planning Application being
lodged or Planning Approval being granted are to be processed to a status of
readiness for issue and then held pending completion of the Planning Approval
process. The Manager-Building Services establish and review procedures to ensure
that copies of Planning Approval are sighted prior to applications for Building Licences
being issued.

This Policy supported by:
Head of power:
Register of Delegations:
Strategic Plan Links;

Amendment Status:
Amd.# | Minute Reference Amendment Précis

3 | OCM 01/03/05 — 11.4.1 Policy Manual Review

1 OCM 00100100 —22.2.2

OCM 00/00/00 — 7?7.7.7

182
City of Beimont — Policy Manual
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Superseded Management Policy
& Procedure Manual

M6.1.1 Licences Where Applications Require Planning Approval

Policy objective:
To ensure that conditions relating to planning approval are met.

Policy Statement:

1. That all applications for a Building Licence be required to submit the name and number of a
Registered Builder or other competent person to whom all questions may be directed in
respect of such applications.

2. That where applicable, it be a requirement for applications for Building Licences to be
accompanied by a copy of Council's Planning Approval, and that it be the responsibility of
the applicant to forward such Planning Approval.

3. That on the building application envelope, it be prominently displayed that where

appropriate, a copy of the Planning Approval should accompany the application for a
Building Licence.

This Policy/Procedure supported by:

Head of Power:

Register of Delegations: N/A

Council Policy Manual: Reference No: C6.1.4
Operational Plan Links: Nil

Amendment Status: Original Document
Amendment No.

Date of Amendment:

Brief Details of amendment

OFFICER COMMENT

The removal of the Management Policy and Procedure Manual required the policies
and procedures contained in that Manual to be reviewed. If the policy / procedure was
considered to be relevant it is required to be incorporated in the City’s current Policy
Manual or be deleted.

Following consultation with Council Officers, the superseded policy M6.11 and current
Council Policy C6.1.4 were found to be redundant for the following reasons:

1. There is a statutory requirement for the local government under the Local
Government (Miscellaneous Provisions) Act 1960 to assess building
applications within 35 days, or in the case of a heritage-listed property with
60 days (in accordance with Section 78(1) of the Heritage of Western Australia
Act 1990), of lodgement.

2. The building application licence form requires the applicant to advise of the
name and contact details of a registered builder or other competent person to
whom all questions may be directed in respect of the application.
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3. Process Maps and Work Instructions have been put in place to ensure copies of
planning approvals are automatically provided to the Building Department.

Further, prior to the issuing of a building licence, building licence applications
(that have received planning approval) are referred to the relevant Planning
Officer for their signature. The Planning Officer is required to check that the
conditions of planning approval have been complied with.

If the conditions have been complied with the Planning Officer completes and
signs a checklist and attaches to the building licence prior to returning to the
Building Department.

If a condition of planning approval has not been met, the Planning Officer writes
to the applicant advising the condition is outstanding and needs to be
addressed. The applicant is advised that the building licence will not be issued
until such time as the condition has been addressed.

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

There are no financial implications evident at this time.

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS

There are no significant environmental implications evident at this time.

ATTACHMENT DETAILS

Nil.

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION

That Council determine that the information contained in Policy C6.1.4 Licences
Where Applications Require Planning is redundant and that it be removed from
the City’s Policy Manual due to the following reasons:

1. There is a statutory requirement for the local government under the Local
Government (Miscellaneous Provisions) Act 1960 to assess building
applications within 35 days, or in the case of a heritage-listed property
with 60 days (in accordance with Section 78(1) of the Heritage of Western
Australia Act 1990), of lodgement.

2. The building application licence form requires the applicant to advise of
the name and contact details of a registered builder or other competent
person to whom all questions may be directed in respect of the
application.

3. Process Maps and Work Instructions have been put in place to ensure
compliance with planning approvals.

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION ADOPTED EN BLOC -
REFER TO RESOLUTION APPEARING AT ITEM 12.5
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12.5.5 Proposed Amendment to Policy Manual — Policy C9.1.2 Dogs - Keeping
More Than Two

Report by Community & Statutory Services
DATE
2 April 2007

PURPOSE OF REPORT

To provide Council with criteria to consistently assess applications to keep more than
the prescribed number of dogs on a property within the City of Belmont.

COUNCIL ROLE

Executive

The executive role is the substantial direction setting and oversight role of the
Council. This is where the Council oversees the day to day operations of the City
including accepting tenders, directing operations, setting and amending budgets,
adopting plans and reports and all other activities of the Council.

SUMMARY AND KEY ISSUES

At a Council meeting held on 27 July 2005, Council requested that the policy relating to
the keeping of more than the prescribed number of dogs be reviewed.

The Dog Act 1976 does not provide Council with the appropriate powers of delegated
authority, all applications of this type, whether they meet the Policy criteria or not, must
be presented to Council for consideration.

The provisions of the Dog Act of 1976 provide that a person can keep up to two dogs
on a premises. In addition to this limitation, a person is allowed to keep the young of
those dogs up to the age of 3 months. The Dog Act provides that a person can make
application to the Council to keep more than two dogs, but not more than six dogs. If
Council rejects an application there is a right of appeal to the State Administrative
Tribunal.

Officer Recommendation Summation

That the revised policy be adopted by the City of Belmont Council to provide a
consistent and transparent approach to an application received by residents for the
keeping of more than the prescribed number of dogs on a property.
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LOCATION

Applies to all properties within the City of Belmont, other than approved kennel
establishments.

APPLICANT
Not applicable

FILE REFERENCE

69/003

DISCLOSURE OF INTEREST

Type of

Nature / Extent of Interest
Interest

Name Position

VOTING REQUIREMENT

Simple majority required.

CONSULTATION

Council’s Community Information and Consultation Procedure requires that the public
be ‘Informed’ of the amended policy. In this instance the following communications will

take place:
. Advertisement in Southern Gazette
. Advertisement in Belmont Bulletin

Further, the risk assessment of the revised policy have been determined to have little
impact upon any internal or external stakeholder as the Dog Act 1976 provides that a
person can apply to keep more than two dogs. The revised policy clearly defines the
information that Council requires in order to assess such applications.

If the applicant disagrees with a decision of Council under Section 26(5) of the Dog Act
1976 they have a right of appeal to the State Administrative Tribunal.

STRATEGIC PLAN IMPLICATIONS

BUSINESS BELMONT - Obijective: “Achieve and maintain an image of Belmont as a
great place for business.”

POLICY IMPLICATIONS

This item has been raised after Council requested a review of the existing policy
relating to keeping more than the prescribed number of dogs on a property. The
existing policy was adopted after a review in 2001 where the elements of the policy
were adopted from the Department of Local Government’s draft policy.
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There are no key changes in the elements of the policy however the layout of the policy
provides a rubric for applications to be assessed against.

STATUTORY ENVIRONMENT

Section 26(3) of the Dog Act 1976 applies to the decision whether or not to approve the
keeping of more than 2 dogs on premises.

Section 26(5) of the Dog Act 1976 provides a right of appeal to the State Administrative
Tribunal for any person aggrieved by a decision under section 26(3)

BACKGROUND

The Dog Act 1976 provides that a person can keep two dogs on any property within the
City of Belmont.

Applications are received by Council from time to time for the purpose of keeping more
than two dogs on a property. Generally the intent of the applications is for the
replacement of aging dogs or due to family reasons where another member of the family
or friends require the medium to long term homing of dogs.

For the purposes of breeding, this policy does not apply as the Dog Act 1976 permits
the keeping of the litter of dogs on a premises until they reach the age of three months.
Further, the approval to keep more than two dogs applies to only those dogs listed in
the application and is not transferable.

If a person seeks to breed dogs anywhere in the State, and the number of dogs for that
purpose exceeds six a kennel establishment licence must by sought pursuant to the
Dog Act of 1976. This policy does not apply to those applications.

When applications are made residents surrounding the premises where it is intended to
keep the dogs will be asked to comment on the application. Comments that refer to
actual issues relating to dogs kept on a premises can be considered by the Council. If
the Council were to consider issues of perception, then if an appeal were to be made,
experience suggests those appeals would be upheld.

A copy of Council’s existing policy is provided on the following pages.
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Policies Related to Law, Order and Public Safety

C9.1.2 DOGS - KEEPING OF MORE THAN TWO
Policy Objective:
To establish a set of standard conditions to be met for residents applying to Council
for the keeping of more than two dogs.
Policy Statement:

Applications from residents for the keeping of more than two dogs on a premises need
to meet the following conditions:

1. The applicant paying the prescribed inspection and application fee as set by
Council from time to time - and such fees being submitted with the initial
application.

2. The lot size where the dogs reside must be 500 square metres or greater,

(although Council may determine that a larger area is necessary, dependent
on the type/breed of the dogs in question);

3. The rear of the premises is to have sufficient area for the dogs to use,
including an adequate grassed area;

4. The owner or occupier of the premises on which the dogs are to be kept shall
cause the premises or portion of the premises to be fenced or enclosed in a
manner capable of confining the dogs. This shall have regard to the species,
age, size and physical condition of the dogs so as to prevent them from
passing over, under, or through the fence.

If an application meets the above criteria, documented consideration is to include the
following details:

i. Comments/objections from neighbours — to be canvassed through
correspondence (from the Rangers Section) mailed directly to the
occupiers of those properties in close proximity (and at least those
contiguous with, and within 40 metres of the boundaries of the

applicant’s property);

il. Any previous complaints in respect to licence history, barking, dogs
wandering at large, dog attacks, etc. relevant to the property/dogs in
question; and

iii. Comments from the applicant in regard to how they will be
accommodating their responsibilities to their pet's requirements for:

(a) training;
(b) regular exercise; and
(c) veterinary checks/health program.

Should Council approve of the application in view of the applicant meeting the
required criteria, the applicant be advised in writing detailing the following conditions:

i The approval only applying to those dogs listed in the application;

212
City of Belmont — Policy Manual
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Policies Related to Law, Order and Public Safety

ii. The premises being maintained so that it complies with all Dog Act 1976
regulations in regards to keeping, control and containment of dogs;

iii. That the Manager — Ranger Services monitor this approval for any
breach of the Dog Act 1976, or for any activities relating to the keeping of
the dogs in question that may warrant the withdrawal of the approval.

iv. ~ The approval being subject to review, should complaints be received
which contravene the Dog Act 1976; and

v. All dogs to be licensed with the City of Belmont.

In the event that the application is rejected (or does not meet the application criteria)
due to one or more of the above conditions not being met, the applicant be advised, in
accordance with the Dog Act 1976, that they have the right to appeal against the
decision to the Minister for Local Government (no later than 28 days after the day on
which a notice of the decision that is appealable is served on the applicant affected by
the decision).

This Policy supported by:
Head of power: Dog Act 1976
Register of Delegations:
Strategic Plan Links:

Amendment Status:

Amd.# | Minute Reference Amendment Précis

Change reflects new meeting structure and
provides for potential to address applications under
delegated authority upon amendment to the Dog
Act (which is understood to be imminent).

2 | OCM 08/02/05-11.34

OCM 00/00/00 —??.2.7
OCM 00/00/00 - 772.2.2

213
City of Belmont — Policy Manual
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OFFICER COMMENT

The revised Policy detailed below provides an assessment rubric whereby an applicant
is aware of the expectations for such an application and how the decision is informed.

Policy Objective
To establish criteria for assessment of applications to keep more than two
dogs.

Policy Statement
A person may make an application to the Council to keep more than two
(2) dogs on premises. The application will provide:

the number of dogs

names of dogs

current registration details

previous addresses of the dogs listed in the application

The owner/s details of the dogs

The details of the address where the dogs are intended to be
ordinarily kept.

Any approval pursuant to this policy cannot provide permission to keep
more than (6) six dogs on any premises In accordance with the Dog Act
1976.

On the payment of the prescribed fee from an applicant for the keeping of
more than the prescribed number of dogs on a premises, the application
will be assessed against the following criteria:

1. The size of any suitably fenced external area of the property,
including any area which may be set aside for the exclusive use of
the animals having regard to the size and breed of the dog.

2. The intended use of the dogs or the purpose as to why the dogs
should be held at the premises.

3. The lot size where the dogs reside must be 500m? or greater,
(although Council may determine that a larger area is necessary,
dependent on the type/breed of the dogs in question);

4. The suitable fenced or enclosed area of the premises is to have at
least 100m? of adequately maintained grassed area;

5. Demonstrated ability to comply with the requirements of the Dog
Act 1976 and any subsidiary or associated legislation.

6. Demonstrated ability of the applicant or person liable for the
control of the dogs to provide, or cause to be provided, reasonable
exercise to the dogs.

7. Demonstrated ability to keep the premises clean, free of parasites
and old food material and excrement.
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8. Any relevant environmental health related matters associated with
the property.

Council will make a determination of the application which may include:

1. The applicant's comments relating to any or all of the above
criteria.

2. The recommendation of an Authorised Officer.

3. All comments and objections from neighbours that will be

canvassed through correspondence (from the Rangers Section)
mailed directly to the occupiers of those properties in close
proximity (and at least those contiguous with, and within 40
metres of the boundaries) of the applicant’s property.

4, Any previous history of the dog owner relating to offences or
infringement notices recorded against the Dog Act 1976 or the
City of Belmont Local Laws Relating to Dogs including any
warnings or Notices to Abate a nuisance.

5. Any previous history recorded against the dog/s that the
application represents that could demonstrate a propensity for
mischievous or nuisance behaviour.

6. Comments from the applicant in regard to how they will be
accommodating their responsibilities to their pet's requirements
for:

(@) training;
(b) regular exercise; and
(c) veterinary checks/health program.

Should Council approve of the application in view of the applicant meeting
the required criteria, the applicant be advised in writing detailing the
following conditions:

e The approval shall only apply to those registered dogs listed in the
application;

e The approval may be cancelled if (2) two or more infringement
notices or convictions exist for the same offence committed in
contravention of the Dog Act 1976 or any subsidiary or relevant
legislation in any (12) twelve month period; or if any of the
conditions of the application are not kept.

e The owner/s or person/s liable for the control of the dogs complies
with the undertakings held in the original application.
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e The property will be kept clean and free of parasites, old food
material and excrement.

e Any other conditions imposed by Council.

The existing provision of properties to be in excess of 500m2 affects approximately
5,000 properties which would not be able to make such an application based on size.
This does not change from the previous policy.

Other additional requirements confirm aspects of the Dog Act 1976 and do not impose
any further restrictions to the legislative status quo.

At a Council meeting 27 July 2005, Council requested that the policy relating to the
keeping of more than the prescribed number of dogs be reviewed. The Dog Act 1976
does not provide Council with the appropriate powers of delegated authority, all
applications of this type, whether they meet the Policy criteria or not, must be
presented to Council for consideration. This review was requested after a decision to
dismiss an application made for the keeping of four dogs on a property. An appeal to
the State Administrative Tribunal for the application was upheld and it subsequently
recommended that Council reconsider the application. Council approved the
application for the keeping of four dogs on the premises at the same Council meeting.

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

Not applicable.

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS

There are no significant environmental implications evident at this time.

ATTACHMENT DETAILS

Nil.

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION

That Council:

1. Replace the existing Council Policy C9.1.2 ‘Dogs - Keeping of More Than Two’
with the revised Policy as detailed below:

Policy Objective
To establish criteria for assessment of applications to keep more than two dogs.

Policy Statement
A person may make an application to the Council to keep more than two (2)
dogs on premises. The application will provide:
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the number of dogs

names of dogs

current registration details

previous addresses of the dogs listed in the application

The owner/s details of the dogs

The details of the address where the dogs are intended to be ordinarily
kept.

Any approval pursuant to this policy cannot provide permission to keep more
than (6) six dogs on any premises In accordance with the Dog Act 1976.

On the payment of the prescribed fee from an applicant for the keeping of more
than the prescribed number of dogs on a premises, the application will be
assessed against the following criteria:

1. The size of any suitably fenced external area of the property, including
any area which may be set aside for the exclusive use of the animals
having regard to the size and breed of the dog.

2. The intended use of the dogs or the purpose as to why the dogs should
be held at the premises.

3. The lot size where the dogs reside must be 500m? or greater, (although
Council may determine that a larger area is necessary, dependent on
the type/breed of the dogs in question);

4. The suitable fenced or enclosed area of the premises is to have at least
100m? of adequately maintained grassed area;

5. Demonstrated ability to comply with the requirements of the Dog Act
1976 and any subsidiary or associated legislation.

6. Demonstrated ability of the applicant or person liable for the control of
the dogs to provide, or cause to be provided, reasonable exercise to the
dogs.

7. Demonstrated ability to keep the premises clean, free of parasites and

old food material and excrement.

8. Any relevant environmental health related matters associated with the
property.

Council will make a determination of the application which may include:

1. The applicant’s comments relating to any or all of the above criteria.
2. The recommendation of an Authorised Officer.
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3. All comments and objections from neighbours that will be canvassed
through correspondence (from the Rangers Section) mailed directly to
the occupiers of those properties in close proximity (and at least those
contiguous with, and within 40 metres of the boundaries) of the
applicant’s property.

4, Any previous history of the dog owner relating to offences or
infringement notices recorded against the Dog Act 1976 or the City of
Belmont Local Laws Relating to Dogs including any warnings or Notices
to Abate a nuisance.

5. Any previous history recorded against the dog/s that the application
represents that could demonstrate a propensity for mischievous or
nuisance behaviour.

6. Comments from the applicant in regard to how they will be
accommodating their responsibilities to their pet’s requirements for:

(a) training;
(b) regular exercise; and
(c) veterinary checks/health program.

Should Council approve of the application in view of the applicant meeting the
required criteria, the applicant be advised in writing detailing the following
conditions:

e The approval shall only apply to those registered dogs listed in the
application;

e The approval may be cancelled if (2) two or more infringement notices
or convictions exist for the same offence committed in contravention of
the Dog Act 1976 or any subsidiary or relevant legislation in any (12)
twelve month period; or if any of the conditions of the application are not
kept.

e The owner/s or person/s liable for the control of the dogs complies with
the undertakings held in the original application.

e The property will be kept clean and free of parasites, old food material
and excrement.

¢ Any other conditions imposed by Council.

2. Notices be placed in the Southern Gazette and Belmont Bulletin explaining the
requirements of the revised Council Policy C9.1.2 ‘Dogs - Keeping of More
Than Two'.
128

CONFIRMATION DATE: 15 MAY 2007

Document Set ID: 1190469
Version: 1, Version Date: 27/04/2007



OCM 24/04/07 Reports of Administration
Business Excellence Belmont

Item 12.5.5 Continued

Notation

It is proposed that the lot size where the dogs reside should be increased from 500m2 or
greater to 700m2 or greater. It is the opinion of some Councillors that 500m2 may not be
a large enough area for the keeping of more than two dogs.
The requirement relating to grassed area has been slightly modified as follows:
The suitable fenced or enclosed area of the premises is to have a minimum
of 100m?2 of adequately maintained grassed area and depending on the
breeds of dogs a larger area may be necessary as decided by the Council.

Cr Rossi suggested an amended motion which was subsequently voted on as follows:

ROSSI MOVED POWELL SECONDED, that Council:

1. Replace the existing Council Policy C9.1.2 ‘Dogs - Keeping of More Than
Two’ with the revised Policy as detailed below:

Policy Objective
To establish criteria for assessment of applications to keep more than
two dogs.

Policy Statement
A person may make an application to the Council to keep more than two
(2) dogs on premises. The application will provide:

the number of dogs

names of dogs

current registration details

previous addresses of the dogs listed in the application

The owner/s details of the dogs

The details of the address where the dogs are intended to be
ordinarily kept.

Any approval pursuant to this policy cannot provide permission to keep
more than (6) six dogs on any premises In accordance with the Dog Act
1976.

On the payment of the prescribed fee from an applicant for the keeping of
more than the prescribed number of dogs on a premises, the application
will be assessed against the following criteria:

1. The size of any suitably fenced external area of the property,
including any area which may be set aside for the exclusive use of
the animals having regard to the size and breed of the dog.

2. The intended use of the dogs or the purpose as to why the dogs
should be held at the premises.
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3. The lot size where the dogs reside must be 700m? or greater,
(although Council may determine that a larger area is necessary,
dependent on the type/breed of the dogs in question);

4. The suitable fenced or enclosed area of the premises is to
have a minimum of 100m? of adequately maintained grassed
area and depending on the breeds of dogs a larger area may
be necessary as decided by the Council;

5. Demonstrated ability to comply with the requirements of the Dog
Act 1976 and any subsidiary or associated legislation.

6. Demonstrated ability of the applicant or person liable for the
control of the dogs to provide, or cause to be provided, reasonable
exercise to the dogs.

7. Demonstrated ability to keep the premises clean, free of parasites
and old food material and excrement.

8. Any relevant environmental health related matters associated with
the property.

Council will make a determination of the application which may include:

1. The applicant’'s comments relating to any or all of the above
criteria.
2. The recommendation of an Authorised Officer.

3. All comments and objections from neighbours that will be

canvassed through correspondence (from the Rangers Section)
mailed directly to the occupiers of those properties in close
proximity (and at least those contiguous with, and within 40 metres
of the boundaries) of the applicant’s property.

4. Any previous history of the dog owner relating to offences or
infringement notices recorded against the Dog Act 1976 or the City
of Belmont Local Laws Relating to Dogs including any warnings or
Notices to Abate a nuisance.

5. Any previous history recorded against the dog/s that the
application represents that could demonstrate a propensity for
mischievous or nuisance behaviour.

6. Comments from the applicant in regard to how they will be
accommodating their responsibilities to their pet’s requirements
for:

(a) training;
(b) regular exercise; and
(c) veterinary checks/health program.
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Should Council approve of the application in view of the applicant
meeting the required criteria, the applicant be advised in writing detailing
the following conditions:

) The approval shall only apply to those registered dogs listed in the
application;
o The approval may be cancelled if (2) two or more infringement

notices or convictions exist for the same offence committed in
contravention of the Dog Act 1976 or any subsidiary or relevant
legislation in any (12) twelve month period; or if any of the
conditions of the application are not kept.

o The owner/s or person/s liable for the control of the dogs complies
with the undertakings held in the original application.

) The property will be kept clean and free of parasites, old food
material and excrement.
o Any other conditions imposed by Council.
2, Notices be placed in the Southern Gazette and Belmont Bulletin

explaining the requirements of the revised Council Policy C9.1.2 ‘Dogs -
Keeping of More Than Two’.

CARRIED 9 VOTES TO 0
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12.5.6 Overflow Parking — Reserve 12237, Locations 14000, 14002 and 14003
(78-82) Great Eastern Highway, Belmont***Absolute Majority Required***

Report by Community & Statutory Services Division
DATE
2 April 2007

PURPOSE OF REPORT

To seek support for Hanssen Pty Ltd to use Reserve 12237, Locations 14000, 14002
and 14003 (78-82) Great Eastern Highway, Belmont for parking during the construction
of the Hill 60 development.

COUNCIL ROLE

Quasi-Judicial

The quasi judicial role includes the determination of all matters where Council must
decide applications or matters directly affecting a person’s rights and interests. The
judicial character arises from the obligation to abide by the principles of natural justice.
Examples include town planning applications, building licences, applications for other
permits and licences (eg. under the Health Act, Dog Act or Local Laws) and other
decisions that may be appealable to the State Administrative Tribunal.

SUMMARY AND KEY ISSUES

Council’s Ranger Services has established the foundation for an agreement between
the City of Belmont and Hanssen Pty Ltd for the use of Reserve 12237 (78-82) Great
Eastern Highway, Belmont for the purposes of allowing staff to park their cars during
the construction period of the Hill 60 development. Hanssen Pty Ltd is seeking Council
support to establish an agreement for this purpose.

As the use of car parking on portion of Hardey Park is for an extended period, it is
considered that a development application is required and approvals sought by the
Swan River Trust and Western Australian Planning Commission.

Officer Recommendation Summation

That:

1. Council advise Hanssen Pty Ltd of the requirement for a planning approval to
permit vehicle parking on Reserve 12237 (78-82) Great Eastern Highway,
Belmont and further that the approvals of the Swan River Trust and Western
Australian Planning Commission are required.
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4. Pursuant to Clause 9.10 of the City of Belmont Town Planning Scheme No. 14,
Council delegate to the Director-Community & Statutory Services or Manager-
Planning Services the authority to determine the application inclusive of
conditions.

LOCATION

Reserve 12237, Locations 14000, 14002 and14003 (78-82) Great Eastern Highway,
Belmont

NORTH

avE®

Hardey Park
RA 12237
\

R 48685
886

APPLICANT
Not applicable.

FILE REFERENCE

34/001

DISCLOSURE OF INTEREST

Type of

Nature / Extent of Interest
Interest

Name Position

VOTING REQUIREMENT

Absolute maijority required.
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CONSULTATION

Existing signage of the area by Council has been erected advising that the footpath has
been closed next to the development site. The area is not used as a reserve.

STRATEGIC PLAN IMPLICATIONS

BUSINESS BELMONT - Objective: “Achieve and maintain an image of Belmont as a
great place for business.”

POLICY IMPLICATIONS

There are no significant policy implications evident at this time.

STATUTORY ENVIRONMENT

e Town Planning Scheme No. 14
¢ Metropolitan Region Scheme
e Swan River Trust Act 1988

BACKGROUND

‘A’ Class Reserve 12237 (78-82) Great Eastern Highway, Belmont is vested in the City
of Belmont for recreation.

The properties at Location 14005 (1-9) and Location 14004 (6-10) Tanunda Drive were
the subject of a land exchange with Lot 712 now known as Reserve 46532 (132) Great
Eastern Highway. Since the exchange, minimal maintenance has occurred on
Reserve 12237 (78-82) Great Eastern Highway, Belmont apart from work on the sloping
ground to the River and the foreshore path.

During construction of Lot 884 (12) Tanunda Drive and other apartment developments
there has been an increase of use of this area by construction workers. The area
provides an area for workers vehicles that is reasonably close to the construction site
while also limiting the impact of parking on nearby roads.
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meters

It is normal practice for car parking areas to be established on recreational reserves. As
a temporary arrangement, the Council has granted approval for the staff of Belmont
Forum Shopping Centre to use Wicca Park for car parking over the Christmas period. A
payment for maintenance of the park is made by the Forum.

Perth Racing has been given approval to use Centenary Park for overflow car parking.
The use of car parking on portion of Hardey Park is a different situation from that of
Belmont Forum and Perth Racing. This is because Hill 60 workers seek to use Hardey
Park to an extended period, not for a single event of relatively short duration. It is
therefore considered that a development application is required and approvals sought
by the Swan River Trust and Western Australian Planning Commission.

OFFICER COMMENT

Hanssen Pty Ltd will need to make a formal application for planning approval for
temporary use of portion of Hardey Park for car parking. The application would be
signed by the Chief Executive Officer because the Council has the responsibility for
management of the reserve. The approvals of the Government agencies must be
obtained before the Council can entered into an agreement with Hanssen Pty Ltd.

The following requirements would form part of the planning approval or agreement:

e Hanssen Pty Ltd to make a payment to the City of Belmont for the amount of
$1,500 for the purpose of park maintenance.

e Workers’ vehicles can only park on the area of reserve at the end of Tanunda
Drive (extension of Belmont Avenue). No access or parking is provided on the
elevated area closest to Lot 884 (12) Tanunda Drive.
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e Hanssen Pty Ltd to maintain the site free of rubbish on a daily basis. Further,
Hanssen Pty Ltd be advised that Council’s Parks Department will regularly
inspect the site to ensure it is rubbish free. If the site is not regularly maintained
the parking agreement will be reviewed.

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

Hanssen Pty Ltd be required to contribute $1,500 towards the maintenance of Reserve
12237 (78-82) Great Eastern Highway, Belmont for reinstatement of trees and shrubs
at the conclusion of the development.

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS

There are no significant environmental implications evident at this time.

ATTACHMENT DETAILS

Nil.

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION
That Council:

1. Advise Hanssen Pty Ltd of the requirement for a planning approval to permit
vehicle parking on Reserve 12237 (78-82) Great Eastern Highway, Belmont
and further that the approvals of the Swan River Trust and Western Australian
Planning Commission are required.

2. Pursuant to Clause 9.10 of the City of Belmont Town Planning Scheme No. 14,
Council delegate to the Director-Community & Statutory Services or Manager-
Planning Services the authority to determine the application inclusive of the
following conditions:

(a). Workers’ vehicles be permitted to park on the area of reserve at the end
of Tanunda Drive (extension of Belmont Avenue). No access or parking
to be provided on the elevated area closest to Lot 884 (12) Tanunda
Drive.

(b). A contribution fee of $1,500 to be paid by Hanssen Pty Ltd to the City
towards the maintenance of Reserve 12237 (78-82) Great Eastern
Highway, Belmont at the conclusion of the development.

(c). Hanssen Pty Ltd to be responsible for the removal on a daily basis of
litter and debris on Hardey Park.

3. If required, the above conditions be included in any agreement arranged with
Hanssen Pty Ltd.

**ABSOLUTE MAJORITY REQUIRED |
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Notation

The officer recommendation has been amended to include a new 2(a) which states that
the approval is only valid for 12 months. Part 2(c) has been amended to state the $1,500
is a quarterly fee and is subject to review on an annual basis.

Cr Hitt suggested an amended motion which was put and voted on as follows:

HITT MOVED, MARTIN SECONDED, that Council:

1. Advise Hanssen Pty Ltd of the requirement for a planning approval
to permit vehicle parking on Reserve 12237 (78-82) Great Eastern
Highway, Belmont and further that the approvals of the Swan River
Trust and Western Australian Planning Commission are required.

2. Pursuant to Clause 9.10 of the City of Belmont Town Planning
Scheme No. 14, Council delegate to the Director-Community &
Statutory Services or Manager-Planning Services the authority to
determine the application inclusive of the following conditions:

(a) The approval being limited to 12 months only from the date of
the Council decision.

(b) Workers’ vehicles be permitted to park on the area of reserve
at the end of Tanunda Drive (extension of Belmont Avenue).
No access or parking to be provided on the elevated area
closest to Lot 884 (12) Tanunda Drive.

(c). A contribution fee of $1,500 per quarter to be paid by
Hanssen Pty Ltd to the City towards the maintenance of
Reserve 12237 (78-82) Great Eastern Highway, Belmont. The
contribution fee is subject to review on an annual basis.

(d). Hanssen Pty Ltd to be responsible for the removal on a daily
basis of litter and debris on Hardey Park.

3. If required, the above conditions be included in any agreement
arranged with Hanssen Pty Ltd.

**ABSOLUTE MAJORITY REQUIRED |

CARRIED 8 VOTES TO 1

For: Godfrey, Teasdale, Powell, Whiteley, Rossi, Hitt, Martin, Marks

Against: Dornford
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12.5.7 Code of Conduct Review**
*BEXB Attachment 11 — Item 12.5.7 refers

Report by Corporate & Governance Division
DATE
3 April 2007

PURPOSE OF REPORT

To seek Council endorsement of the City’s current Code of Conduct to remain in
operation until the proclamation of the Local Government (Official Conduct)
Amendment Bill 2006, which was assented to on 28 March 2007.

COUNCIL ROLE

Legislative

The legislative role includes the adoption of local laws, town planning schemes and
policies.

SUMMARY AND KEY ISSUES

Summary and Key Issues

Local governments are required by the Local Government Act 1995 (s5.103) to
establish a Code of Conduct and review this following each election; however the City
has established a regime of annual review.

The Local Government (Official Conduct) Amendment Bill 2006 is soon to be
proclaimed, and will require substantial review of the City’s Code of Conduct to meet
the new legislative requirements.

Officer Recommendation Summation

Recommends for Council to endorse the current Code of Conduct to continue in
operation until a proclamation date is determined for the Local Government (Official
Conduct) Amendment Bill 2006 and a comprehensive review of the Code to meet new
legislative requirements can occur.

LOCATION
Not applicable.
APPLICANT

Not applicable.
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FILE REFERENCE

32/015 Council Policy Manual / Code of Conduct

DISCLOSURE OF INTEREST

Type of

Nature / Extent of Interest
Interest

Name Position

VOTING REQUIREMENT

Simple majority required.

CONSULTATION

The administration has consulted internally with senior managers.

STRATEGIC PLAN IMPLICATIONS

There are no Strategic Plan implications evident.

POLICY IMPLICATIONS

There are no Policy implications evident.

STATUTORY ENVIRONMENT

The Local Government Act 1995 s5.103 requires that every local government is to
prepare and adopt a code of conduct for elected members and employees and that this
is to be reviewed within 12 months after each ordinary election day. This section also
provides that Regulations may prescribe the content of, and matters in relation to,
codes of conduct and therefore the code must reflect such regulations.

In regard to elected members consideration of the Code of Conduct a range of Local
Government (Administration) Regulations apply including:- Regulations 20 through to
28, 34B and 34C.

BACKGROUND

Section 5.103 of the Local Government Act 1995 only requires review of a Code of
Conduct within the 12-months following Local Government Elections. The City of
Belmont has determined within our adopted Code of Conduct that the Code is to be
reviewed on an annual basis.

The City of Belmont originally adopted the Model Code of Conduct for Councillors and
Employees as prepared by the Western Australian Local Government Association at its
Ordinary Council meeting held 12 August 1996. This Code has since been reviewed
and where appropriate modified by Council each year thereafter.
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The current 2006 City of Belmont Code of Conduct was last reviewed at the Council
meeting held 23 May 2006 adopting a substantial redraft that aligned the Code with the
City’s values, which Elected Members and Employees are expected to apply in all their
activities associated with the business of the City.

The Code of Conduct provides City of Belmont Elected Members and Employees with
consistent guidelines to ensure an exceptional standard of professional conduct,
addressing in a concise manner the broader issue of ethical responsibility, encouraging
greater transparency and accountability. This Code is complementary to the principles
adopted in the Local Government Act and Regulations, which incorporates four
fundamentals that aim to result in:

e better decision-making by local governments;

e greater community participation in the decisions and affairs of local governments;
e greater accountability of local governments to their communities:

¢ more efficient and effective local government.

The Code provides a guide and a basis of expectations for Elected Members and
Employees. It encourages a commitment to ethical and professional behaviour and
outlines principles in which individual and collective local government responsibilities
may be based.

OFFICER COMMENT

In order for the City to comply with its requirement to review the Code annually, Council
must consider the matter before May 2007 (last review OCM 23/05/06).

It is however, noted that the Local Government (Official Conduct) Amendment Bill 2006
was assented to on 28 March 2007, and now awaits proclamation.

The purpose of this Bill is to amend the Local Government Act 1995 to provide a
disciplinary framework to deal with individual misconduct by local government council
members. At present, apart from prosecution, the only avenue for action in response
to inappropriate behaviour is against the whole council.

The Bill provides a mechanism to take action against individual council members where
they do not comply with a code of conduct (rules) or they contravene particular laws
applying to them in Acts and Regulations.

The key matters in the Bill are:

o the establishment of a statewide standards panel to deal with complaints about
minor breaches which are to be contraventions of a new code (rules) of conduct
with penalties including public censure, public apology or an order to undertake
training, and;

e for complaints about serious breaches to be made to the Department of Local
Government and Regional Development for possible referral to the State
Administrative Tribunal (SAT) for determination including similar penalties as above
and stronger penalties of up to six month suspension or up to five years
disqualification.
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The Bill contains detailed provisions enabling regulations to be made prescribing the
uniform rules of conduct for council members. The rules are to cover the following key
areas:

¢ standards of general behaviour;

use of information;

securing unauthorised advantages or disadvantages;

disclosing certain interests (not financial); and

restriction on receiving, and disclosure of, certain gifts.

The proclamation of the Local Government (Official Conduct) Amendment Bill 2006 will
therefore necessitate substantial review of the City’s Code of Conduct and, as it is
believed that this is imminent, it is considered that detailed review of the Code of
Conduct and its operation should be delayed until proclamation has occurred.

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

There are no financial implications evident.

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS

There are no environmental implications evident.

ATTACHMENT DETAILS

Attach. No. Details
BEXB Attach 11 Code of Conduct

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION

That Council:

1. Note that detailed review of the City’s Code of Conduct will be required when
the Local Government (Official Conduct) Amendment Bill 2006 is proclaimed,
and that a further report will be provided for consideration at that time; and,

2. Endorse the current Code of Conduct as adopted at Ordinary Council
meeting held 23 May 2006 (refer Item 11.5.8) and provided as Attachment
BEXB 11, to remain in operation until a proclamation date is determined for
the Local Government (Official Conduct) Amendment Bill 2006 and a
comprehensive review of the Code to meet new legislative requirements can
occur.

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION ADOPTED EN BLOC —
REFER TO RESOLUTION APPEARING AT ITEM 12.5
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12.5.8 LATE ITEM - Appointment of Sister City Tour Leader
Report by Community & Statutory Services Division

DATE

19 April 2007

PURPOSE OF REPORT

To consider the appointment of a Councillor to act in the capacity of official Tour
Leader for the Student Exchange program visiting Adachi, Japan 12 to 24 January
2008.

COUNCIL ROLE

Executive

The executive role is the substantial direction setting and oversight role of the
Council. This is where the Council oversees the day to day operations of the City

including accepting tenders, directing operations, setting and amending budgets,
adopting plans and reports and all other activities of the Council.

SUMMARY AND KEY ISSUES

Council’'s consideration of the appointment of its official Tour Leader for the 2008
Student Exchange to Adachi City, Tokyo.

Officer Recommendation Summation

That Council nominate a Councillor to act in the position of ‘Tour Leader’ for the 2008
Student Exchange to Council’s Sister City, Adachi City, Tokyo.

LOCATION

Not applicable.
APPLICANT

Not applicable.
FILE REFERENCE

106/004 Sister City Student Delegation
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Item 12.5.8 Continued

DISCLOSURE OF INTEREST

Type of

Nature / Extent of Interest
Interest

Name Position

Nil.

VOTING REQUIREMENT

Simple majority required.

CONSULTATION

Officers are in constant liaison with the Belmont Sister City Association and the Adachi
Tourism and Exchange Section concerning delegation dates, itinerary and numerous
other aspects associated with the annual student exchange between the two Cities.

STRATEGIC PLAN IMPLICATIONS

There are no strategic plan objectives in respect to this matter.

POLICY IMPLICATIONS

Council has an adopted ‘Guide for Tour Leaders’, which outlines the roles and
responsibilities of the position. The guide also outlines the parameters of expense,
reimbursement (refer OCM-11/03/02; ACS-05/03/02-8.51).

STATUTORY ENVIRONMENT

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

BACKGROUND

Council previously resolved (11 April 1989) that:

“Council’s representative for Sister City Student Exchange visits each
year, should be an elected member. In order to promote the ideals and
objectives of the Sister City Exchange, a different elected member be
selected each year. In the event that no elected member is able to
participate in an exchange visit, then an officer may be considered.”
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Tour Leaders for the last several student exchanges have been:

1989 Cr M Blair 1990 Cr D Ferguson

1991 Cr R Belton 1992 Cr D Powell

1993 Cr E Teasdale 1994 Cr C Rich

1995 Cr M Godsell 1996 Cr L Coops

1997 Cr A Richardson 1998 Cr D Symonds

1999 Cr A Murfin 2000 Cr R Swann

2001 Cr G Godfrey 2002 deferred to January 2003
2003 Cr J Powell 2004 Delegation cancelled
2005 Cr G Grant 2006 Cr B Martin

2007 Wendy Parsons (Officer)

The 2004 Student delegation was cancelled as a result of a low response rate from
students, which was thought to be due to the emergence of the SARS epidemic
throughout Asia and China and the perceived level of safety for global travel.

The delegation comprises of:
Tour Leader
1 Male Chaperone

[ ]

[ ]

¢ 1 Female Chaperone
e Up to 10 students

OFFICER COMMENT

The Belmont Sister City Association has drafted a proposed timeline (detailed below)
for the advertisement and selection process of students and Chaperones for the 2008
exchange. Potential Tour Leaders may wish to consider their availability for this
process.

e Tuesday, 20 March 2007 and Tuesday 3 April 2007: Advertisement lodged in the
Southern Gazette for Belmont Student Delegation (and Chaperone) members.

e 4.00pm Friday, 27 April 2007: Applications for Belmont Student Delegation
members close.

e May 2007: Selection of Tour Leader proposed.
e To be advised: Interview dates for Chaperones and Students.

The Belmont Student delegation proposes to visit Adachi, Japan from 14 January 2008
— 23 January 2008. These delegation dates are however, subject to confirmation by
the Adachi Tourism and Exchange Section.
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Item 12.5.8 Continued

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

In addition to student and chaperone exchange expenses (some $18,000 — $20,000)
Council allocates, via the annual budget process, funds to provide airfare,
accommodation and minor expenses for the Student Delegation Tour Leader. The
expected Tour Leader costs are anticipated to be in the vicinity of $1,500 (airfares),
$500 (accommodation) and $300 - $500 (sundry expenses).

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS

There are no significant environmental implications evident at this time.

ATTACHMENT DETAILS

Nil.

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION

That Councillor be nominated as Tour Leader for the 2008 Student
Exchange to Council’s Sister City, the City of Adachi, Tokyo for the proposed dates
12-24 January 2008. Further, confirmation in writing to be sent to the Sister City
Association Chairman, Mr Gil Grant.

Notation

Cr Brennan was put forward as the nominated Tour Leader.

MARTIN MOVED, MARKS SECONDED, that Councillor Brennan be nominated
as Tour Leader for the 2008 Student Exchange to Council’s Sister City, the City
of Adachi, Tokyo for the proposed dates 12-24 January 2008. Further,
confirmation in writing to be sent to the Sister City Association Chairman, Mr Gil
Grant.

CARRIED 9 VOTES TO 0
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13. REPORTS BY THE CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER

13.1 INFORMATION BULLETINS

The following Elected Members Bulletin was distributed to Councillors:

Elected Members Bulletin 5 April 2007.

ROSSI MOVED, POWELL SECONDED, that the information provided to all
Councillors and listed in the following Elected Members Bulletin be noted and
received:

Elected Members Bulletin 5 April 2007.

CARRIED 9 VOTES TO 0

13.2 REQUESTS FOR LEAVE OF ABSENCE

Cr B Brennan 1 May 2007 to 6 May 2007 inclusive.

ROSSI MOVED, TEASDALE SECONDED, that the following request for Leave of
Absence be approved —

Cr B Brennan1 May 2007 to 6 May 2007 inclusive.

CARRIED 9 VOTES TO 0

14. 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 6.3(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.

(The correct part of the LG Act needs to be stated after the heading - dependant on what the
matter relates to, explaining why the meeting needs to go behind closed doors).

e.g. Confidential Matter in accordance with Section 5.23(2)(a)

e.g. Confidential Matter in accordance with Section 5.23(2)(c)&(e)(ii)

Nil.
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15. CLOSURE

There being no further business to discuss, the Mayor declared the meeting closed at
8.04pm.

MINUTES CONFIRMATION CERTIFICATION
The undersigned certifies that these minutes of the Ordinary Council Meeting held 24

April 2007 were confirmed as a true and accurate record at the Ordinary Council
Meeting held 15 May 2007:

O Without amendment O With amendment

Signed by the Person Presiding:

PRINT name of the Person Presiding:
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