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MINUTES

MINUTES OF A MEETING OF THE BUSSELTON CITY COUNCIL HELD IN THE COUNCIL CHAMBERS,
ADMINISTRATION BUILDING, SOUTHERN DRIVE, BUSSELTON, ON 19 OCTOBER 2022 AT 5.30PM.

1. DECLARATION OF OPENING / ACKNOWLEDGEMENT OF COUNTRY / ACKNOWLEDGEMENT
OF VISITORS / DISCLAIMER / NOTICE OF RECORDING OF PROCEEDINGS

The Presiding Member opened the meeting at 5.30pm.

The Presiding Member noted this meeting is held on the lands of the Wadandi people and
acknowledged them as Traditional Owners, paying respect to their Elders, past and present,
and Aboriginal Elders of other communities who may be present.

The Presiding Member advised the meeting was being recorded and livestreamed.

2. ATTENDANCE

Presiding Member: Members:

Cr Grant Henley Mayor Cr Paul Carter Deputy Mayor
Cr Sue Riccelli
Cr Ross Paine
Cr Kate Cox
Cr Anne Ryan
Cr Phill Cronin
Cr Jodie Richards
Cr Mikayla Love

Officers:

Mr Oliver Darby, Acting Chief Executive Officer

Mr Paul Needham, Director, Planning and Development Services
Mrs Naomi Searle, Director, Community and Commercial Services
Mr Tony Nottle, Director, Finance and Corporate Services

Mrs Emma Heys, Governance Coordinator

Ms Jo Barrett-Lennard, Governance Officer

Apologies:
Nil

Approved Leave of Absence:

Nil
Media:

Nil




Council 4 19 October 2022

3. PRAYER
Nil
4. APPLICATION FOR LEAVE OF ABSENCE

COUNCIL DECISION
C2210/253 Moved Councillor P Carter, seconded Councillor P Cronin

That Cr Ross Paine be granted a leave of absence for the Ordinary Council Meeting to be
held on 16 November 2022.

CARRIED 9/0

5. DISCLOSURE OF INTERESTS
Nil
6. ANNOUNCEMENTS WITHOUT DISCUSSION

Announcements by the Presiding Member

Nil

7. QUESTION TIME FOR PUBLIC

Prior to the Public Question Time commencing the Mayor advised that the questions taken
on notice at the previous meeting had been responded to, were presented to the meeting,
and would be tabled in the minutes.

Response to Previous Questions Taken on Notice

The following questions were taken on notice by the Council at the 21 September 2022
Ordinary Council meeting.

7.1 Mr Keith Sims

Question

Regarding the new Holiday Home Amendment Law, the rules state a 12 hour response time
within which the manager must respond to issues. Does this 12 hour response time apply to
business hours or days only?

Response

(Mr Oliver Darby, Acting Chief Executive Officer)

The manager must respond within a reasonable time but in any event within 12 hours. This
requirement is not limited to standard “business hours” and would apply on weekends as
well as weekdays.
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Mr Andrew Macnish

Question

Will the Council resolve to instruct the Audit and Risk Committee to forward to it the
admission of governance failures by the CEO and to carry out its statutory role and
investigate and report back why these failures occurred, and what can be learned, and
pursue this with the assistance of expert, independent help?

Response

(Mr Oliver Darby, Acting Chief Executive Officer)

In order to resolve on anything the Council must have a motion before it, and it has no such
motion before it.

Question

Will the Council direct the Acting CEO to order the Director responsible for governance to
ensure there can be no allegations of minute tampering by including in the Minutes the full
and exact record of proceedings including all elements of compliant public questions and
any appended document giving substance to such questions tabled at council and
committee meetings, particularly as it applies to the unconfirmed minutes of the Audit and
Risk Committee meeting on 10 August.

Response

(Mr Oliver Darby, Acting Chief Executive Officer)

Regulation 11 of the Local Government (Administration) Regulations 1996 is very clear that
the minutes are required to contain a summary of each question raised by members of the
public at the meeting and a summary of the response to the question. There is no
requirement to include in the minutes the full and exact record of proceedings or any
documents provided.

Question Time for Public
Ms Jill Walsh

Question

Why was only $400,000 of funding applied for to undertake Stage 3 of the Vasse River
which is a much larger section than Stage 1, and the sediment is much deeper in Stage 3,
and when Stage 1 wasn’t even completed at a cost of more than $600,000? Why has the
City only applied for $400,000 in funding?

Response
(Paul Needham, Director Planning and Development Services)
We will take that question on notice.

Question
How much funding did the City receive to go towards Stage 2?

Response
(Paul Needham)
We will take that question on notice.
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Question
Why would the Honourable Jackie Jarvis be telling the public that there are no contractors
available when none other than Apex Envirocare have been consulted?

Response
(Mayor Grant Henley)
That will be a question you will have to ask the Honourable Jackie Jarvis.

(Paul Needham)
We will take that question on notice.

Mr Andrew Macnish

Question

Pursuant to the City’s response last week to my previous questions, will a Councillor or the
Acting CEO propose to the next available council agenda a motion that initiates a council
policy detailing the extent to which staff are potentially able to compromise full
transparency in summarising and thereby editing, redacting and potentially sanitising the
full version of public questions asked?

Response
(Mayor Grant Henley)
We will take that question on notice.
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CONFIRMATION AND RECEIPT OF MINUTES

Previous Council Meetings

Minutes of the Council Meeting held 21 September 2022

COUNCIL DECISION
C2210/254 Moved Councillor P Carter, seconded Councillor P Cronin

That the Minutes of the Council Meeting held 21 September 2022 be confirmed as a true
and correct record.

CARRIED 9/0
Committee Meetings
Minutes of the Finance Committee Meeting held 5 October 2022
COUNCIL DECISION
C2210/255 Moved Councillor A Ryan, seconded Councillor P Carter

That the Unconfirmed Minutes of the Finance Committee Meeting held 5 October 2022
be noted as recieved.

CARRIED 9/0

RECEIVING OF PETITIONS, PRESENTATIONS AND DEPUTATIONS

Petitions
Nil
Presentations

Mr Cameron Leckey spoke with respect to Supplementary Agenda Item 13.2, ‘Smiths Beach
Significant Development Application (Part 17 of PD Act 2005) — City of Busselton
Submission’. Mr Leckey was in support of Cr Riccelli’s alternative recommendation.

Ms Crystal Wallace spoke with respect to Supplementary Agenda Item 13.2, ‘Smiths Beach
Significant Development Application (Part 17 of PD Act 2005) — City of Busselton
Submission’. Ms Wallace was in support of Cr Riccelli’s alternative recommendation.

Mrs Sally Chandler spoke with respect to Supplementary Agenda Item 13.2, ‘Smiths Beach
Significant Development Application (Part 17 of PD Act 2005) — City of Busselton
Submission’. Mrs Chandler was in support of Cr Riccelli’s alternative recommendation.

Mr Bill Mitchell spoke with respect to Supplementary Agenda Item 13.2, ‘Smiths Beach
Significant Development Application (Part 17 of PD Act 2005) — City of Busselton
Submission’. Mr Mitchell was in support of Cr Riccelli’s alternative recommendation.

Mr Larry Guise spoke with respect to Supplementary Agenda Item 13.2, ‘Smiths Beach
Significant Development Application (Part 17 of PD Act 2005) — City of Busselton
Submission’. Mr Guise was in support of Cr Riccelli’s alternative recommendation.
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Mr Nigel Bancroft spoke with respect to Supplementary Agenda Item 13.2, ‘Smiths Beach
Significant Development Application (Part 17 of PD Act 2005) — City of Busselton
Submission’. Mr Bancroft was in support of Cr Riccelli’s alternative recommendation.

Mr Gordon Hay spoke with respect to Supplementary Agenda Item 13.2, ‘Smiths Beach
Significant Development Application (Part 17 of PD Act 2005) — City of Busselton
Submission’. Mr Hay was in support of Cr Riccelli’s alternative recommendation.

Ms Anneke Brown and Ms Samantha Thompson spoke with respect to Supplementary
Agenda Item 13.2, ‘Smiths Beach Significant Development Application (Part 17 of PD Act
2005) — City of Busselton Submission’. Ms Brown and Ms Thompson were in support of the
officer recommendation.

Deputations
Nil

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

Nil
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ITEMS BROUGHT FORWARD

ADOPTION BY EXCEPTION RESOLUTION

At this juncture the Mayor advised the meeting that, with the exception of the items
identified to be withdrawn for discussion, the remaining items will be adopted en blog, i.e.
all together.

COUNCIL DECISION

C2210/256 Moved Councillor P Cronin, seconded Councillor M Love

That the Committee Recommendations for Items 12.1 and 12.2, and Officer
Recommendations for Items 15.1, 15.2, 16.1, 16.2 and 17.1 be carried en bloc:

12.1  Finance Committee - 5/10/2022 - LIST OF PAYMENTS MADE - AUGUST 2022

12.2  Finance Committee - 5/10/2022 - FINANCIAL ACTIVITY STATEMENTS - YEAR TO
DATE AS AT 31 AUGUST 2022

15.1 ENDORSEMENT OF COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT PLAN
15.2 NAMING OF THE BUSSELTON PERFORMING ARTS AND CONVENTION CENTRE
16.1 LOCAL GOVERNMENT REFORMS - ELECTION TRANSITION ARRANGEMENTS
16.2 MICROSOFT 365 LICENSING RENEWAL
17.1 COUNCILLORS INFORMATION BULLETIN
CARRIED 9/0
EN BLOC
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12. REPORTS OF COMMITTEE

121 Finance Committee - 5/10/2022 - LIST OF PAYMENTS MADE - AUGUST 2022

STRATEGIC THEME LEADERSHIP - A Council that connects with the community and is
accountable in its decision making.

STRATEGIC PRIORITY 4.2 Deliver governance systems that facilitate open, ethical and
transparent decision making.

SUBIJECT INDEX Financial Operations

BUSINESS UNIT Financial Services

REPORTING OFFICER Manager Financial Services - Paul Sheridan

AUTHORISING OFFICER Director Finance and Corporate Services - Tony Nottle
NATURE OF DECISION Noting: The item is simply for information purposes and noting
VOTING REQUIREMENT  Simple Majority

ATTACHMENTS Attachment A List of Payments - August 2022§

This item was considered by the Finance Committee at its meeting on 5/10/2022, the
recommendations from which have been considered by Council.

The committee recommendation was moved and carried.

COUNCIL DECISION

C2210/257 Moved Councillor P Cronin, seconded Councillor M Love
That the Council notes payment of voucher numbers for the month of August 2022 as follows:
CHEQUE PAYMENTS 119340 - 119405 74,850.55
ELECTRONIC FUNDS TRANSFER
PAYMENTS 89073 - 89394 and 89398 to 89682 7,317,614.12
TRUST ACCOUNT PAYMENTS EFT 89395 - 89397 38,077.70
PAYROLL PAYMENTS 01.08.22 - 31.08.22 1,674,969.19
INTERNAL PAYMENT VOUCHERS DD 4949 -4988 177,083.84
TOTAL PAYMENTS 9,282,595.40
CARRIED 9/0
EN BLOC

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION

That the Council notes payment of voucher numbers for the month of August 2022 as follows:

CHEQUE PAYMENTS 119340 - 119405 74,850.55
E;icl\;gs_';lslc FUNDS  TRANSFER 89073 - 89394 and 89398 to 89682 7,317,614.12
TRUST ACCOUNT PAYMENTS EFT 89395 - 89397 38,077.70
PAYROLL PAYMENTS 01.08.22 - 31.08.22 1,674,969.19
INTERNAL PAYMENT VOUCHERS DD 4949 -4988 177,083.84
TOTAL PAYMENTS 9,282,595.40
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

This report provides details of payments made from the City’s bank accounts for the month of August
2022, for noting by the Council and recording in the Council Minutes.

BACKGROUND

The Local Government (Financial Management) Regulations 1996 (the Regulations) requires that,
when the Council has delegated authority to the Chief Executive Officer to make payments from the
City’s bank accounts, a list of payments made is prepared each month for presentation to, and noting
by, the Council.

OFFICER COMMENT

In accordance with regular custom, the list of payments made for the month of August 2022 is
presented for information.

Statutory Environment

Section 6.10 of the Local Government Act 1995 and more specifically Regulation 13 of the
Regulations refer to the requirement for a listing of payments made each month to be presented to
the Council.

Relevant Plans and Policies

There are no relevant plans or policies to consider in relation to this matter.

Financial Implications

There are no financial implications associated with the officer recommendation.

Stakeholder Consultation

No external stakeholder consultation was required or undertaken in relation to this matter.

Risk Assessment

An assessment of the potential implications of implementing the officer recommendation has been
undertaken using the City’s risk management framework, with risks assessed taking into account any
controls already in place. No risks of a medium or greater level have been identified.

Options
Not applicable.

CONCLUSION

The list of payments made for the month of August 2022 is presented for information.

TIMELINE FOR IMPLEMENTATION OF OFFICER RECOMMENDATION
Not applicable.
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City of Busselton
Geographe Buy

19 October 2022

LISTING OF PAYMENTS MADE
UNDER DELEGATED AUTHORITY
FOR THE MONTH OF AUGUST 2022
(CHEQUE PAYMENTS 119340 - 113405 74.850.55
ELECTRONIC FUNDS TRANSFER PAYMENTS 89073 - 89394 and £9398 to 89682 7.317.614.12
TRUST ACCOUNT PAYMENTS. EFT 89395 - 89397 38.077.70
PAYROLL PAYMENTS 01.08.22 - 310822 1,674,969.19
INTERNAL PAYMENT VOUCHERS DD 49439 4988 177.083.84
9,282,595.40
PAYMENTS AUGUST 2022
DATE REF # NAME DESCRIPTION AMOUNT §
29/08/22 | 119388 |ANETTE WILTON |REFUND OF ANIMAL TRAP BOND 94.00
29/08/2022 | 119400 |ANTHONY H COPELAND |REFUND OF RATE OVERPAYMENT 13430
10/08/2022 | 119347 |BOND ADMINISTRATOR AGED HOUSING BONDS 12000
10/08/2022 | 119346 |BUSSELTON PUBLIC LIBRARY - PETTY CASH PETTY CASH REIMBURSEMENT 144.80
18/08/2022 | 119351 |CITY OF BUSSELTON VARIOUS REIMBURSEMENTS 552.00
26/08/2022 | 119383 | CITY OF BUSSELTON VARIOUS REIMBURSEMENTS 1,328.00
10/08/2022 | 119343 |CITY OF BUSSELTON - PETTY CASH PETTY CASH REIMBURSEMENT 470.00
10/08/2022 | 119340 |CITY OF BUSSELTON DEPOT - PETTY CASH PETTY CASH REIMBURSEMENT 8480
10/08/2022 | 119350 |COMMISSIONER OF TAXATION |REFUND OF RATE OVERPAYMENT 50218
10/08/2022 | 119345 |DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORT PLANT REGISTRATION 654.00
18/08/2022 | 119382 |DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORT PLANT REGISTRATION 43640
29/08/2022 | 119386 |DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORT PLANT REGISTRATION 27,00
10/08/2022 | 119341 [DEPT OF COMMUNITIES EDUCATION AND CARE REGULATORY UNIT [ANNUAL SERVICE FEE 658,00
29/08/2022 | 119404 | DEPT OF COMMUNITIES EDUCATION AND CARE REGULATORY UNIT ANNUAL SERVICE FEE - GLC VAC CARE 99.90
10/08/2022 | 119349 [DF TWEDDLE & VE TWEDDLE REFUND OF RATE OVERPAYMENT 126.80
29/08/2022 | 119399 |DIANNE E MCCROW Ig_ffuun OF RATE OVERPAYMENT 815.66
29/08/2022 | 119387 |ELSIE HATCH REFUND OF ANIMAL TRAP BOND 100.00
10/08/2022 | 119348 |FRED ROSE EXCAVATOR HIRE EARTHMOVING - WASTE FACILITY & ROADWORKS 562320
10/08/2022 | 119342 |GEOGRAPHE LEISURE CENTRE - PETTY CASH PETTY CASH REIMBURSEMENT 21.20
20/08/2022 | 119393 |GRANT SEATORY & MEGHAN HOPE CROSSOVER SUBSIDY PAYMENT 29670
20/08/2022 | 119394 |GRIFFIN RUSSELL CROSSOVER SUBSIDY PAYMENT 188.20
29/08/2022 | 119390 |HELEN & PAUL FRANCIS CROSSOVER SUBSIDY PAYMENT 167.90
20/08/2022 | 119395 |IAN A HOWE REFUND OF RATE OVERPAYMENT 12545
20/08/2022 | 119401 |JUDITH RIGG REFUND OF RATE OVERPAYMENT 139.10
29/08/2022 | 119397 [IV & ACEVANS REFUND OF RATE OVERPAYMENT 123.25
29/08/2022 | 119396 |NEIL FORD REFUND OF RATE OVERPAYMENT 132.83
29/08/2022 | 119391 [PLUMB SUPER FUND CROSSOVER SUBSIDY PAYMENT 34410
29/08/2022 | 119392 |STACEY & GRAEME NORTHOVER | CROSSOVER SUBSIDY PAYMENT 118.20
29/08/2022 | 119398 | VA WALKER & RS WALKER REFUND OF RATE OVERPAYMENT 826.72
29/08/2022 | 119403 |VE RICHARDSON-BUNBLURY REFUND OF RATE OVERPAYMENT 832,00
29/08/2022 | 119389 [VICTORIA & PAUL BATEMAN CROSSOVER SUBSIDY PAYMENT 357.70
10/08/2022 | 119344 |WATER CORPORATION WATER SERVICES 45.83
26/08/2022 | 119384 |WATER CORPORATION WATER SERVICES 48,512.20
| 29/08/2022 | 119405 [WATER CORPORATION WATER SERVICES 9,724.88
29/08/2022 | 119402 |WBLONG & VB LONG REFUND OF RATE OVERPAYMENT 12325
74,850.55
EFT PAYMENTS AUGUST 2022
DATE REF % NAME DESCRIPTION AMOUNT §
25/08/2022 | 89415 |1SPATIAL AUSTRALIA PTY LTD TRAINING SERVICES 858.00
25/08/2022 | 89419 |3E CONSULTING ENGINEERS PTY LTD CONSULTANCY SERVICES - LIGHTING YALLINGUP HILLS 6,820.00
11/08/2022 | 89153 | APLUS TRAINING SOLUTIONS TRAINING SERVICES 2,395.00
11/08/2022 | 89183 |ABEC ENVIRONMENTAL CONSULTING PTY LTD ENVIRONMENTAL CONSULTING - DUNSBOROUGH GROUND WATER MONITORING 11.294.80
11/08/2022 | 83173 | ACTION KERBING KERBING SERVICES. 2,112.00
11/08/2022 | 89327 | ACTIV FOUNDATION INC |MNN1ENANCE SERVICES 2,945.80
11/08/2022 | 89130 |ACURIX NETWORKS INTERNET WIFI ACCESS 3,996.65
25/08/2022 | 85594 |ADMERCH INDUSTRIAL MERCHANDISE MANUFACTOR 869.00
11/08/2022 | 89211 |ADVAMPTY LTD AIRPORT CARPARK CREDIT CARD TRANSACTIONS 52837
25/08/2022 | 85504 | ADVAM PTY LTD AIRPORT CARPARK CREDIT CARD TRANSACTIONS 47471
11/08/2022 | 89194 |ADVANCED SEALING GRAFFITI REMOVAL 4,825.70
25/08/2022 | 89483 | ADVANCED DRIVEWAY SEALING MAINTENANCE SERVICES 1,858.00
11/08/2022 | 89232 | ADVANCED HEARING WA PTY LTD |HEMING ASSESSMENT 216,00
25/08/2022 89518 |ADVANCED HEARING WA PTY LTD |I|EARING ASSESSMENT 630,00
25/08/2022 89523 |AFGRI EQUIPMENT |MMHINEF{V EQUIPMENT PARTS AND SERVICE 105917
11/08/2022 89243 |AHOY MANAGEMENT CABIN FEVER FESTIVAL ACTIVITIES 17,600.00
5/08/2022 | 89541 |AHOY MANAGEMENT | CABIN FEVER FESTIVAL ACTIVITIES 16,500.00
25/08/2022 89605 | AIE ENGINEERING & CONSTRUCTION MANAGEMEN |ENGINEER!NG & CONSTRUCTION SERVICES 2,145.00
11/08/2022 | 89287 | AIRWORKS CONSULTING PTY LTD AIRPORT CONSULTING 4,147.00
25/08/2022 | 89589 | AIRWORKS CONSULTING PTY LTD AIRPORT CONSULTING 4,961.00
11/08/2022 | 89229 | Al & B DOBBE SURVEYING SERVICES. 1,32000
11/08/2022 | 89258 | ALICIA ROBERTS 58.00
4/08/2022 | 89078 |ALINTA SALES PTY LTD 10125
11/08/2022 | 89179 | ALNTA SALES PTY LTD 33355
25/08/2022 | 89466 | ALINTA SALES PTY LTD 5105
11/08/2022 | 89271 |ALISON SEYMOUR 45.50
11/08/2022| 89113 | ALLERDING & ASSOCIATES CONSLULTANCY SERVICES 2,640.00
11/08/2022 | 85200 | ALPINE LAUNDRY PTY LTD COMMERCIAL LAUNDRY 62158
25/08/2022 | 89497 | ALPINE LAUNDRY PTY LTD COMMERCIAL LAUNDRY 52205
25/08/2022 | 89537 | ALTUS GROUP CONSULTING PTY LTD COST MANAGEMENT SERVICES 3,77850
25/08/2022 | 89599 | ALTUS PLANNING PTY LTD CONSULTANT PLANNING SERVICES 3,927.00
11/08/2022 | 85210 | AMD AUDIT & ASSURANCE PTY LTD [ACCOUNTANCY SERVICES 1,540.00
25/08/2022 | 89544 | AMGROW AUSTRALIA PTY LTD NURSERY SERVICES 594.00
11/08/2022 | 89333 |AMITY SIGNS SIGNAGE SERVICES 216.70
11/08/2022 | 89161 | ANGELA GRIFFIN STAFF REIMBURSEMENT 6160
25/08/2022 | 89564 | ANITA JURAT APPLICATION REFUND 222.10
11/08/2022 | 89138 | ANNA FOLEY WELLNESS SERVICES 390.00
5/08/2022 | 89432 | ANNAFOLEY WELLNESS SERVICES 2,900.00
29/08/2022 | 89677 | ANNE KENNEDY BITP REFUND 231.00
25/08/2022 | 89518 | AR DEVELOPMENTS |5me NEWPORT GEOGRAPHE BORE 150.00
11/08/2022 | 89123 |ARBOR GUY TREE MAINTENANCE SERVICES 581553
25/08/2022 | 89417 | ARBOR GUY | TREE MAINTENANCE SERVICES - NATURALISTE TCE, SCHOONER CRES 36,430.52
11/08/2022 | 89300 | ARROW BRONZE |M[MDRIAL PLAQUES SUPPLIER 21308
11/08/2022 | 89133 |ARTISAN GROUP PAVING SERVICES 6.050.00
25/08/2022 | 89427 |ARTISAN GROUP |PAVING SERVICES 528.00
11/08/2022 | 89101 |ATO EFT DEPOSITS TRUST A/C |PavG TAxATION 240.218.00
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19 October 2022

LISTING OF PAYMENTS MADE
UNDER DELEGATED AUTHORITY
FOR THE MONTH OF AUGUST 2022

(CHEQUE PAYMENTS 119340 - 113405 74.850.55

ELECTRONIC FUNDS TRANSFER PAYMENTS 89073 - 89394 and £9398 to 89682 7.317.614.12

TRUST ACCOUNT PAYMENTS. EFT 89395 - 89397 38.077.70

PAYROLL PAYMENTS 01.08.22 - 310822 1,674,969.19

INTERNAL PAYMENT VOUCHERS DD 49439 4988 177.083.84

9,282,595.40

25/08/2022 | 89402 |ATO EFT DEPOSITS TRUST A/C PAYG TAXATION 300,481.00
11/08/2022 | 89202 | ATTURRA BUSINESS APPLICATIONS. SOFTWARE CONSULTANCY 2,310.00
25/08/2022 | 89498 | ATTURRA BUSINESS APPLICATIONS SOFTWARE CONSULTANCY 2,640.00
11/08/2022 | 89136 | AUSQ TRAINING TRAINING SERVICES 356.00
25/08/2022 | 89429 |AUSQ TRAINING TRAINING SERVICES 407800
11/08/2022 | 89120 |AUSTRALASIAN CEMETERIES AND CREMATORLA & CEMETERIES BOARD 375.00
25/08/2022 | 89622 | AUSTRALIA POST POSTAL SERVICE 2.147.09
11/08/2022 | 89228 | AUSTRALIAN COMMUNITY MEDIA ADVERTISING SERVICES 22134
25/08/2022 | 89522 | AUSTRALIAN COMMUNITY MEDIA ADVERTISING SERVICES 2.722.18
25/08/2022 | 89653 |AUSTRALIAN INSTITUTE OF MANAGEMENT MEMBERSHIP 77000
11/08/2022 | 89150 | AUSTRALIAN INTERNATIONAL PEDAL PRIX INC |wem MANAGEMENT 19.800.00
11/08/2022 | 89114 _|AUSTRALIAN LIBRARY AND INFORMATION ASSOC |LIBRARY RESOURCES. 30000
25/08/2022 | 89600 | AUSTRALIAN ROAD SAFETY FOUNDATION | SUPPORTING PARTNERS PACK 2022 275.00
11/08/2022 | 89267 _|AUTO ONE TRADING PTYLTD AUTOMOTIVE 245101
11/08/2022 89234 |AV TRUCK SERVICES PTY LTD VEHICLE PARTS & MAINTENANCE 162536
25/08/2022 | 89530 | AV TRUCK SERVICES PTY LTD WVEHICLE PARTS & MAINTENANCE 67.13
11/08/2022 | 89149 [AZILITY |IT SOFTWARE 4.246.00
25/08/2022 | 89439 |AZILTY IT SOFTWARE 988.90
11/08/2022 | 89257 |B & R JONES HEFFERNAN BITP REFUND 333.00
11/08/2022 | 89331 |BRE STREET SWEEPING STREET SWEEPING SERVICE 94674
11/08/2022 | 89250 |BARK ENVIRONMENTAL ENVIRONMENTAL CONSULTING - BIG ROCK RESERVE 4,990.00
11/08/2022 | 89174 |BARRY ALLEN ELECTRICAL SERVICES PTY LTD ELECTRICAL SERVICES. 38,91349
18/08/2022 | 89385 |BARRY ALLEN ELECTRICAL SERVICES PTY LTD ELECTRICAL SERVICES - SPORTS LIGHTS CHURCHILL PARK_ £1,99455
25/08/2022 | 89457 | BARRY ALLEN ELECTRICAL SERVICES PTY LTD ELECTRICAL SERVICES. 4,577.82
25/08/2022 | 89462 |BATTERY WORLD BUNBURY BATTERIES 77550
2022| 89326 |BAYSIGNS SIGNAGE SERVICES - YOGANUP PARK 15,851.00

| 25/08/2022 89629 |BAY SIGNS IGNAGE SERVICES - RUBBISH TRUCK WRAP .610.79
| 11/08/2022 | 89158 |BCP CIVIL & PLANT EXCAVATOR & PLANT HIRE 5,652.65
| 18/08/2022 89384 | BCP CONTRACTORS PTY LTD EARTHWORKS - BSN FORESHORE EAST DEVELOPMENT 22.575.22
11/08/2022 | 89159 [BCP LIQUID WASTE LIQUID WASTE SERVICES 628.50
25/08/2022 89447  |BCP LIOUID WASTE LIQUID WASTE SERVICES 824.89
25/08/2022 89584  |BCS INFRASTRUCTURE SUPPORT PTY LTD 0 & M MAINTENANCE 291060
25/08/2022 89495 | BELLROCK CLEANING SERVICES PTY LTD CLEANING SERVICES 31.025.15
25/08/2022 89540 |BEN KING |5KATEFARK REPAIRS 4.665.60
11/08/2022 89342 |BIDFOOD GLC KIOSK PURCHASES 143.12
11/08/2022 89291 |BIG ASS FANS AUSTRALIA PTY LTD |FAN5N'ID COOLING SOLUTIONS - GLC 49,19531
25/08/2022 89576 | BING TECHNOLOGIES PTY LTD |MNUNG$€R\HCES 1,502.16
25/08/2022 89548  |BIO SOIL SCLUTIONS LIGUID SOIL SOLUTIONS 245.00
11/08/2022 89197 | BLUE WREN GALLERY PICTURE FRAMING SERVICES 100.00
11/08/2022 89307 |BOC UMITED: GAS SERVICES 2,53257
25/08/2022 89612 |BOC UMITED GAS SERVICES 1,698.55
29/08/2022 89680 |BOC UMITED GAS SERVICES 2506
25/08/2022 | 89567 | BORAM JEON & MASAKI MITSUI APPLICATION REFUND 118.20
25/08/2022 | 89602 | BOYANUP GRAZING CO BONDS RETURN 13,125.00
25/08/2022 | 89492 |BRAD BROOKSBY TRAFFIC CONSULTING 3,025.00
11/08/2022 | 85245 |BRETT TITTERTON ELECTRICAL AND AIR CONDI ELECTRICAL SERVICES. £7.50
11/08/2022| 89127 |BRIDGESTONE TYRE SERVICES 33647
25/08/2022 | 89422 |BRIDGESTONE TYRE SERVICES 2003
25/08/2022 | 89583 | BROAD CONSTRUCTION PTY LTD CONSTRUCTION SERVICES - BPACC 1,859,117.85
11/08/2022 | 89361 |BSA ADVANCED PROPERTY SOLUTIONS AIR CONDITIONING SERVICES 1,84041
25/08/2022 | 89657 | BSA ADVANCED PROPERTY SOLUTIONS AIR CONDITIONING SERVICES 2,667.06
11/08/2022 | 89335 |BSEWA ELECTRICAL SERVICES. 3,784.66
25/08/2022 89637 |BSEWA ELECTRICAL SERVICES 17,52065
29/08/2022 89682 |BSEWA ELECTRICAL SERVICES 25,362.95
11/08/2022 89248 |BUNBURY TRUCKS PLANT PURCHASES / SERVICES / PARTS 68.60
11/08/2022 89337 |BUNNINGS BUILDING SUPPUES HARDWARE SUPPLIES 184127
25/08/2022 89639  |BUNNINGS BUILDING SUPPLIES HARDWARE SUPPLIES 141466
25/08/2022 | 89550 |BUSSELTON AND DISTRICTS ORCHID SOCIETY APPLICATION REFUND 47000
11/08/2022 89175 |BUSSELTON AUTO ELECTRICS AUTO ELECTRICAL SERVICES 387311
25/08/2022 | 89458 |BUSSELTON AUTO ELECTRICS AUTO ELECTRICAL SERVICES 1,49094
11/08/2022 | 89132 | BUSSELTON BEARING SERVICES BEARING SUPPLIES 1,488.40
11/08/2022 | 89341 |BUSSELTON BITUMEN SERVICE |mTHMmlNG SERVICES - KANGAROO GULLY BRIDGE 10,179.82
11/08/2022 | 89265 | BUSSELTON BUILDING PRODUCTS BUILDING PRODUCT SUPPUER 476.84
25/08/2022 | 89570 |BUSSELTON BUILDING PRODUCTS |BUILDING PRODUCT SUPPLIER 536.84
11/08/2022 | 89115 | BUSSELTON HYDRAULIC SERVICES INC HYDRAULIC SERVICES 1.993.21
25/08/2022| 89411 |BUSSELTON HYDRAULIC SERVICES INC HYDRAULIC SERVICES 172.22
25/08/2022 | 89420 |BUSSELTON LOCKSMITH SECURITY SUPPLIES 544,50
11/08/2022| 25320 |BUSSELTON MOTORS VEHICLE PURCHASES / SERVICES / PARTS 1,797.74
25/08/2022| 89621 |BUSSELTON MOTORS VEHICLE PURCHASES [ SERVICES / PARTS. 85553
25/08/2022 | 89604 |BUSSELTON MULTI SERVICE ENGRAVING SERVICES 2200
11/08/2022 | 89328 |BUSSELTON PEST & WEED CONTROL |vm CONTROL SERVICES 601.00
25/08/2022 | 89630 |BUSSELTON PEST & WEED CONTROL |PEST CONTROL SERVICES 847.00
75/08/2022 | 89640 | BUSSELTON REFRIGERATION & AIRCON |REFRIGERAﬂWNRmNOnmING SERVICES 1,72035
11/08/2022 | 89190 | BUSSELTON REMEDIAL MASSAGE SAFETY WEEK INITIATIVES 640.00
25/08/2022 | 89633 | BUSSELTON SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL REVEGETATION CARBUNUP RIVER 660.00
25/08/2022 | 89641 | BUSSELTON STATE EMERGENCY SERVICE PETTY CASH REIMBURSEMENT 69908
25/08/2022 | 89460 |BUSSELTON STOCKFEEDS & PET SUPPLIES ANIMAL SUPPLIES 167.50
25/08/2022 | 89624 | BUSSELTON TELEPHONES & TECHNOLOGY COMMUNICATION SERVICES 49000
11/08/2022 | 89303 |BUSSELTON TOYOTA VEHICLE PURCHASES / SERVICES / PARTS 2,296.14
4/08/2022 | 89088 |BUSSELTON WATER WATER SERVICES 119.30
11/08/2022 | 89304 |BUSSELTON WATER WATER SERVICES 599.12
25/08/2022 | 89610 |BUSSELTON WATER WATER SERVICES 1209682
25/08/2022 | 89662 |CAPE DRYCLEANERS LINEN CLEANING SERVICES 28.85
11/08/2022 | 89289 | CAROLYN TROWBRIDGE ART SALES 212.00
11/08/2022 | 89164 | CASSANDRA BYNDER ART SALES 553.00
11/08/2022 | 89218 | CB TRAFFIC SOLUTIONS PTY LTD TRAFFIC MANAGEMENT SERVICES 8,30901
25/08/2022 | 89511 |CB TRAFFIC SOLUTIONS PTY LTD TRAFFIC MANAGEMENT SERVICES 5,086.96




Council
12.1

14

Attachment A List of Payments - August 2022

W\ il

City of Busselton
Geographe Bay

19 October 2022

LISTING OF PAYMENTS MADE
UNDER DELEGATED AUTHORITY
FOR THE MONTH OF AUGUST 2022
CHEQUE PAYMENTS 119340 - 113405 74.850.55
[ELECTRONIC FUNDS TRANSFER PAYMENTS 89073 - 89394 and £9398 to 89682 7317,614.12
TRUST ACCOUNT PAYMENTS EFT 89395 - 83397 38.077.70
PAYROLL PAYMENTS 01.08.22 -31.08.22 1,674,959.19
INTERNAL PAYMENT VOUCHERS DD 4949 4988 177.083.84
9,282,595.40
11/08/2022 89216 [CHOICECHEM IBITUMEN REMOVER 5,890.50
25/08/2022 89590 | CHRIS GODDEN LAWN MOWING 380.00
111‘_]8{2_022 89146 [CHRIS SHEEDY PANEL & PAINT PANEL REPAIRS & REPLACEMENT 500.00
11/08/2022 89244 | CHRISTINE CRESSWELL [ART SALES 840
25/08/2022 89597 [CHRISTOPHER BERRY PUBLICATIONS 460.00
11/08/2022 89345  [CHUBB FIRE SAFETY FIRE EQUIPMENT SERVICES 6,336.23
25/08/2022 89645 [CHUBB FIRE SAFETY FIRE EQUIPMENT SERVICES 5.780.64
11/08/2022 89103 |CITY OF BUSSELTON PAYROLL DEDUCTIONS REALLOCATION 4,883.56
25/08/2022 89404  |CITY OF BUSSELTON PAYROLL DEDUCTIONS REALLOCATION 43.277.61
11/08/2022 89098 |CITY OF BUSSELTON CHRISTMAS CLUB PAYROLL DEDUCTIONS 2,762.18
25/08/2022 | 89399  [CITY OF BUSSELTON CHRISTMAS CLUB PAYROLL DEDUCTIONS 2.562.18
11/08/2022 39099 | CITY OF BUSSELTON STAFF LOTTQ STAFF LOTTO 22800
25/08/2022 83400 | CITY OF BUSSELTON STAFF LOTTO! STAFF LOTTO 174.00
11/08/2022 | 89105 |CITY OF BUSSELTON-SOCIAL CLUB SOCIAL CLUB REIMBURSEMENT 208.00
25/08/2022 | 89406  [CITY OF BUSSELTON-SOCIAL CLUB SOCIAL CLUB REIMBURSEMENT 206,00
11/08/2022 | 89308  [CID EQUIPMENT PTY LTD PLANT PURCHASES / SERVICES / PARTS 92193
25/08/2022 89613  |CID EQUIPMENT PTY LTD IPLANT PURCHASES / SERVICES / PARTS 63.54
11/08/2022 89292 |CLARK RUBBER IE_POR‘I’ EQUIPMENT SUPPLIER 899.55
11/08/2022 89353 |CLEANAWAY WASTE MANAGEMENT SERVICES 9935094
18/08/2022 89393  |CLE WASTE MANAGEMENT SERVICES 19.481.24
ZSE{N]Z 89649  |CLE, WASTE MANAGEMENT SERVICES 43668
25@!201 2 89473 |CLE COPTY LTD CHEMICAL DISPOSAL SERVICES 5,546.81
11 m?ﬂ? 2 89317  |CLEANAWAY OPERATIONS PTY LTD MAINTENANCE PARTS WASHER 969.72
11&!!2012 89131  [CLEAR BRIDGE GROUP FTY LTD |MIRQUEES. FENCE WRAPS 637878
ZSE{'?D?Z 89424 |CLEAR BRIDGE GROUP PTY LTD MARQUEES, FENCE WRAPS 6,378.78
2022 89410 |CLEVERPATCH VACATION CARE SUPPLIES 29.93
| 11/08/2022 | 89362 |COCA-COLA AMATIL GLC KIOSK PURCHASES 1.041.84
11/08/2022 | 89162 [COLES.COM.AU COUNCIL & STAFF REFRESHMENTS 2,550.87
25/08/2022 | 89443 |COLES.COM.AU COUNCIL & STAFF REFRESHMENTS 309.60
25/08/2022 | 89416 |COMBINED TEAM SERVICES TRAINING SERVICES 4,741.50
25/08/2022 | 89549 |COME. GRAZE. SOUTHWEST CATERING FOOD SERVICES 1.988.00
11/08/2022 | 89166 |COMMERCIAL TURF SERVICES LAWN MOWER MECHANICAL SERVICES 56100
11/08/2022 | 89198 |COMPUTER WEST INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY SUPPLIER 2.531.10
25/08/2022 | 89551 |CONSTRUCTION SCIENCES PRY LTD MATERIALS TESTING - CRUSHED CONCRETE 9.300.50
11/08/2022 | 89245 |CONSULT DIRECT |CLEANING EQUIPMENT AND SERVICES 71547
25/08/2022 | 89474 |CORSIGN WA PTYLTD SINGAGE AND TRAFFIC ACCESSORIES 2,229.70
4f08/2022 89083 | COUNIVERSITY AUSTRALA TRAINING WORKSHOPS 7,271.22
11/08/2032 | 89272 |CR JODIE RICHARDS COUNCILLOR PAYMENT 3,05499
11/08/2022 | 89170 |CR ROSS PAINE COUNCILLOR PAYMENT 3,05499
11/08/2022 | 89274  |CR. MIKAYLA LOVE COUNCILLOR PAYMENT 3,054.99
11/08/2022| 89172 |CR.P CARTER COUNCILLOR PAYMENT 5,008.33
11/08/2022 | 89233  |CR. SUSAN RICCELLI COUNCILLOR PAYMENT 3,054.99
11/08/2022 89142 [CRANEFORD PLUMBING PTY LTD PLUMBING SERVICES 5.087.93
25/08/2022 89435 |CRANEFORD PLUMBING PTY LTD PLUMBING SERVICES - GLC & NCC 17,363.24
11/08/2022 89360 |CROSS SECURITY SERVICES |5[CURITV5ERVICE5 1,522.40
25/08/2022 89656  |CROSS SECURITY SERVICES SECURITY SERVICES 7.089.94
11/08/2022 89222 | CS LEGAL - CLOISTERS SQUARE LEGAL RECOVERY ON RATING DEBTS 6.403.02
25/08/2022 89515  |CS LEGAL - CLOISTERS SQUARE IlEGAL RECOVERY ON RATING DEBTS 539.00
11/08/2022 89104 [CSA OFFICIAL RECEIPTS ACCOUNT 1.046.53
25/08/2022 89405 | CSA OFFICIAL RECEIPTS ACCOUNT 1,050.54
25/08/2022 89491 | CSSTECH GROUP PTY LTD 11.925.08
11/08/2022 89184 |CTISECURITY SYSTEMS PTY LTD ISECUHITY SYSTEMS SUPPLY AND MONITERING 514.80
11/08/2022 89201 | CURLY'S REMOVALS FURNITURE TRANSPORT 150.00
11/08/2022 | 89280 |D & K HEART ART SALES 75.53
25/08/2022 | 89557 |D'ANGELO LEGAL RATE REFUND 3,206.12
25/08/2022 | 89556 | DARRELL GORDES BJTP REFUND 113.00
11/08/2022 | 89108 [DATA 3 LIMITED |COMPU‘|'ER SOFTWARE SUPPLIER 3,11061
11/08/2022 89344 | DAVID MILDWATERS ELECTRICAL MAINTENANCE SERVICES 1.758.79
25/08/2022 | 89643 |DAVID MILDWATERS ELECTRICAL MAINTENANCE SERVICES - DUNSBOROUGH YOUTH CTR 6,30691
25/08/2022 89635  |DEPARTMENT OF FIRE AND EMERGENCY SERVICE FIRE AND EMERGENCY SERVICES 1,013,43831
11/08/2022 89181 DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING, LANDS AND HERITA LEASE AGREEMENT 550,00
11/08/2022 89112 DEPARTMENT OF PREMIER & CABINETY, LEGAL PUBLICATIONS 202.80
25/08/2022 89484 |DEPARTMENT OF WATER AND ENVIRONMENT REGULATION ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES - ANNUAL LICENSE FEE DUNSBOROUGH WASTE 6,952.00
11/08/2022 89347 | DIAL BEFORE YOU DIG CABLE LOCATION SERVICE 1,237.59
11/08/2022 89238 | DIESEL AND HYDRAULIC SERVICES SOUTH WEST PLANT REPAIR AND MAINTENANCE 8.536.10
25/08/2022 89550 [DONALD CANT WATTS CORKE ;!JA] PTY LTS CONSULTANCY SERVICES - BPACC 715000
11/08/2022 89249 | DOOR HARDWARE SOLUTIONS JHARDWARE SUPPLIES 560.34
11/08/2022 83279 | DOROTHY ROBINSON [ART SALES 162.35
25/08/2022 89493 DORSOGNA LIMITED ICE CREAM AND SMALL GOODS 89939
25/08/2022 89469 | DOUTH CONTRACTING PROPERTY & GARDEN MAINTENANCE 2,703.59
11/08/2022 89144 DR & NK JAMES BUS CHARTER SERVICE 1,600.00
11,/08/2022 89128 | DS SADDLETON [ART SALES 10.50
11/08/2022 83187 | DUNS & DIST. WATER CARTAGE WATER CARTAGE SERVICES 27000
25/08/2022 89631 DUNSBOROUGH & DISTRICT COUNTRY CLUB GRANT FUNDING - DRAIN REPLACEMENT 6.600.00
11/08/2022 89152 DUNSBOROUGH HARDWARE & HOME CENTRE HARDWARE SERVICES 107.80
25/08/2022 89440 | DUNSBOROUGH HARDWARE & HOME CENTRE HARDWARE SERVICES 17205
25/08/2022 89472 DUTCH IMPORTS PTY LTD CATERING 41400
25/08/2022 89652 |DUXTON HOTEL ACCOMMODATION 234.00
11/08/2022 89155 | DYMOCKS BUSSELTON LIBRARY RESOURCES 73721
25/08/2022 89445 | DYMOCKS BUSSELTON LIBRARY RESOURCES 905.12
29/08/2022 89670 | DYMOCKS BUSSELTON LIBRARY RESOURCES 197.10
11/08/2022 89237 |F & P CRONIN COUNCILLOR PAYMENTS 3,054.99
29/08/2022 89674 E & P CRONIN [ TRAVEL EXPENSES REIMBURSEMENT 1,009.86
1!&!!2922 89203 [FAGLE VALLEY & COPTY LTD [TYRE SALES AND SERVICE 504.00
25/08/2022 89499 |EAGLE WALLEY & COPTYLTD TYRE SALES AND SERVICE 460,00
25/08/2022 89546 | EARTHSIDE ECO BUMS CLOTH NAPPIES 77.00
25/08/2022 89572 |EASY LIVING SERVICES PTY LTD LIFT MAINTENANCE 695.00
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CHEQUE PAYMENTS 119340 - 113405 74.85055
[ELECTRONIC FUNDS TRANSFER PAYMENTS 89073 - 89394 and £9398 to 89682 7317,614.12
TRUST ACCOUNT PAYMENTS EFT 89395 - 89397 38.077.70
PAYROLL PAYMENTS 01.08.22 -31.08.22 1,674,969.19
INTERNAL PAYMENT VOUCHERS DD 4949 4988 177.083.84
9,282,595.00
89176 ECHO FIELD PTY LTD BUSH FIRE INSPECTION WORKS/WEED CONTROL 11550
89459 ECHO FIELD PTY LTD 1,790.80
89648 ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT AUSTRALIA 2,521.20
89306 ECOSYSTEMS SOLUTIONS CONSULTANCY SERVICES 825.00
89352 | EDUCATIONAL ART SUPPLIES | ART EQUIPMENT SUPPLIES 27682
08/ 89077 EF DAY & SN WILLIAMS MAINTENANCE SERVICES 85000
25/08/2022 | 89501 | EIS CONTROL PTYLTD ELECTRICAL SERVICES. 2.057.00
11/08/2022 89235 EJ & KM COX. COUNCILLOR PAYMENTS 3,054.99
11/08/2022 | 89185 | ELAMOORE NATURAL SOAPS & COSMETICS PTY L |ART SALES 8190
18,/08/2022 89391 ELECTRICITY NETWORKS CORPORATION ELECTRICAL SERVICES 3,300.00
25/08/2022 | 89573 |ELITE CARPET DRYCLEANING |unpﬂ CLEANING SERVICES 132,00
11/08/2022 | 89209 [EUZABETH BINT |ART sALES 8050
11/08/2022 89110 ELLIOTTS FILTRATION IIHHJGM’ION & FILTRATION SERVICES 2.092.20
11/08/2022 | 89262 |ELZAFQUCHE ARTIST ART SALES 25.17
25/08/2022 | 89607 | EMERSON RAINE STRATA LEVY FEES & WATER CONSUMPTION 593732
25/08/2022 | 89463 |EMMAHEYS STAFF REIMBURSEMENT 500.00
11/08/2022 89137 ENVIRONEX INTERNATIONAL PTY LTD POOL CHEMICALS FOR GLC 2,71493
25/08/2022 | 89431 | ENVIRONEX INTERNATIONAL PTY LTD POOL CHEMICALS FOR GLC 1.26687
11/08/2022 89107 ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH AUSTRALIA [TRAINING SERVICES 55000
4/08/2022 89075 ERIN I FERRIS FINAL WAGES PAYMENT 5008
11 E,_ﬂm 2 89207 ESPLANADE HOTEL [ACCOMMODATION 78.40
ﬂ!m: 2 89374 EUROPCAR WA VEHICLE RENTAL SERVICES 2,105.73
m?ﬂ? 2 89147 EVERGREEN HOLDINGS PTY LTD |IN DUSTRIAL SUPPLIES 11.68
11&!!2012 89354 EVERYDAY POTTED PLANTS MNURSERY SERVICES 405.79
E!?D?Z 89295 EZRA | WILLIAMS ROOFING , ROOF PLUMBING , MAINTENANCE 44330
MIOEZ 89595 EZRA | WILLIAMS ROOFING , ROOF PLUMBING , MAINTENANCE 22000
4/08/2022 | 89082 | FAIRTEL PTY LTD TELECOMMUNICATION SERVICES 17398
25/08/2022 | 89536 | FANNY AND THIBAUT LIDOW COFFEE WORKSHOPS AND CATERING 88000
11/08/2022 | 89208 |FASSOM PTY LTD STATIONERY AND QFFICE SUPPLIES 7435
25/08/2022 | 89502 |FASSOMPTY LTD STATIONERY AND OFFICE SUPPLIES 20078
11/08/2022 | 89283 | FORESTLAND SPRINGS BOTTLED WATER 16500
11/08/2022 | 89365 |FREEHILLS EFT ACCOUNT |I.EC\AL SERVICES 1,919.50
25/08/2022 | 89658 | FREEHILLS EFT ACCOUNT |LEGAL SERVICES 18.700.00
11/08/2022 | 89193 |FRESH AS |emesum£ms 11060
25/08/2022 | 89487 |FRESH AS REFRESHMENTS 170.50
11/08/2022 | 89309 |GEMIPTY LTD MAINTENANCE SERVICES 1,72480
25/08/2022 | 89586 | GENERATORS AUSTRALIA PTY LTD HIRE AND SALES OF EQUIPMENT 241134
11/08/2022 | 89188 |GEOBOX PTY LTD VEHICLE CAMERAS 1,366.20
25/08/2022 | 89481 |GEQBOX PTY LTD VEHICLE CAMERAS 2,123.00
25/08/2022 | 89477 | GEOGRAPHE ELECTRICAL & COMMUNICATIONS GE |ELECTRICAL SERVICES 1,39337
11/08/2022 | 89366 | GEOGRAPHE SAWS AND MOWERS PLANT PURCHASES / SERVICES / PARTS 3,23645
25/08/2022 | 89653 | GEOGRAPHE SAWS AND MOWERS PLANT PURCHASES / SERVICES / PARTS 2,723.00
11/08/2022 | 89310 |GEOGRAPHE TIMBER & HARDWARE HARDWARE SUPPLIES 6280
25/08/2022 89614 |GEOGRAPHE TIMBER & HARDWARE HARDWARE SUPPLIES 261.65
25/08/2022 | 89470 | GEOGRAPHE UNDERGROUND SERVICES UNDERGROUND SERVICES 5,626.50
11/08/2022 89231 GEOSPREAD GREEN WASTE MULCHING 32,315.25
25/08/2022 89527 |GEOSPREAD GREEN WASTE MULCHING 53.198.75
11/08/2022 89305 |GILS MOWING MAINTENANCE SERVICES 44000
25/08/2022 89611 GILS MOWING |MMNTENANEE SERVICES 680.00
11/08/2022 89349  |GISSA CONSULTANCY SERVICES 3,914.90
11/08/2022 89275 |GLOBAL SPILL CONTROL PTY LTD ISH[L SITE SAFETY & TRAFFIC MANAGEMENT 3,924.80
25/08/2022 | 89437 | GRACE RECORDS MANAGEMENT [AUSTRALIA) PTY STORAGE SERVICES 599.50
25/08/2022 | 89563 | GRAEME & LEANNE MOORE APPLICATION REFUND 278.70
11/08/2022 | 89117 | GRANT HENLEY COUNCILLOR PAYMENT 12.247.20
25/08/2022 | 89471 |GUARDIAN FIRST AID & FIRE |saFETY suPPLIES 2,712.10
11/08/2022 | 89368 | GUMPTION PTY LTD ANNUAL NOTICE ARTWORK 57000
11/08/2022 | 89314 | HANSON CONSTRUCTION MATERIALS PTY LTD CONCRETE SERVICES 167867
18/08/2022 | 89390 |HANSON CONSTRUCTION MATERIALS PTY LTD CONCRETE SERVICES 1,491.07
11/08/2022 | 89282 | HARCHER PRESTIGE BUSSELTON HOSPITALITY EQUIPMENT SUPPLIER 83239
18/08/2022 89389 HARCHER PRESTIGE BUSSELTON HOSPITALITY EQUIPMENT SUPPLIER 1,173.69
25/08/2022 89585 HARCHER PRESTIGE BUSSELTON HOSPITALITY EQUIPMENT SUPPLIER 6,587.50
11/08/2022 89157 HEALTHSCOPE MEDICAL CENTRES MEDICAL SERVICES 78.00
11/08/2022 89356 HEAVY AUTOMATICS |PLANT PURCHASES [ SERVICES / PARTS 632.50
25/08/2022 89561 HEIDI MANSAS Ii\.PPlICATION REFUND 13020
25/08/2022 | 89555 | HELENE HOCKING BITP REFUND 3000
11/08/2022 89220 HIFX LIMITED CLIENT SECURITY TRUST ACC 7000
25/08/2022 | 89513 | HIFX LIMITED CLIENT SECURITY TRUST ACC 7000
11/08/2022 89376 HIP POCKET WORKWEAR UNIFORMS & PROTECTIVE CLOTHING 578.24
25/08/2022 89664 HIP POCKET WORKWEAR UNIFORMS & PROTECTIVE CLOTHING 71541
11/08/2022 89125 HOLCIM [AL.'STRA.LIAIPT\‘LTD CONCRETE SERVICES. 1,831.71
25/08/2022 89421 HOLCIM (AUSTRALIA) PTY LTD CONCRETE SERVICES. 593.56
11/08/2022 89251 INFRARED SERVICES CONSULQUAL PTY LTD | THE RMOGRAPHIC INSPECTION 1,499.36
25/08/2022 89552 INFRARED SERVICES CONSULQUAL PTY LTD | THE RMOGRAPHIC INSPECTION 73832
11/08/2022 89288 INSPIRED DEVELOPMENT SOLUTIONS. [TEAM DEVELOPMENT WORKSHOP 6.600.00
25/08/2022 89538 INSTANT PRODUCTS HIRE PUBLIC ABULTIONS HIRE AND SALES 2,522.80
25/08/2022 | B9547 | INSTANT TRANSPORTABLE OFFICES PTY LTD TRANSPORTABLE ABLUTIONS 249062
25/08/2022 89480 INSTITUTE OF BUILDING TECHNOLOGY WESTERN |EDUCATION AND TRAINING 948.28
25/08/2022 | 89574 | INTELLITRAC GPS TRACKING DEVICES 33660
25/08/2022 89442 INVASIVE SPECIES PTYLTD FOX BAITING 1,375.00
11/08/2022 89270 IPEC PTY LTD COURIER SERVICES 11.01
25/08/2022 89575 IPEC PTY LTD COURIER SERVICES. 50.59
11/08/2022 89340 IPWEA MEMBERSHIP 2,310.00
25/08/2022 89644 IPWEA- WA |TI!AINING SERVICES 30000
18&!!2@2 2 89394 IRRIGATION AUSTRALIA LIMITED 72000
25,/08/2022 89560 ISABELLA DUFF 50000
11/08/2022 89226 TR PACIFIC PTY LTD EARTHMOVING MACHINERY SPARE PARTS 89345
11/08/2022 | 89294 |IACQUISIMONS MOSAIC WORSHOPS 780.00
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City of Busselton
Geographe Bay

LISTING OF PAYMENTS MADE
UNDER DELEGATED AUTHORITY
FOR THE MONTH OF AUGUST 2022
(CHEQUE PAYMENTS 119340 - 113405 74.850.55
ELECTRONIC FUNDS TRANSFER PAYMENTS 89073 - 89394 and £9398 to 89682 7.317.614.12
TRUST ACCOUNT PAYMENTS. EFT 89395 - 89397 38.077.70
PAYROLL PAYMENTS 01.08.22 - 310822 1,674,969.19
INTERNAL PAYMENT VOUCHERS DD 49439 4988 177.083.84
9,282,595.40
4/08/2022 | 89087 [JAMES MARSHALL [STAFF REIMBURSEMENT 15000
11/08/2022 | 89196 |JAN ROBERTS |ART SALES 2450
11/08/2022 | 89296 _|iCLEM CONSULTING PTY LTD |M[N AL HEALTH FIRST AID TRAINING 1,650.00
25/08/2022| 89478 |JENNIFER BROWN ART SALES 18.00
11/08/2022 | 89199 |JET ADVENTURES | 2.500.00
25/08/2022 | 89521 |NIGSAW SIGNS & PRINT 1,079.00
11/08/2022 | 89156 | 1IMS FIRST 238
25/08/2022 | 39445 |1IMS FIRST 17.10
4/08/2022 | 85076 |10DI MOFFETT STAFF REIMBURSEMENT 229.00
11/08/2022 | 89290 |JOHN LOHF ART SALES 12180
11/08/2022 89263 |JOSH AND ANNA FOLEY CARPENTRY AND BUILDING MAINTENANCE 345
11/08/2022 89225  [JULIE GUTHRIDGE ART SALES 25.20
11/08/2022 89285  |K& L MCCALLUM WATER REIMBURSEMENT 501.70
25/08/2022 | 89566 |KAREN BEYNON DONATION 300.00
11/08/2022 | 89182 [KATHERINE M GARNETT |W_ELLNESS PROGRAM 185.00
25/08/2022 89543 [KAY MANOLAS |ART SALES 2000
25/08/2022 | 89553 |KAYLAH LAWRENCE DOG REGISTRATION REFUNDS 7500
11/08/2022 | 89260 | KEIRA HARTLEY BOND REFUND 100.00
25/08/2022 | 89565 | KELLEY ROBINSON DONATION 300.00
18/08/2022 | 89386 | KELLY MCGORLICK WATER CHARGES REIMBL 162340
11/08/2022 | 89122 |KERRY HILL ARCHITECTS ARCHITECTURAL SERVICES - BPACC 56,248.74
11/08/2022 | 89276 | KI TRAINING AND ASSESSING TRAINING AND ASSESSING 5,600.00
11/08/2022 | 89189 |KIM BUTTFIELD SPORT AND RECREATION CONSULTANCY 4,51000
11/08/2022 | 89192 | KITCHEN TAXEOVERS |u.1m|~s 747.40
25/08/2022 | 89485 |KITCHEN TAXEOVERS |cATERING 1,426.00
11/08/2022 | 89356 |KLTYRRELL |m79 REFUND 96.00
11/08/2022 89206 [KMART BUSSELTON RETAIL HOME WARES 39.50
11/08/2022 89219 | KOMATSU AUSTRALIA VEHICLE PURCHASE AND PARTS 20163
25/08/2022 89512 |KOMATSLI AUSTRALIA | VEHICLE PURCHASE AND PARTS 1.285.69
11/08/2022 89297 | KYLIE N HUNT |80NI> REFUND 4.340.00
11/08/2022 89318 |LANDGATE (VALUER GENERAL'S OFFICE) LAND VALUATIONS 6550
11/08/2022 89264 |LAWRENCE & HANSON ELECTRICAL/PROTECTIVE CLOTHING SUPPLIES 3.72695
11/08/2022 89372 |LE & OG ISBEL ART SALES 26.40
11/08/2022 89119 |LEEUWIN CIVIL PTY LTD HIRE EQHUIIPMENT SERVICES - CHAPMAN HILL R ST BUSSELTON SEAWAL| 700,199.77
| 18/08/2022 89379 |LEEUWIN CIVIL PTY LTD HIRE EQUIPMENT SERVICES 4,015.00
4/08/2022 89092 | LEEUWIN TRANSPORT |COURIEII SERVICES 1,815.50
4/08/2022 89085  |LIAM JACKSON 9,35000
25/08/2022 89601 |LIAM JACKSON 2,057.00
25/08/2022 89554  |UISA NORRISH 12150
11/08/2022 89221  |UVING MADLY PTY LTD 39045
25/08/2022 89514 |LIVING MADLY PTY LTD 847.80
25/08/2022 89667  |LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROFESSIONALS AUSTRALIA 1,520.00
11/08/2022 | 89239 |LOCK AROUND THE CLOCK SECURITY SERVICES 11000
25/08/2022 | 89533 |LOCK AROUND THE CLOCK SECURITY SERVICES 603.40
25/08/2022 | 89542 |LOT 1150 PTY LTD ATF LOT 1150 UNIT TRUST BOND REFUND 5.683.75
11/08/2022 | 89168 |LOTEX FILTER CLEANING SERVICE PLANT FILTER CLEANING SERVICE 42198
25/08/2022 | 89453 |LOTEX FILTER CLEANING SERVICE PLANT FILTER CLEANING SERVICE 39632
11/08/2022 | 89252 |LOUISA ROBERTSON GLC REFUNDS £4.00
29/08/2022 | 85673 |LYN & GLEN JOHNSON WATER CHARGES REIMBURSEMENT 200.00
25/08/2022 | 89562 | LYNDON MILES APPLICATION REFUND 267.80
11/08/2022 | 85259 |LYNETTE STANLEY-SMITH BOND REFUND 94.00
11/08/2022 | 89312 |MACDONALD JOHNSTON PTY LTD ENGINEERING - PLANT SPARES & SERVICING 4,579.84
11/08/2022 | 89180 | MACHINERY WEST PTYLTD |uw:uwem' SERVICE AND PARTS 32142
25/08/2022 89626 |MAJOR MOTORS PTY LTD PLANT PURCHASES / SERVICES / PARTS 20,342.39
11/08/2022 89311 | MALATESTA ROAD PAVING ROAD HOTMIX / PAVING SERVICES 1,241.03
25/08/2022 89577 | MANGLESLI CONTRACTING LANDSCAPING SERVICES. 208012
11/08/2022 89141 ET PARKE ART SALES 7040
11/08/2022 | 89163 | MARGARET RIVER BUSSELTON TOURISM ASSOCIATION CONTRIBUTION TOWARDS COSTS 3,03760
11/08/2022 89145 ET RIVER FENCING IMAINTENANCE SERVICES 1,166.00
25/08/2022 | 89426 |MARGARET RIVER REGION OPEN STUDIOS INC. ADVERTISING 11,000.00
11/08/2022 | 89167 | MARKETFORCE PTY LTD ADVERTISING SERVICES 2,411.80
25/08/2022 | 89452 | MARKETFORCE PTY LTD ADVERTISING SERVICES 38338
4/08/2022 | 89084 | MAYDAY SERVICES EQUIPMENT HIRE 2,964.50
11/08/2022| 89373 |MCGREGOR W1 &) |anﬁEMENtaussa.rm JETTY TOURIST PARK 47,597.84
11/08/2022 | 89135 | MCLEODS BARRISTERS & SOLICITORS LEGAL SERVICES 2.466.20
25/08/2022| 89428 | MCLEODS BARRISTERS & SOLICITORS LEGAL SERVICES. 11,884.93
25/08/2022 | 89526 | MDM ENTERTAINMENT PTY LTD DVD AND CD SUPPLY TO LIBRARY 38.24
11/08/2022 | 89301 | ME RAINEY T/AS PK COURIERS, COURIER SERVICES. 369.60
11/08/2022 | 89227 | MECHANICAL PROJECT SERVICES. AIRCONDITIONING & REFRIGERATION SERVICES 3,360.27
25/08/2022 | 89520 | MECHANICAL PROJECT SERVICES AIRCONDITIONING & REFRIGERATION SERVICES 3,360.27
11/08/2022 | 89299 | MELISSA EGAN STAFF REIMBURSEMENT 25595
29/08/2022 | 89679 | MELISSA PONTAGUE STAFF REIMBURSEMENT 5100
18/08/2022 | 85380 | MICHELLE SHERWOOD STAFF REIMBURSEMENT 100.00
25/08/2022 | 89593 | MICKAZ NOMINEES BBQ CLEANING 176649
4/0B/2022 | 89079 | MIKE MORGAN |wa1:n CHARGES REIMBURSEMENT 1,452.80
25/08/2022 | 89465 | MOORE STEPHENS WA PTY LTD |RATE COMPARISON REPORT 2.200.00
11/08/2022 | 89140 | MP & M EVERUSS STAFF REIMBURSEMENT 146.00
18/08/2022 | 89382 |MP & M EVERUSS STAFF REIMBURSEMENT 12000
11/08/2022 | 89242 |MURS VEHICLE MAINTENANCE 2,10852
11/08/2022 | 89148 | NALDA HOSKINS DESIGN ART SALES. 23040
11/08/2022 | 89240 | NATURAL EDGE FRAMING & PHOTOGRAPHY ART SALES 5355
25/08/2022 | 89455 | NATURALISTE HYGIENE SERVICES HYGIENE SERVICES. 1127748
11/08/2022 | 89224 | NETSTAR AUSTRALIA PTY LTD GPS TELEMATICS 921.80
25/08/2022 | 89665 | NEVERFAIL SPRINGWATER LTD WATER REFILL SERVICE - DUNS WASTE FACILI 190.25
11/08/2022 | 89214 | NEW IMAGE LANDSCAPING AND MAINTENANCE LANDSCAPE MAINTENANCE 6.074.20
25/08/2022 | 89507 | NEW IMAGE LANDSCAPING AND MAINTENANCE LANDSCAPE MAINTENANCE 2,146.10
11/08/2022 | 89313 | NICHOLLS MACHINERY PLANT PURCHASES / SERVICES / PARTS 2.644.52
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19 October 2022

(CHEQUE PAYMENTS 119340 - 113405 74.850.55

ELECTRONIC FUNDS TRANSFER PAYMENTS 89073 - 89394 and £9398 to 89682 7.317.614.12

TRUST ACCOUNT PAYMENTS. EFT 89395 - 89397 38.077.70

PAYROLL PAYMENTS 01.08.22 - 310822 1,674,969.19

INTERNAL PAYMENT VOUCHERS DD 49439 4988 177.083.84

9,282,595.40

25/08/2022 | 89616 | NICHOLLS MACHINERY [PLANT PURCHASES / SERVICES / PARTS 1,266.06
29/08/2022 | 89671 | NIGHTLIFE MUSIC MUSIC AND VIDED SUBCRIPTION 41392
4/08/2002 | 89073 |NL & KE SEARLE STAFF REIMBURSEMENT 95.00
25/08/2022 | 89443 |NOBLES LIFTING AND RIGGING SUPPLIES 864.91
11/08/2022 | 89169 | OCEAN AIR CARPET CARE CLEANING SERVICES 893.00
11/08/2022 | 89236 | OCR HOLDINGS PTY LTD LIQUID WASTE REMOVAL 480.70
25/08/2022 | 89531 |OCR HOLDINGS PTY LTD LIQUID WASTE REMOVAL 10.952.00
11/08/2022| 89195 |OFFICEWORKS OFFICE EQUIPMENT SERVICES 28593
25/08/2022 | 89490 |OFFICEWORKS OFFICE EQUIPMENT SERVICES 53048
25/08/2022 | 89579 |ONE4BUILD BUILDING SERVICES - DUNSBOROUGH YOUTH CTR 8,568.68
11/08/2022 89375 [ONEMUSIC AUSTRALIA MUSIC LICENSES 8.613.32
25/08/2022 89663 [ONEMUSIC AUSTRALIA MUSIC LICENSES 6,847.06
25/08/2022 83494 | CPRA AUSTRALIA PTY LTD PSYCHOMETRIC ASSESSMENT SERVICES 2.167.00
11/08/2022 89151  [OPTUS BILLING SERVICES PTY LTD FIXED INTERNET ACCESS 2,500.00
18/08/2022 | 89383 |OPTUS BILLING SERVICES PTY LTD FIXED INTERNET ACCESS 567.20
25/08/2022 89587 |ORACLE CUSTOMER MANAGEMENT SOLUTIONS PTY AFTER HOURS RECEPTION 3.593.74
11/08/2022 | 89281 |ORANA CONCRETE PTY LTD CONCRETE SERVICES 1.800.00
4/08/2022 | 89086 | OVIS CREATIVE PRODUCTIONS VIDED EDITING 1.200.00
11/08/2022 | 89213 |PAIEZ ART & DESIGN ART SALES 10.40
4/08/2022 | 89081 | PATRICK MARSHALL STAFF REIMBUIRSEMENT 47528
11/08/2022 | 89100 |PAUL AND ALISON MARTIN RENTAL ACCOMMODATION 1,40000
25/08/2022 | 89401 | PAUL AND ALISON MARTIN |RENTAL.ICCOMMODAI‘ION 1,400.00
4/08/2022 | 89096 | PAUL NEEDHAM STAFF REIMBURSEMENT 19008
25/08/2022 | 89525 | PAUL SHERIDAN | STAFF REIMBURSEMENT 289.00
11/08/2022 | 89253 |PAULA ELLIOTT |REFUND DOG REGISTRATION 25.00
2022| 89381 | PENNY CROWLEY STAFF REIMBURSEMENT 9345

| 25/08/2022 89413 [PEOPLESENSE PTY LTD |EM PLOYEE ASSISTANCE PROGRAM 1.870.00
| 11/08/2022 | 89247 |PETER EVANS ART SALES 24.50
4/08/2022 89095 |PFD FOOD SERVICES PTY LTD GLC KIOSK PURCHASES 473.10
11/08/2022 89377 | PFD FOOD SERVICES FTYLTD GLC KIOSK PURCHASES 825.60
11/08/2022 | 89118 | PHIL HOLLETT PHOTOGRAPHY ART SALES 17.85
25/08/2022 89412 |PHIL HOLLETT PHOTOGRAPHY ART SALES 29500
25/08/2022 89539 |PHIMEDIA PTY LTD 30 SCANNING - BALLAARAT ENGINE PROJECT 6.600.00
11/08/2022 89266 | PINDAN OCEAN PTY LTD FRUIT AND VEGETABLE SUPPLIER 780,00
11/08/2022 89215 |POWER MEDICAL CENTRE PRE EMPLOYMENT MEDICAL 54208
25/08/2022 89508 |POWER MEDICAL CENTRE PRE EMPLOYMENT MEDICAL 701.58
11/08/2022 89191 |POWERTEX SOLAR P 17,050.00
11/08/2022 89126 | PRIME INDUSTRIAL PRODUCTS PTY LTD |SAFETY EGUIPMENT 947.54
25/08/2022 89489  |PRIME MEDIA GROUP ADVERTISING SERVICES 3,30000
11/08/2022 89165 | PRIME URBAN WA PTY LTD RATE REFUND 61,025.00
25/08/2022 89450 | PRIME URBAN WA PTY LTD RATE REFUND 137,656.00
25/08/2022 89434  |PROCARE LOCKSMITHS LOCKSMITH SERVICES 41000
11/08/2022 | 89212 |PROJECT MILES TRUST REPAIRS AND MAINTENANCE 367455
25/08/2022 | 89505 |PROJECT MILES TRUST REPAIRS AND MAINTENANCE 3,90949
25/08/2022 | 89598 |PROVO INSTRUMENTATION P/L INSTRUMENT SALES 1.232.00
4/08/2022 | 83093 |PULLMAN RESORT BUNKER BAY ACCOMMODATION 6,164.00
11/08/2022 | 89178 |PVR INDUSTRIAL PTY LTD INDUSTRIAL PUMP REPAIRS 245.30
25/08/2022 | 89461 |PVR INDUSTRIAL PTY LTD INDUSTRIAL PUMP REPAIRS 37250
11/08/2022 | 89268 |QUBE BUSSELTON DEVELOPMENT PTY LTD RETURN OF BOND 13,480.00
25/08/2022 | 89569 |R1I TECHNOLOGY COMPUTER PRODUCTS 1,190.51
11/08/2022 | 89205 |RED DUST MEDIA PUBLIC ART CONSULTANCY SERVICES 3,500.00
25/08/2022 | 89650 |REECE PTY LIMITED PLUMBING SERVICES 237701
25/08/2022 | 89506 | REGIONAL CAPITALS AUSTRALIA YEARLY MEMBERSHIP 11,000.00
25/08/2022 89578 |RENTFIND TECHNOLOGIES PTY LTD PROPERTY INSPECTION SOFTWARE 11000
4f08/2022 89089  |REPCO AUTO PARTS PLANT PURCHASES [ SERVICES / PARTS 1,353.66
11/08/2022 89325 |REPCO AUTO PARTS PLANT PURCHASES / SERVICES / PARTS 37052
18/08/2022 89392 |REPCO AUTO PARTS PLANT PURCHASES [ SERVICES / PARTS 1,52807
25/08/2022 | 89618 |REPCO AUTO PARTS PLANT PURCHASES / SERVICES / PARTS. 192
25/08/2022 89596 |RESOLVE GROWP PTY LTD BCA COMPLIANCE AND CONSULTANCY SERVICES 3,162.50
25/08/2022 | 89591 |REVERBERATE CONULTING PTY LTD ACOUSTICAL CONSULTING ENGINEERING 343200
25/08/2022 | 89661 |RMS (AUSTIP/L SOFTWARE SERVICES 15197
11/08/2022 | 89321 |RODS AUTO ELECTRICS AUTO ELECTRICAL SERVICES 45099
25/08/2022| 89623 |RODS AUTO ELECTRICS AUTO ELECTRICAL SERVICES 16176
18/08/2022| 89388 |ROHAN ALCORN BITP REFUND 259.00
18/08/2022 | 89387 |ROOF ACCESS WA |Roor INSPECTIONS 4,812.50
11/08/2022| 89338 |ROTARY CLUB OF BUSSELTON SPONSORSHIP / ADVERTISING 21.00
25/08/2022 | 89617 | ROYAL LIFE SAVING SOCIETY - AUSTRALIA TRAINING SERVICES 295100
11/08/2022| 89339 | RUBEK AUTOMATIC DOORS AUTOMATIC DOOR SERVICES 6,28L.00
25/08/2022 | 89475 |RUTH BRODKS ART SALES 200
25/08/2022 | 89503 | RYAN AND KELLY FERGUSON WATER CHARGES REIMBURSEMENT 5.262.00
25/08/2022 | 89545 |5 & SWALKER ART SALES 16.00
11/08/2022 | 89367 |SANPOINT PTY LTD LANDSCAPING SERVICES - PROVENCE & VASSE 17.677.58
25/08/2022 | 89660 |SANPOINT PTYLTD LANDSCAPING SERVICES - MONAGHANS CNR & EASTERN LINK 5,483.50
25/08/2022 | 89496 |SCANIA AUSTRALIA PTY LTD INEW VEHICLES, PARTS AND LABOUR 70882
11/08/2022 | 89139 |SCOPE BUSINESS IMAGING ELECTRONIC EQUIPMENT 49257
25/08/2022 | 89433 |SCOPE BUSINESS IMAGING ELECTRONIC EQUIPMENT 41562
11/08/2022 | 89254 |SCOTT & VANESSA BRADLEY BITP REFUND £8.00
11/08/2022 | 89277 |SEEK LIMITED ADVERTISING SERVICES 896.50
25/08/2022 | 89581 |SEEKLIMITED ADVERTISING SERVICES 1,21000
11/08/2022 | 89134 |SETON AUSTRALIA SECURITY BARRIERS 191.96
4/08/2022 | BI0BO | SHANE & ALEXIS JENNINGS |INSTALLATION OF SCHEME WATER 1,059.20
11/08/2022 | 89298 |SHARON CUSTERS STAFF REIMBURSEMENT 19659
11/08/2022 | 89286 |SHARON HINCHLIFFE ART SALES 2450
11/08/2022 | 89371 |SHARON WILLIAMS ART SALES 9,60
4/08/2022 | 89094 _|SHORE COASTAL COASTAL CONSULTANCY SERVICES 3.586.00
25/08/2022 | 89418 |SHOREWATER MARINE PTY LTD IMARINE ASSET MAINTENANCE - SCHEDULED JETTY 44,55848
11/08/2022 | 89230 |SIESTA TIME Wi PTY LTD TRADING AS CAPE C |REFRE5HMENTS 15495
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LISTING OF PAYMENTS MADE
UNDER DELEGATED AUTHORITY
FOR THE MONTH OF AUGUST 2022
(CHEQUE PAYMENTS 119340 - 113405 74.850.55
ELECTRONIC FUNDS TRANSFER PAYMENTS 89073 - 89394 and £9398 to 89682 7.317.614.12
TRUST ACCOUNT PAYMENTS. EFT 89395 - 89397 38.077.70
PAYROLL PAYMENTS 01.08.22 - 310822 1,674,969.19
INTERNAL PAYMENT VOUCHERS DD 49439 4988 177.083.84
9,282,595.40
25/08/2022 | 89524 |SIESTA TIME WA PTY LTD TRADING AS CAPE C REFRESHMENTS 85118
11/08/2022 | 89346 |SIGMA CHEMICALS CHEMICAL SUPPLIER 31395
25/08/2022 | 89646 _|SIGMA CHEMICALS CHEMICAL SUPPLIER 266.75
25/08/2022 | 89532 |SKIDATA AUSTRALASIA PTY LTD CARPARK EQUIPMENT 1,646.70
11/08/2022 | 89097 |SMARTSALARY PTY LTD SALARY PACKAGING SERVICE 15.641.24
25/08/2022 | 89398 | SMARTSALARY FTY LTD SALARY PACKAGING SERVICE 17,108.03
25/08/2022 | 89519 |SMARTSALARY PTY LTD SALARY PACKAGING SERVICE 267.33
25/08/2022 | 39464 |SOUTH REGIONAL TAFE EDUCATION & TRAINING 1.199.60
25/08/2022 | 89651 |SOUTH WEST CYCLES hctt SUPPLIER 20000
11/08/2022 | 89278 |SOUTH WEST IRRIGATION MANAGEMENT SOLUTIO |IRRIGATION AND PROJECT MANAGEMENT 77000
11/08/2022 89315 |SOUTH WEST MACHINING CENTRE PLANT MAINTENANCE SERVICES. 462.30
25/08/2022 89619 |SOUTH WEST MACHINING CENTRE PLANT MAINTENANCE SERVICES 2.700.61
11/08/2022 | 89217 |SOUTH WEST CFFICE NATIONAL STATIONERY 90.56
25/08/2022 | 89510 |SOUTH WEST CFFICE NATIONAL STATIONERY 106144
25/08/2022 | 89438 [SOUTH WEST WINDSCREENS & TINT WINDSCREENS & TINTING 410,00
25/08/2022 89482 [SOUTHERN ATU SERVICES PTY LTD WASTE MANAGEMENT SERVICES 1.647.00
25/08/2022 | 89615 [SOUTHERN LOCK AND SECURITY SECURITY SERVICES 1.907 64
29/08/2022 | 89678 |SOUTHWEST BUILDING SUPPLIES WA PTY LTD |BUILD\NG SUPPLIES 11843
11/08/2022| 89171 |SOUTHWEST QUTDOOR POWER PLANT PURCHASES / SERVICES / PARTS. 750.10
11/08/2022 | 89343 |SOUTHWEST TYRE SERVICE PLANT TYRE SUPPLIER / REPAIRER 1127185
25/08/2022 | 89642 |SOUTHWEST TYRE SERVICE PLANT TYRE SUPPLIER / REPAIRER 3,74890
25/08/2022 | 89486 |SPICE ODYSEE CATERING 384.00
11/08/2022 | 89350 |SPORTS TURF ASSOCIATION (WA) INC MEMBERSHIP 400.00
11/08/2022 | 89358 |SPORTSWORLD OF WA |smm’ EQUIPMENT SUPPLIER 569.80
11/08/2022 | 89302 _|SPOTLIGHT PTY LTD VACATION CARE SUPPLIES 75.00
2022] 89609 |SPOTLIGHT PTY LTD VACATION CARE SUPPLIES 354.00
| 25/08/2022 89468 [ST JOHN AMBULANCE AUSTRALLA - BELMONT AMBULANCE SERVICES 1.704.00
25/08/2022 89603 |STAINES AND CAMERON DRIVERS LICENCE REIMBURSEMENT 126.10
25/08/2022 89608 |STEWART & HEATON CLOTHING |PH.0TECYI\-’E CLOTHING SUPPLIER 15.73
11/08/2022 | 89273 |STUART ST CLAIR & ANNE RYAN |COUNCILLOR PAYMENT 3,054.99
11/08/2022 89106 [SUPERCHOICE 187.347.87
25/08/2022 89407 |SUPERCHOICE 187.455.36
25/08/2022 89483 [SUPPER ROAD 1.950,00
11/08/2022 89364 |SURVCONP/L SURVEY SERVICES 172425
25/08/2022 89475  |SW ENVIRONMENTAL ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES 1,746.25
11/08/2022 89322 |SW PRECISION PRINT PRINTING SERVICES 1,21200
25/08/2022 89625  |SW PRECISION PRINT PRINTING SERVICES 104,60
25/08/2022 89500 |SWEET & UNIQUE (WA PTY LTD T/AS LUV AL CONFECTIONERY 7175
26/08/2022 89669 | SYMANTHA MAY STAFF REIMBURSEMENT 160.00
11/08/2022 89223 |SYNERGY ELECTRICITY SUPPLIES 53,331.66
25/08/2022 89516 |SYNERGY ELECTRICITY SUPPLIES 108,436.38
29/08/2022 89672 |SYNERGY ELECTRICITY SUPPLIES 70,06042
25/08/2022 | 89414 |TARVIA PTY LTD ENGINEERING SERVICES 143000
25/08/2022 | 89535 |TECH WINDOW GAVIN KENNETH BARNES tfas IT SUPPORT AND RETAIL SALES 172.30
11/08/2022 | 89350 |TECHNOLOGY ONE SOFTWARE SERVICES 388,259.48
11/08/2022 | 89316 | TELSTRA CORPORATION COMMUNICATION SERVICES 15,806.98
29/08/2022 | 89681 | TELSTRA CORPORATION COMMUNICATION SERVICES 637248
4/08/2022 | 83074 | TERRY WHITE CHEMIST FIRST AID SUPPLIES 13965
11/08/2022 | 89121 |THE RINK PTY LTD VACATION CARE SERVICES 270.00
25/08/2022 | 89451 |THE URBAN COFFEE HOUSE CATERING 3,353.20
25/08/2022 | 85529 | THINK WATER DUNSBORDUGH RETICULATION SERVICES 122457
25/08/2022 | 89441 |THOMSON REUTERS (PROFESSIONAL) AUSTRALIA RECRUITMENT SERVICES - BIG RED SKY ANNUAL LICENSE 17,155.88
29/08/2022 89675 | TIACS PTY LTD WORK WEAR PPE 3,41000
25/08/2022 89582 | TILTFORCE TILT TRAY SERVICES 17600
11/08/2022 89109 | TIMELIO PTY LTD |SIGNAGE SERVICES 1,17040
11/08/2022 89124 |TOLL IPEC PTY LTD COURIER SERVICES 2202
25/08/2022 89558 |TORRENS LEGAL RATE REFUND 4,485.95
11/08/2022 | 89334 |TOTAL EDEN PTYLTD RETICULATION SUPPLIES 2,13490
25/08/2022 89636 |TOTAL EDEN PTY LTD RETICULATION SUPPLIES 1,41905
11/08/2022 | 89378 |T-QuIP MOWER PARTS & SERVICE 2,203.20
25/08/2022 | 89666 |T-QuIp |MUWEF( PARTS & SERVICE 263.90
11/08/2022 | 89370 |TRADE HIRE PLANT HIRE & EQUIPMENT SERVICES 903.00
25/08/2022 | 89425 |TRANENPTY LTD VEGETATATION REPORT 5.363.60
11/08/2022| 89204 | TRIBE PERTH ACCOMMODATION 1,000.00
25/08/2022 | 89454 | TROPHIES ON TIME NAME BADGE SUPPLIER 132.00
11/08/2022 | 85186 | TRUCK CENTRE (WA) PTY LTD INEW VEHICLE PARTS & SERVICE 2,752.71
11/08/2022 | 89241 | TRUCKLINE PLANT PURCHASES / SERVICES / PARTS 18645
25/08/2022 | 89534 | TRUCKLINE PLANT PURCHASES / SERVICES / PARTS. 7EL16
25/08/2022 | 89467 | TRUE TRACK TRUCK ALIGNING WHEEL ALIGNMENT SERVICES 115200
11/08/2022 | 89261 | TURNER DESIGN BRANDING WEBSITES 3,762.00
25/08/2022 | 85568 | TURNER DESIGN |nm\um~s WEBSITES 3,762.00
25/08/2022 | 89580 | TUSNOPTY LTD CIVIL & TRAFFIC ENGINEERING CONSULTANCY 3,080.00
11/08/2022 | 89355 | TYREPOWER BUSSELTON PLANT TYRE SUPPLIER / REPAIRER 1,265.00
25/08/2022 | 89479 | UNDALUP ASSOCIATION INC CANVAS SIGNS 550.00
11/08/2022 | 89293 |UNITING GLOBAL PTY LTD CLEANING AND MAINTENANCE SERVICES 17,338.20
25/08/2022 | 89592 |UNITING GLOBAL PTY LTD CLEANING AND MAINTENANCE SERVICES 3.520.00
29/08/2022 | 89676 | UNITING OUTREACH PARISH BAGS OF RAGS 150.00
26/08/2022 | 89668 | VALERIE HUME |RATE REFUND 1.300.00
25/08/2022 | 89655 | VEOLIA RECYCLING & RECOVERY PTY LTD. | WASTE MANAGEMENT SERVICES 2,407.34
11/08/2022 | 89351 |VMS CONTRACTORS MAINTENANCE SERVICES 1,936.00
11/08/2022 | 89160 |VOIDED VOIDED -
11/08/2022 | 89255 |VOIDED VOIDED
11/08/2022 | 89269 |VOIDED VOIDED
11/08/2022 | 89323 |VOIDED VOIDED
25/08/2022 | 89409 |VOIDED VOIDED
25/08/2022| 89448 |VOIDED VOIDED
25/08/2022 | 89618 |VOIDED VOIDED
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City of Busselton
G

eographe Bay

19 October 2022

LISTING OF PAYMENTS MADE
UNDER DELEGATED AUTHORITY
FOR THE MONTH OF AUGUST 2022
(CHEQUE PAYMENTS 119340 - 113405 74.850.55
ELECTRONIC FUNDS TRANSFER PAYMENTS 89073 - 89394 and £9398 to 89682 7.317.614.12
TRUST ACCOUNT PAYMENTS. EFT 89395 - 89397 38.077.70
PAYROLL PAYMENTS 01.08.22 - 310822 1,674,969.19
INTERNAL PAYMENT VOUCHERS DD 49439 4988 177.083.84
9,282,595.40
25/08/2022 | 89430 |VORGEEPTY LTD GYM GOCDS 1,376.10
11/08/2022 | 89330 | W.A HINO SALES & SERVICE PLANT PURCHASES / SERVICES / PARTS. 185864
11/08/2022 | 89129 | WA EXTERNAL SOLUTIONS GUTTER MAINTENANCE 275.00
25/08/2022 | 89423 |WA EXTERNAL SOLUTIONS GUTTER MAINTENANCE 363.00
11/08/2022 | 89143 | WA NEWSPAPERS LIMITED ADVERTISING SERVICES 600.00
25/08/2022 | 89436 | WA NEWSPAPERS LIMITED ADVERTISING SERVICES 1,508.00
11/08/2022 | 89102 | WA SHIRE COUNCILS UNICN FEES 262.50
25/08/2022 | 39403 | WA SHIRE COUNCILS UNION FEES. 262.50
11/08/2022 | 89369 | WA SKILLS TRAINING TRAINING SERVICES 3000
11/08/2022 | 89111 |WALGA WALGA TRAINING SERVICES. 21,186.00
25/08/2022 | 85408 [WALGA WALGA TRAINING SERVICES. 390,00
25/08/2022 | 89509 | WATERCHEM AUSTRALIA PTY LTD DDOUR TREATMENT 4.059.00
11/08/2022 | 89154 |WAVES ENVIRONMENTAL PTY LTD BUSSELTON GROUNDWATER INVESTIGATION 227189
25/08/2022 | 89449 |WAVES ENVIRONMENTAL PTY LTD |8u55mo~ GROUNDWATER INVESTIGATION 16.163.02
11/08/2022 | 89116 |WEATHERSAFE WA CANVAS SERVICES 10.340.00
11/08/2022 89324  [WESFARMERS - BLACKWOODS FLEET CONSUMABLES & MAINTENANCE PARTS 1.61097
25/08/2022 | 89627 | WESFARMERS - BLACKWOODS FLEET CONSUMABLES & MAINTENANCE PARTS 86153
4/08/2022 | 89090 |WESFARMERS KHG GAS SERVICES 352.79
11/08/2022 | 89336 | WESFARMERS KHG GAS SERVICES 49682
25/08/2022 | 89638 | WESFARMERS KHG GAS SERVICES 210147
25/08/2022 | 89571 |WEST COAST WASTE SKIP BIN HIRE 5,005.00
25/08/2022 | 89517 |WESTBOOKS |usnm AESOURCES 134357
25/08/2022 | 89456 |WESTERN IRRIGATION PTY LTD |BORE AND IRRIGATION SERVICES 5,390.00
11/08/2022 | 89329 | WESTRACP/L PLANT PURCHASES / SERVICES / PARTS 1,241.06
25/08/2022 | 89632 |WESTRACP/L PLANT PURCHASES / SERVICES / PARTS 62.66
25/08/2022 | 89588 |WESTSIDE TILT TRAY SERVICE ABANDONED CAR REMOVAL 275.00
11/08/2022 | 89319 |WINC AUSTRALIA PTY LTD STATIONERY SUPPLIER 28365
25/08/2022 89620  |[WINC AUSTRALLA PTY LTD STATIONERY SUPPLIER 42772
11/08/2022 89363 [WML CONSULTANTS PTY LTD CONSULTANCY SERVICES - BUSSELTON WATER MAIN 9.423.70
11/08/2022 89284 |WOOD AUSTRALIA PTY LTD JENGINEERING CONSULTANCY SERVICES 2,505.80
25/08/2022 89606 [WOOLWORTHS GROUP LIMITED GROCERIES 171.90
11/08/2022 89332 |WORK CLOBBER PROTECTIVE CLOTHING SUPPLIER. 2,056.00
25/08/2022 89634 | WORK CLOBBER PROTECTIVE CLOTHING SUPPLIER 1.249.00
11/08/2022 89357 [WREN OIL WASTE OIL SERVICES 214.50
25/08/2022 89654 | WREN OIL WASTE OIL SERVICES 16.50
4/08/2022 89091 |WRIGHT EXPRESS AUSTRALIA PTY LTD (COLES) COUNCIL & STAFF REFRESHMENTS 889.26
11/08/2022 89348 | WRIGHT EXPRESS AUSTRALIA PTY LTD (COLES) COUNCIL & STAFF REFRESHMENTS 428.70
25/08/2022 89647 | WRIGHT EXPRESS AUSTRALIA PTY LTD (COLES) COUNCIL & STAFF REFRESHMENTS 610.32
11/08/2022 89177 | YAHAVA KOFFEE WORKS WHOLESALE CATERING 1,426.00
7,317,614.12
TRUST PAYMENTS AUGUST 2022
DATE REF # NAME DESCRIPTION AMOUNT §
18/08/2022 | 89396 | CITY OF BUSSELTON - EFT INTERNAL PAYMENTS / COMMISSIONS 73575
18/08/2022 | 89397 |CONSTRUCTION TRAINING FUND CTF LEVY 231103
1%/08/2022 | 89395 | DEPARTMENT OF MINES, INDUSTRY REGULATION BUILDING SERVICES LEVY 35,030.92
38,077.70 |
INTERNAL PAYMENT VOUCHERS DEBITS) AUGUST 2022
DATE REF # NAME DESCRIPTION AMOUNT §
23/08/2022 4974 |AFORD APPLICATION REFUND 384.00
22/08/2022 | 4973 | APASTRIKOS & W NEWMAN APPLICATION REFUND 260,00
23/08/2022 | 4972 | APUZZARINI & C PIER] APPLICATION REFUND 262.00
11/08/2022 4955 |AHOY MANAGEMENT APPLICATION REFUND 1,111.00
7/08/2022 4982 |AMPOL AUSTRALIA PETROLEUM PTY LTD FUEL SERVICES 112,774.79
1/08/2022 4949 |ANZ BANK 491263
12/08/2022 4969 |ANZ BANK 60.00
1/08/2022 | 4970  |ANZ BANK 16.00
5/08/2022 4975 | ANZ BANK 26774
5/08/2002 | 4976  |ANZ BANK 144.74
5/08/2022 4977 | ANZ BANK 96033
5/08/2002 | 4978  |ANZ BANK 567.77
31/08/2022 | 4987 |ANZ BANK STOP CHQ 15.00
8/08/2022 4988 | ANZ BANK VISA JULY 2022 15,205.29
LG PROFESSIONALS. MEMBERSHIP RENEWAL D.ABRAHAMSE 53100
DWER CLEARING PERMIT APPLICATION 2,400.00
APPLE ICLOUD STORAGE-0.DARBY 4.49
THE REDEOOK ONLINE VALUATION OF CITY VEHICLE 33.00
AMACONDA REWARD & RECOGNITION GIFT VOUCHERS 50.00
CALLOWS STAFF FAREWELL CARD 9.99
DYMOCKS BUSSELTON REWARD & RECOGNITION GIFT VOUCHERS 5000
PILBARA PLANTS & PETS GIFT VOUCHER - STAFF FAREWELL 5000
BUNNINGS PURCHASES FOR BITP-DINING CHAIRS 553.00
FACEBOOK GLC 208.75
FACEBOOK 0/S SURCHARGE 9.56
FACEBOOK LIBRARY 110.00
DEPUTY -ARTGEO DIGITAL VOLUNTEER MANAGEMENT SYSTEM 119.08
SEMDGRID CUSTOMER RETENTION-GLC 3040
THE EVENTS CALENDAR PLUGINS FOR LIBRARY WEBSITE 439.12
MAILCHIMP -LIBRARIES ELECTRONIC MARKETING -LIBRARY 9394
MESSAGEMEDIA GLC CUSTOMER RETENTION SYSTEM 17002
SPOTIFY MONTHLY SUBSCRIPTION MUSIC FOR YOUTH SERVICES. 1899
MAILCHIMP -ARTGEQ |E|Ec‘rno~|c MARKETING -ARTGEQ 90.48
DOMINOS- YOUTH SERVICES CATERING- SATURDAY NIGHT PROGRAM 100.80
MAILCHIMP IE_lEt'n:mu‘.N WSLETTER PR 47653
iGO DIRECT STAFF AWARDS- GIFT VOUCHERS 4,979.51
iGO DIRECT [STAFF AWARDS- GIFT VOUCHERS 13101
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City of Busselton
Geographe Bay

19 October 2022

LISTING OF PAYMENTS MADE
UNDER DELEGATED AUTHORITY
FOR THE MONTH OF AUGUST 2022
(CHEQUE PAYMENTS 119340 - 113405 74.850.55
ELECTRONIC FUNDS TRANSFER PAYMENTS. 89073 - 89394 and 89398 to 89682 7.317.614.12
TRUST ACCOUNT PAYMENTS EFT 89395 - 89397 38.077.70
PAYROLL PAYMENTS 01.08.22 - 31.08.22 1,674,969.19
INTERNAL PAYMENT VOUCHERS DD 4949 -4988 177.083.84
9,282,595.40
LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROFESSIONALS MEMBERSHIP RENEWAL -T. NOTTLE 53100
'WEST AUSTRALIAN DIGITAL SUBSCRIPTION 2800
HOOPLS - RE:MEMBER SOFTWARE PTY LTD 108 ADVERTIMENT 330,00
HOOPLA - RE:MEMBER SOFTWARE PTY LTD JOB ADVERTIMENT 9.90
POINTSBUILD TRAINING-NATIONAL CONSTRUCTION CODE CPD - B.SCHMIDT 550,00
1AP2 AUSTRALASIA FACILIATING THE TOUGH STUFF TRAINING - KJAMES 695.00
AUSTRALIAN ONLINE COURSE 599.00
LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROFESSIONALS 531.00
LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROFESSIONALS - 53100
(GODADDY.COM DOMAIN RENEWALS 87.78
'GODADDY.COM DOMAIN RENEWALS | GLE & NCC WEBSITES 263
DEPUTY DEPUTY |ﬂFU’W ROSTERING SYSTEM GLC 478.17
TELSTRA [ TELSTRA HOME INTERMET- M.ARCHER 95.63
RUGGED COMPUTING | CASE & KEYBOAD FOR TABLET-B.THOMAS 41690
Z00M |MONTHLY SUBSCRIPTION 12972
JAM SOFTWARE TREESIZE PROFESSIONAL 586.89
22/08/2022 | 4973 | ARIMIA GUESTHOUSE APPLICATION REFUND 266,00
23/08/2022 | 4974 |ASPIRE PERFORMANCE APPLICATION REFUND 21850
26/08/2022| 4981 |BARTLETT RATE REFUND 42.18
23/08/2022| 4974 |BUNBURY POOL CENTRE APPLICATION REFUND 6165
23/08/2022| 4974 |BUNBURY POOL CENTRE APPLICATION REFUND 6165
22/08/2022| 4973 |BUSSFLTON ACCOMODATION APPLICATION REFUND 266.00
12/08/2022 | 4954 |BUSSELTON CITY FOOTBALL CLUB APPLICATION REFUND 140,00
15/08/2022 | 4958 | BUSSELTON GOLF CLUB INC APPLICATION REFUND 224.00
23/08/2022| 4972 [cMMMPTY LTD APPLICATION REFUND 11000
2022| 4972 [CMMM PTY LTD APPLICATION REFUND 61.65
15/08/2022 | 4964 | COMMONWEALTH BANK BANK FEES 4692
3/08/2022 4979 | COMMONWEALTH BANK BANK FEES. 11898
12/08/2022 4953 |COMPLETE HIRE & SALES DEBTOR REFUND 574.00
12/08/2022 4954 | CWA DUNSBOROUGH APPLICATION REFUND 224,00
12/08/2022 4954 D SELDAM APPLICATION REFUND 246,00
28/07/2022 4952 DAMIEL CASSETTAI DESIGNS APPLICATION REFUND 2.577.03
26/08/2022 4981 DOCKING RATE REFUND 689.98
26/08/2022 4981 EDWICK |RATE REFUND 48341
22/08/2023 4973 EMPIRE RETREAT APPLICATION REFUND 384.00
23/08/2022 4972 H EMMETT APPLICATION REFUND 6165
12/08/2022 4954 H PIGGOTT APPLICATION REFUND 184.00
26/08/2022 4985 HUTSON APPLICATION REFUND 162.00
23/08/2022 4972 | LONG & PLONG APPLICATION REFUND 455.00
17/08/2022 4968 |1 WILLIAMSON AIRPORT PARKING CARD REFUND 20,00
2/08/2022 4951 KRASMUSSEN HALL & KEY DEPOSITS 20000
17/08/2022 4966 L D'ATH AMIMAL TRAP REFUNDS 100.00
1/08/2022 4956 [LES MILLS ASIA PACIFIC CONTRACT FEES 504.19
1/08/2022 4957 |LES MILLS ASIA PACIFIC CONTRACT FEES 605.03
19/08/2022 | 4967 |MHOWES ANIMAL TRAP REFUNDS 100.00
16/08/2022 | 4955 | MC TRAFFIC PLANNING APPLICATION REFUND 167.00
12/08/2022| 4954 |PROLIVING PTY LTD APPLICATION REFUND 236.00
9/08/2022 4950 | PROSSER HOLDINGS APPLICATION REFUND 990,00
9/08/2022 4350 | PROSSER HOLDINGS APPLICATION REFUND 1,507.00
12/08/2022 | 4954 | QUEST CONVEYANCING RATE REFUNDS. 139.75
16/08/2022 | 4955  |RBENSON APPLICATION REFUND 262.00
12/08/2022 4954 R CARROLL & F TRANDOS APPLICATION REFUND 9.00
16/08/2022 | 4959 |RJOVCE APPLICATION REFUND 1,797.00
16/08/2022 4971 RJOYCE APPLICATION REFUND 37.00
26/08/2022 4981 RANKIN RATE REFUND 493.92
25/08/2022 4986 REES ANIMAL TRAP REFUNDS 102.00
24/08/2022 4980 RICE APPLICATION REFUND 560.00
12/08/2022 | 4954 |RISE&CO APPLICATION REFUND 2000
9/08/2022 4950 ROBYN HAMILTON HALL & KEY DEPOSITS 1,00000
30/08/2022 | 4983  |SOLAR OCEAN TECHNOLOGIES INC WAVE BUOYS 22,065.77
10/08/2022 | 4962 |Sundry - Chq Crediter ANIMAL TRAP REFUNDS 100.00
10/08/2022 | 4963 |Sundry - Chq Creditor ANIMAL TRAP REFUNDS 100.00
22/08/2022 | 4973 |TBAWLEY RATE REFUNDS 4408
26/08/2022| 4985 | TRAFFIC FORCE APPLICATION REFUND 16600
28/07/2022 | 4952 |VKAIGG APPLICATION REFUND 160.00
16/08/2022 | 4960  |VOIDED VOIDED
16/08/2022 | 4961 |VOIDED VOIDED -
15/08/2022| 4965 | W HUTCHINSON ANIMAL TRAP REFUNDS 100.00
29/08/2022 | 4384  |WAIKER RATE REFUN 408.21
12/08/2022 | 4954 |WINDOWS ESTATE APPLICATION REFUND 12000
23/08/2022 | 4974 |YALLINGUP LODGE SPA RETREAT APPLICATION REFUND 266.00
16/08/2022 | 4959 |YALLINGUP WOODFIRED BREAD APPLICATION REFUND 104.00
177,083.84
PAYROLL PAYMENTS AUGUST 2022
DATE REF # NAME DESCRIPTION AMOUNT
9/08/2022 | 9/08/2022 |CITY OF BUSSELTON PAYROLL & SALARIES 818.103.66
23/08/2022 | 23/08/2022 | CITY OF BUSSELTON PAYROLL & SALARIES B56.865.53
1674,969.19
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12.2 Finance Committee - 5/10/2022 - FINANCIAL ACTIVITY STATEMENTS - YEAR TO DATE AS AT
31 AUGUST 2022

STRATEGIC THEME LEADERSHIP - A Council that connects with the community and is
accountable in its decision making.

STRATEGIC PRIORITY 4.2 Deliver governance systems that facilitate open, ethical and
transparent decision making.

SUBIJECT INDEX Financial Services
BUSINESS UNIT Financial Services
REPORTING OFFICER Manager Financial Services - Paul Sheridan

AUTHORISING OFFICER Director Finance and Corporate Services - Tony Nottle

NATURE OF DECISION Executive: Substantial direction setting, including adopting budgets,
strategies, plans and policies (excluding local planning policies);
funding, donations and sponsorships; reviewing committee
recommendations

VOTING REQUIREMENT  Simple Majority

ATTACHMENTS Attachment A Loan Schedule - August 2022§
Attachment B  Financial Activity Statement - August ZOZZQ
Attachment C Investment Report - August 2022§

This item was considered by the Finance Committee at its meeting on 5/10/2022, the
recommendations from which have been considered by Council.

The committee decision was moved and carried.

COUNCIL DECISION
C2210/258 Moved Councillor P Cronin, seconded Councillor M Love

That the Council receives the statutory financial activity statement reports for the period ending 31
August 2022, pursuant to Regulation 34(4) of the Local Government (Financial Management)
Regulations 1996.

CARRIED 9/0
EN BLOC

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION

That the Council receives the statutory financial activity statement reports for the period ending 31
August 2022, pursuant to Regulation 34(4) of the Local Government (Financial Management)
Regulations 1996.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Pursuant to Section 6.4 of the Local Government Act 1995 (the Act) and Regulation 34(4) of the Local
Government (Financial Management) Regulations 1996 (the Regulations), a local government is to
prepare, on a monthly basis, a statement of financial activity that reports on the City’s financial
performance in relation to its adopted / amended budget.

This report has been compiled to fulfil the statutory reporting requirements of the Act and
associated Regulations, whilst also providing the Council with an overview of the City’s financial
performance on a year to date basis, for the period ending 31 August 2022.
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BACKGROUND

The Regulations detail the form and manner in which financial activity statements are to be
presented to the Council on a monthly basis, and are to include the following:

. Annual budget estimates
° Budget estimates to the end of the month in which the statement relates
° Actual amounts of revenue and expenditure to the end of the month in which the

statement relates

. Material variances between budget estimates and actual revenue/expenditure
(including an explanation of any material variances)

° The net current assets at the end of the month to which the statement relates (including
an explanation of the composition of the net current position)

Additionally, and pursuant to Regulation 34(5) of the Regulations, a local government is required to
adopt a material variance reporting threshold in each financial year. At its meeting on 3™ August
2022, the Council adopted (C2208/198) the following material variance reporting threshold for the
2022/23 financial year:

That pursuant to Regulation 34(5) of the Local Government (Financial Management)
Regulations, the Council adopts a material variance reporting threshold with respect to
financial activity statement reporting for the 2022/23 financial year as follows:

° Variances equal to or greater than 10% of the year to date budget amount as
detailed in the Income Statement by Nature and Type/Statement of Financial
Activity report, however variances due to timing differences and/or seasonal
adjustments are to be reported only if not to do so would present an incomplete
picture of the financial performance for a particular period; and

° Reporting of variances only applies for amounts greater than 550,000.
OFFICER COMMENT

In order to fulfil statutory reporting requirements and to provide the Council with a synopsis of the
City’s overall financial performance on a year to date basis, the following financial reports are
attached hereto:

Statement of Financial Activity

This report provides details of the City’s operating revenues and expenditures on a year to date basis,
by nature and type (i.e. description). The report has been further extrapolated to include details of
non-cash adjustments and capital revenues and expenditures, to identify the City’s net current
position; which reconciles with that reflected in the associated Net Current Position report.

Net Current Position

This report provides details of the composition of the net current asset position on a full year basis,
and reconciles with the net current position as per the Statement of Financial Activity.

Capital Acquisition Report

This report provides full year budget performance (by line item) in respect of the following capital
expenditure activities:

° Land and Buildings
. Plant and Equipment
° Furniture and Equipment

° Infrastructure
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Reserve Movements Report

This report provides summary details of transfers to and from reserve funds, and associated interest
earnings on reserve funds, on a full year basis.

Additional reports and/or charts can be provided as required to further supplement the information
comprised within the statutory financial reports.

Comments on Financial Activity to 31 August 2022

The Statement of Financial Activity (FAS) for the year to date (YTD) shows an overall Net Current
Position of $60.7M.

Following on from the system upgrade issues described in the July YTD FAS report, progress has been
made, and we are now able to show the YTD budget positions at the Financial Activity Statement
level.

Unfortunately, the reporting mechanisms that enables detailed reporting on the material variances
on the face of the FAS, are still in the process of being resolved. As such, commentary on these
variances to YTD budget positions is not available as yet. This will be resolved and explained in
subsequent months as the new system and its reporting becomes fully functional.

Investment Report

Pursuant to the Council’s Investment Policy, a report is to be provided to the Council on a monthly
basis, detailing the investment portfolio in terms of performance and counterparty percentage
exposure of total portfolio. The report is also to provide details of investment income earned against
budget, whilst confirming compliance of the portfolio with legislative and policy limits.

As at 31t August 2022 the value of the City’s invested funds decreased from $97.0M as at 31° July
2022 to $90.9M.

As at 31 August 2022 the 11AM (an intermediary account which offers immediate access to the
funds compared to the term deposits) account balance is $7.0M, down from $13.0M as at 31° July
2022. A deduction of $6.0M from the 11AM account, with the funds being transferred to the cheque
account to meet normal operating expenses.

During the month of August 2022 four term deposits totalling the amount of $16M matured. These
were renewed for a further 212 days at 3.28% on average.

The official cash rate increased during the month of August by a further 0.5% from 1.35% to 1.85%.
Further increases are expected in the coming months. This will result in higher interest earnings for
the City, although any future borrowings will incur higher rates also.

The current variance of interest to budget is due to the identified system issues. As shown on the
investment report, interest totalling $76,720 has been received but not yet fully processed.

Additionally, accrued interest totalling $184,073 has not yet been fully processed.

Borrowings Update

During the month no new loans were drawn and no repayments made on existing loans. The
attached Loan Schedule outlines the status of all existing loans YTD.
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Chief Executive Officer — Corporate Credit Card

Details of transactions made on the Chief Executive Officer’s corporate credit card during August
2022 are provided below to ensure there is appropriate oversight and awareness.

Date Payee ‘ Description $ Amount ‘
12/08/22 | SHELTER BREWING SOUTH WEST CEO GROUP CATCHUP $80.00
RADICAL NOMINEES/PUBLIC [ RCAWA DINNER — CEO M.ARCHER,

18/08/22 HOUSE MAYOR CR HENLEY & CR P.CARTER >196.95
RCAWA- ACCOMMODATION/FOOD &

19/08/22 | DUXTON HOTEL BEVERAGE- CEO M.ARCHER $346.12
TOTAL $623.07

Donations & Contributions Received

During the month no non-infrastructure asset (bridges, roads, POS etc), donations or contributions
were received.

Statutory Environment

Section 6.4 of the Act and Regulation 34 of the Regulations detail the form and manner in which a
local government is to prepare financial activity statements.

Relevant Plans and Policies

There are no relevant plans or policies to consider in relation to this matter.

Financial Implications

Any financial implications are detailed within the context of this report.

Stakeholder Consultation

No external stakeholder consultation was required or undertaken in relation to this matter.

Risk Assessment

An assessment of the potential implications of implementing the officer recommendation has been
undertaken using the City’s risk management framework, with risks assessed taking into account any
controls already in place. No risks of a medium or greater level have been identified.

Options

The Statements of Financial Activity are presented in accordance with Section 6.4 of the Act and
Regulation 34 of the Regulations and are to be received by Council. Council may wish to make
additional resolutions as a result of having received these reports.

CONCLUSION

As at 31% August 2022, the City’s net current position stands at $60.7M. The City’s financial
performance is considered satisfactory, and cash reserves remain strong.

TIMELINE FOR IMPLEMENTATION OF OFFICER RECOMMENDATION

Not applicable.
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Attachment A Loan Schedule - August 2022

City of Busselton
Loan Schedule - as at 31 August 2022

19 October 2022

Budget
Budgeted Actual 2022/23  2022/23 Actual  2022/23  2022/23Actual  Budget 2022/23Budget  Principal  2022/23 Budget
Loan Interest Term Interest  Actual New Principal Balance of Interest Principal 1 July 2022/23 Budget Principal Outstanding 30 Interest
Number Institut-ion  Rate (Years) Expiry Rate Loans incipal Owing 2022 New Loans Repayments June 2023 Repayments
% % $ $ $ $ $ $ $ $ $
Civic and Administration Centre 207 WATC 4.51 20 Jun-34 451 12,595,043 12,595,043 810,406 11,784,637 554,459
Other Property and Services
Lot 40 Vasse Highway 210 WATC 361 10 Dec-25 3.61 850,000 850,000 - £50,000 30,685
Recreation and Culture
Geothermal Heating GLC 202 WATC 3.98 10 Jun-23 3.98 63,421 63,421 63,421 (0) 1,585
Busselton Foreshore 204 WATC 436 15 Jun-29 4.36 604,663 604,663 75,559 529,104 25,139
GLC Extensions 205 WATC 3.92 10 Jun-24 3.92 279,840 275,840 137,191 142,649 8,969
Busselton Foreshore 209 WATC 3.45 12 un27  3.45 3,061,200 3,061,200 569,628 2,481,572 101,430
Busselton Foreshore 211 WATC 2.55 8 Oct-24 2.55 97,536 906,281 6,399 1,003,817 393,889 609,928 21,851
Busselton Foreshore letty Precinct 215 WATC 3.25 10 Apr-28 3.25 1,595,480 1,595,480 244,951 1,350,529 49,879
Tennis Club Facility 216 WATC 325 10 Apr-28 3.25 1,755,027 1,755,027 269,446 1,485,581 54,867
Lot 10 Commonage Road 217 WATC 3.25 10 Apr-28  3.25 1,021,107 1,021,107 156,769 864,338 31,623
Busselton Tennis Club 218 WATC 221 10 Jun-29 221 906,314 506,314 121,072 785,242 19,031
Performing Arts [ Convention Centre 225 WATC 1.46 10 Dec-31 2.10 4,774,076 4,774,076 459,005 4,315,071 96,611
Performing Arts / Convention Centre 226 WATC 2.02 15 Dec-36 239 4,860,472 4,860,472 284,085 4,576,387 113,418
Performing Arts / Convention Centre 228 WATC 3.86 20 Jun-42 3.86 5,000,000 5,000,000 169,393 4,830,607 190,515
Performing Arts / Convention Centre 228 WATC 3.77 17 un39 377 5,000,000 5,000,000 214,251 4,785,749 185,387
Performing Arts [ Convention Centre New Unknown 3.25 20 New - 6,500,000 175,426 6,324,574 157,020
Transport
Land Acquisition for Parking 203 WATC 4.19 8 Sep-21 4.19 - - - - -
Airport Jet Al Installation 206 WATC 392 10 Jun-24 3.92 81,620 81,620 40,014 41,606 2,616
Airport Freight Hub Stage 1 219 WATC 221 10 Jun-29 221 1,073,076 1,073,076 143,350 929,726 22,532
- 97,536 44,427,619 6,399 44,525,155 6,500,000 4,327,853 46,697,301 1,667,916
Self-Supporting Loans
Recreation and Culture
Busselton Bowling Club 199 WATC 5.98 Dec-20 5.98 - - -
Busselton Football and Sportsman's Club 208 WATC 293 10.25 Apr-25 293 9,705 9,705 3,141 6,564 250
Dunsborough and Districts Country Club 212 WATC 3.04 10 May-27 3.04 61,291 61,291 11,530 49,761 1,776
Geographe Bay Yacht Club 213 WATC 3.04 10 May-27 3.04 53,764 53,764 10,114 43,650 1,558
Dunsborough and Districts Country Club 214 WATC 319 10 Sep-27 3.19 64,777 64,777 10,955 53,822 1,980
Busselton Tennis Club 220 WATC 137 7 Sep-26 137 30,889 30,889 7,107 23,782 387
Busselton Hockey Club Stadium 221 WATC 131 10 Jun-30 131 36,517 36,517 4,358 32,158 457
Busselton Golf Club 222 WATC 145 10 Jun-31 1.45 99,703 98,703 10,447 89,256 1,390
Dunsbarough Bay Yacht Club 223 WATC 2.7 5 Dec-26 157 22,587 22,587 4,883 17,704 325
Geographe Bay Yacht Club 224 WATC 277 10 Dec-31 2.42 47,776 47,776 4,530 43,246 1,114
Community Groups 22/23 $250K New Unknown 155 10 New - - 250,000 11,603 238,397 1,915
Economic Services
e Bay Tourism iati 201 WATC 4.76 10 Sep-21 4.76 - - - - -
MRBTA - Ancient Lands Discovery Park 227 WATC 2.77 10 Mar-32 .77 1,222,773 1,222,773 110,808 1,111,965 32,742
Jetty AUDC New WATC 27 -
- - 1,649,782 - 1,649,782 250,000 189,475 1,710,307 43,895
Total - Council and Self-supporting Loans - 97,536 46,077,401 6,399 46,174,937 6,750,000 4,517,329 48,407,608 1,711,811
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Statement of Financial Activity

Year to Date As At 31 August 2022

2022/2023 2022/2023 2022/2023 2022/23
Actual YTD Amended Original YTD Bud (A)
Budzet YTD Budeget YTD Budget Variance
s $ 5 $ %
Revenue from Ordinary Activities
Rates 56,857,225 56,617,065 56,617,065 57,741,408 57,741,408 0.42%
Operating Grants, Subsidies and Contributions 463,661 1,395,018 1,395,018 3,432,638 3,432,638 -66.76%
Fees & Charges 9,749,291 8,517,307 8,517,307 19,894,021 19,894,021 14.46%
Other Revenue 20,573 0 0 351,906 351,906 0.00%
Interest Earnings 125,797 313,135 313,135 2,019,250 2,019,250 -59.83%
‘Gain on Sale of Non-Current Asset 0 0 0 ] 0 100.00%
Fair Value Adjustment to Assets 0 [} o [} ] 100.00%
67,216,547 66,842,525 66,842,525 83,439,223 83,439,223 0.56%
Expenses from Ordinary Activities
Employee Costs (5,824,630) (5,308,671) (5,308,671) (36,307,918} 136,307,918) -9.72%
Materials & Contracts (1,600,787) (1,935,543) (1,935,543) (22,164,077) (22,164,077) 17.30%
Utilities (Gas, Electricity, Water etc) 378,035) (345,865) (345,865) (2,876,680) (2,876,680) -9.30%
Depreciation on non current assets (2,165,347) (4,661,024) (4,661,024) (27,439,500} (27,439,900) 53.54%
Insurance Expenses {172,170) (359,544) (358,544) (652,368) (652,369) 52.11%
Other Expenditure 378,081 (167,422} (167,422) (7,677,546) (7,677,546) 325.83%
Allocations 22,953 0 o 2,132,924 2,132,924 0.00%
19,739,926) (12,778,069) (12,778,069) (94,585,566) 194,985,566) 23.78%
Borrowings Cost Expense
Interest Expenses {10,199) {7,007) (7,007) (1,722,673) (1,722,673) -45.56%
(10,199) 17,007) (7,007) 11,722,673) (1,722,673) -45.56%
Non-Operating Grants, Subsidies and Contributions 2,088,044 594,396 594,396 31,102,583 31,102,583 251.25%
Profit on Asset Disposals ] 1] o 23632 23632 0.00%
Loss on Asset Disposals 0 0 o {45,550} (45,550) 0.00%
2,088,044 594,396 594,396 31,080,665 31,080,665 251.29%
Net Result 59,554,467 54,651,845 54,651,845 17,811,649 17,811,649 8.97%
for N h &
Depreciation 2,165,347 4,661,024 4,661,024 27,439,900 27,439,900
Donated Assets o o 0 (5,740,000} (5,740,000)
{Profit)/Loss on Sale of Assets 0 0 0 21,918 21,818
Allocations & Other Adjustments 146,646 0 o (1] ]
Deferred Pensioner Movements (Non-current) (49,867) 0 0 0 0
Recording of Employee Benefit and Other Provisions (NC) 1] 0 ] 0 0
Depaosit & Bonds Movements (cash backed NC) 243,309 0 V] o ]
Future Obligations Net Movements (NC) 2,852,271 0 0 L] o
Fair value and Gain on Sale Adjustment 0 1] o o '
Capital Revenus & (Expenditure)
Land & Buildings (1,960,876) (2,442,661) (2,442,661) (40,359,914) 40,359,914) 19.72%
Plant & Equipment (514,387) (17,273) (17,273) (2,451,873} (2,451,873) -2877.98%
Furniture & Equipment (18,550) (73,282) (73,282) (1,048,664} (1,048,664) T74.69%
Infrastructure 254,960) (4,818,352) (4,818,352) (22,600,157} 122,600,157) 94.71%
Proceeds from Sale of Assets o 0 o 613,452 613,452 0.00%
Proceeds from New Loans 0 1] o 6,750,000 6,750,000 0.00%
Self Supporting Loans - Repayment of Principal 0 0 o 189,476 189,476 0.00%
Total Loan Repayments - Principal (97,536) (97.536) (97,536) (4,517,329) (4,517,329) 0.00%
Repayment Capital Lease 1101,252) {101,252 (101,252) (250,974} (250,974) 0.00%
Advances to Community Groups o o 0 (250,000} (250,000) 0.00%
Transfer to Restricted Assets 4,994,144) o o [} o -100.00%
Transfer from Restricted Assets 0 0 0 12,811,794 12,811,794 100.00%
Transfer to Reserves 0 (3,171,930) (3,171,930) (24,477,257) (24,477,257) 100.00%
Transfer from Reserves 3,190,034 2,089,341 2,098,341 35,886,464 35,886,464 51.95%
Opening Funds Surplus/ (Deficit) 507,353 507,353 507,353 507,353 507,353

Net Current Position - Surplus / {Deficit) 60,667,856 51,197,277 51,197,277 335,838 335,838
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City of Busselton

Net Current Position

Year to Date As At 31 August 2022

2022/23 2022/23 2022/23 2021/22
Actual Amended Original Actual
Budget Budget

NET CURRENT ASSETS
CURRENT ASSETS
Cash - Unrestricted 5,539,750 59,525 59,525 0
Cash - Restricted 99,764,322 73,739,212 73,739,212 97,960,213
Sundry Debtors 1,107,160 2,779,261 2,779,261 4,245,922
Rates Outstanding - General 54,843,970 120,739 120,739 120,738
Stock on Hand 926,708 900,000 900,000 935,800

162,181,910 77,598,737 77,598,737 103,262,673
LESS: CURRENT LIABILITIES
Bank Overdraft 0 0 0 304,759
Sundry Creditors 1,749,732 3,523,687 3,523,687 4,490,348
Obligations Liability (C) 2,999,485 2,800,000 2,800,000 2,999,485
Performance Bonds 4,312,746 4,069,438 4,069,438 4,069,438

9,061,963 10,393,125 10,393,125 11,864,030

Current Position (inclusive of Restricted Funds) 153,119,947 67,205,612 67,205,612 91,398,643
Add: Cash Backed Obligations Liability (C) 2,999,485 2,800,000 2,800,000 2,999,485
Add: Cash Backed Liabilities (Deposits & Bonds) 4,312,746 4,069,438 4,069,438 4,069,438
Less: Cash - Restricted Funds (99,764,322) (73,739,212) (73,739,212) (97,960,213)

NET CURRENT ASSET POSITION 60,667,856 335,838 335,838 507,353
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City of Busselton

Capital Construction & Acquisition Report
Property, Plant & Equipment, Infrastructure
Year to date as at 31 August 2022

2022/23 2022/23 2022/23 2022/23 2022/23
Amended Original Amended Budget
Project Project Description Actual YTD Budget Budget Budget Original
YTD YTD
$ $ $ $ $
Land
12936 Property Services Administration(C) 0 0 0 50,000 50,000
12847 Purchase Sues Road|(C) 0 0 0 500,000 500,000
0 0 0 550,000 550,000
Buildings
12231 Aged Housing Capital Improvements - Harris Road(C) 1] 0 0 12,608 12,608
12234 Aged Housing Capital Improvements - Winderlup Court (City(C) 0 49,000 49,000 49,000 49,000
12233 Aged Housing Capital Improvements - Winderlup(C) 0 0 0 25,215 25,215
10589 Airport Construction, Existing Terminal Upgrade(C) 1,082 0 0 287,000 287,000
12804 Airport Terminal Building(C) 0 5,298 5,298 31,787 31,787
12464 Ambergate Bushfire Brigade Shed(C) 0 0 0 0 0
12942 Asbestos Remaoval & Replacement(C) 0 5,500 5,500 33,000 33,000
10585 BMRA Hangars(C) 0 0 0 303,790 303,790
10622 Bovell Construction of Change rooms(C) 3,310 [s] 0 72,394 72,394
12927 BPACC - Construction - Funded Building Asset Renewal Rese(C) 0 Q 0 130,000 130,000
12919 BPACC - Construction - Funded Federal Government Grant(C) 0 0 0 2,799,000 2,799,000
12925 BPACC - Construction - Funded Grant Community Program Pha(C) 0 0 0 1,923,000 1,923,000
12920 BPACC - Construction - Funded Loan(C) 0 0 0 6,500,000 6,500,000
12921 BPACC - Construction - Funded RA Unspent Loans(C) 0 0 0 7,187,000 7,187,000
12926 BPACC - Construction - Funded RIO Sponsorship(C) 1] Q 0 250,000 250,000
12471 BPACC - Construction(C) 1,644,508 1,908,984 1,908,584 11,453,899 11,453,899
12916 BPACC - Construction(C) 0 0 0 550,000 550,000
12918 BPACC - Construction(C) 0 0 0 1,642,703 1,642,703
12922 BPACC - Contingency - Funded RA Unspent Loans(C) 0 0 0 2,000,000 2,000,000
12779 BPACC - Contingency (C) 45,199 0 0 0 0
12923 BPACC - Design of Structure / Professional Fees - Funded (C) 0 Q 0 670,000 670,000
12652 BPACC - Design of Structure / Professional Fees(C) 62,075 16,450 16,450 98,700 98,700
12928 BPACC - IT Hardware & Software - Funded Corporate IT Syst(C) 0 0 0 75,000 75,000
12783 BPACC - IT Hardware & Software (C) 31,500 Q 0 0 0
12929 BPACC - Landscaping - Funded Parks, Gardens & Reserve Res(C) 0 0 0 500,000 500,000
12917 BPACC - Loose Furniture & Fittings(C) 0 0 0 250,000 250,000
12924 BPACC - Utility Costs - Funded RA Unspent Loans{C) 1] 0 0 143,000 143,000
12782 Costs (C) 98 o] 0 o 0
12437 Buildings Asset Management Plan High Use Allocation(C) 0 0 0 0 0
12793 Bunker Bay Ablution - Improvments(C) 1] 2,833 2,833 17,000 17,000
10593 Busselton Airport - Building(C) 0 0 0 0 0
12689 Busselton Beachfront Ablutions{C) 0 o] 0 0 0
12795 Busselton Depot CCTV & Electronic Gate(C) 0 9,167 9,167 55,000 55,000
12869 Busselton Jetty Tourist Park - Renewal Works Park 1 Ablut(C) 0 0 0 46,120 46,120
12868 Busselton Jetty Tourist Park - Replace Cabin 2 (C}) 0 0 0 205,000 205,000
12457 Busselton Jetty Tourist Park Upgrade(C) 0 30,458 30,458 45,686 45,686
12789 Busselton Library -Lighting Improvements{C) 0 1,537 1,537 9,224 9,224
10972 Churchill Park Renew Sports Lights(C) 75,000 4] 0 188,252 188,252
10016 Civic and Administration Centre Minor Upgrades(C) 58 5,833 5,833 35,000 35,000
10669 Community Resource Centre{C) 0 Q 0 o 1]
12796 Depot Training Room - Roof Renewal(C) 0 1,767 1,767 10,600 10,600
10688 Depot Washdown Facility Upgrades(C) 0 76,700 76,700 76,700 76,700
12792 Dunst gh Hall - Asb I ion (C) 0 2,833 2,833 17,000 17,000
12797 Dunsborough Hall Renewals(C) 0 4,458 4,458 26,746 26,746
10642 Dunsborough Lakes Sporting Precinct-Pavilion/Changeroom F(C) 4,279 104,815 104,815 1,284,775 1,284,775
12435 Dunsborough Youth Centre Building Construction(C) 17,568 36,147 36,147 36,147 36,147
12440 Energy Efficiency Initiatives (Various Buildings) (C) 31,814 43,274 43,274 133,234 133,234
10788 GLC Building Improvements(C) 42,900 102,207 102,207 423,934 423,934
10789 GLC CCTV Installation(C) 0 8,333 8,333 50,000 50,000
12798 High Street Hall (C) 0 1,000 1,000 6,000 6,000
12478 Jetty Depot - Maintenance Compound(C) 450 0 0 0 0
12330 King Street Toilets(C) 0 ] 0 0 0
12791 Maturaliste Community Centre Fire Indicator Panel Renewal(C) 0 5,000 5,000 30,000 30,000
12800 Old Courthouse and Jail Cells (C) 0 10,167 10,167 61,000 61,000
12801 Old Police Quarters - Roof Renewal(C) 0 10,000 10,000 60,000 60,000
12692 Point Picquet Toilet Block(C) 1] 0 0 0 0
12803 Seymour Park Toilets{C) 0 900 900 5,400 5,400
12331 Smiths Beach New Public Toilet(C) 635 0 0 0 0
1,960,876 2,442,661 2,442,661 39,809,914 39,809,914
Plant and Equipment
12934 Airport Operations - Replacement Bar Pertol 3000PSI Press(C) 0 0 0 1,500 1,500
12935 Airport Operations - Replacement Blower(C) 1] 0 0 400 400
12931 Airport Operations - Replacement Deutz/able 75KVA Generat(C) 0 0 0 25,000 25,000
12933 Airport Operations - Replacement Stihl FS94R CE Brusheutt(C) 0 0 0 700 700
12932 Airport Operations - Replacement Toro Groundmaster 7200 M(C) 1] 0 0 30,000 30,000
12930 Airport Operations - Replacement Ute - Airport Operations(C) 0 0 0 35,000 35,000
10018 Animal Control(O) 53,364 0 0 0 0
14727 Baggage handling system injector belt(C) 0 0 0 55,000 55,000
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City of Busselton

Capital Construction & Acquisition Report
Property, Plant & Equipment, Infrastructure
Year to date as at 31 August 2022

2022/23 2022/23 2022/23 2022/23 2022/23

Amended Original Amended Budget

Project Project Description Actual YTD Budget Budget Budget Original

YTD YTD
$ $ $ $ $
12910 Busselton Jetty - Replacement Honda EU20 Generator (Jetty(C) 0 0 0 3,000 3,000
12909 Busselton Jetty - Replacement Stihl MS381 Chainsaw(C) 0 0 0 2,000 2,000
12872 Busselton Jetty Tourist Park - Battery Powered Mule(C) 0 Q 0 35,000 35,000
12871 Busselton Jetty Tourist Park - Replace Stihl F$110 Brushc{C) 0 0 0 1,000 1,000
12870 Busselton Jetty Tourist Park- Replace Holden Colorado 4x4(C) 0 0 0 35,000 35,000
10700 Dunsbarough Cemetery(C) 0 17,273 17,273 17,273 17,273
12895 Engineering and Works Services - Replacement Asset Manage(C) 0 Q 0 35,000 35,000
12896 Engineering and Works Services - Replacement Building Fac(C) 1] 0 0 42,000 42,000
12897 Engineering and Works Services - Replacement Isuzu D-Max (C) 0 0 0 42,000 42,000
12899 Engineering and Warks Services - Replacement Isuzu D-Max (C) 0 Q 0 42,000 42,000
12898 Engineering and Works Services - Replacement Mitsubishi G(C) 0 0 0 42,000 42,000
12900 Engineering and Works Services - Replacement Toyota Hilux(C) 0 0 0 42,000 42,000
12901 Engineering and Works Services - Replacement Toyota Hilux(C) 0 0 0 42,000 42,000
12948 Environmental Health Serv Admin-Health Ute(C) 0 0 0 42,000 42,000
12903 Finance and Corporate Services - Replacement IT Coordinat(C) 0 0 0 35,000 35,000
12902 Finance and Corporate Services - Replacement Manager Gove(C) 216 0 0 40,000 40,000
10901 Operations Services Administration(O) 34,128 Q 0 0 0
12894 Plan and Dev - Replacement Comp - Nissan X-trail{C} 1] 0 0 35,000 35,000
12893 Planning and Development Services - Replacement Complianc(C) 0 0 0 41,000 41,000
11031 Plant Purchases (P10}{0) 426,679 0 0 0 0
12886 Plant Purchases (P11} - Brush / Tree Chipper(C} 0 0 0 100,000 100,000
12881 Plant Purchases (P11) - HINO FD1024 Beavertail Truck (tur(C) 1] Q 0 110,000 110,000
12882 Plant Purchases (P11} - Isuzu NPR65-190 Single Cab (Turf (C) 0 Q 0 90,000 90,000
12883 Plant Purchases (P11) - Kubota F3620 Qutfront Mower (C) 0 0 0 33,000 33,000
12884 Plant Purchases (P11) - Kubota F3690 Outfront Mower (C) 0 Q 0 33,000 33,000
12885 Plant Purchases (P11) - Kubota F3690 Outfront Mower (C) 0 0 0 33,000 33,000
12904 Plant Purchases (P11} - Minor Plant (Capital)(C) 0 0 0 20,000 20,000
12905 Plant Purchases (P11} - Minor Plant (Non-Capital)(C) 0 0 0 40,000 40,000
12887 Plant Purchases (P11} - Redexim Easyspread 1600 Sand Spre(C) 0 0 0 20,000 20,000
12879 Plant Purchases (P11) - Spit water heavy duty high pressu(C) 0 0 0 14,000 14,000
12880 Plant Purchases (P11) - Water Tank 4,500 LT with Pump & (C) 0 Q 0 15,000 15,000
12890 Plant Purchases (P12) - Caterpillar CS56 Rollwe (Constru(C) 0 0 0 180,000 180,000
12891 Plant Purchases (P12} - Ditchwitch Cable Locator{C) 0 0 0 8,000 8,000
12888 Plant Purchases (P12) - HINO FS2848 Tipper Truck (Constr/(C) [1] 0 0 230,000 230,000
12892 Plant Purchases (P12) - ISUZU FVZ1400 Tipper Truck (Const{C} 0 0 0 230,000 230,000
12906 Plant Purchases (P12} - Minor Plant (Capital)(C} 0 Q 0 15,000 15,000
12907 Plant Purchases (P12} - Minor Plant (Mon-Capital){C) 1] 0 0 15,000 15,000
12889 Plant Purchases (P12) - Speed Display/VMB single axle tra(C) 0 0 0 25,000 25,000
13001 Sale of Plant (Outright){C) 0 0 0 o] 0
12908 Transport - Warkshop - Minar Plant(C) 0 0 0 10,000 10,000
12912 Waste Management - Plant Replacement Grab bucket and atta(C) 0 0 0 30,000 30,000
12914 Waste Management - Plant Replacement Minor {Capital)(C) 0 0 0 10,000 10,000
12915 Waste Management - Plant Replacement Minor {Non Capital)(C) 0 0 0 10,000 10,000
12913 Waste Management - Plant Replacement Trailer for bin clea(C) 0 0 0 20,000 20,000
12911 Waste Management - Replacement of Velvo FE320 6x4 Dual Co(C) 0 0 0 440,000 440,000
514,387 17,273 17,273 2,451,873 2,451,873
Furniture and Equipment
12939 Administration Building- 2-16 Southern Drive(C) 0 0 0 15,000 15,000
12937 Community Resource Centre(C) 0 1] 0 20,000 20,000
10677 Cultural Planning - Artist Concept Development 1,500 0 0 0 1]
10677 Cultural Planning - Develop Artist Brief, engage artists 2,000 0 0 ] 0
10677 Cultural Planning - Milestone 2 AR set up & 3d Map creation 6,000 0 0 o0 0
10677 Cultural Planning + Ballaarat photo capture & 3D modelling 10,000 0 0 0 0
14731 Cultural Planning Furniture & Equipment(C) 0 0 0 25,568 25,568
12940 Depot Building-Busselton{(C) 0 0 0 50,000 50,000
14729 Events Furniture & Equipment(C) 0 0 0 200,000 200,000
14730 Geographe Leisure Centre Fitness Equipment(C) 0 ] 0 18,160 18,160
12876 ICT Services - Equipment & Software Purchases(C) 0 73,282 73,282 594,845 594,845
10811 Information Services - 2022 EOY Commitment Audit & Assurance (950) 0 0 0 0
12878 Naturaliste Community Centre (NCC) - Purchase Office Furn(C) 0 Q 0 20,000 20,000
10965 P&E - P&G Smart Technologies{C) 1] 0 0 100,000 100,000
12938 YCAB (Youth Precinct Foreshore)(C) 0 0 0 5,091 5,001
18,550 73,282 73,282 1,048,664 1,048,664
Roads Infrastructure ***

12824 Acton Park Road(C) 226 197,167 197,167 1,183,000 1,183,000
10760 Barnard Park East Foreshore Stage 2 Capital Works(C) 12 0 0 0 0
12676 Barracks Drive Reseal and Reconstruction(C) 544 0 0 0 1]
11149 Barracks Drive Spray Seal(C) 57 0 0 0 0
11980 Boallia Road Reconstruct and Widen(C) 5,198 0 0 0 0
11199 Bussell Highway(C) 6,626 705,145 705,145 1,330,145 1,330,145
12851 Bussell Highway(C) 583 25,000 25,000 150,000 150,000
12574 Cape Naturaliste Road(C) 929 Q 0 o 0
11150 Causeway Road - Molloy Street Intersection(C) 0 0 0 0 0
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2022/23 2022/23 2022/23 2022/23 2022/23
Amended Original Amended Budget
Project Project Description Actual YTD Budget Budget Budget Original
¥TD YTD
$ $ $ $
11987 Caves Road - Median Crossing(C) 0 17,960 17,960 17,960 17,960
11151 Chapman Crescent Spray Seal(C) 7,207 0 0 0 0
11989 Chapman Hill Road(C) (17.144) 381,951 381,951 381,951 381,951
12672 Chapman Hill Road(C) a1 0 0 0 0
11991 Commonage & Hayes Road instersection Safety works(C) 0 38,951 38,951 38,951 38,951
12827 Commonage Road(C) 800 46,667 46,667 280,000 280,000
12677 Cook Street Reseal(C) 0 1] 0 ] 0
12446 Dunsborough Road Access Improvements Stage 1(C) 1] 0 0 0 \]
12825 Farquar Road Resheet(C) 10,697 12,500 12,500 75,000 75,000
10610 Forth Street Groyne Carpark - Formalise and Seal(C) 132 Q 0 o 1]
12602 Gale Street(C) 7 o] 0 ] 0
11996 Geographe Bay Road Quindalup(C) 76 0 0 0 0
11207 Georgette Street Reconstruction(C) 441 0 0 0 0
11997 Gifford Road Reconstruction(C) 20,601 111,053 111,053 111,053 111,053
12826 Glendon Road Resheet(C) 2,805 4,891 4,891 29,347 29,347
12603 Harris Road(C) 41 0 0 0 0
11186 Jacka Road Resheet(C) 137 Q 0 0 0
11999 Kaloorup Road - Reconstruct and Seal Shoulders(C) 0 25472 25,472 25,472 25,472
12000 Kaloorup Road (Stage 1)(C) 420 69,412 69,412 69,412 69,412
11998 Kaloorup Road(C) 0 79,690 79,690 79,690 79,690
12604 Lindberg Road(C) 94 0 0 ] 0
12835 Ludlow-Hithergreen Road(C}) 1] 55,000 55,000 330,000 330,000
12823 Ludlow-Hithergreen Second Coat Seal (C) 0 5,000 5,000 30,000 30,000
12645 Marine Terrace{C) 489 0 0 0 0
12836 Metricup(C) 0 20,000 20,000 120,000 120,000
12611 North Jindong Road(C) 3,191 0 0 0 0
13008 Mortherly Street Warden Crossing(C) 1,740 0 0 0 0
12842 Nuttman Road (C) 0 9,206 9,206 55,235 55,235
12005 Payne Road|(C) 6,000 95,000 95,000 570,000 570,000
10673 Peel & Queen Street Roundabout Service Relocation(C) 558 15,941 19,941 15,941 15,941
12006 Piggot Road - Second Coat Seal(C) 0 ] 0 0 0
12837 Pre-emptive Design Works (C) 0 8,333 8,333 50,000 50,000
12605 Queen Elizabeth Avenue(C) 221 0 0 0 0
12838 Queen Elizabeth Avenue(C) 0 115,000 115,000 690,000 630,000
12444 Queen Street Upgrade - Duchess to Kent Street(C) 64 o] 0 o 0
12606 Quininup Road(C) 362 0 0 o Q
12007 Rendezvous Road Spray Seals(C) 20 25,000 25,000 150,000 150,000
12008 Road Safety Signage Infrastructure(C) 4,992 0 0 0 0
11145 Sayers Street Asphalt Overlay(C) 1,149 0 0 0 0
12839 Seista Park Road(C) 0 33,000 33,000 198,000 198,000
12840 Sheens Road Apron(C) 0 1,333 1,333 8,000 8,000
12841 Strelly Street (C) 0 10,000 10,000 60,000 60,000
12010 Sugarloaf Road(C) 14,993 250,504 250,504 751,509 751,509
12739 Tuart Drive(C) 389 0 0 ] 0
12643 Vasse Yallingup Siding Road(C) 77 0 0 ] 0
12012 Wildwood Road(C) 0 0 0 0 0
11193 Wilyabrup Road Resheet(C) 105 21,667 21,667 130,000 130,000
12607 Wilyabrup Road{C) 52 0 0 0 0
12018 Yoongarillup Road - Second Coat Seal(C) 0 0 0 0 0
75,196 2,384,843 2,384,843 6,934,666 6,934,666
Bridges Infrastructure ***
12377 Gale Road Bridge 3408A(C) 0 1] 0 90,000 90,000
12545 Layman Road Bridge - 3438(C}) 0 0 0 234,000 234,000
12379 Roy Road - Bridge Construction - Bridge 3373A(C) 0 0 0 87,000 87,000
10768 Vasse River Foreshore - Bridge to Bridge(C) 0 0 0 0 0
12381 Yallingup Beach Road Bridge - 3347(C) 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 411,000 411,000
Car Parks Infrastructure ***
10602 Barnard Park East Foreshore Car Parking(C) 288 0 0 0 0
10605 Car Parking - Rear of Hotel Site 1(C) 0 0 0 o 0
10606 Dunsborough Lakes Sporting Precinct (Stage 1) - Carparkin(C) 5,652 0 0 183,373 183,373
10607 Dunsborough Town Centre Carparking(C) 144 0 0 0 0
12694 Port Geographe Marina Carparking(C) 825 Q 0 1] 0
12806 Margaret Street Beach Carpark(C) 0 18,615 18,615 111,687 111,687
6,909 18,615 18,615 295,060 295,060
Footpaths Infrastructure ***
10971 Allan Street Cycleway Lighting(C) 744 0 0 0 0
10736 Arnup Drive Footpath Construction{C) 1] 70,505 70,505 74,672 74,672
10737 Backhouse / Falkingham Footpath Construction(C) 0 0 0 0 1]
10698 Buayanyup Drain Shared Path(C) (1,171) 49,446 49,446 49,446 49,446
12731 Busselton Bypass - Fairway to Kangaroo Gully(C) 40 0 0 0 0
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2022/23 2022/23 2022/23 2022/23 2022/23

Amended Original Amended Budget

Project Project Description Actual YTD Budget Budget Budget Original

YTD YTD
$ $ $ $ $
10741 Busselton CBD Footpath Renewal(C) 0 33,334 33,334 100,000 100,000
10742 Carey Street Footpath Construction(C) 3,391 45,287 45,287 271,724 271,724
11986 Causeway Road Shared Path(C) 0 194,455 194,455 194,455 194,455
12816 Coastal Principled Shares Path (C) 0 34,389 34,389 206,333 206,333
12480 Dual Use Path - Dunsborough to Busselton(C) 376 0 0 0 0
10960 Dunsborough Centennial Park Project(C) 0 99,384 99,384 99,384 99,384
10744 End of Trip Footpath Construction(C) 0 1,667 1,667 10,000 10,000
12818 Kaloorup Road {C) 0 13,000 13,000 78,000 78,000
10746 Micro Brewery - Footpath and Landscaping(C) 799 0 0 0 0
12817 Prince Regent Drive (C) 0 23,500 23,500 141,000 141,000
12877 Principle Shared Path {PSP) Development Appravals (C) 0 4,167 4,167 25,000 25,000
10748 Sloan Drive Footpath(C) 431 0 0 0 0
12730 Thurkle Street Shared Path{C) 93 0 0 0 0
12727 Valley Road Footpath(C) 209 0 0 0 0
10749 Wayfinding Signage - Footpath & Cycleways(C) 0 1] 0 0 1]
4,912 569,134 569,134 1,250,014 1,250,014
Parks, Gardens and Reserves ***

12401 Barnard East Underground Power(C} 2,508 0 0 0 0
10821 Barnard Park East Foreshore Landscaping(C) 17,203 0 0 0 0
11109 BBQ Placement and Replacement(C}) 1] 2,500 2,500 15,000 15,000
12526 Beach Access Improvements(C) 531 5,833 5,833 35,000 35,000
12819 Beach Enclosures(C) 0 0 0 100,491 100,491
12448 Beachlands Groyne 2{C) 373 Q 0 0 0
12820 Bird Crescent Dunsborough POS- improvements{C) 0 1,833 1,833 11,000 11,000
12402 Bovell - Connection of Services(C) 84,502 0 0 90,902 90,902
10762 Busselton Foreshore - Exercise Equipment(C) 0 0 0 0 0
10763 Busselton Foreshore - Stage 3(C) 295 0 0 0 0
12530 Busselton Foreshore Jetty Precinct(C) 522 0 0 0 0
12425 Busselton Landfill Post-closure Capping, Rehab & Remediat(C) 0 Q 0 2,000,000 2,000,000
11110 Cabarita Road - POS Upgrade(C) 259 0 0 0 0
12821 Churchill Park - Main Oval Renewal (C) 0 74,093 74,093 444,558 444,558
12810 Churchill Park Main Oval redevelopment(C) 1] 28,022 28,022 168,132 168,132
12421 City Lined Landfill Stage 2 - Preliminary Works(C} 12,370 o] 0 1,950,000 1,950,000
12813 Coastal Adaptation : Dunsberough Dunnbay Road to Highview(C) 0 0 0 964,798 964,798
12812 Coastal Adaptation : Forth St [Stage 2)(C) 0 20,833 20,833 125,000 125,000
10645 Coastal Adaptation: Mitigation of Coastal Flooding (Drain(C) 97 0 0 0 0
10646 Coastal Adaptation: Mitigation of Coastal Flooding (Dunes(C) 52 o] 0 0 0
10775 Coastal Protection Works(C) 496 0 0 0 0
10777 Coastal Structures (West Busselton Seawall - Stage 2)(C) 16,789 146,560 146,560 146,560 146,560
12251 Cricket Wicket Renewal(C) 0 6,538 6,538 39,230 39,230
10674 Dunsborough Lakes Sporting Precinct - Qutdoor Courts(C) 0 0 0 531,497 531,497
12850 Dunsborough Lakes Sporting Precinct (Stage 1) - Planning (C) 0 0 0 105,165 105,165
12407 Dunsborough Lakes Sporting Precinct (Stage 1)(C) (11,573) 34,140 34,140 594,983 594,983
12844 Dunsborough Landfill - Washdown Bay(C) 0 0 0 150,000 150,000
11034 Dunsborough Non-Potable Water Network{C) (48,568) 90,784 90,784 90,784 90,784
12528 Dunsborough Town Centre/ Foreshore(C) 0 0 0 0 0
12703 Elijah Circle POS{C) 700 0 0 0 0
10765 Fareshore Busselton - High Street to Carey Street(C) 41 1,667 1,667 10,000 10,000
10950 King Street Reserve - Park Upgrade (Coastal Node)(C) 9 0 0 0 0
11115 Kingfish/ Costello - POS Upgrade(C) 20 0 0 0 1]
12422 Liquid Waste Pond Renewal Works(C) 0 0 0 0 0
10613 Meelup Coastal Parking & Landscaping(C) 0 29,706 29,706 178,238 178,238
12846 Mitchell Park Landscape Upgrade Stage 2(C) 0 0 0 150,000 150,000
10951 Mitchell Park Upgrade(C) 0 37,491 37,491 37,491 37,491
12506 NCC Infrastructure(C) 79 0 0 0 0
11035 Park Fumniture Replacement - Replace aged & unsafe Equip(C) 0 5,000 5,000 30,000 30,000
11036 Playgrounds General - Replacement of playground equipment(C) 0 29,167 29,167 175,000 175,000
10767 Port Geographe General Improvements/ Foreshore(C) 0 39,041 39,041 82,285 82,285
10952 Possum Park Barnard East Upgrade(C) 0 o] 0 0 0
10966 Provence SAR Area General Improvements to the Area(C) 0 6,666 6,666 20,000 20,000
12473 Quindalup Sea Rescue Boat Ramp(C) 454 0 0 0 0
12382 Rails to Trails - Continuation of Implementation Plan(C) 0 88,243 88,243 88,243 88,243
10852 RBFS Various Grant Applications(C) 0 31,800 31,800 31,800 31,800
12424 Regional Waste Hub Development(C) 0 0 0 0 0
10831 Rotary Park / War Memorial Relocation(C) 0 Q 0 525,000 525,000
12224 Sand Re-Nourishment(C) 667 Q 0 0 0
10967 Shade Sail Program(C) 0 113,081 113,081 196,414 196,414
12849 Sport Oval Lighting - Vasse Ovals{C) 1] 245,833 245,833 475,000 475,000
12333 Townscape Works Dunsborough(C) 40,384 432,830 432,830 1,298,490 1,298,490
12428 Transfer Station Development{C) 0 158,375 158,375 308,375 308,375
10969 Vasse SAR Area General Improvements to the Area(C) 4,594 25,000 25,000 150,000 150,000
12420 Vidler Road Waste Site Capital Improvements(C) (0) 28,955 28,955 28,955 28,955
10953 Youth Skate Park(C) 0 1,667 1,667 10,000 10,000
122,803 1,685,658 1,685,658 11,358,391 11,358,391
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Jetty Infrastructure ***
10818 Busselton Jetty - Capital Expenditure{C) 43,658 46,772 46,772 280,632 280,632
43,658 46,772 46,772 280,632 280,632
Drainage Infrastructure ***
10691 Busselton LIA - Geocatch Drain Partnership WSUD Improveme(C) 0 a 0 30,000 30,000
10692 Carey Street Drainage Upgrade(C) 0 36,728 36,728 220,269 220,369
12814 High View Road Drainage Works(C) 605 36,927 36,927 221,559 221,559
12815 North Street Drainage Works(C) 734 38,843 38,843 233,056 233,056
1,339 112,497 112,497 704,984 704,984
Regional Airport and Industrial Park ***
10583 Airport Construction Stage 2, Airfield(C) 0 0 0 1,350,000 1,350,000
10590 Airport Development - Project Expenses(C) 0 0 0 10,410 10,410
10591 Airport Fencing Works{C) 144 0 0 0 1]
12941 Airport Operations - Buildings(C) 0 833 833 5,000 5,000
144 833 833 1,365,410 1,365,410
Sub-Total Infrastructure *** 254,960 4,818,352 4,818,352 600,157 22,600,157
Grand Total 2,748,773 7,351,568 7,351,568 66,460,608 66,460,608
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City of Busselton
Reserves

For The Period Ending 31 August 2022

19 October 2022
Financial Activity Statement - August 2022

Opening Balance 1/7/2022 10904 Other General Purpose Funding(O) 323,125 323,125
Interest Earned 10904 Other General Purpose Funding(O) - 7,381
Transfer From Reserve 12804 Airport Terminal Building{C) - (31,787)
Transfer From Reserve 12941 Airport Operations - Buildings(C) (B23) B (5,000)
Transfer To Reserve 10027 Asset Management Administration(O) - 133,619
Closing Balance 30/6/2023 323,125 427,338

Opening Balance 1/7/2022 10904 Other General Purpose Funding(O} 6,385,898 6,385,898
Interest Earned 10904 Other General Purpose Funding(O} - 124,024
Transfer From Reserve 10584 Airpert Operations(0) - (3,349,358))
Transfer To Reserve 10594 Airpert Operations(0) - 307,694 |
Closing Balance 30/6/2023 6,385,898 3,468,258

Opening Balance 1/7/2022 10904 Other General Purpose Funding(O) 105,990 105,990
Interest Earned 10904 Other General Purpose Funding(O} - 2,181
Transfer To Reserve 10027 Asset i 1(0) - 36,658
Closing Balance 30/6/2023 105,990 144,829

Opening Balance 1/7/2022 10904 Other General Purpose Funding(0) 2,691,453 2,691,453
Interest Earned 10904 Other General Purpose Funding(O) - 47,425
Transfer From Reserve 12792 Dunsborough Hall - Asbestos Management Allocation [C} - 17,000]
Transfer From Reserve 12793 Bunker Bay Ablution - Improvments{C) - 17,000]
Transfer From Reserve 794 Busselton Depot: Workshop (0] - 30,000,
Transfer From Reserve 795 Busselton Depot CCTV & Electronic Gate{C) - 55,000)
Transfer From Reserve 796 Depot Training Room - Roof Renewal{C} - 10,600
Transfer From Reserve 797 Dunsborough Hall Renewals{[C) - 26,746
Transfer From Reserve 2798 High Street Hall (C) - (6,000}
Transfer From Reserve 2799 High Street Hall - Roof Repairs|0) - {12,000]
Transfer From Reserve 2800 0ld Courthouse and Jail Cells (C) - (61,000)'
Transfer From Reserve 280 Old Police Quarters - Roof Renewal(C) - (60,000) |
Transfer From Reserve 280. 0Old Police Quarters - Re-putly windows and Paint{0] - (5,000}
Transfer From Reserve 280 Seymour Park Toilets(C| = (5,400}
Transfer From Reserve 2892 WACC- Construction - Funded Building Asset Renewal Rese(C) - (130,000
Transfer From Reserve 2942 Asbestos Removal & Replacement(C) (B23) - (33,000)|
Transfer From Reserve 2943 Bay View Cres-Toilets{Q) (B23) - 9,500)
Transfer From Reserve 2944 Bovell-Tailets & Change Rooms(O) (B23) - 125,000]
Transfer From Reserve 294 Bunker Bay - Toilet(O] (B23) = 600
Transfer From Reserve 294 Seymour Park Toilet(O) (B23) - {15,000]
Transfer From Reserve 294 Old Court HouselO) (B23] = (15,000]
Transfer To Reserve 10027 Asset Management Admi ion(O) - 866,428
Closing Balance 30/6/2023 2,691,453 3,066,460

Opening Balance 1/7/2022 10904 Other General Purpose Funding[0] 130,608 130,608

Interest Earned 10904 Other General Purpose Funding(O) - 1,362

Closing Balance 30/6/2023 130,608 131,970
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Opening Balance 1/7/2022 10904 Other General Purpose Funding(O) 422,705 422,705
Interest Earned 10904 Other General Purpose Funding(O) - 8,983
Transfer From Reserve 12937 Community Resource Centre(C) (B23) - (20,000)
Transfer To Reserve 10027 Asset Management Administration(O]) - 104,779
Closing Balance 30/6/2023 422,705 516,467
Opening Balance 1/7/2022 10904 Other General Purpose Funding(O) 12,690 12,690
Interest Earned 10904 Other General Purpose Funding(O) - 286
Closing Balance 30/6/2023 12,690 12,986
Opening Balance 1/7/2022 10504 Other General Purpose Funding(O) 1,241,104 1,241,104
Interest Earned 10904 Other General Purpose Funding(O) - 18,237
Transfer From Reserve 0297 Busselton Jetty Tourist Park(0] - (170,367)
Transfer From Reserve 2457 Busselton Jetty Tourist Park Upgrade(C) - 45,686
Transfer From Reserve 2805 Busselton Jetty Tourist Park Upgrade(0) - 25,000]
Transfer From Reserve 2868 Busselton Jetty Tourist Park - Replace Cabin 2 (C) - (205,000
Transfer From Reserve 2869 Busselton Jetty Tourist Park - Renewal Works Park 1 Ablut(C) - {46,120]
Transfer From Reserve 2870 Busselton Jetty Tourist Park- Replace Holden Colorado 4x4(C] - (25,430]
Transfer From Reserve 2871 Busselton Jetty Tourist Park - Replace Stihl F5110 Brushc{C) - 1,000}
Transfer From Reserve 2872 Busselton Jetty Tourist Park - Battery Powered Mule(C) - {35,000]
Transfer To Reserve 10297 lﬁusse!ton Jetty Tourist Park{O) - 404,788
I
Closing Balance 30/6/2023 1 1,241,104 1,110,526

Opening Balance 1/7/2022 10904 Other General Purpose Funding(O) 88,925 88925
Interest Earned 10904 Other General Purpose Funding(O) - 1,879
Transfer From Reserve 12789 [Busselton Library -Lighting Improvements(C) - (9,224)
Transfer To Reserve 10027 Asset Management Administration{O) - 62,114
Closing Balance 30/6/2023 88,925 143,694

Opening Balance 1/7/2022 10904 Other General Purpose Funding(O) 1,333,421 1,333,421
Interest Earned 10904 Other General Purpose Funding(O) - 7,422
Transfer From Reserve 12333 Townscape Works Dunsborough(C) - (1,298 ,450)
Transfer To Reserve 1M33_|_F'Ire Station Surrounds(O) - 56,478
Closing Balance 30/6/2023 I 1,333,421 98,831
[1013: CemeteryResere
Opening Balance 1/7/2022 10804 Other General Purpose Funding(O} 242,001 242,001
Interest Earned 10904 Other General Purpose Funding(O) - 1,810
Transfer From Reserve 10158 Dunsborough Cemetery(O) - 17,273)]
Transfer From Reserve 12807 [Pioneer Cemetery - Implement Conservation Plan [Reserve (0] - [20,757]
Transfer From Reserve 12808 D gh Cemetery (Reserve Funded)(O) - (20,757]
Transfer From Reserve 12809 Memorial Relocation(0] - 50,000
Transfer To Reserve 10157 [Busselton Cemetery[0) - 119,000
Closing Balance 30/6/2023 ]I 242,001 253,024
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Opening Balance 1/7/2022 10904 Other General Purpose Funding(O) 1,213,889 1,213,889
Interest Earned 10904 Other General Purpose Funding(O) - 16,626 |
Transfer From Reserve 12806 Margaret Street Beach Carpark(C) - (111,GT7T
Transfer To Reserve 10027 Asset Management Administration(0) - 165,137
Closing Balance 30/6/2023 1,213,889 1,283,965

Opening Balance 1/7/2022 10904 Other General Purpose Funding_(O) 497,009 497,009
Interest Earned 10904 Other General Purpose Fundingjo) - 9,279
Transfer From Reserve 10016 Civic and Administration Centre Minor Upgrades(C) - (35,000)]
Transfer From Reserve 12790 Admini ion Building- 2-16 Southern Drive - Major Main(O) - M
Transfer To Reserve 10027 Asset Management Administration(O) - 433,850
Closing Balance 30/6/2023 497,009 840,138

Opening Balance 1/7/2022 10904 Other General Purpose Funding(O) 566,908 566,908
Interest Earned 10904 Other General Purpose Funding(o) - 2,882
Transfer From Reserve 10705 Engineering Services Administration{O) - (133,380)
Transfer From Reserve 0777 Coastal Structures (West Busselton Seawall - Stage 2)(C) - (146,560)]
Transfer From Reserve 1034 Dunsborough Non-Potable Water Network(C) - 45,392)'
Transfer From Reserve 281 Eand Re-Nourishment(O) - 100,000)
Transfer From Reserve 281! Coastal Adaptation : Forth St {Stage 2)(C) - 125, 000%
Transfer From Reserve 281 Coastal Adaptation : Dunsborough Dunnbay Road to Highview(C) - 783,750
Transfer From Reserve 287 Coast Protection - Beach Monitoring Program(O) - (51,250)
Transfer From Reserve 287 Coastal Protection - Busseiton Jetty Wave Monitoring(O) - {60,000)
Transfer From Reserve 12875 Coastal Protection - Coastal Structures Inspections and R(O) - {30,000)
Transfer To Reserve 10027 Asset g imini ion(O) - 1,100,911
Transfer To Reserve 10180 Locke Estate{O) - 64,000
Closing Balance 30/6/2023 566,908 259,370

Opening Balance 1/7/2022 10904 Other General Purpose Funding(O) 74,507 74,507
Interest Earned 10904 Other General Purpose Fundingjo) - 1,739
Closing Balance 30/6/2023 74,507 76,245

Opening Balance 1/7/2022 10904 Other General Purpose Funding(O) 908,566 908,566
Interest Earned 10904 Other General Purpose Fundmgjo) - 21,197
Closing Balance 30/6/2023 908,566 929,763
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Opening Balance 1/7/2022 10904 Other General Purpose Funding(O) 58,746 58,746
Interest Earned 10904 Other General Purpose Funding(O) - 1,371
Closing Balance 30/6/2023 58,746 60,117

Opening Balance 1/7/2022 10904 Other General Purpose Funding[O] 817 817
Interest Earned 10904 Other General Purpose Funding(O) - 19
Closing Balance 30/6/2023 817 836

Opening Balance 1/7/2022 10504 Other General Purpose Funding(O) 3,176,663 3,176,663
Interest Earned 10904 Other General Purpose Funding(O) - 76,761
Transfer To Reserve 11026 ]ﬁan ning Administration (0} - 115,809
[
Closing Balance 30/6/2023 1 3,176,663 3,369,232
Opening Balance 1/7/2022 10904 Other General Purpose Funding(O} 197,732 197,732
Interest Earned 10904 Other General Purpose Funding(O) - 4,696
Transfer To Reserve 11026 ]ﬁanning ini 1(0) - 15,866
Closing Balance 30/6/2023 | 197,732 218,293

Opening Balance 1/7/2022 10904 Other General Purpose Funding(O) 75,058 75,058
Interest Earned 10904 Other General Purpose Funding(O} - 1,427
Transfer To Reserve 11026 ing i ation(Q) - 21,558
Closing Balance 30?6?‘2_023 75,058 98,043

Opening Balance 1/7/2022 10304 Other General Purpose Funding(0) 1,116,044 1,116,044
Interest Earned 10804 Other General Purpose Funding(O) - 15,862
Transfer From Reserve 10972 Churchill Park Renew Sports Lights(C) - 11,831
Transfer From Reserve 12849 Sport Oval Lighting - Vasse Ovals(C) - 00,000)!
Transfer From Reserve 12850 Dunsborough Lakes Sporting Precinct (Stage 1) - Planning (C) - 05,165]
Transfer From Reserve 12916 BPACC - Construction{C) - 50,000)
Transfer To Reserve 11026 Planning Administration{0) - 450,000
Closing Balance 30/6/2023 1,116,044 814,910
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Opening Balance 1/7/2022 10904 Other General Purpose Funding(O) 465,445 465,445
Interest Earned 10904 Other General Purpose Funding(O) - 6,038
Transfer To Reserve 11026 Planning Administration [0} - 34,155
Closing Balance 30/6/2023 465,445 505,638

Opening Balance 1/7/2022 10904 Other General Purpose Funding(O) 712,436 713,436
Interest Earned 10904 Other General Purpose Funding(O) - 165
Transfer From Reserve 10606 Dunsborough Lakes Sparting Precinct (Stage 1) - Carparkin{C) - (423,111)
Closing Balance 30/6/2023 712,436 289,490

Opening Balance 1/7/2022 10904 Other General Purpose Funding(O) 135,274 138274

Interest Earned 10904 Other General Purpose Funding(O) - 2,913

Transfer To Reserve 11026 ]ﬁan ning Administration (0} - 10,637
[

Closing Balance 30/6/2023 1 139,274 152,824

Opening Balance 1/7/2022 10904 Other General Purpose Funding(O} 352,422 352,422
Interest Earned 10904 Other General Purpose Funding(O) - 8,223
Closing Balance 30/6/2023 352,422 360,644

Opening Balance 1/7/2022 10904 Other General Purpose Funding(O) 175,154 175,154
Interest Earned 10904 Other General Purpose Funding(O} - 8,575
Transfer From Reserve 12849 Sport Oval Lighting - Vasse Ovals(C) - (275,000)
Closing Balance 30?6?‘2_023 175,154 ‘91,272]

Opening Balance 1/7/2022 10904 Other General Purpose Funding[O] 378,520 378,520
Interest Earned 10804 Other General Purpose Funding(O) - 7,998
Transfer From Reserve 12876 ICT Services - Equipment & Software Purchases{C) - (375,000}
Transfer From Reserve 12928 |BPACC - IT Hardware & Software - Funded Corporate IT Syst[C) - (75,000)
Transfer To Reserve 10027 Asset Management Administration{O) - 137,614
Closing Balance 30/6/2023 378,520 74,132
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City of Busselton
Reserves

For The Period Ending 31 August 2022

Financial Activity Statement - August 2022

19 October 2022

Opening Balance 1/7/2022 10904 Other General Purpose Funding(O) 102,371 102,371
Interest Earned 10904 Other General Purpose Funding(O) - 2,402
Closing Balance 30/6/2023 102,371 104,773

Opening Balance 1/7/2022 10904 Other General Purpose Funding(O) 254,330 254,330
Interest Earned 10904 Other General Purpose Funding(O) - 5,104
Transfer From Reserve 11126 Rates Administration(0) - (80,000)
Transfer To Reserve 10830 of Council(O) - 143,640
Closing Balance 30/6/2023 254,330 323,074

Opening Balance 1/7/2022 10504 Other General Purpose Funding(O) 74,954 74,554
Interest Earned 10904 Other General Purpose Funding(O) - 3,163
Transfer To Reserve 10007 Emergency Contingency Costs (Other}(0} - 20,000
Closing Balance 30/6/2023 74,954 98,117

Opening Balance 1/7/2022 10904 Other General Purpose Funding(O} 168,407 168,407
Interest Earned 10904 Other General Purpose Funding(O) - 3,334
Transfer From Reserve 12440 Energy Efficiency Initiatives {Various Buildings) {C) - 125,282)|
Transfer From Reserve 12440 Energy Efficiency Initiatives {Various Buildings) {C] - (107,952)
Transfer To Reserve 12440 [Energy Efficiency Initiatives (Various Buildings] (C) - 107,793
Closing Balance 30 023 I 168,407 146,299

Opening Balance 1/7/2022 10904 Other General Purpose Funding(0) 1,246,636 1,246,636
Interest Earned 10904 Other General Purpose Funding(O] - 5421
Transfer From Reserve 698 [Buayanyup Drain Shared Path(C] = (31,897
Transfer From Reserve 736 |Arnup Drive Footpath Construction(C) - 69,672
Transfer From Reserve 73 |_Arnup Drive Footpath Construction{C) - (5,000}
Transfer From Reserve 74 Busselton CBD Footpath Renewal(C - (100,000
Transfer From Reserve 74 Carey Street Footpath Construction(C) - (271,724)
Transfer From Reserve 74, End of Trip Footpath Construction(C) - 10,000}
Transfer From Reserve 0960 |Di ough G Park Project(C} - 99,384
Transfer From Reserve 15986 Causeway Road Shared Path{C) - (95,955]
Transfer From Reserve 2382 Rails to Trails - Continuation of Implementation Plan{C) - 88,243
Transfer From Reserve 2816 Coastal Principled Shares Path (C) - (206,333
Transfer From Reserve 2817 Prince Regent Drive (C] - 41,000]
Transfer From Reserve 2818 Kaloorup Road (C} - [78,000)!
Transfer From Reserve 2877 'T’rinu'Ele Shared Path [PSP) Development Approvals (C) - (25,000)
Transfer To Reserve 10027 Asset Admi ation[0) = 1,277,057
Closing Balance 30/6/2023 1,246,636 1,306,906
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City of Busselton
Reserves

For The Period Ending 31 August 2022

Opening Balance 1/7/2022 10904 Other General Purpose Fundinﬂo) 516,181 516,181
Interest Earned 10904 Other General Purpose Funding(O) - 6,752
Transfer From Reserve 2876 [ICT Services - Equi t & Soff Pur ) - {219,845)
Transfer From Reserve 2878 IN_aturalis(e [€ ity Centre (NCC) - Purchase Office Furn(C) - (20,000]
Transfer From Reserve 2917 BPACC - Loose Furniture & Fittings(C) - {250,000
Transfer From Reserve 2938 YCAB (Youth Precinct Foreshore)(C) (B23 - (5,091)}
Transfer From Reserve 2939 Admi ion Building- 2-16 Southern Drive(C) (B23) - 15,000)
Transfer From Reserve 12940 Depot Building-Busselton((C; ! 823) - 50,000)
Transfer From Reserve 14730 Geographe Leisure Centre Fitness Equipment(C) - 18,160}
Transfer To Reserve 10027 Asset Management inistration(O) - 110,091
Closing Balance 30/6/2023 516,181 54,928

Opening Balance 1/7/2022 10904 Other General Purpose Funding(O) 314,128 314,128
Interest Earned 10904 Other General Purpose Funding(O) - 2,910
Transfer From Reserve 10788 GLC Building Improvements(C) - (189,304)
Transfer From Reserve 10788 GLC Building Improvements(C) - (234,630)
Transfer To Reserve 10027 Asset Management inistration(O) - 315,962
Closing Balance 302:22023 314,128 209,066
Opening Balance 1/7/2022 10904 Other General Purpose Funding(O) 6,320,301 6,320,301
Interest Earned 10904 Other General Purpose Fur\dinsjo) - 136,007
Transfer From Reserve Jetty(O) - (509,398)|
Transfer From Reserve Busselton Jetty - Capital i ( - (280,62‘_
Transfer From Reserve 2909 B Jetty - Replacement Stihl MS381 Chainsaw(C) - (1,891
Transfer From Reserve 2910 Busselton Jetty - Replacement Honda EU20 Generator (Jetty(C) - (2,827
ransfer To Reserve 10027 Asset Management Administration(O) - 343,064 |
ransfer To Reserve 0048 Busseiton Jetty(O) - 826,541
ransfer To Reserve 0160 Equinox Cafe{O) - 92,327
ransfer To Reserve 0 Goose Café(O) - 51,178
Transfer To Reserve 0 Micro Brewery Building(O) - 93,085
Transfer To Reserve 1704 |8 Tennis Club Building (01d)(0) - 25,000
Transfer To Reserve 11798 Hotel Site 2(0) - 36,474
Closing Balance 30/6/2023 6,320,301 7,129,229

Opening Balance 1/7/2022 10904 Other General Purpose Funding(O) 573,410 573,410
Interest Earned 10904 Other General Purpose Fundingjo) - 13,376
Transfer To Reserve 10048____|Busselton Jetty(O) - 78,297
Closing Balance 30/6/2023 { 573,410 665,084 |
Opening Balance 1/7/2022 10904 Other General Purpose Funding(O) 1,491,225 1,491,225
Interest Earned 10904 Other General Purpose Funding(O) - 30,784
Transfer From Reserve 12231 Aged Housing Capital Improvements - Harris Road(C) - {12,608)]
Transfer From Reserve 12233 Aged Housing Capital Imp - Winderlup(C) - (25,215)
Transfer To Reserve 11684 Winderlup Court Aged Housing(O) - 186,626
Closing Balance 30/6/2023 1,491,225 1,670,812
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City of Busselton
Reserves

For The Period Ending 31 August 2022

19 October 2022
Financial Activity Statement - August 2022

Opening Balance 1/7/2022 10904 Other General Purpose Funding(O) 638,294 638,294
Interest Earned 10904 Other General Purpose Funding(O) = 12,603
Closing Balance 30/6/2023 638,294 650,898

Opening Balance 1/7/2022 10904 Other General Purpose Funding(O) 6,589 6,589
Interest Earned 10904 Other General Purpose Funding(O) - 153
Closing Balance 30/6/2023 6,589 6,741

Opening Balance 1/7/2022 10504 Other General Purpose Funding(O) 4,054,581 4,054,581
Interest Earned 10904 Other General Purpose Funding(O) - 83,332
Transfer From Reserve 10041 |§uiraing Services(0) - 19,337]
Transfer From Reserve 10217 Busselton Library(O} - 12,935
Transfer From Reserve 10461 Geographe Leisure Centre(0) - 54,830]
Transfer From Reserve 10462 Naturaliste C ity Centre(0) - 14,256
Transfer From Reserve 1065 Community & Commercial Services Support(O) - 43,908]
Transfer From Reserve 1067 Customer Services(0] = [{ ,ADTJH
Transfer From Reserve 1070: 'Ery_neering & Works Services Support(0) - 18,295]
Transfer From Reserve 1071 Envir | Health Services Administration|{O) - 14,393
Transfer From Reserve 10711 Environmental Administration(0) = 4,421
Transfer From Reserve 10790 Governance Support Services(0) - 0,657
Transfer From Reserve 10810 Human Resources & Payroll(0) - 1,964]
Transfer From Reserve 10824 Legal and Compliance Services(O) - 32,581
Transfer From Reserve 10900 Office of the CEO(O) - 20,000,
Transfer From Reserve 10901 Operations Services Administration{O} = 45,697]
Transfer From Reserve 10902 Operations Services Works{O) - (137,631]
Transfer From Reserve 10905 Other Law, Order & Public Safety(O) - 18,435
Transfer From Reserve 11041 Property Services Administration[O) - (5,212
Transfer From Reserve 11124 Public Relations(0) - (5,982
Transfer From Reserve 11126 Rates Administration(0) - 11,212)]
Transfer From Reserve 11128 Recreation Administration{O} - 16,788)]
Transfer From Reserve 12225 Sanitation Waste Services Administration{Q) - 34,681)]
Transfer From Reserve 12258 Statutory Planning(O} - 16,685)!
Transfer To Reserve 10810 Human Resources & Payroll(O) - 450,000
Closing Balance 30/6/2023 4,054,581 3,919,609

Opening Balance 1/7/2022 10904 Other General Purpose Funding(O) 1,184,734 1,184.734
Interest Farned 10904 Other General Purpose Funding(O} - 23,300 |
Transfer From Reserve 10673 Pee\ & Queen Street R Service - (19,341}
Transfer From Reserve 10831 Rotary Park / War Memarial Relocation(C) - (375, Dm_.
Transfer From Reserve 12845 General Design / Modelling Works (O} - (300,000]
Transfer To Reserve 10027 Asset Admi ion(0) - 344,035
Closing Balance 30/6/2023 1,184,734 857,137
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City of Busselton
Reserves

For The Period Ending 31 August 2022

Opening Balance 1/7/2022 10904 Other General Purpose F\mdirﬂo) 655,702 655,702
Interest Earned 10904 Other General Purpose Funding(O) - 5,138
Transfer From Reserve 0188 Events(O) - (212,746)|
Transfer From Reserve 0188 Events(O) - (1,332,802)|
Transfer From Reserve 4729 Events Furniture & Equip €] - {200,000}
Transfer To Reserve 10188 Events(O) - 1,332,802
Closing Balance 30/6/2023 655,702 248,094

Opening Balance 1/7/2022 10904 Other General Purpose Funding(O) 170,089 170,089
Interest Earned 10904 Other General Purpose Funding(O) - 2,287
Transfer From Reserve 12791 |Naturaliste Community Centre Fire Indicator Panel Renewajc) - (30,0@
Transfer From Reserve 12867 Naturaliste Community Centre - Maintenance External Work(O) - (91, 002)_
Transfer To Reserve 10027 Asset Management Administration(O) = 72,415
Closing Balance 30/6/2023 170,089 123,791 |

Opening Balance 1/7/2022 10904 Other General Purpose Funding({O) 723,693 723,693
Interest Earned 10904 Other General Purpose Funding(O) - 6,026
Transfer From Reserve 12407 Dunsborough Lakes Sporting Precinct (Stage 1)(C) - (453,487)
Transfer From Reserve 12936 'Prgeerly Services Administration(C) (823) - (50, 0367
Closing Balance 30/6/2023 723,693 226,232

Opening Balance 1/7/2022 10904 Other General Purpose Funding(O) 403,731 403,731
Interest Earned 10904 Other General Purpose Funding(O) - 9,360
Transfer From Reserve 10691 LIA - Geocatch Drain Partnership WSUD Improveme(C) - 30,000)
Transfer From Reserve 10692 Carey Street Drainage Upgrade(C) - (220,369
Transfer From Reserve 10852 [RBFS Various Grant Applications(C) - 5,900
Transfer From Reserve 2786 Newtown Beach Boat Ramp (O) - 7,255)]
ransfer From Reserve 2787 Dunsborough Boat Ramp(0) - 7,382
ransfer From Reserve 2788 Quinda!ug Boat Ramp (Sea Rescue);o) - 17,255)
Transfer From Reserve 2814 High View Road Drainage Works(C) - 221,559)
ransfer From Reserve 2815 North Street Drainage Works(C) - (233,056)
Transfer To Reserve 10027 Asset Management inistration(O) - 756,876
Closing Balance 30/6/2023 403,731 397,190
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City of Busselton
Reserves

For The Period Ending 31 August 2022

Opening Balance 1/7/2022 10904 Other General Purpose Funding(O) 633,227 633,227
Interest Earned 10904 Other General Purpose Funding(O) - 6,241
Transfer From Reserve 10765 Foreshore Busselton - High Street to Carey Street(C) - 10,000)
Transfer From Reserve 10951 Mitchell Park Upgrade(C) B (37,491
Transfer From Reserve 10953 Youth Skate Park{C) - 10,000]
Transfer From Reserve 10965 P&E - P&G Smart Technologies(C) - (100,000
Transfer From Reserve 10967 Shade Sail Program(C) - 96,414]
Transfer From Reserve 10967 Shade Sail Program(C) - (100,000]
Transfer From Reserve 035 Park Furniture Replacement - Replace aged & unsafe Equip{C) - 3D,OOOTI
Transfer From Reserve 03 Playgrounds General - Replacement of playground equipment(C) - (175,000]
Transfer From Reserve 108 BBQ Placement and Replacement{C] - 15,000
Transfer From Reserve 25 Cricket Wicket Renewal(C) - 39,230]
Transfer From Reserve 12526 Beach Access Impr (C) - 35,000)]
Transfer From Reserve 12819 Beach Enclosures(C) - (100,491)
Transfer From Reserve 12820 Bird Crescent Dunsborough POS- improvements{C} - 11,000}
Transfer From Reserve 12821 Churchill Park - Main Oval Renewal (C) - (444,558)
Transfer From Reserve 12929 BPACC - Landscaping - Funded Parks, Gardens & Reserve Res(C) - (500,000}
Transfer To Reserve 10027 Asset Management Administration(O) - 1,307,332
Closing Balance 30/6/2023 633,227 242,616

Opening Balance 1/7/2022 10904 Other General Purpose Funding(O} 2,386,293 2,386,293
Interest Earned 10904 Other General Purpose Funding(O} - 40,539
Transfer From Reserve 10022 BPACC Operations(O) - 146,433]|
Transfer From Reserve 12918 BPACC - Construction{C) - (1,642 TEEL
Transfer To Reserve 12918 BPACC - Construction{C}) - 1,800,000
Closing Balance 30/6/2023 2,386,293 2,537,696

Opening Balance 1/7/2022 10904 Other General Purpose Funding(O} 2,698,073 2,698,073
Interest Earned 10904 Other General Purpose Funding(O) = 44,562
Transfer From Reserve 12879 [Plant Purchases (P11) - Spit water heavy duty high pressulC) - (13,500)
Transfer From Reserve 12880 Plant Purchases (P11) - Water Tank 4,500 LT with Pump & (C) - :ld ZDDI
Transfer From Reserve 12881 Plant Purchases (P11) - HINO FD1024 Beavertail Truck (tur(C) - 61,500]
Transfer From Reserve 12882 Plant Purchases (P11) - Isuzu NPR65-190 Single Cab (Turf (C) - 65,000]
Transfer From Reserve 12883 Plant Purchases {P11) - Kubota F3690 Outfront Mower (C] - 27,000
Transfer From Reserve 12884 Plant Purchases (P11) - Kubota F3690 Qutfront Mower (C) - 27,000]
ransfer From Reserve 2885 |Plant Purchases - Kubota F3680 Outfront Mower (C] - 27,000
ransfer From Reserve 2886 Plant Purchases - Brush / Tree Chipper{C) = (100,000]
ransfer From Reserve 2887 Plant Purchases (P11) - Redexim Easyspread 1600 Sand Spre{C) - 19,200]
ransfer From Reserve 2888 Plant Purchases - HINO F52848 Tipper Truck {Constr/[C) - (150,000]
Transfer From Reserve 2889 |Plant Purchases (P12) - Speed Display/VMB single axle tra(C) - {22,500)
Transfer From Reserve 2890 Plant Purchases (P12) - Caterpillar C556 Rollwe {Constru(C) - (114,000)
Transfer From Reserve 2891 Plant Purchases (P12) - Ditchwitch Cable Locator(C) - (7, SD_D]j
Transfer From Reserve 2892 Plant Purchases (P12) - ISUZU FVZ1400 Tipper Truck {Const(C) - (155,000} ]
Transfer From Reserve 2893 Planning and Development Services - Replacement Complianc(C) - 23,000)!
Transfer From Reserve 2894 Plan and Dev - Replacement Comp - Nissan X-trail(C) - 18,000)
Transfer From Reserve 2895 Engineering and Works Services - Replacement Asset Manage(C) - 18,5
Transfer From Reserve 2896 Engineering and Works Services - Replacement Building Fac(C) - 23,000)!
Transfer From Reserve 2897 Engineering and Works Services - Replacement Isuzu D-Max (C) - 7,500)
Transfer From Reserve 2898 Engineering and Works Services - Replacement Mitsubishi G{C) - 27,500]
Transfer From Reserve 2899 Engineering and Works Services - Replacement Isuzu D-Max (C) - 27,000]
Transfer From Reserve 2900 Engineering and Works Services - Replacement Toyota Hilux{C) - (22,000]
Transfer From Reserve 290 ring and Works Services - Replacement Toyota Hilux{C} - 2,000
Transfer From Reserve 290, Finance and Corporate Services - 1t Gove(C) - 20,000)
Transfer From Reserve 290: |Finance and Corporate Services - Replacement IT Coordinat({C) - 8,000]
Transfer From Reserve 2904 Plant Purchases {(P11) - Minor Plant {Capital)(C) - 8,000)
Transfer From Reserve 12905 Plant Purchases (P11) - Minor Plant (Non-Capital)(C) - 36,02{_1
Transfer From Reserve 12906 Plant Purchases (P12) - Minor Plant (Capital)(C] - 13,500]
Transfer From Reserve 12907 Plant Purchases (P12] - Minor Plant {Non-Capital}(C) - 13,500
Transfer From Reserve 12908 Transport - Workshop - Minor Plant{C) - (9,000]
Transfer From Reserve 12948 Envir tal Health Serv Admin-Health Ute(C) - {22,000]
Transfer To Reserve 10027 Asset Management Administration(O} - 1,100,911
Closing Balance 30/6/2023 2,698,073 2,681,646
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City of Busselton
Reserves

For The Period Ending 31 August 2022

Opening Balance 1/7/2022 10904 Other General Purpose Funding(O) 126,996 126,996
Interest Earned 10904 Other General Purpose Funding(O) - 620
Transfer From Reserve 0086 Pedestrian Bridge (Port Geographe)(O) - 164.152!
Transfer From Reserve 767 Port graphe General Imp ts/ Fe (C) - (30,392
Transfer From Reserve 767 Port Geographe General Imp >/ F (C) - (51,893;
Transfer To Reserve 10325 |Poft Geo_g_raphe(o) - 58,485
|
Closing Balance 30/6/2023 [ 126,996 39,664
Opening Balance 1/7/2022 10904 Other General Purpose Funding(O) 3,060,602 3,060,602
Interest Earned 10904 Other General Purpose Funding(O) - 70,641
Transfer From Reserve 10325 Port Geograehe(ol - (390,547i
Transfer To Reserve 10325 F?ort Geographe(O) - 234,744
Closing Balance 30/6/2023 3,060,602 2,975,440
Opening Balance 1/7/2022 10904 Other General Purpose Funding(Q) 156,214 156,214
Interest Earned 10904 Other General Purpose Funding(O) - 3,184
Closing Balance 30/6/2023 156,214 159,398
Opening Balance 1/7/2022 10904 Other General Purpose Funding{O) 1,323,559 1,323,559
interest Earned 10904 Other General Purpose Fundin_ggo) - 28911
Transfer From Reserve 10966 |Provence SAR Area General Improvements to the Area(C) - (20,000)
Transfer From Reserve 12999 Provence SAR Reserve Funding(O) - (132,251)
Transfer To Reserve 10966 Provence SAR Area General Improvements to the Area(C) - 193,983
|
Closing Balance 30/6/2023 T 1,323,559 1,394,202
Opening Balance 1/7/2022 10904 Other General Purpose Funding(O) 46,666 46,666
Interest Earned 10904 Other General Purpose Funding(O) - 1,091
Closing Balance 30/6/2023 36,666 47,756 |
Opening Balance 1/7/2022 10904 Other General Purpose Funding(O) 63,088 63,088
Interest Earned 10904 Other General Purpose Funding(O) - 1,405
Transfer To Reserve 10027 Asset dmini ion(0) - 23,814
Closing Balance 30/6/2023 63,088 88,307
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City of Busselton
Reserves

For The Period Ending 31 August 2022

Financial Activity Statement - August 2022

19 October 2022

Opening Balance 1/7/2022 10904 Other General Purpose Funding(O) 1,920,213 1,920,213
Interest Earned 10904 Other General Purpose Funding(O) - 9,796
Transfer From Reserve 10256 [Road Maintenance General(O) (175,000) 175,000]
Transfer From Reserve 193 Wilyabrup Road i] (130,000} 30,000
Transfer From Reserve 199 Bussell Highway(C) - 93,465
Transfer From Reserve 199 Bussell Highway(C) - 50,000]
Transfer From Reserve 987 Caves Road - Median Crossing{C) - 17,960
Transfer From Reserve 11991 Commonage & Hayes Road instersection Safety works(C) - (38,951
Transfer From Reserve 997 Gifford Road Reconstruction{C] - 1111,053)|
Transfer From Reserve EEE] Kaloorup Road - Reconstruct and Seal Shoulders(C) - 25,472]
Transfer From Reserve 000 Kaloorup Road (Stage 1)(C) - 23,137
Transfer From Reserve 005 Payne Road(C} - (190,000]
Transfer From Reserve 12007 endezvous Road Spray Seals(C) - 158,218)|
Transfer From Reserve 12010 |Sugarloaf Road(C) - 250,502]
Transfer From Reserve 12824 Acton Park Road(C) (508,000) (908,000]
Transfer From Reserve 12825 muar Road Resheet(C) - (75,000]
Transfer From Reserve 2826 Glendon Road Resheet(C) - 28,347
Transfer From Reserve 2828 Rural road open drain maintenance - Reserve Funded(O) = 1100,000)]
Transfer From Reserve 2829 Rural Verge Maintenance - Reserve Funded(Q) - (150,000
Transfer From Reserve 2830 Urban Tree Management - Reserve Funded(O) - 70,000]
Transfer From Reserve 283 Princefield Road - Reserve Funded(0) - 40,000)!
Transfer From Reserve 283! Urban Drainage - Reserve Funded{O] - 40,000)
Transfer From Reserve 283 [Prewinter stormwater drainage maintenance - Reserve Funde 0) - 70,000]
Transfer From Reserve 283 Urban Compensation Basin Maintenance - Reserve Funded(O} - 30,000]
Transfer From Reserve 2835 Ludlow-Hithergreen Road|(C) - (110,000]
Transfer From Reserve 2837 Pre-emptive Design Works (C) - 50,000]
Transfer From Reserve 2838 Queen Elizabeth Avenue(C) - (230,000]
Transfer From Reserve 2839 Seista Park Road(C) - (198,000)
Transfer From Reserve 2840 Sheens Road Apron(C) - (8,000)
Transfer From Reserve 2841 Strelly Street [C] - 60,000]
Transfer From Reserve 2842 Nuttman Road (€] - 155,235)]
Transfer From Reserve 2851 Bussell Highway - (150,000)
Transfer To Reserve 10027 Asset Admi ion[0) - 3,440,347
Closing Balance 30/6/2023 707,213 1,533,016

Opening Balance 1/7/2022 10904 Other General Purpose Funding(O) 75,477 79,477
Interest Earned 10904 Other General Purpose Funding(O}) - 738
Transfer From Reserve 10810 Human Resources & Payroll{0) - (15,000)
Closing Balance 30/6/2023 79,477 65,215

Opening Balance 1/7/2022 10904 Other General Purpose Funding(O) 2,908,578 2,909,578
Interest Earned 10904 Other General Purpose Funding(O}) - 67,893
Transfer From Reserve 12847 Purchase Sues Road(C} - {500,000)
Transfer To Reserve 10830 Members of Council{O) - 25,000
Closing Balance 30/6/2023 | 2,909,578 2,502,471

Opening Balance 1/7/2022 10904 Other General Purpose Funding(O} 668,099 668,099
Interest Earned 10904 Other General Purpose Funding(O}) - 15,140
Transfer From Reserve 10969 Vasse SAR Area General Improvements to the Area(C) - (150,000)
Transfer From Reserve 12822 Vasse SAR Area General Improvements to the Area - Tree Re(0) -

Transfer From Reserve 13000 Vasse SAR Reserve Funding(O) - (140,536)
Transfer To Reserve 10969 Vasse SAR Area General Impraovements to the Area(C) - 190,775
Closing Balance 30/6/2023 668,099 533,478
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City of Busselton
Reserves

For The Period Ending 31 August 2022

Opening Balance 1/7/2022 10904 Other General Purpose Funding(O) 1,685 1,685
Interest Earned 10904 Other General Purpose Funding(O) - 41
Transfer To Reserve 10027 Asset Management Administration{O) = 649
Closing Balance 30/6/2023 1,685 2,375
Opening Balance 1/7/2022 10904 Other General Purpose Funding(O) 8,287,152 8,287,152
Interest Earned 10904 Other General Purpose Funding(O) - 152,487
Transfer From Reserve 0688 Depot Washdown Facility Upgrades{C) - 76,700]
Transfer From Reserve 0 ﬁg'onal Waste Management Administration(O) - (106,780
Transfer From Reserve 420 | Vidler Road Waste Site Capital Improvements{C} - 28,955)
Transfer From Reserve 421 City Lined Landfill Stage 2 - Preliminary Works(C) - (1,950,000]
Transfer From Reserve 425 Busselton Landfill Post-closure Capping, Rehab & Remediat{C) - {2,000,000]
Transfer From Reserve 427 Dunsborough Waste Facility(O) - (284,914
Transfer From Reserve 428 Transfer Station Development(C) - (158,375
Transfer From Reserve 2843 SW Regional Waste Group Funding - Regional Waste Hub Deve{O] - (50,000]
Transfer From Reserve 2844 Dunsborough Landfill - Washdown Bay(C) - (150,000]
Transfer From Reserve 29 Waste Management - Replacement of Volvo FE320 6x4 Dual Co(C} = (440,000)
Transfer From Reserve 29 Waste Management - Plant Replacement Grab bucket and atta(C) - 30,000)
Transfer From Reserve 29 aste Management - Plant Replacement Trailer for bin clea(C) - (20,000]
Transfer From Reserve 2914 Waste M t- Plant Rep Minor [Capital][C) - 16,000)]
Transfer From Reserve 12915 Waste Management - Plant Replacement Minor (Non Capital)(C) - 10,000)
Transfer To Reserve 12412 Domestic & Commercial Waste Collection(O) - 2,032,658
Closing Balance 30/6/2023 8,287,152 5,156,573

Opening Balance 1/7/2022 10904 Other General Purpose Funding[O} 356,504 356,904
Interest Earned 10904 Other General Purpose Funding(O} - 6,154
Transfer From Reserve 12234 Aged Housing Capital Improvements - Winderlup Court {City(C] — {49,000]
Transfer To Reserve 10027 Asset ! Admi ion(Q) - 62,889
Closing Balance 30;6?5023 356,904 376,946
Opening Balance 1/7/2022 10904 Other General Purpose Funding(O]) 194,219 194,219
Interest Earned 10904 Other General Purpose Funding(O) - 4,530
Transfer From Reserve 10810 Human Resources & Payroll{O) - (153,000)
Closing Balance 30/6/2023 194,219 5,750
Opening Balance 1/7/2022 10904 Other General Purpose Funding(O} 158,158 158,158
Interest Earned 10904 Other General Purpose Funding(O} - 3,315
Transfer To Reserve 10027 Asset Administration[O] = 51957
Closing Balance 30/6/2023 158,158 213,430
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City of Busselton
Reserves

For The Period Ending 31 August 2022

Opening Balance 1/7/2022 10904 Other General Purpose Funding(O) 1,979,511 1,979,511
Transfer From Reserve 10904 Other General Purpose Funding(O) (1,977,034) (1,979,511)
Closing Balance 30/6/2023 2,477 [']

Opening Balance 1/7/2022 10904 Other General Purpose Funding(O) 1,259,815 1,258,815
Interest Earned 10904 Other General Purpose Funding(O) - 24,294
Transfer From Reserve 0585 BMRA Hangars(C) - (182,891
Transfer From Reserve 2930 Airpert Operations - Replacement Ute - Airport Operations{C) - 35,000]
Transfer From Reserve 2931 Airport Operations - Replacement Deutz/able 75KVA Generat{C) - 19,000)
Transfer From Reserve 2932 Airport Operations - Replacement Toro Groundmaster 7200 M(C) - (22,000]
Transfer From Reserve 2933 Airport Operations - Replacement Stihl FS94R CE Brushcutt{C) - {600
Transfer From Reserve 2934 Airport Operations - Replacement Bar Pertol 3000PSI Press(C) - (1,150)
Transfer From Reserve 2935 Airpert Operations - Replacement Blower(C) - {350,
Transfer To Reserve 10594 Airport Operations(0) - 642,013
Closing Balance 30/6/2023 1,259,815 1,665,130

Opening Balance 1/7/2022 10904 Other General Purpose Funding(O} 683,694 683,694
Interest Earned 10904 Other General Purpose Funding[O} 10,185
Transfer From Reserve 10586 Airport Development Operations(0) (98,238)
Closing Balance 30 023 683,694 595,641
[1O73: LED Strest Ughting ReplacementProgrampesere [ T |
Opening Balance 1/7/2022 10904 Other General Purpose Funding(O) 38,098 38,098
Interest Earned 10904 Other General Purpose Funding(O) - 3
Transfer From Reserve 10251 LED Street Light Replacement Program({O) - (37,866)
Transfer From Reserve 10251 LED Street Light Replacement Program(0) - (50,000)
Transfer To Reserve 10254 Street Lighting Installations(O) - 50,000
Closing Balance 30/6/2023 38,098 235

Transfer To Reserve 10027 Asset Management Administration{O) - 12,431

Closing Balance 30/6/2023 - 12,431

Opening Balance 1/7/2022 10804 Other General Purpose Funding(O} 10 10
Transfer From Reserve 12848 Vasse River - Ongoing Restoration of River Habitat{O) - (550,455)
Transfer To Reserve 10711 Envir: ] Admini 1on(0) - 550,455
Closing Balance 30/6/2023 10 10
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1078: Post Office Tea Rooms Reserve
Transfer From Reserve 10020 Art Geo Administration(O) - (60,514)
Transfer From Reserve 10033 Art Geo Building(O) - (60,514)
Transfer To Reserve 10020 Art Geo Administration(Q) - 121,028
Clesing Balance 30/6/2023 - -
1079: Peel Tce/C: Rd Building Reserve
Transfer To Reserve 10441 Peel Tce Building & Surrounds(0) - 23,429
Closing Balance 30/6/2023 - 23,429
Reconciliation
Opening Balance 1/7/2022 71,017,796 71,017,796
Interest Earned - 1,250,000
Transfer To Reserve - 23,227,258
Transfer From Reserve (3,190,034) (35,886,464)
Closing Balance 30/6/2023 67,827,762 59,608,590
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12.2 Attachment C Investment Report - August 2022

CITY OF BUSSELTON - INVESTMENT PERFORMANCE REPORT
City of Busselton For the mo! of August 20: City of Busselton
Geosrapie Bar Geograshe 8oy
INSTITUTION RATE AMOUNT
N 1am ¢ Do v s Tomow T oot by S 4
INSTITUTION RATING DAYS MATURITY RATE AMOUNT
ANZ AA 247 16-Jan-23 2.03% s 3,500.000
Westpac AA 245 22-Feb-23 255% s 1,500,000
Westpac AA 184 17-Nov-22 1.71% s 1,500,000
Bendigo BBB 184 23-Sep-22 0.90% S 3,000,000
Westpac AA 212 06-Mar-23 3.46% S 5,000,000
NAB AA 180 19-Dec-22 3.00% S 4,000,000
NAB AA 21 27-Jan-23 3.10% S 2,000,000
Westpac AA 212 24-Mar-23 374% s 3,000,000
Westpac AA 215 24-Feb-23 3.47% s 2,000,000
Westpac AA 92 29-Sep-22 1.85% s 4,000,000
NAB AA 150 16-Sep-22 1.06% s 4,000,000
ANZ AA 153 25-Dec-22 223% s 3,000,000
ANZ AA 183 25.0ct:22 1.256% s 2,000,000
ANZ AA 212 26-Mar-23 263% N 4,000,000
wec m as orem  omx s 4o e e Dot by weker
NAB AA 92 04.0ct-22 2.32% s 3,000,000 MBI 2955, poc 4zt
NAB AA 180 29-Nov-22 2.30% s 3,000.000 t
NAB AA 210 27-Feb-23 329% S 4,000,000 \
ANZ AA 18 10-Dec-22 226% S 2,000,000 I |
ANZ AA 215 10-Feb-23 2.46% s 3,000,000
CBA AA 385 29-Sep-22 0.41% S 5,000,000
MeBank BBB 180 24-0ct-22 1.75% S 2,000,000
BoQ 888 184 02-Now-22 1.95% s 2,000,000
BoQ BBB 184 30-Nov-22 240% S 2,000,000
ANZ AA 214 29-Jan-23 244% s 4,000,000
ANZ AA 184 28-Nov-22 1.82% s 2,000,000
CBA AA 92 28-Oct-22 262% s 3,000,000

Total of Term Deposits ____81,500,000.00
Weighted Average Annual Rate of Return 2.28%

ANZ, 2083%
NAB, 26.54%

Benigo (ncl Rural
Bank). 3.63%

WA Treasury Corp. - Ovemight Cash Deposit Facility 1.80% H 1,642,737
Total of Airport Redevelopment Funds - WATC _S 1.642.737 Balance of Investments (Smillions)
$120
Nil
Total of Airport Redevelopment Funds - Bank Term Deposits $0 A
—_— ke
ANZ Cash Account AA NA NA 1.75% S 784,422
Total of Airport Redevelopment Funds - Other S 784422 _ /\
Total of Airport Redevelopment Funds _$ 2,427,159  Gioe \/ \
Interest Received 2015/16 S 609,666
Interest Received 2016/17 S 1158623 |
Interest Received 2017/18 s 631,835
Interest Received 2018/19 S 121,836
Interest Received 2019120 s 43,003 £ .
Interest Received 2020121 s 2267 |** %
Interest Received 2021/22 S 1,626 o - g,
Interest Received 2022/23 H 4545 -
Interest Accrued but not yet Received S B - T -
Total Interest Airport Funds (Non-Reserve) at month's end S 2,573,491 .
Interest Transferred out and held in City Reserve Account 136 S 1085630 |4 .
Interest Transferred out to Municipal Funds s 26.718
Interest Earnt (incl. Accrued) on Funds Held in City Reserve Alc 136 S 82975

Note. acoogence Redevelopment Funding C o
( Funds hald with the WATC are ln with the Airport Ay ck gt Far ’ Ju NG sty 4] v e AN ey MAR MR paY N

Development Contract and are not held within the requirements of the Investment Policy 218)

Interest Earnt on Investments (Smillions)

e

11am Bank Account $ 12500000 $ 11,500,000 S 300 29
11am Bank Account Interest - not yet fully processed $ 63500000 $ - S " P
Term Deposits - Misc. Funds $ - $ 81500000 S o
Term Deposit Interest - not yet fully processed $ 1639049 S - 8 $15 e
Alrport Redevelopment - WATC Deposits $ 1 1.640.116 § aameae
Airport Redevelopment - ANZ Cash Alc $ 784422 $ 784422 S .
Total of all Investments Held § 78423471 S 95424539 S o s
TOTAL INTEREST RECEIVED AND ACCRUED $ 30809 $ 319405 § 11,043 $1.00 1
INTEREST BUDGET $ 26,148 $ 200,000 S 267,928
(Note: Interest figures relate to City general funds only and does not include interest allocated to speciic areas such as the Airport
Redevelopment) 075 I - -
Statement of Compliance Council's investment Pol [
1. All funds are to be invested within legisiative limits. Fully Compliant |, ﬂ B 1 N N .
2. Allindividual funds heid within the portfolio are not to exceed Fully Compliant
a set percentage of the total portfolio value. [{
3. The amount invested based upon the Fund's Rating is not to exceed Fully Compliant  [sor f— b8 8§ g —IIF—F—h
the set percentages of the total portfolio. E [
4. The amount invested based upon the Investment Horizon is not Fully Compliant f 1 J!

000
lomdmeﬂ‘mwﬂwso”mmyﬁi‘l" E—— AR AUG  SEP  OCT MOV OEC JAN  FEB  MAR APR MAY  JUH



Council 50 19 October 2022

15.1 ENDORSEMENT OF COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT PLAN

STRATEGIC THEME LIFESTYLE - A place that is relaxed, safe and friendly with services and
facilities that support healthy lifestyles and wellbeing

STRATEGIC PRIORITY 2.1 Recognise, respect and support community diversity and cultural
heritage.

SUBJECT INDEX Community Development Plan

BUSINESS UNIT Community Development

REPORTING OFFICER Community Development Officer - Cassandra Armstrong

AUTHORISING OFFICER Director, Community and Commercial Services - Naomi Searle

NATURE OF DECISION Executive: Substantial direction setting, including adopting budgets,
strategies, plans and policies (excluding local planning policies);
funding, donations and sponsorships; reviewing committee
recommendations

VOTING REQUIREMENT  Simple Majority

ATTACHMENTS Attachment A Community Development Plan 2022—2027§

The officer recommendation was moved and carried.

COUNCIL DECISION
C2210/259 Moved Councillor P Cronin, seconded Councillor M Love

That the Council adopt the Community Development Plan 2022-2027 as per Attachment A, as a
guide for future planning.

CARRIED 9/0
EN BLOC

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION

That the Council adopt the Community Development Plan 2022-2027 as per Attachment A, as a guide
for future planning.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Officers have conducted a review of the City of Busselton ‘Social Plan’ with a view to responding to
changing societal needs and to identify the City’s response to those needs. The Plan has been
renamed ‘Community Development Plan 2022-2027' and is presented for Council’s adoption as
guiding document for future planning.

BACKGROUND

In 2011, the City of Busselton developed and implemented a ‘Social Plan’ (‘the Plan’) to meet the
needs of a changing community. As the City and its population continues to grow rapidly, and given
the recent seismic changes in society, with COVID-19 in particular having had a significant impact,
there are new and greater opportunities and challenges for the City in addressing its community
development needs. It is therefore timely to review the Plan, which has been renamed the
‘Community Development Plan 2022-2027’, to outline where the City’s key focus should lie. This
review has identified current social issues, clarified what priorities are still relevant, and has
considered the role the City needs to play in these identified priorities taking into account current
community development resourcing.
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OFFICER COMMENT

The reviewed ‘Community Development Plan 2022-2027' enhances and consolidates the City’s
strategic direction and has a focus on the Key Themes aligned to the City’s Vision.

The Plan has a life span of five years (2022-2027), however, it is a “living document” which will be
reviewed annually and updated on a biennial basis to evaluate current issues and to capture new
trends and actions. The second review of the Plan will coincide with the review of the City’s Strategic
Community Plan (2021-2031).

The Plan will form an integral part of the City’s Integrated Planning Framework and support
achievement of the community’s visions and aspirations as set out in the City’s Strategic Community
Plan, and the strategies the City will implement to achieve those aspirations. The Plan is designed to
complement, not duplicate, the City’s existing planning frameworks and strategies. The plans and
strategies which make up the existing framework are listed at ‘Relevant Plans and Policies’, below.

As an outcome of the review of the Plan, it was identified by officers that the document was complex
and difficult to reference and navigate. In revising the document, officers simplified its format and
language, to enable easy reference to the key areas of focus. This will enable City officers, Councillors
and community members to quickly identify what the City’s position is on key topics.

In conducting the review of the Plan, officers have identified the following opportunities that have
recently arisen or are expanding in the City of Busselton:

° Disability sector (increase in service providers, activities and legislative changes)
. Expansion of Busselton Senior Citizen’s Centre
° Expansion of Youth Services into Dunsborough

° Busselton Performing Arts Centre (BPAC)
° Increased collaboration and partnerships through Vasse Human Service Alliance,
Saltwater & Arts and culture.
Emerging and expanding trends, on both a local and State level, have also been identified as follows:
° Out of hours local support services
. Affordable Housing
o Domestic violence
. Mental health / suicide prevention

Out of the above opportunities and emerging trends, whilst there are myriad areas of interest, the
following issues have been identified as key priorities:

. Arts and culture

° Community safety

. Community wellbeing

. Seniors

° Sport, Recreation and Leisure

° Youth and Children
° COVID-19
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Officers will also be conducting a review of the Disability Access and Inclusion Plan to reflect an
inclusive community (such as renaming to the Access and Inclusion Plan and reflecting the LGBTQIA+
community) and the future development of a LGBTQIA+ plan.

A changing landscape in funding opportunities has also shaped the implementation of programs and
services in the City of Busselton. The shifting of funding has limited the number of community groups
securing additional funding to deliver programs that benefit the community. The City has been
fortunate to secure a significant amount of infrastructure funding for Community facilities including
the recent expansion of the Busselton Senior Citizen’s Centre, the Youth and Community Activity
Centre in Dunsborough, Busselton Foreshore redevelopment and the future Busselton Performing
Arts Centre (BPAC). These facilities offer opportunity for community led activities and initiatives that
add to the City’s vibrancy and attractiveness. The City will assist community groups develop their
strategic plans and build on their governance and other skill-sets to improve their prospects of
gaining future funding opportunities through community capacity building.

In responding to community aspirations and setting priorities, there is a limit to what can be
achieved solely by the City of Busselton as a local government authority. Where aspirations and
priorities cannot be achieved by the City alone, the Plan outlines that we will work collaboratively
with the community and key partners to achieve the best possible results. The City will do this in four
main ways:

Advocate - Raise awareness to the responsible custodian
Partner - Assist others in delivering an action
Facilitate - Assist in delivery by removing barriers

P wnN e

Deliver - Lead the delivery of an action

Example Table:

DELNER  FAQLTATE  PAKTNER | ADIOGKE |

The City on this issue

The City on this issue

The City on this issue

The City ADVOCATES on this issue 6
The City on the City’s key

Assets/interests only...

..however, the primary position is
for the wider community

Key priority issue
The City is transitioning from position 6
A to position B) over the time of the plan

It is important to note that there are many other areas of interest that have not been identified in
the Plan and the City is not limited by the Plan if required to respond to changing social needs and
legislation.
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Future Reviews and Planning

The success of the Community Development Plan will be measured every two years through a
community satisfaction survey which will be undertaken as part of the review of the City’s Strategic
Community Plan. This survey feedback will determine what changes are required to the City's
strategic goals and objectives, and how this impacts upon the Community Development Plan.
Demographic and economic movements will also be mapped through the data available from the
Australian Bureau of Statistics. This desktop review is scheduled for 2024, with a full review of the
Community Development Plan to be undertaken in 2027.

Any new key priorities outside of those detailed in the Plan would need to be prioritised to the
possible exclusion of an existing priority.

Statutory Environment

The officer recommendation supports the general function of a local government under the Local
Government Act 1995 to provide for the good government of persons in its district.

Relevant Plans and Policies

The officer recommendation aligns to the following adopted plan or policy:
. City of Busselton Strategic Community Plan (2021-2031)
° City of Busselton Corporate Business Plan 2022 - 2026
° City of Busselton Long Term Financial Plan (LTFP)
. City of Busselton Disability, Access and Inclusion Plan (2018-2022)
° City of Busselton Sport and Recreation Facilities Strategy (2020-2030)
. City of Busselton Youth Plan & Forum (2021)
o City of Busselton Early Years Network Strategy (2018)
° City of Busselton COVID-19 Recovery Plan
. City of Busselton Bushfire Risk Management Plan
° Library Services Strategy
° Local Emergency Management Arrangements
. Safety & Security Strategy Busselton & Dunsborough Central Business District
° City of Busselton Public Health Plan (in draft stage)
. City of Busselton LGBTQIA+ Inclusive Plan (in draft stage)
. City of Busselton Homelessness Plan (in draft stage)
° Local Cultural Planning Strategy
. Reconciliation Action Plan (2020-2021)

° City of Busselton Economic Development Strategy 2022-2027

Financial Implications

There are no financial implications associated with the officer recommendation.
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Stakeholder Consultation

Officers utilised the community consultation results sourced in the last review of the Strategic
Community Plan, which included an independent market research survey conducted by Catalyse
where 4,000 randomly selected households were sent invitations to take part in the survey with
1,000 sent by mail and 3,000 by email. 584 randomly selected residents completed the survey with a
further 247 residents (including 121 non-resident ratepayers), visitors and 66 City-affiliated
respondents participated in the survey. Additional consultation verified and added to these survey
results.

There was further consultation conducted with the Vasse Human Services Alliance, which
encompassed 97 local service providers. There was also extensive engagement with the youth of
Busselton via the Youth Forum held in 2021.

Other City Directorates identified in the establishment of this plan were also consulted with via email
and internal workshops and meetings for the purpose of input and feedback.

Risk Assessment

An assessment of the potential implications of implementing the officer recommendation has been
undertaken using the City’s risk management framework, with risks assessed taking into account any
controls already in place. No risks of a medium or greater level have been identified.

Options

As an alternative to the proposed recommendation the Council could decide not to endorse the
adoption of the Community Development Plan 2022-2027 and remain with the existing Social Plan or
require edits to the Plan.

CONCLUSION

The revised Community Development Plan 2022-2027 provides clear direction on key priorities and
will enable City officers, Councillors and community members to easily identify what the current
priorities are and the City’s position on these priorities.

TIMELINE FOR IMPLEMENTATION OF OFFICER RECOMMENDATION

The Community Development Plan has been prepared and can be published upon endorsement by
Council.
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The City of Busselton has utilised the survey information
undertaken in the preparation of the Strategic Community Plan
2021 - 2031 as the basis for the key priorities detailed in this plan.

To avoid community survey fatigue — the City of Busselton continued to use this information to

assist in the drafting of the Community Development Plan

> Stage 1: Explore Community Scorecard Survey

)

> Stage 2: Discuss What Matters to You

&

In addition:

+ Further to referencing the community consultation results sourced for the Strategic
Community Plan, the City of Busselton has also engaged and consulted with members
of the Vasse Human Service Alliance (VHSA) for service provider input. There are
currently 97 members of this network, who were provided with the details and given an

opportunity to provide feedback and comment.

Extensive engagement with the Youth of Busselton was also undertaken via the Youth

s,
Forum held in 2021. ~ -’
o B
+  Other City Directorates identified in the establishment of this plan were also consulted both s N
via email and internal workshops and meetings for the purpose of input and feedback. 2

Community Participation

The Strategic Community Plan consultation achieved 1,711 engagements, which were
used to inform the development of this Community Development Plan

19 October 2022

Community
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Life of the Community Development Plan

The Plan has a life span of 5 years, 2022 - 2027, however it is a living document that is reviewed
annually and updated on a biennial basis where new trends and actions will be captured and current
issues evaluated. The second review process for this plan will coincide with the review cycle of the 10
year Strategic Community Plan (2021 - 2031).

Role of the Plan
The Plan is a key informing document under the Integrated Planning Framework. The Strategic Community Plan sets out the community

vision, aspirations and objectives as well as Coundil's 10 year strategies. This plan is a key supporting plan and drives implantation of community

development strategies.

Other Supporting Plans and Strategies

The following documents were used to inform and/or complement
the Community Development Plan:

> Bushfire Risk Management Plan > Busselton Traffic Study
> Disability, Access and Inclusion Plan > Local Cultural Planning Strategy
2018-2022 :
> Economic Development Strategy
> Library Services Strategy 2016-2026
> Local Emergency Management > Youth Plan & Forum 2021
Arrangements

> Recondiliation Action Plan 2020-2021
s el > Early Years Network Strategy 2018
> Sport and Recreation Facilities Strategy COVID-19 Recovery Plan

2020-2030

> Safety & Security Strategy Busselton &
Dunsborough Central Business District
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What has changed from our 2020 Social Plan

The City’s Social Plan has evolved over the years and there have been many changes within the
community during this time. The priorities of 2011 are no longer the same priorities as identified in

2020 or even that of 2022.

We have seen some large shifts in the fabric of society, COVID-19 has had a significant impact and therefore it is timely to review the original

Social Plan.. We have clarified what is still relevant, detailed the current issues and considered what role the City needs to play in these identified
priorities. We have also re-named the document from the Social Plan to the Community Development Plan.

This new plan enhances and consolidates our strategic direction and has a focus on Key Goal Areas which are aligned to the City's Vision.

PREVIOUS PLAN Key Goal Areas and Qutcomes

Recreation
Quality, sustainable recreation facilities and
services

Transport

Accessible, economic & affordable regional
transport system

Health

High quality health system that promotes an
active lifestyle

Seniors

Encourages ‘active ageing' through good
health, participation & secure living
Youth

A proud & inclusive community that provides
youth opportunities to learn, work, grow.

Family

A strong supportive community with resilient
capable families

Education

High quality education & training services

Safety
Where all people of all ages feel safe & live
healthy active lives

Cultural

Valuing our local heritage, culture & environment
to be enjoyed by future generations
Business

A strong local community that sustains &
attracts new business and employment
opportunities

THIS PLAN Key Focus Areas

Arts and Culture

Cultural activities, spaces and

opportunities to connect and
stimulate ideas and skills

Community Safety
Enhance community’s emergency

situation resilience and actively
engage and inform crime prevention

Community Wellbeing
Actively engage the community in
the design and provision of diversified
social infrastructure and programs
Seniors

Support programs and services
through identifying opportunities for
connecting seniors with community

groups and agencies

Sport, Recreation &
Leisure

Encourage healthy, active lifestyles
through effective services and
infrastructure

Youth & Children

O Facilities, programs and events that
will provide local youth to connect
and engage

Covid-19
EHSUI'C thC EJLVL‘FSC C()[T)H!U!\Ity

groups can recover from the
impacts of Covid-19

19 October 2022
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Community Engagement

The Plan has been informed by the ideas and feedback gathered
from the community, service providers, local organisations,
businesses and government agencies.

Findings from the following community engagement opportunities were used in the development
of the Community Development Plan:

> Strategic Community Planning — Community Engagement 2020

> VHSA (Vasse Human Service Alliance) review 2022

> Youth Forum 2021

> Internal officer review of 2022

> Strategic Community Plan 2021 - 2031

The City of Busselton Strategic Community Plan identifies what the community envisages and
aspires for their community. The intent of the plan is to outline the actions that are important

to our community over the ensuring 10 years and to set out the community’s visions, aspirations

and objectives, as well as the strategies that Council will pursue in support of the objectives.

The Community Development Plan provides a blueprint for the City to achieve the community's
aims. The achievement of the Community Development Plan Actions will directly feed into the
QOutcomes, Strategies and Objectives of the City of Busselton. Each action in the Plan references

a relevant Objective and Strategy from the City of Busselton Strategic Community Plan.

=
&
g,
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4
£
50
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Emerging Issues and Opportunities

The City of Busselton continues to grow and change as our population increases. The population has
grown from 31,523 in 2011 to 40,333 in 2021. With this growth, comes both opportunity and challenges.

Opportunities Emerging Trends on both a community and State level
> Disability Sector (increase in service providers and activities) > Out of hours local support services

> Expansion of Busselton Senior Citizen's Centre > Affordable Housing

> Expansion of Youth Services into Dunsborough > Domestic Violence

> Busselton Performing Arts Centre (BPAC) > Mental Health / suicide prevention

> Increased collaboration & partnerships through
Vasse Human Service Alliance, Saltwater, Art & Culture

> Sport and Recreation

The City has considered its role in these areas and included this in the Plan and will continue to

monitor State Government strategies for future opportunities.

The City will assist community groups to develop strategic plans and build on their governance &
skills to improve the prospects of gaining future funding opportunities through the Community
Capacity Building project, primarily over the next 2 years during the pilot program, however, it

is hoped that this will continue into the future
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Implementing the Community Development Plan

Meeting the social needs of the community is crucial to maintaining a vibrant, functional city.
The City of Busselton has responded to identified needs and trends of the community with the
development of the Community Development Plan.

The plan identifies existing and emerging social issues and opportunities. The Community Development unit staff will coordinate, implement and

review the Plan. The Plan outlines the framework for an integrated and collaborative approach that will support the community.
Local Government Control and Influence

In responding to community aspirations there is a limit to what can be achieved solely by the City of Busselton as a local government authority.
Where aspirations and priorities cannot be achieved by the City alone, we will work collaboratively with the community and key partners to

achieve the best possible result.

Some things external to and outside of the scope of Council’s influence may also limit what can be achieved.

We do this in four main ways:

Deliver Facilitate Partner Advocate

Lead the delivery of Assist in delivery by Assist others in Raise awareness to the
an action removing barriers delivering an action responsible custodian
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Community
Development
Plan

2022 - 2027
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Example Table:

Whilst it is recognised that there are many areas of interest, the following issues have been H ow to r ead the tab les

identified as priorities.

On the following pages are tables outlining where the
DELIVER  FACILTATE  PARTNER - City of Busselton’s key focus lies.

. .. The table example on this page (see left) is a guide to how to read the tables.
The City DELIVERS on this issue O P page seeleff isa g

> The associated Strategic Community Plan Priorities are represented by symbols
eg 21 and can be found at the bottom right of each page.

The City on this issue > Asterisk symbols may be found in the right hand column of a table.
They will associate with detailed information on the same page.

The City PARTNERS on this issue Key Focus tables include:
> Arts and Culture > Sport, Recreation and Leisure
The City ADVOCATES on this issue ()
¥ > Community Safety > Youth and Children
The City DELIVERS on the City's key O > Community Wel]being > COVID-19
Assets/interests only... > Senlors
..however, the primary position is
for the wider community
Key priority issue
The City is transitioning from position @ Srteg ‘ A
A to position B) over the time of the plan. Plan Prioritic “ 21 22 23 24 25 26 27

10
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Arts and Culture

Whilst it is recognised that there are many areas of interest, the following

issues have been identified as priorities.

Development of an Art, Culture &

DELIVER  FACILITATE  PARTNER -

Heritage Strategy, programs, activities, @

events and community groups

Preserving our heritage
City owned heritage listed buildings
and infrastructure

Preserving heritage
Greater community

Establish a Performing Arts Facility

Libraries

Building a relationship with the
Aboriginal community

Implementation of actions in the
Reconciliation Action Plan

=)

Information and Engagement

Increasing the communities’ access to and engagement with cultural activities and spaces,
providing opportunities to connect, stimulate new ideas and develop skills and knowledge
responsive to local aspirations and priorities.

Partnership Development

The City will strengthen partnerships with internal and external stakeholders to showcase local
arts, foster creativity, encourage respectful heritage values and provide cultural opportunities
for the community.

Service and Facility Provision

The City owns heritage listed buildings and infrastructure that are subject to conservation controls
and management. The City is responsible for implementation of maintenance, interpretation and
conservation works for these assets.

Fostering the diversity and sustainability of the sector by identifying opportunities for building capacity
and connecting individuals with community groups and agendes. Raising the profile of the City’s
facilities, services, and natural environment to build distinctive places and showcase our region.

Community Leadership and Empowerment

The City is responsible for implementation of its RAP and progressive updates. This i occurring on
the City's projects and through controcts

The City offers cultural and artistic experiences for our local communities so that people
are empowered to learn, discover and be creative via events, programs and activities within
Museum, Gallery, Libraries, Heritage sites and public spaces.

21 22 2.4 25

19 October 2022
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Community Development Plan 2022-2027

Community Safety

Whilst it is recognised that there are many areas of interest, the following

issues have been identified as priorities.

Crime & drug prevention

Crime prevention
through environmental design (CPTED)
framework for public space design

Crime prevention
Greater community
Street lighting

City facilities/interests only

Street lighting
Greater community

CCTV surveillance
on Council owned property

Fire Hazard reduction
B 1tio b ken o

Emergency Management
City facilities/interests only

Emergency Management
Greater community

Major Traffic Improvements

DELIVER  FACILITATE  PARTNER -

=)

£ 00 6O

(&)

Information and Engagement

To ensure the community receives information and education to enhance resilience and
increase the region's ability to prevent crime and respond to (and recover from) emergency
situations. The City will actively inform and engage with its partners to ensure timely, proactive
information sharing particularly in response to bushfires, ensuring that the City and local private
properties are better prepared for the fire season.

Partnership Development

The City will actively inform and engage with its partners to ensure timely, proactive information
sharing. The City will collaborate with a variety of stakeholders eg. WA Police in order to
provide more integrated, holistic services around risk management and safety promotion.
The City will also collaborate with stakeholders and relevant authorities to ensure emergency
preparedness and risk mitigation is a pricrity (ie. Bush Fire Brigades and Department of Fire
and Emergency Services).

Service and Facility Provision

To provide services as appropriate and/or facilities in partnership with government, community
or local business. This is delivered through the City's CCTV Plan and various events and programs
which promote community safety, education, disaster relief and emergency preparedness. This
will also be achieved through the partnership with the VHSA (Vasse Human Service Alliance) in
assisting to identify gaps within service delivery and to promote programs and services available
to the community.

¥ The City has a role in providing focilities for evacuation and has direct involvement in fire managernent.
The City is also required to implement CPTED requirements on all projects. Some custom lighting
standards have been adopted in Dunsborough and Busselton town centres, which the City instails
and maintains.

Policy and Planning

Contributing to policy and planning on community safety related initiatives including Local Law
development and ensuring property/public spaces are planned and built in accordance with
Crime Prevention through Environmental Design (CPTED) principles.

22 27 28 29 2.10
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Community Wellbeing

Whilst it is recognised that there are many areas of interest, the following

issues have been identified as priorities.

Affordable Housing

Family & Domestic Violence -
White Ribbon Committee

DAIP (Disability, Access &
Inclusion Plan) Access, Inclusion,
Diversity & LGBTQIA+

Access to services, information &
training - My Community Directory

Community Capacity Building
Program

Community Assistance Program
(CAPs) - Funding & Grants

Mental Health Awareness

Vasse Human Service Alliance

DELVER  FACLIATE  PARTNER -

Information and Engagement

To ensure the community is well informed of City business and has the opportunity to engage
and connect with the City services, fadilities and each other in place. It is important for the City
to also receive information from the community regarding their needs and those from within
discrete areas and local places to better inform service delivery. The community will be actively
engaged in the development and activation of Local Areas across the City through contributions
to planning, design, infrastructure and the implementation of programs and services.

# The DAIP currently includes programs such as the BICWA (Building Indiusive Communities WA)
program along with a partnership vith Advocacy WA to network support groups. A review of the
Disability Access and Indlusion Plan is also to be undertaken to reflect an inclusive community
(such as renaming to the Access and Inclusion Plan and reflecting the LGBTQIA+ comymunity) and the
future development of a LGBTQIA+ plan.

Whilst the Community Development team delivers the Comrnunity Assistarice Progrom (CAPs)
funding grants, other funding platforms such as the Minor Donation Program are administered by the
Governance team.

Service and Facility Provision

The City will identify opportunities to improve, expand or diversify the provision of social
infrastructure and service/ program delivery in order to maximise social inclusion. The City's hubs
aim to meet the needs of specific areas by ensuring services offered in place enhance the culture,
heritage and distinctiveness of each place. Infrastructure will be planned for and built to reflect
the uniqueness and local characteristics of the area. The City provides a varied community events
program which is designed to align with and enhance the distinctiveness of each place.

Policy and Planning

To access local knowledge, information and data regarding the specific needs of each Place
Management Area and advocate for the needs and support of individuals, groups and businesses.
Decision making is based on clear, transparent processes. A strong emphasis on planning is
integral to the delivery of distinctive places and ensuring the implementation of local, accessible
services for the whole of the community.

22 25 27 28 29
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Seniors

Whilst it is recognised that there are many areas of interest, the following Information and Engagement
issues have been identified as pricrities.

The City works closely with the Senior Citizen's Centre to distribute information and source
feedback in relation to specific issues affecting seniors.

DELWER  FACILITATE. ~ PARTNER - Partnership Development
The City will work in partnerships with internal and external stakeholders to support the

Reduce social isolation for seniors — programs and services made available to seniors within the community. State Government and
Busselton Senior Citizen Centre Community Organisations providing services within the sector.
Library, GLC Service and Facility Provision

Fostering the diversity and sustainability of the sector by identifying opportunities for building
capacity and connecting individuals with community groups and agencies. Raising the profile of
@ the Senior Citizen's Centre, services and programs and ensuring community events are inclusive

Increase transport options ) )
Community Leadership and Empowerment

The City offers many opportunities and experiences for our seniors so that people are
empowered to learn, connect and be creative via events, programs and activities within Libraries,
Carer Support - VHSA GLC, community and public spaces.

(Vasse Human Service Alliance)

Digital Literacy Education Q
—Library

21 2.2 25 2.7 28 211
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and Leisure

Sport, Recreation

Whilst it is recognised that there are many areas of interest, the following

issues have been identified as priorities.

Implement Sport & Recreation
Strategy

Ongoing education and
training of volunteers -
BBC (Building Better Clubs Program)

Increase in sport &
recreational options

DELIVER  FACILITATE  PARTNER -
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Information and Engagement

The City has a key role in ensuring the community is well informed of programs, services and
events which encourage healthy, active lifestyles and promote positive physical and mental
wellbeing, It is important that the City engages and connects with its community in order to
deliver programs and services aligned to community needs.

Partnership Development

To develop and maintain relationships with key stakeholders to ensure that service provision
is maximised within the City. The City will partner and collaborate with relevant stakeholders
to increase physical and mental wellbeing, through leisure and recreation services/initiatives and
a variety of high-quality facilities, open spaces and parks which promote healthy lifestyles and
connection within the community. This includes strong relationships with sporting and community
clubs and partners who assist the City to deliver vital services such as Surf Lifesaving Patrols.

Service and Facility Provision

The City will provide access to facilities, services, programs and events which encourage community
members to participate in activities which promote healthy, active lifestyles and community
connections. The City will explore opportunities to use and leverage sodal infrastructure to build
community wellbeing in partnership with government, community and/or business.

¥ Provision of Leisure Centres and parks and gardens are managed and fadilitated by the City for
these purposes

Policy and Planning

The City will plan for and provide innovative models for quality community fadilities and
programs to enable opportunities for healthy and active lifestyles as detailed in the Sport and
Recreation Facilities Strategy 2020 -2030.

21 2.2 25 28 29 212
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Youth and Children

Whilst it is recognised that there are many areas of interest, the following

issues have been identified as priorities.

Youth presenting as homeless

Lack of transport

Events & Indoor activity options

Youth Services for Dunsborough

CEYN (Capes Early Years
Network)

DELVER  FACLIAE  PARTNER -
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Information and Engagement

Meaningful community engagement is essential in order to guide and shape ongoing service
delivery and ensure residents feel connected with the City and one another. The City uses
varied approaches to connect, inform, build awareness and engage in a format which is inclusive
and accessible for all members of the community.

The City offers many opportunities and experiences for our children and families so that
people are empowered to learn, connect and be creative via events, programs and activities
within Libraries, GLC, community and public spaces.

Partnership Development

The City will develop and maintain relationships with key stakeholders to ensure that service
provision is maximised within the City. Working with the community, industry, businesses and
all level of government towards common outcomes will expand the City’s capacity to improve
social inclusion and create connected communities.

Service and Facility Provision

The City will focus on the development and activation of youth hubs, facilities and open spaces
Facilitation of programs, events and activities will allow local youth to connect with one another
and access relevant, beneficial information and/or support. The City provides several levels of
connection, including the opportunity to engage through the SHIFT Youth Crew (Busselton
and Dunsborough), the Busselton Foreshore Youth Precinct, Busselton Skate Park, Youth Space
at the Youth and Community Activities Building (YCAB), and most recently “The Break’ which
is a youth space located in Dunsborough.

¥ The Capes Early Years Network is currently being facilitated by the City, however, it is anticipated that
the City will move from Facilitate to Advocate within the next 2-3 years.

Policy and Planning

The City enables robust planning, policy and service delivery designed to support social and
economic participation for all. The City's Plans aim to identify and support hard to reach
communities, build capacity, engage individuals and families and develop responses and options
to increase their participation in community life.

21 2.2 23 25 26 27 29 211
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COVID-19

Whilst it is recognised that there are many areas of interest, the following

issues have been identified as priorities.

Support for vulnerable members
of the community and businesses

Sustainable and Stronger
economy and business

Support for community groups,
clubs, organisations to emerge
sustainable and stronger

Promoting community connection
using positive messaging and
support

73
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DELIVER  FACILITATE  PARTNER -

The City's business unit uses a risk based approach to identify and contact identified vulnerable
individuals , organisations and industry bodies to ensure that they have adequate support
services in place during the recovery phase of the pandemic.

The impacts of the COVID-19 pandemic on the local economy have been significant and are
expected to continue for some time. Some key impacts which are likely to continue, include;

+ Unstable employment — uncertainty in employment levels resulting from isolation
requirements (Job losses for casuals and permanent staff)

+ Local businesses (small and medium) likely to have ongoing finandial concerns, with some
temporary or permanent closures

* Mortgage/rental pressures leading to increased debt levels
+ Restricted cash flow for businesses and sole traders during the escalation of cases

A key focus will be to ensure the diverse range of community groups within the City Busselton
can recover from the impact of COVID-19 restrictions on their activities. The City will support
the State Government in the distribution of information and provide guidance throughout the
recovery phase, as required.

The City will also consider providing the broader community, who may not be considered
‘vulnerable’ at present, with access to a range of strengths based positive messaging, reminders
of what they can do to look after their mental health, relationships and behaviours as well as
those in their extended family and networks and, provide access to a range of resources that
will assist in the community's recovery.

21 22 25

19 October 2022
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How we measure the Plan

Community Satisfaction Survey

The success of this Plan will be measured every two years through a community satisfaction
survey which will be undertaken as part of the review pertaining to the Strategic Community
Plan. Trends in the feedback received from the community will help us to determine how well
the Strategic Community Plan is performing and how this translates to and reflects upon the
Community Development Plan.

Economic Data

We will refer to Australian Bureau of Statistics data to map trends in our demographic and
economic movements.

Key Performance Indicators

Our Corporate Business Plan sets out a range of key performance indicators that are reported
to Council twice a year. These include a measure of how we are tracking on key actions and
projects, as well as reviewing our operational efficiencies and achievements. Additionally the
City is committed to developing, before the next Plan review, a set of strategic performance
indicators to assist in tracking the performance of the Strategic Community Plan which will then
feed into the Community Development Plan.

Annual Report

The Annual Report produced at the end of every financial year records our strategic and corporate
achievements during the previous 12 month period beginning 1 July and ending on 30 June.
It also describes the major initiatives scheduled to continue or commence in the next financial
year. Significant changes that may have been made to the Strategic Community Plan, Corporate
Business Plan and the Community Development Plan, during the financial year are also discussed.

Community Development [JEESSEIIEIEY 2024
Plan Review Schedule Full Review 2027

Ongoing feedback about any aspect of the Social Plan is always welcome.

19 October 2022
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Elements of the Integrated Planning Framework

Community Engagement Measurement and Reporting
Identifies what the community envisages and Strategic Community Plan & Social Plan achievements are
aspires to for their community. recorded in the Council’s Annual Report to the community.
Strategic Corporate
Community Plan Business Plan
10-15 years 4 years Annual Budget
Finances the annual

The result of community Implements polides
programs, projects

and programs to activate the

engagement. It identifies )
community objectives and strategies contained in and actiorss.
strategies to achieve the Strategic Community
those objectives & Social Plan.
....................................................... »
Community
Development Plan Other Informing Strategies
5 years m Financial Plan + Communications and

This diagram shows how the
Strategic Community Plan and The result of community engagement
the Community Development ‘;"d the S”]‘;’;"g’f (;O””""”"'TY Plan e
f : rionges. identfies community * Asset
Slan . Ofo.frl grated objectives and strategies to * Information « Issue specific str
planning and reporting framework. achieve those objectives,

« Services
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Where environment, lifestyle
and opportunity meet!
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E city@busselton.wa.gov.au Western Australia

Locked Bag 1 Busselton WA 6280
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15.2 NAMING OF THE BUSSELTON PERFORMING ARTS AND CONVENTION CENTRE

STRATEGIC THEME LIFESTYLE - A place that is relaxed, safe and friendly with services and
facilities that support healthy lifestyles and wellbeing

STRATEGIC PRIORITY 2.4 Establish a performing arts facility for the District.

SUBJECT INDEX Performing Arts and Convention Centre

BUSINESS UNIT Community Services

REPORTING OFFICER Manager, Events and Cultural Services - Maxine Palmer

AUTHORISING OFFICER Director Community and Commercial Services - Naomi Searle

NATURE OF DECISION Executive: Substantial direction setting, including adopting budgets,
strategies, plans and policies (excluding local planning policies);
funding, donations and sponsorships; reviewing committee
recommendations

VOTING REQUIREMENT  Simple Majority

ATTACHMENTS Attachment A Council Policy: Naming of City Roads and Assets§

The officer recommendation was moved and carried.

COUNCIL DECISION
C2210/260 Moved Councillor P Cronin, seconded Councillor M Love

That the Council endorses the naming of the Busselton Performing Arts and Convention Centre as
Saltwater Busselton.

CARRIED 9/0
EN BLOC

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION

That the Council endorses the naming of the Busselton Performing Arts and Convention Centre as
Saltwater Busselton.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

The Busselton Performing Arts and Convention Centre (BPACC working title) is currently under
construction and requires to be formally named so that the venue can be promoted and future
programming secured, and so that the brand around the name can be established and grown.

The purpose of this report is to seek Council endorsement to name the new building, Saltwater
Busselton, following a process of consultation and in accordance with the Council Policy Naming of
City Roads and Assets.

BACKGROUND

In 2020 the City developed a Cultural Interpretation Strategy (the Strategy) for the Busselton Cultural
Precinct (the Precinct). The purpose of the strategy was to identify a unifying and defining place
essence, sensed and experienced both tangibly and intangibly, for the Cultural Precinct. A process of
community consultation identified the things people value most about Busselton’s culture and
identity, what they wanted the City to celebrate stories of, and what people want to experience
when they visit the Cultural Precinct.

The Strategy has been used to inform the development of the Busselton Performing Arts and
Convention Centre (BPACC) landscaping, other infrastructure and the Precinct programming
direction. It was also designed to be overlayed in other City of Busselton place making projects and
developments.
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Branding agency, INK Strategy, was engaged by the City to take forward the Strategy
recommendations in development of a name for the BPACC.

OFFICER COMMENT

The Strategy informed the recommended brand direction, colour palette and possible graphics
treatments to be further evolved during the brand development process. Four territories were also
recommended to be considered when selecting a name.

1. Geographic/environmental — drawing from the precinct’s location and geography.
2 Wadandi Noongar — Traditional Custodians’ language and culture.

3. Flora/fauna/the Bay — waterways, endemic species and regional biodiversity.

4 Contemporary/abstract — modern cultural references including constructed words.

Good examples of the use of similar territories were cited as Red Earth Arts Precinct, Museum of Old
and New Art (MONA) and Glasshouse Port Macquarie.

INK Strategy recommended the venue be given a name that is powerful, meaningful, memorable and
grounded, genuine and authentic, inclusive but also inspirational.

The name that evolved was Saltwater which is deeply connected to country and the traditional
owners of the land, the Wadandi (Saltwater) People. It connects the community, from the first
settlers, to those who built the jetty, to modern day entrepreneurs and business people, with the
surrounding waterways, the reason why people past and present call this place home and choose to
live here.

Statutory Environment

The officer recommendation supports the general function of a local government under the Local
Government Act 1995 to provide for the good government of persons in its district.

Relevant Plans and Policies

Council Policy ‘Naming of City Roads and Assets’ (the Policy) outlines considerations to assist Council
in the appropriate assessment of proposals to name significant City assets. The Policy outlines that
when developing and naming a community facility, the use of Aboriginal names and words for
naming features are a way of recognising the different enduring cultural and language groups. The
Policy also states that it is important to consider the geographical location of the facility. Officers
have also responded to the City of Busselton’s Reconciliation Action Plan in developing the name
Saltwater.

Officers consider the process, expert advice and community consultation undertaken to name this
facility meets the requirements of the Policy. The name Saltwater Busselton is memorable, authentic
and deeply connected to the culture of Busselton, the environment, local community, rich history
and country.

Financial Implications

There are no financial implications associated with the officer recommendation.
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Stakeholder Consultation

Since 2020, regular consultation with the BPACC Community Reference, Councillor Working Group
and Aboriginal Advisory Group has informed and developed the proposed name for the venue.
Consultation which informed the Cultural Interpretation Strategy and the naming territories
consisted of over 20 interviews, workshops and interviews including with the traditional custodians
representing the Wadandi people.

During December 2020 and January 2021 community members were surveyed to consider the name
Saltwater along with the working title Busselton Performing Arts and Convention Centre (BPACC) and
the previous working title Busselton Entertainment Arts and Creative Hub (BEACH). There was also
opportunity to suggest other names. Over 250 submissions were received and while the results were
not conclusive, comments and suggestions did show support for the name to connect to local
aboriginal culture, and over 40 names were suggested.

The BPACC Community Reference Group and Aboriginal Advisory Group shortlisted the names
suggested using the four territories recommended in the Strategy. Ultimately there was support for
the name Saltwater, but that it should sit within a broader brand hierarchy of the Busselton Cultural
Precinct.

In February 2022 the BPACC Councillor Working Group gave their support to proceed with the name
Saltwater Busselton. The BPACC Community Reference Group and Aboriginal Advisory Group also
provided support to this name.

On 17 March 2022, Council were briefed on the naming consultation outcomes and brand
development recommendations and on 10 August 2022 received an update on how a Saltwater
Busselton brand design could be developed.

Risk Assessment

An assessment of the potential implications of implementing the officer recommendation has been
undertaken using the City’s risk management framework, with risks assessed taking into account any
controls already in place. No risks of a medium or greater level have been identified.

Options

As an alternative to the proposed recommendation the Council could consider additional
consultation to inform the development of an alternative name for adoption.

CONCLUSION

The Busselton Performing Arts and Convention Centre (BPACC working title) is currently under
construction. The process and consultation conducted to develop a name for the BPACC is aligned
with Council’s Policy Naming of City Roads and Assets, as detailed in this report.

Officers recommend Council formally endorse the Busselton Performing Arts and Convention Centre
to be called Saltwater Busselton which is a name that is memorable, authentic and deeply connected
to the culture of Busselton, the environment, local community, rich history and country.

TIMELINE FOR IMPLEMENTATION OF OFFICER RECOMMENDATION

Upon Council approval of the name Saltwater Busselton all communications will be updated with the
name and a naming ceremony held to recognise its connection to local heritage and culture.
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City of Busselton
Geographe Bay

Council Policy

Council Policy Name: Naming of City Roads and Assets
Responsible Directorate: Community and Commercial Services Version: Adopted

1. PURPOSE

1.1. The purpose of this Policy is to assist Council to appropriately deal with and assess proposals to name a City
Road or City Asset.

2. SCOPE

2.1. This Policy is applicable to the naming of City Roads and City Assets, inclusive of the entire asset or specific
portion/s of it, which require a determination for naming.

3. DEFINITIONS

City Asset any park, garden, reserve, memorial, sporting ground or building or other
infrastructure asset owned or under the care, control or management of the City of
Busselton

City Road any Road or variation of Road, including street, place, boulevard, etc.

Policy this City of Busselton Council policy titled “Naming of City Roads and Assets”

4. STRATEGIC CONTEXT

4.1. This Policy links to Strategic Theme 1. LIFESTYLE - A place that is relaxed, safe and friendly with services and
facilities that support healthy lifestyles and wellbeing, of the City’s Strategic Community Plan June 2021 and
specifically the following Strategic Priority:

a. 2.1: Recognise, respect and support community diversity and cultural heritage.

5. POLICY STATEMENT

Naming Considerations

5.1. Council may consider naming a City Asset in honour of persons considered to be pioneers, persons who
have made an outstanding humanitarian contribution or who, in the opinion of the Council, are worthy of
such an honour. This may also be in acknowledgment of events of historical, environmental or cultural
significance or collective community action.

5.2. Where personal names are used, the person commemorated should preferably be recognised in
memaoriam.

5.3. Tofacilitate ease of geographical identification and identification of purpose, where possible a locality name
and purpose should be associated with the naming of a City Asset, even when it is determined that an
honorary name will be applied.

5.4. In general terms, naming should use the form, spelling and style of contemporary Australian English or
a recognised Australian Aboriginal language local to the area of the feature.

Document Set ID: 2990312 Naming of City Roads and Assets Page 10f3

Version: 3, Version Date: 17/08/2021
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Attachment A Council Policy: Naming of City Roads and Assets

Where applicable and always in the first instance, naming guidelines as set out in Policies and Standards

for Geographic Naming in Western Australia will be adhered to. The City must apply to Landgate for the

naming of City Roads.

Renaming will only occur in an extraordinary case or where a name is no longer deemed appropriate.

The use of Aboriginal names and words for naming features are a way of recognising the different

enduring cultural and language groups. Names originating from an Australian Aboriginal language local

to the area must be written in a standard recognised format and their use shall be endorsed by the

recognised local community. Evidence of this endorsement must be included with the naming proposal.

A proposzl to name a significant City asset can be put forward to Council for consideration by:

a.

a Councillor by way of a notice of motion;

b. an employee via a report to Council;

C.

d.

a member of the public via a submission to the CEO; or
users of a facility via a submission to the CEOQ.

Any proposal to name a significant City Asset will include:

a. details of the proposed City Asset to be named;

b. proposed name; and
c. justification for the proposal.

Through its consideration Council may endorse the name or determine that the proposal requires

further community consultation, subject to policy statement 5.11b.

Criteria for Assessment for Personal Recognition

5.11. Arequest to name a City Asset after a person shall be assessed against the following criteria:

whether the person being honoured has been instrumental in the development of the City asset or
activities to be undertaken or contributed in a significant way to the City asset;

a.

. the views of the community with respect to honouring the person or event after which the City asset

is proposed to be named;

the length of residency of the person proposed. For the purposes of guidance, residency of ten (10)

years or more in a relevant location is likely to qualify a person for further consideration;

. the contribution made by the person to the local community through areas such as education,

representation on Council or another level of government, volunteering, association with local
sporting or service club or through business development. A significant contribution could include:

two (2) or more terms of office on the local government Council;

twenty (20) or more years association with a local community, sporting or service club;
action by an individual to protect, restore, enhance or maintain an area that produces
substantial long-term improvements for the community of area; or

evidence of works undertaken being of a pioneering nature for the benefit of the community.

Policies and Standards for Geographic Naming in Western Australia
5.12. The established guidelines provide, among other things, that:

a. names should not be a duplication (within 50km radius of each other);
b. inappropriate names should not be used including but are not limited to:

obscene, derogatory, racist or discriminatory names;
incongruous names; and
company or commercial names.

c. preferred sources of names include:

Aboriginal names;

Document Set ID: 2990312
Version: 3, Version Date: 17/08/2021

Naming of City Roads and Assets Page2of 3
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ii. pioneers, early settlers, war casualty lists; and

iii. thematic names, including flora, ships, etc.
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Council Policy: Naming of City Roads and Assets

5.13. In addition, the naming of City Roads or City Assets:

a. must not risk public and operational safety for emergency responders, or cause confusion for

transport, communication and mail services;

b. should be reasonably easy to read, spell and pronounce; and

¢. must avoid a duplication of names which are spelt or pronounced the same or similar within the

Council area.

5.14. The City maintains an approved list of City Road names and any application for a name that does not

appear on the approved list, must include supporting documentation / justification prior to the City

forwarding complying proposals to the Geographical Naming Committee (GNC).

5.15. The City may, in certain special circumstances, support an application for naming of a City Road that
departs from the Policies and Standards for Geographic Naming in Western Australia GNC guidelines. A

proposal that departs from the GNC guidelines must:
a. demonstrate exceptional circumstances warranting special consideration;

b. be considered to be particularly beneficial for the District;

c. have great significance which may be lost without the use of the proposed City Road name; and

d. have significant community support for the proposal.

6. RELATED DOCUMENTATION / LEGISLATION

6.1. Landgate Policies and Standards for Geographical Naming in Western Australia (V 01:2017)
6.2. Land Administration Act 1997

6.3. Land Information Authority Regulations 2007
6.4. Australian Standard AS/NZS 4819:2001 Rural and urban addressing
6.5. Names covered by other legislation or regulations

7. REVIEW DETAILS

Review Frequency 3 yearly
Council Adoption DATE 12 December 2018 Resolution # €1812/255
Previous Adoption DATE 14 June 2017 Resolution # C1706/126

Document Set ID: 2990312
Version: 3, Version Date: 17/08/2021
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l6.1 LOCAL GOVERNMENT REFORMS - ELECTION TRANSITION ARRANGEMENTS

STRATEGIC THEME LEADERSHIP - A Council that connects with the community and is
accountable in its decision making.

STRATEGIC PRIORITY 4.2 Deliver governance systems that facilitate open, ethical and
transparent decision making.

SUBJECT INDEX Elections
BUSINESS UNIT Corporate Services
REPORTING OFFICER Acting Director Finance and Corporate Services - Sarah Pierson

AUTHORISING OFFICER  Acting Director Finance and Corporate Services - Sarah Pierson

NATURE OF DECISION Executive: Substantial direction setting, including adopting budgets,
strategies, plans and policies (excluding local planning policies);
funding, donations and sponsorships; reviewing committee
recommendations

VOTING REQUIREMENT  Simple Majority

ATTACHMENTS Attachment A Letter from Hon John Carey - LG ReformsQ

The officer recommendation was moved and carried.

COUNCIL DECISION
C2210/261 Moved Councillor P Cronin, seconded Councillor M Love

That the Council elect to follow the Reform Election Pathway in relation to Local Government
Reforms and Election Transition Arrangements.

CARRIED 9/0
EN BLOC

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION

That the Council elect to follow the Reform Election Pathway in relation to Local Government
Reforms and Election Transition Arrangements.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

On 3 July 2022 the Minister Hon John Carey MLA announced a final package of reforms which
includes the requirement for Band 1 and Band 2 councils to hold a public vote for the Mayor or
President and the implementation of councillor numbers based on population. The Minister has
offered local governments two reform pathways — a Voluntary Pathway and a Reform Election
Pathway. The purpose of this report is to outline the expected impact of the reforms on the Council
composition and to recommend that the Council elects to follow the Reform Election Pathway.

BACKGROUND

Local government reforms have been progressively proposed and / or implemented by the State
Government since 2019 as part of a staged approach. On 27 June 2019 the Local Government
Legislation Amendment Act 2019 (Amendment Act) was passed by Parliament bringing in

o new gift framework

. universal training for council members

o online induction course for prospective local candidates
o changes to the Standards Panel

o greater transparency easier access to information (in part).
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The following regulations took effect on 3 February 2021 to implement the remainder of the
Amendment Act, and in particular changes relating to Codes of Conduct and the introduction of CEO
Standards:

. Local Government (Administration) Amendment Regulations 2021,
. Local Government Regulations Amendment (Employee Code of Conduct) Regulations
2021; and

° Local Government (Model Code of Conduct) Regulations 2021

In November 2021 the Minister for Local Government announced a further package of reform
proposals. These proposals were based on previous work, including reviews and investigations,
public consultation, Parliamentary inquiries and reports to government. Following the Minister’s
announcement, a public consultation period was held, which closed at the end of February 2022.

On 3 July 2022 the Minister — Hon John Carey MLA - announced the final package of reforms which
relevantly include:

. introduction of optional preferential voting for all council elections;

. requiring Band 1 and Band 2 councils to hold a public vote for the Mayor or President;
. abolishing wards for smaller local governments (Band 3 and 4 Councils); and

o councillor numbers based on population

Work on a Bill to amend the Local Government Act 1995 (the Act) is ongoing and expected to be
introduced into Parliament in early 2023.

OFFICER COMMENT

The City received a letter from the Minister on 28 September 2022 (Attachment A) advising the City
of the impacts of the reforms on City council numbers / make-up. The City will need to change to a
directly elected Mayor (as a Band 1 Council) and will consequently need to reduce the size of the
elected Council by one to account for the Mayor being directly elected. This will result in there being
4, not 5, vacancies for election in 2023 plus 1 Mayoral vacancy.

As outlined in the memorandum, there are two pathways by which Council may make these election
transition arrangements — the Voluntary Pathway and the Reform Election Pathway. Council is
required to consider which pathway it wishes to follow and provide formal written advice on the
preferred pathway to the Department of Local Government Sport and Cultural Industries (DLGSC) by
28 October 2022.

Given the City does not have wards, and that the impact of the reforms will be relatively minor in
terms of Elected Member numbers, with the loss of one Councillor position only, officers recommend
that Council choose the Reform Election Pathway. This will require the Council to abolish one
vacancy arising next year while also declaring that the Mayor is to be elected by a vote of the
electors of the district. By choosing the reform pathway, the City will not need to do anything
further; all of the changes will be made once the Amendment Act passes.

By comparison, the Voluntary Pathway requires Council to, by 28 October 2022:

e Advise the DLGSC of its intention to undertake a voluntary process. This advice should
include a high-level plan outlining the potential changes to be implemented for the ordinary
elections to be held in 2023;

e Pass a resolution to change the method of electing the Mayor or President to a vote by the
electors of the district under section 2.11(2) of the Act; and
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e Initiate a Ward and Representation Review to determine the specific consequential changes
to the structure of the council for the 2023 ordinary elections, to be completed no later than
14 February 2023.

Significant effort is required to complete a Ward and Representation Review, and officers do not
consider a review necessary at this stage, given that the City does not currently have Wards (and has
not since 2007) and the proposed changes will not result in any overall change to the number of
elected representatives, retaining a total of 9 inclusive of the elected Mayor (the maximum number
permitted under the changes based on our population).

Statutory Environment

Part 2 of the Act deals with the constitution of local government. Division 1 provides that Districts
may be split into Wards and the review process required, in accordance with Schedule 2.2 (ward and
representation review). Division 2 sets out the structure of local governments as body corporates to
be run by elected councils, and the role of council, the Mayor or President and Councillors.

Division 3 sets out how offices on the council are filled, including the method for filling the office of
Mayor or President and how this can be changed. Division 4 of the Act sets out the provisions
relating to the membership and size of the Council.

Work on a Bill to amend the relevant provisions of Act is ongoing and expected to be introduced into
Parliament in early 2023. The resulting Amendment Act will implement the proposed reforms for the
2023 elections.

Relevant Plans and Policies

There are no relevant plans or policies to consider in relation to this matter.

Financial Implications

There are no financial implications associated with the officer recommendation.

Stakeholder Consultation

No external stakeholder consultation was required or undertaken in relation to this matter.

Risk Assessment

An assessment of the potential implications of implementing the officer recommendation has been
undertaken using the City’s risk management framework, with risks assessed taking into account any
controls already in place. No risks of a medium or greater level have been identified.

Options

As an alternative to the proposed recommendation the Council could to elect for the Voluntary
Pathway. This will require Council to resolve to pass a resolution to change the method of electing
the Mayor or President to a vote by the electors of the district under section 2.11(2) of the Act, and
initiate a Ward and Representation Review to determine the specific consequential changes to the
structure of the council for the 2023 ordinary elections, to be completed no later than 14 February
2023. For the reasons outlined in the Officer Comment this option is not recommended.

CONCLUSION

Council is asked to resolve on the Reform Election Pathway to implement the changes that will be
required as part of the next stage of Local Government reforms.
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TIMELINE FOR IMPLEMENTATION OF OFFICER RECOMMENDATION

Officers will write to the DLGSC by 28™ October 2022, advising of Council’s decision. If the officer
recommendation is adopted by Council no further action by the City will be necessary.
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Hon John Carey MLA
Minister for Housing; Lands; Homelessness; Local Government

QOur Ref: 78-08502 (Category 3)

20 September 2022
Dear Local Government Chief Executive Officers

MEMORANDUM TO CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICERS

LOCAL GOVERNMENT REFORMS: ELECTION TRANSITION ARRANGEMENTS
(DIRECT ELECTION OF THE MAYOR OR PRESIDENT, AND CONSEQUENTIAL
CHANGES TO THE COUNCIL)

On 3 July 2022, | announced the final package of proposed local government reforms,
following a review of public submissions. As part of the reforms to strengthen local
democracy and increase community engagement, new requirements will be introduced
to provide for:

* The introduction of optional preferential voting;

« Directly elected Mayors and Presidents for band 1 and 2 local governments;

e Councillor numbers based on population; and

* The removal of wards for band 3 and 4 local governments.

Work on a Bill to amend the Local Government Act 1995 (the Act) is ongoing, and a
Bill is expected to be introduced into Parliament in early 2023.

Many of the reform proposals related to council representation are based on recent
trends, and are intended to provide greater consistency between districts. Accordingly,
for more than half of all local governments, the reforms will not require any specific
change to the size or structure of the council.

However, the reform proposals do require some |local governments to:
e Reduce the number of elected members on council in accordance with
population thresholds; or
¢ Change from a council elected mayor or president to a directly elected mayor
or president (this reform affects only band 1 and 2 local governments); or
Abolish wards (for band 3 and 4 local governments with wards); or
e |Implement more than one of the above.

The Amendment Act will also provide that optional preferential voting will apply for all
local government elections. As you may know, optional preferential voting means that
all electors have the choice to number preferences for as many or as few candidates
as they wish to.

Level 7, Dumas House, 2 Havelock Street, West Perth, WA, 6005
Telephone: +61 8 6552 5300 Facsimile; +61 8 6552 5301 Email: minister.carey@dpc.wa.gov.au
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| appreciate the significant interest in the reform proposals, and potential transitional
arrangements for the upcoming 2023 ordinary elections. Many councils have
expressed a proactive intent to implement reforms as early as possible.

The Department of Local Government, Sport and Cultural Industries (DLGSC)
has completed an initial review, and identified that your local government may
need to change to a directly-elected Mayor or President, and consequently
reduce the size of the elected council by one to account for the Mayor or
President being directly elected. This relatively small change should be
implemented for the 2023 ordinary elections.

The Act already provides that local governments may:
o Resolve, by absolute majority of the council, to change the method of filling the
office of Mayor or President to a direct vote by the electors of the district, and
¢ Initiate proposals to change arrangements related to the size or structure of the
council through a Ward and Representation Review.

Accordingly, | write to advise of two pathways your council may consider for making
these election transition arrangements.

Voluntary Pathway

Your local government may formulate a plan to implement these changes on a
voluntary basis. This pathway will require your local government to make the steps
outlined below, and provides the greatest possible lead time to plan for next year's
ordinary elections.

If your council wishes to undertake this process, it should, by 28 October 2022:

e Advise the DLGSC of its intention to undertake a voluntary process. This advice
should include a high-level plan outlining the potential changes to be
implemented for the ordinary elections to be held in 2023;

e Pass a resolution to change the method of electing the Mayor or President to a
vote by the electors of the district under section 2.11(2) of the Act; and

e |Initiate a Ward and Representation Review to determine the specific
consequential changes to the structure of the council for the 2023 ordinary
elections, to be completed no later than 14 February 2023.

| appreciate that significant effort is required to complete a Ward and Representation
Review. The Ward and Representation Review would need to be initiated ahead of the
28 October 2022 date, and finalised by 14 February 2023, to ensure that the
timeframes set out in the Act can be practically met. While the Ward and
Representation Review can consider the size of the council, and any wards, any
changes should not diverge from the proposed reforms.

Further information is attached to this letter to assist with this process.
Reform Election Pathway

Alternatively, it is intended that the Amendment Act will provide for all changes to be
implemented through reform elections in 2023.
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For councils with wards, this pathway would provide that all council offices can be
declared vacant, and all wards can be abolished. Elections would then be held to fill
all council offices, with a split between two and four year terms as might be necessary
to re-establish an ordinary election cycle.

The newly-elected council would then be able to consider whether to establish new
wards, through a future Ward and Representation Review.

For councils with no wards, it may be possible to abolish one vacancy arising next
year, while also declaring that the Mayor or President is to be elected by a vote of the
electors of the district.

Your council may specifically decide to follow the Reform Election Pathway. If this is
the council’s intention, | request that you advise the DLGSC by 28 October 2022.

It is also intended that the Amendment Act will contain provisions for the Reform
Election Pathway to apply if a local government:
¢ Does not advise of an intention to follow the Voluntary Pathway, or
e Decides to follow the Voluntary Pathway, but does not suitably complete a
Ward and Representation Review by the dates outlined in this letter.

Next Steps

In line with the above, | request that your council considers these matters, and provides
formal written advice on the preferred pathway to the DLGSC by 28 October 2022.
Given the timeframes already established in the Act, no extension to the dates
specified in this letter will be possible.

The DLGSC is available to assist with these election transition arrangements. If you
require any assistance, please contact Ms Julie Craig, Strategy and Research Officer,
on 6552 7300 or at advisoryboard@dlgsc.wa.gov.au.

| have also written a formal letter to the Mayor or President of your local government,
which contains the same information as this memorandum. That letter should be
received shortly.

Yours sincerely

R
JOHN CA MLA

MINISTER FOR LOCAL GOVERNMENT

Att: Timeline and steps — local government ward and representation reviews
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Timeline and steps — local government ward and representation reviews

The following steps will need to occur to allow all required local governments to meet
the 30 June 2023 timeframe of publication in the Government Gazette of any proposed
ward and representation review changes, ahead of the October 2023 local government
elections. Please note that all stages that are currently followed for ‘regular’ reviews
are included below.

Table 1 includes suggested timeframes which will need to be considered by all local
governments that will be required to undertake a review ahead of the October 2023
elections.

All local governments should aim to have their completed reviews submitted to the
Local Government Advisory Board (the Advisory Board) by no later than
14 February 2023.

Table 1 — proposed timeframes for local government actions

Due date (latest possible) | Requirements/actions

28 October 2022 Council resolves to undertake a ward and
representation review

A comprehensive discussion paper is developed

December 2022 Completion of six week consultation period

December 2022 - Draft review report is prepared, considered and

January 2023 adopted by council

14 February 2023 Formal review report is submitted to the Advisory
Board

Please note that the above dates are suggestions only, as each council will have to
consider their own calendars for their monthly meetings. It is also possible that some
affected councils will have an earlier meeting in December 2022, and then no meeting
in January 2023. This is why mid to late December is suggested as the date by which
the draft review report should be considered by council.
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Table 2 - Ward and representation review process — for local governments

Existing requirements/actions

Timeframe

The council resolves to undertake a ward and representation
review

Variable

A comprehensive discussion paper is developed

Variable

Council advertises that it is conducting a review and the
associated public submission period opens (minimum 6 weeks)

The discussion paper is made available to the community for
consideration, and public submissions are invited on the matter

Public submission period closes

6 weeks

The Council assesses all submissions, considers options for
change against the relevant factors to be considered, and drafts
a report, which includes their decision, for the Local
Government Advisory Board (the Advisory Board)

Variable

The formal report is presented to Council on the outcome of the
public submissions and the proposed ward and/or boundary
changes

Variable

o]

Council resolves to adopt the report to the Advisory Board

Variable

The preferred option is submitted to the Advisory Board via the
formal report, for the Board's consideration and
recommendation

Variable

10

The Advisory Board considers the council’s review report, and
a recommendation is submitted to the Minister, which can either
be accepted or rejected

Variable
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16.2 MICROSOFT 365 LICENSING RENEWAL

STRATEGIC THEME LEADERSHIP - A Council that connects with the community and is
accountable in its decision making.

STRATEGIC PRIORITY 4.4 Govern a professional organisation that is healthy, capable and
engaged.

SUBJECT INDEX Contracts and Agreements

BUSINESS UNIT Information Technology

REPORTING OFFICER Manager Information Services - Tim Allingham

AUTHORISING OFFICER Acting Director Finance and Corporate Services - Sarah Pierson

NATURE OF DECISION Executive: Substantial direction setting, including adopting budgets,

strategies, plans and policies (excluding local planning policies);
funding, donations and sponsorships; reviewing committee
recommendations

VOTING REQUIREMENT Simple Majority

ATTACHMENTS Nil

The officer recommendation was moved and carried.

COUNCIL DECISION
C2210/262 Moved Councillor P Cronin, seconded Councillor M Love

That the Council

1. accepts the quotation from Data#3 as the most advantageous quotation for the provision
of Microsoft licensing under an Enterprise Agreement; and

2. authorises the CEO to enter into a contract with Data#3 for a term of three years to a total
value of $1,199,381.52.

CARRIED 9/0
EN BLOC

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION

That the Council

1. accepts the quotation from Data#3 as the most advantageous quotation for the provision of
Microsoft licensing under an Enterprise Agreement; and

2. authorises the CEO to enter into a contract with Data#3 for a term of three years to a total
value of $1,199,381.52.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

The current Enterprise Agreement (EA) through which the City licenses Microsoft products is due to
end in November 2022. A new agreement will need to be entered into to continue use of these
products. This report recommends that Council endorse the continued use of the Microsoft product
suite and upgrades its E3 licenses to E5 licenses and adds 100 F1 licenses.

BACKGROUND

The City has used Microsoft applications including the Office suite and server products for more than
fourteen (14) years. The current EA through which the City licenses Microsoft products is due to end
in November 2022. A new agreement will need to be entered into to continue use of these products.
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A presentation was given to Council on Wednesday 14 September 2022 by officers, outlining the
requirements for Microsoft licensing and upgrade options available that will provide beneficial
opportunities to the City, particularly in relation to cyber security. This report seeks to formalise a
recommendation in relation to the ongoing use of Microsoft products.

OFFICER COMMENT

The City has multiple integrations with and dependencies on the Microsoft products that would incur
a significant effort and cost to change. Since 2020, the City has additionally embraced the Office 365
online suite of applications, including Teams, SharePoint, OneDrive, Forms and Power Automate.
Considerations for migrating to a new platform would need to include:

o Training and change management for personnel;

. Cost and effort for rebuilding integrations (if even possible);

o Impact on productivity organisation-wide as people adopt the change;

o Cost of licensing new products; and

o Migration of data to a new platform.

Remaining with Microsoft also brings other benefits, such as:

. Easier to recruit skilled technical personnel in a single suite of applications rather than
the correct combination of 3rd-party ones;

. Professional and complete training materials on all of the applications are readily
available;

. Integrated tools reduce the time and effort required to achieve tasks;
. Every City employee will have access to the Intranet and Technology One, improving the

availability of information.

For these reasons officers recommend that the City continues to use the Microsoft product suite. In
addition, there is an opportunity to upgrade our licenses to improve cyber security and provide for
additional functionality.

Three quotes for Microsoft licensing have been obtained through WALGA from:
. Data #3

. Insight Enterprises Australia Pty Ltd
. Crayon Pty Ltd

Data #3 also provided a fourth quote through the State Common User Agreement (CUA).

The most advantageous quote for the City for all licencing options came from Data#3, with Data #3
providing the best price. Other prices ranged between 7.5% and 1.2% more.

For the preferred E5 + F1 option the price from Data#3 under the CUA is $399,793.84 exclusive of
GST per annum, or $1,199,381.52 ex. GST over three years (total contract cost). The table below
shows the three options and the costs quoted by Data#3 for each. Additionally the table indicates
the potential saving on current software which can be replaced with office 365 functionality over the
course of the next 12 months.
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E5+F1 . Previous EA
(Preferred) E3 + Security + F1 E3 +F1 (Average)
Help Achieve Audit Recommendations Best Better Less Less
Improve Cyber Security Tools Best Better Less Less
Engage Frontline Workforce Yes Yes Yes No
Replace Existing 34 Party Apps Best Moderate Less
Increase available 365 functionality Yes No No
Cost $399,794 $340,750 $ 266,166 $ 255,262
(per annum, ex. GST) ’ ’ ’ v
Replaced Software
(per annum, ex. GST) S 68,630 $ 26,080 $ 2,890
Subtotal
(per annum, ex. GST) $331,163 $314,670 $ 263,276 5232,056
Increase over E3 + F1 26% 20% -

The E5 + F1 license option is preferred option. This will provide a number of benefits, including:

Audit improvements - additional tools to respond to audit findings from recent OAG
Audits, with 2 General Computer Controls and 1 Cyber Security Audit having been
undertaken in the last 24 months. IT is also audited as part of the Financial
Management Systems Review Audit. The E5 licenses would also provide a centralised,
integrated toolkit that could be used to provide information to auditors faster and more
completely;

Improved Cyber Security Tools - enhanced security tools to enable the City to be more
securely whilst reducing the administrative effort required to do so. Currently the
review of logs, vulnerabilities and threats reported by the disparate software systems is
a manual process. The enhanced security tools enables these tasks to be performed
automatically by the system and reported on through a single dashboard;

Engagement with frontline workforce - the ability for field staff to access the Intranet,
Technology One, Teams and other Microsoft applications securely, improving
communications and efficiency of work processes;

Replacement of some 3rd-party end-user applications with integrated ones; and

Increased availability of 365 functionality — this includes tools for improving
information classification and management, assisting the efficiency and effectiveness of
record keeping, teams telephony options.

While the other options considered do provide benefits over and above our current EA, these
benefits are not as great when compared with the E5 + F1 option, as detailed below:

E3 +F1

No additional security tools offered, meaning that the City’s cyber security would not
benefit from the enhancements available;

The disparate tools would continue to provide challenges when providing information
and reports to auditors; and

There would be limited opportunity to replace existing 3rd-part end user applications
with Microsoft ones that are integrated into the Office 365 platform.
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E3 + Security + F1

. Although this option offers some security enhancements, there would still be a
significant shortfall from those offered by the E5 + F1 license option.

. There would be limited opportunity to replace existing 3rd-part end user applications
with Microsoft ones that are integrated into the Office 365 platform.

Therefore, officers recommend that the City continues to license the Microsoft product suite and
upgrades its E3 licenses to E5 licenses, as well as adding 100 F1 licenses (E5 + F1)

Statutory Environment

In terms of the Local Government (Functions and General) Regulations 1996 (the Regulations) a local
government must publicly invite tenders where the consideration for the supply of the relevant
goods or services is likely to exceed the statutory threshold (currently $250,000), unless one or more
of the exemptions under LG Regulation 11(2) apply.

In terms of LG Regulation 11(2)(b) and (e) respectively, tenders do not have to be publicly invited if
the supply of the goods or services are to be obtained through the WALGA Preferred Supplier
Program or are to be supplied by or obtained through the government of the State or the
Commonwealth or any of its agencies. Quotes were sought from WALGA suppliers through
VendorPanel with three (3) suppliers providing responses. An additional quote was sought through
the CUA, and is the recommended quote for acceptance.

The estimated expenditure is in excess of $500,000 which is above the Chief Executive Officer’s
delegated authority, therefore the acceptance of the quotation requires a decision of Council.

Relevant Plans and Policies

There are no relevant plans or policies to consider in relation to this matter.

Financial Implications

There is sufficient funding available within the City’s overall 2022/23 IT budget to cover the
additional costs of the upgraded licencing from E3 to E5 in year one of the contract, noting that
savings will be achieved through the implementation of the 365 functionality — as noted in the table.

The adopted LTFP includes an allocation equal to 0.5% of rates for Corporate IT requirements from
2023/24. This equates to approximately $300k additional funding from 2023/24, which will provide
for the additional costs in future years.

Stakeholder Consultation

No external stakeholder consultation was required or undertaken in relation to this matter.

Risk Assessment

An assessment of the potential implications of implementing the officer recommendation has been
undertaken using the City’s risk management framework, with risks assessed taking into account any
controls already in place.

The officer recommendation helps to mitigate the currently identified cyber risk through the use of
improved and integrated tools.
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Options
As an alternative to the proposed recommendation the Council could:
1. Continue with Microsoft licensing using one of the alternate options; or
2. Not continue with licensing Microsoft products. This option is not recommended due to

the significant operational impacts that moving away from the Microsoft products
would have, knowing that it is, by far, the most commonly used suite of business
applications.

CONCLUSION

Officers recommend that Council accept the quotation from Data#3 for continued licencing of the
Microsoft product suite inclusive of an upgrade to E5 licenses to improve cyber security, as well as
adding 100 F1 licenses to improve availability of information to field staff.

TIMELINE FOR IMPLEMENTATION OF OFFICER RECOMMENDATION

If council adopt the officer recommendation it will be adopted at the point of license renewal in
November 2022.
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171 COUNCILLORS INFORMATION BULLETIN

STRATEGIC THEME LEADERSHIP - A Council that connects with the community and is
accountable in its decision making.

STRATEGIC PRIORITY 4.2 Deliver governance systems that facilitate open, ethical and
transparent decision making.

SUBJECT INDEX Councillors' Information Bulletin
BUSINESS UNIT Executive Services
REPORTING OFFICER Reporting Officers - Various

AUTHORISING OFFICER  Acting Chief Executive Officer - Oliver Darby

NATURE OF DECISION Noting: The item is simply for information purposes and noting
VOTING REQUIREMENT  Simple Majority

ATTACHMENTS Attachment A Community Assistance Program - Round 1 2022 231

Attachment B Current State Administrative Tribunal Reviews§

The officer recommendation was moved and carried.

COUNCIL DECISION
C2210/263 Moved Councillor P Cronin, seconded Councillor M Love

That the items from the Councillors’ Information Bulletin be noted:
17.1.1 Minor Donations Program — September 2022
17.1.2 Community Assistance Program 2022/23 Round 1
17.1.3 Current Active Tenders
17.1.4 State Administrative Tribunal Reviews
CARRIED 9/0
EN BLOC

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION

That the items from the Councillors’ Information Bulletin be noted:
17.1.1 Minor Donations Program — September 2022

17.1.2 Community Assistance Program 2022/23 Round 1
17.1.3 Current Active Tenders

17.1.4 State Administrative Tribunal Reviews

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

This report provides an overview of a range of information that is considered appropriate to be
formally presented to the Council for its receipt and noting. The information is provided in order to
ensure that each Councillor, and the Council, is being kept fully informed, while also acknowledging
that these are matters that will also be of interest to the community.

Any matter that is raised in this report as a result of incoming correspondence is to be dealt with as
normal business correspondence, but is presented in this bulletin for the information of the Council
and the community.
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17.1.1

The Council allocates an annual budget allowance to the Minor Donations Program. This is provided
such that eligible groups and individuals can apply for and receive sponsorship to assist them in the

Minor Donations Program — September 2022

pursuit of endeavors that bring direct benefit to the broader community.

Allocation of funds is delegated to the Chief Executive Officer, in accordance with the published

guidelines and funding availability.

19 October 2022

Nine applications were approved in September 2022, totaling $3,050, as outlined below.

Recipient

Purpose

Amount

Darcy Ruddell
Troy Bennett
John Isaacson
Susan Isaacson
Nicholas Fucile

The five recipients were selected to represent WA in
the AFL Masters Championships in Adelaide, SA, 25
September — 1 October 2022. The donations assisted
with travel related expenses.

$250 per recipient

Dads Group A local community group, supported by Dads Group $500
Australia Australia held the Man with a Pram community event
on 11 September. The donation assisted with various
event costs.
Busselton Squash | The Squash Club are hosting the Busselton Individual $500
Club Squash Tournament in October/November 2022. This
donation will assist the group to purchase equipment
to livestream this and future tournaments.
The Busselton The Horticultural Society are hosting the 90" Spring S600
Horticultural Flower Show 21 — 22 October 2022. The donation will
Society assist with various event costs.
GP Down South GP Down South hosted the Mental Health Week $200
Busselton Jetty Walk on 10 October 2022. The
donation assisted the group to purchase 50 jetty walk
passes for the event.
September Total | $3,050

17.1.2

Attachment A outlines the applications received and funded in Round One of the Community

Community Assistance Program 2022/23 Round 1

Assistance Program 2022/23.
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17.1.3  Current Active Tenders

Note: Information in ijtalics has previously been provided to Council, and is provided again for
completeness.

PQS 04/22 SUPPLY ELECTRICAL SERVICES

° Requirements — a panel of pre-qualified suppliers to supply the City’s ongoing
requirements for electrical services.
. A request for applications was advertised on 30 July 2022, closed on 18 August 2022.

. 10 applications were received and City Officers are in the process of finalising their
evaluation.
° The CEO has delegated power to appoint contractors to panels of pre-qualified suppliers.

RFT 08/22 CAUSEWAY RD SHARED PATH

. Requirements — a contractor to construct a dual use pedestrian/cycle path between
Strelly St and Koorden PI, Busselton.

° A request for tender was advertised on 17 September 2022, closing on 5 October 2022.

° Expenditure for the project will not exceed the CEQ’s delegated authority to appoint a

successful tenderer.

RFT 09/22 BPACC CIVIL AND LANDSCAPING WORKS

. Requirements — a contractor to provide civil and landscaping services to BPACC.
° A request for tender was advertised on 17 September 2022, closing on 12 October 2022.
° Expenditure for the project will not exceed the CEQ’s delegated authority to appoint a

successful supplier.

RFT 10/22 CONTAMINATION INVESTIGATION SERVICES

. Requirements — a consultant to provide contamination investigation and related services
in the vicinity of Dunsborough Waste Facility.

° A request for tender was advertised on 17 September 2022, closing on 18 October 2022.

° Expenditure for the project will not exceed the CEQ’s delegated authority to appoint a
successful consultant.

RFT 12/22 NORTH JINDONG RD RECONSTRUCTION

. Requirements — a contractor to reconstruct 1.7kms of North Jindong Road including
clearing, earthworks, pavement works, sealing and line marking.

° A request for tender was advertised on 12 October 2022, closing on 3 November 2022.

° It is anticipated that a report to Council for a decision on the tender will be presented at

the 21 December 2022 Council meeting.

17.1.4 State Administrative Tribunal Reviews

The current State Administrative Tribunal Reviews is at Attachment B.
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Community Assistance Program - Round 1 2022_23

Community Assistance Program 2022/23

Panel Assessment — ROUND 1

City of Busselton

i,ccls-_a!ync &5 aa

RUNNING BUDGET TOTAL: $264,600
RECOMMENDED
FUNDING
. REQUESTED AMOUNT TOTALS:
ORGANISATION: EROIECRAILE: AMOUNT:
DUNSBOROUGH $10,000 inc GST $5,000
BUSSELTON RUGBY UNION
CLUB RUGBY 7s EVENT
EAGLE BAY COMMUNITY _
HALL ASSOCIATION LAWN - EAGLE BAY HALL $9,002.40 inc GST $9,002.40
ENABLE WA INC. ACCESSIBLE EVENTS TRAILER $2,000 inc GST $2,000
FAWNA WA INC BOOST SHED POWER SUPPLY $5,214 inc GST $5,214
ROUND 1 TOTAL $26,216.40 $21,216.40
CAPS REMAINING BUDGET $243,383.60
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Current State Administrative Tribunal Reviews

19 October 2022

As at 4 October 2022

APPLICATION | PROPERTY DATE DECISION BEING RESPONSIBLE STAGE COMPLETED NEXT ACTION DATE

(Name, No. and COMMENCED REVIEWED OFFICER AND DATE OF COMPLETED /
City File ACTION AS PER | CLOSED
Reference) SAT ORDERS

CITY OF BUSSELTON

Amber Cloud Pty
Ltd v City of
Busselton

(DR 231/2021)

Mayfly Property
Group Pty Ltd v
City of Busselton
(DR 33/2022)

Lot 21
Espinos
Sabina River

(No.64)

Road,

Lot 101 Wilyabrup = MNovember 2021
Road, Wilyabrup

February 2022

Review of a decision to refuse | Briony
or conditionally grant an McGinty/Joanna
application under a planning Wilson

scheme

(Single House)

Review of a decision to refuse
or conditionally grant an
application under a planning

Ben Whitehill / Joanna
Wilson

scheme

(Reception Centre [ Events)

= Directions hearing on the 12 November 2021 against the
decision of the City to refuse a development application. The
matter is listed for Mediation on 7 February 2022.
» Mediation on 7 February 2022 where it was resolved that:
- Additional information would be submitted to the City by
22 March;
Mediation listed for 5 April 2022.
* Mediation on 5 April 2022 where it was resolved that:
- Applicant to provide amended application on or before 8
July 2022;
Mediation scheduled 22 July 2022;
Respondent (the City) to reconsider on or before 18
November 2022;
- Listed for directions hearing 25 November 2022.
* Mediation on 22 July 2022 where it was resolved that:
- Applicant to provide an updated suite of documents on or
before 12 August 2022;
By 16 September 2022 the respondent is to provide to the
applicant respondent comments and any referral agency
comments;
- Mediation is adjourned to 20 September 2022;
- Respondent to reconsider on or before 18 November2022;
and
Listed for directions hearing 25 November 2022.
* Mediation on 20 September 2022
- Applicant to provide an updated suite of documents on or
before 4 October;
Mediation adjourned to 20 October 2022;
Respondent to reconsider on or before 18 November
2022;

+ Directions hearing on the 25 February 2022 against the
decision of the City to refuse a development application (has
not made a determination within 90 days). The matter is
listed for Mediation on 9 March 2022.

* Mediation on 9 March 2022 where it was resolved that

The City would send the applicant a list of concerns by 16

March;

- The applicant would submit further information to address

the concerns to the City by 30 March 2022

Mediation listed for 5 April 2022,

Mediation on 20
October 2022.

Application
withdrawn

12 September 2022
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Current State Administrative Tribunal Reviews

19 October 2022

APPLICATION
(Name, No. and
City File
Reference)

PROPERTY

DATE
COMMENCED

DECISION BEING
REVIEWED

RESPONSIBLE
OFFICER

STAGE COMPLETED

NEXT ACTION
AND DATE OF
ACTION AS PER
SAT ORDERS

DATE
COMPLETED /
CLOSED

Mediation on 5 April 2022 where it was resolved that:

- As31 reconsideration of the matter to be considered by
Council at the ordinary Council meeting on 25 May 2022.

At the Council meeting on 25 May 2022, Council affirms the

decision to refuse the development.

Decision of Council te be sent to all parties by 1 June 2022.

Application submitted for a third party to join the appeal.

Directions hearing on 10 June 2022 was vacated and listed for

a directions hearing on 1 July 2022.

Directions hearing on the 1 July 2022 where it was resolved:

- By 29 July 2022 the respondent must file a statement of
issues, facts and contentions along with a bundle of
documents;

- By 10 August 2022 the applicant must file a statement of
issues, facts and contentions along with a bundle of
documents;

- Parties are to provide a copy of their statement of issues,
facts and contentions to Mr Haddon;

- The matter is listed for a directions hearing on 12 August
2022

Directions hearing on the 12 August 2022 was vacated and
listed for a directions hearing on 9 September 2022 and order
2 of the orders made on the 1 July 2022 has been extended to
16 August 2022.

Application withdrawn by applicant.

Threadgold
Architecture Pty
Ltd v City of
Busselton

(DR 93/2022)

Silverlodge Pty Ltd
v City of Busselton
(CC 1054/2022)

Lot 57 (No.157)
Haag Road,
Yelverton

585 Caves Rd
Marybrook

June 2022

August 2022

Review of a decision to refuse
or conditionally grant an
application under a planning
scheme

(Extractive Industry)

Review of a decision under the
Caravan Parks and Camping
Grounds Act 1995.

Ben Whitehill / Joanna
Wilson

Ben Whitehill/Dion
Spurgeon

Directions hearing listed for 1 July 2022 against a condition of
approval (regarding number of vehicle movements and
separation to ground water).

Directions hearing on 1 July 2022 was vacated and listed for a
directions hearing on 22 July 2022.

Matter listed for a further directions hearing on 19 August
2022.

Directions hearing on 19 August 2022 was vacated and listed
for a directions hearing on 23 September 2022,

Application withdrawn by applicant.

Directions hearing listed for 23 September 2022 against the
City reducing the number of licenced sites.

Directions hearing on 23 September 2022 was vacated and
listed for a mediation on 18 October 2022.

Application
withdrawn

Mediation on 18
October 2022

12 September 2022

Happ & Anor v City
of Busselton
(DR 159/2022)

575 Commonage
Road Quindalup

September 2022

Review of a direction by the
City to stop and not
recommence a development

Briony McGinty/Bob
Wallin

Directions hearing listed for 14 October 2022.

Directions hearing
on 14 October
2022
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APPLICATION
(Name, No. and
City File
Reference)

Frandoco Pty Ltd v
Presiding Member
of the Joint
Development
Assessment Panel

NIL

PROPERTY

24 Dunn Bay Road,
Dunsborough

DATE
COMMENCED

March 2022
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Current State Administrative Tribunal Reviews

| DECISION BEING

REVIEWED

and to restore land to its state
prior to the development

JOINT DEVELOPMENT ASSESSMENT PANEL

Review of decision to refuse or

conditionally grant an

application under a planning

scheme

(Mixed Use Development)

RESPONSIBLE
OFFICER

Presiding Member of
the Regional JDAP

STAGE COMPLETED

« Mediation on 26 April 2022 where it was resolved:
- Applicant to provide additional information on or before 3
May 2022;
« Mediation on 10 May 2022 where it was resolved that:
The matter is listed to directions hearing on 20 May 2022,
in order to program the matter to final hearing
= Directions hearing on 20 May 2022 where it was resolved that
all partied are to file available dates by 25 May 2022 to list
the matter to hearing.
# Directions hearing on the 31 May 2022 where it was resolved:
- By 10 June 2022 the respondent must file a statement of
issues, facts and contentions along with a bundle of
documents;
By 24 June 2022 the applicant must file a statement of
issues, facts and contentions along with a bundle of
documents;
By 5 August 2022 both parties must file expert witness
statements;
By 15 August 2022 the respondent must file a set of
appropriate conditions (draft conditions);
By 25 August 2022 the applicant must file a document
outlining which conditions it objects to, including brief
reason and alternative / additional conditions;
- The matter is listed for a site view on 5 September 2022;
- The matter is listed for a final hearing on 6 September
2022 for a duration of 3 days.
= Directions hearing on 8 July 2022 to review programming of
the matter, the final hearing dates have been changed to 21
November 2022 for a duration of three days.
+ Mediation on 7 September 2022 where it was resclved:
Applicant to provide additional information on or before 21
September 2022

| NEXT ACTION
AND DATE OF
ACTION AS PER
| SAT ORDERS

Mediation on 11
October 2022

Final hearing
scheduled for 21
November 2022.

DATE
COMPLETED /
CLOSED

19 October 2022
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ITEMS FOR DEBATE

131 DRAFT LOCAL STRUCTURE PLAN, LOTS 176, 201 AND 9000 RENDEZVOUS ROAD, VASSE -
REPORT FOR ADOPTION FOR FINAL APPROVAL

STRATEGIC THEME LIFESTYLE - A place that is relaxed, safe and friendly with services and
facilities that support healthy lifestyles and wellbeing

STRATEGIC PRIORITY 2.8 Plan for and facilitate the development of neighbourhoods that
are functional, green and provide for diverse and affordable housing
choices.

SUBJECT INDEX Structure Plans

BUSINESS UNIT Strategic Planning Coordinator

REPORTING OFFICER Strategic Planning Coordinator - David Sands

AUTHORISING OFFICER Statutory Planning Coordinator - Joanna Wilson
NATURE OF DECISION Regulatory: To determine an application/matter that directly affects a
person’s right and interests e.g. development applications,
applications for other permits/licences, and other decisions that may
be reviewable by the State Administrative Tribunal
VOTING REQUIREMENT  Absolute Majority
ATTACHMENTS Attachment A Location PIanQ
Attachment B Aerial Photo§
Attachment C Structure Plan Map§
Attachment D Structure Plan part 1§
Attachment E Site and Soil EvaIuationQ
Attachment F  Local Water Management Strategy§
Attachment G Bushfire Management Plan§
Attachment H Statement addressing the Government Sewerage
Policyld &
Attachment| Concept Network Vasse East§
AttachmentJ) SP4 mapg
Attachment K Wastewater Conceptual PIanQ
Attachment L Bendjar Grove connectionQ
Attachment M Schedule of SubmissionsQ
Attachment N Schedule of ModificationsQ

Prior to the meeting, officers foreshadowed an alternative to the officer recommendation. The
alternative recommendation was moved first and carried.

COUNCIL DECISION

C2210/264 Moved Councillor A Ryan, seconded Councillor S Riccelli

That the Council defer for consideration, Item 13.1 ‘Draft Local Structure Plan for Lots 176, 201 and
9000 rendezvous Road, Vasse — Report for Adoption for Final Approval’, until the 16th November
2022 Ordinary Meeting of Council, to provide the opportunity for further community consultation.

CARRIED 9/0

Reasons: To allow additional time for surrounding land owners to engage with Council prior to
the item being considered at the next ordinary meeting of council.



OC_19102022_MIN_1001_AT_files/OC_19102022_MIN_1001_AT_Attachment_6672_1.PDF
OC_19102022_MIN_1001_AT_files/OC_19102022_MIN_1001_AT_Attachment_6672_2.PDF
OC_19102022_MIN_1001_AT_files/OC_19102022_MIN_1001_AT_Attachment_6672_3.PDF
OC_19102022_MIN_1001_AT_files/OC_19102022_MIN_1001_AT_Attachment_6672_4.PDF
OC_19102022_MIN_1001_AT_files/OC_19102022_MIN_1001_AT_Attachment_6672_5.PDF
OC_19102022_MIN_1001_AT_files/OC_19102022_MIN_1001_AT_Attachment_6672_6.PDF
OC_19102022_MIN_1001_AT_files/OC_19102022_MIN_1001_AT_Attachment_6672_7.PDF
OC_19102022_MIN_1001_AT_files/OC_19102022_MIN_1001_AT_Attachment_6672_8.PDF
OC_19102022_MIN_1001_AT_files/OC_19102022_MIN_1001_AT_Attachment_6672_9.PDF
OC_19102022_MIN_1001_AT_files/OC_19102022_MIN_1001_AT_Attachment_6672_10.PDF
OC_19102022_MIN_1001_AT_files/OC_19102022_MIN_1001_AT_Attachment_6672_11.PDF
OC_19102022_MIN_1001_AT_files/OC_19102022_MIN_1001_AT_Attachment_6672_12.PDF
OC_19102022_MIN_1001_AT_files/OC_19102022_MIN_1001_AT_Attachment_6672_13.PDF
OC_19102022_MIN_1001_AT_files/OC_19102022_MIN_1001_AT_Attachment_6672_14.PDF

Council 107 19 October 2022

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION

That the Council:

1. Approve the proposed Structure Plan for Lots 176, 201 and 9000 Rendezvous Road, Vasse and
the associated Schedule of Submissions and Schedule of Modifications at Attachments M and
N respectively.

2. Refer the Structure Plan to the Western Australian Planning Commission for final approval,
pursuant to Part 4 of the Deemed Provisions (Schedule 2) of the Planning and Development
(Local Planning Schemes) Regulations 2015.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

The Council is requested to consider adopting for final approval a Structure Plan for Lots 176, 201
and 9000 Rendezvous Road, Vasse as the primary planning instrument guiding residential
development. This aligns with the Planning and Development (Local Planning Scheme) Regulations
2015.

The key purpose of the proposed draft Structure Plan is to provide a basis for the future subdivision
and development of the land into 37 lots residential lots at a density code of ‘R5’.

The Structure Plan was advertised for 42 days, ending 6 July 2022, and 34 submissions were received,
7 from State agencies and 27 from surrounding landowners.

Officers are recommending that the Structure Plan is adopted for final approval in accordance with
further changes proposed in response to matters raised in submissions (Attachment M), as set out in
the Schedule of Modifications (Attachment N), and referral to the Western Australian Planning
Commission (WAPC) for final approval.

BACKGROUND

The subject land is located approximately 1.6km (by road) south east of the Vasse Village Centre and
is 10.22 hectares in area. The site is bounded by Rendezvous Road to the south, and is east of
existing urban development at Vasse and Heron Lake (Attachment A — Location plan, Attachment B —
Aerial Photo). The subject land is zoned ‘Urban Development’ and identified as ‘Special Provision
Area 4’ pursuant to Local Planning Scheme 21 (LPS 21) which was introduced by Amendment 36 to
the LPS 21. The land identified as ‘Vasse East’ within the Local Planning Strategy.

The draft Structure Plan proposes the following:

i. A ‘Residential’ classification with an R-Code density of ‘R5’ and indicative lots are shown
ranging in size from 1,800m? to 3,305m? and existing Lot 201 of 7,588m>.

ii. An internal movement network to facilitate access onto Rendezvous Road to the south
and Bendjar Grove to the west.

iii.  Two connection points are provided for future access to the ‘Urban Development’ zoned
land to the east.

iv. Onsite wastewater (no connection to reticulated sewer).

V. A reserve for Recreation is identified for the Resource Enhancement wetland to the
west.

Vi. A Pedestrian Access and Drainage Reserve adjacent Multiple Use Wetlands to the north.

vii. A Pedestrian Accessway for access to Heron Lake.

viii. Development exclusion areas which respond to the strategic setbacks and bushfire

constraints.
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The proposed Structure Plan map and Part 1 explanatory document are provided at Attachments C
and D.

Supporting Technical Assessments

The Structure Plan proposal is supported by the following technical assessments:
i Site and Soil Evaluation — Accendo Australia (Attachment E)
ii. Local Water Management Strategy — Accendo Australia (attachment F)
iii. Bushfire Management Plan — Bushfire Prone Planning (Attachment G)
iv. A statements addressing the Government Sewerage Policy (Attachment H)

V. Desktop review of the Vasse East Development Road Network Plan (Attachment I)

The main findings of the technical assessments are summarised below under appropriate
subheadings.

Site and Soil Evaluation

The Site and Soil Evaluation (SSE) examines the existing environment and the suitability of the site for
onsite effluent disposal including identification of the appropriate location for onsite disposal. The
SSE concludes that the development is considered suitable to provide onsite wastewater disposal
provided the use of Aerobic Treatment Units (ATUs) with subsurface or drip irrigation systems are
used. Also the SSE recommends the land being filled to raise the ground surface to ensure that 0.6m
separation to groundwater can be achieved. In addition, Department of Water and Environmental
Regulation (DWER) has recommended a modification to Part 1 to address water monitoring within
winter months and phosphorus absorption. In addition, ATUs with nutrient removal are
recommended as a modification to Part 1.

Local Water Management Strategy

The Local Water Management Strategy (LWMS) provides an integrated total water cycle
management approach for the development of the subject land and includes an assessment of pre-
development environment and a storm and ground water management strategy. The LWMS
recommends wetland management by a landscaping and revegetation plan, periodic maintenance
and preparation of an Urban Water Management Plan at subdivision stage. DWER have
recommended modifications to the LWMS and Stormwater Management Plan to address modelling
of flood levels and improvements to proposed drainage system.

Bushfire Management Plan

The subject land is designated as ‘bushfire prone’. In response a Bushfire Management Plan (BMP)
has been prepared for the proposal by a suitably qualified fire consultant in accordance with WAPC
State Planning Policy 3.7 — Planning in bushfire Prone Areas 2015. The indicative BAL Contour Map is
found at Attachment G. The key findings of the BMP are summarised as follows:

. An indicative BAL rating of BAL-29 can be achieved for the indicative lots shown within
the residential areas of R5.

° Two way vehicle road access to two different locations can be achieved: Vasse Village to
the north-west by Bendjar Grove and Busselton via Rendezvous Road.

With additional evidence provided as recommended by Department of Fire and Emergency Services
as a modification to the Bushfire Management Plan, the bushfire risk is considered to be manageable
and will be achieved by the identified stakeholders implementing and maintaining the bushfire risk
management measures that are presented in this Plan.
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Statement Addressing the Government Sewerage Policy

A statement addressing the various requirements of the Government Sewerage Policy was provided
and includes justification against clause 5.1.1 Requirement to connect to reticulated sewerage and
clause 5.2 On-site sewage disposal and clause 5.2.2 Separation from water resources. This statement
provides detailed consideration of the Government Sewerage policy and provides a vindication that
sewerage connection is cost prohibitive and environmentally challenging to connect, and proposes
an on-site sewer connection that the site and soil conditions are favourable to support. This
statement will require further review and consideration by external agencies, and ultimately the
WAPC during the development process, in combination with the SSE, as discussed above.

Desktop review of the Vasse East Development Road Network Plan

In consultation with the City the applicant has prepared an indicative conceptual road network plan
for the remaining lots within the SP 4 area to the east of the proposed LSP. The road network plan
shows an indicative hierarchy which is conceptual and is not binding for future development and the
preparation of a structure plan for the remaining area of SP 4.

The road network plan identifies future connection points for the movement network which includes
a north to south link between Busselton Bypass and Rendezvous Road, which provides for key
connection points to the surrounding road network. In addition an East-West future neighbourhood
level connection is identified between Bendjar Grove and Norwood Pass.

OFFICER COMMENT

The proposed Local Structure Plan (LSP) identifies the land for Residential development at a density
code of R5 to facilitate low density subdivision. The Structure plan also proposes to cede two
portions of reserve for recreation associated with wetlands to the south west and to the north. A
Pedestrian Access Way (PAW) is also proposed which connects to a footpath network adjacent Heron
Lake. Onsite sewerage systems (predominately Aerobic Treatment Units) are proposed.

Local Planning Scheme 21

Lots 176, 9000 and 201 are within Special Provision Area No. 4 (SP 4) which was inserted by
Amendment No.36 into Local Planning Scheme 21 (LPS 21) includes surrounding lots 634 and 224 to
the west and lots 501, 178 and 1445 to the east (Attachment J — SP 4 map). The development of the
remaining lots will require the preparation of a separate LSP. SP 4 allows for an LSP for lots 176, 9000
and 201 to be progressed on the basis that it does not prejudice the future provision of reticulated
sewer and an integrated road network when the surrounding land within the balance of SP 4 is
developed.

Considerations of Sewer Servicing

Following further consultation with the Water Corporation it is not considered that the absence of a
sewer connection to the land, via a vacuum sewer to the west, will prejudice future reticulated
sewerage connection of land within SP 4. This is outlined in the Water Corporation’s conceptual
wastewater plan for this area (Attachment K). Residential development can occur from the eastern
boundary of SP 4 (adjacent the Woods Estate) via a gravity sewer main.

Considerations of an Integrated Road Network

The applicant has submitted a road hierarchy plan for land to the east and this provides a conceptual
layout of street blocks and movement network for future connections between Heron Lake and
Rendezvous Road and the Busselton Bypass which serve the new urban development area of Vasse
East. Although road hierarchy has not been substantiated by any technical traffic assessment, the
conceptual approach is generally in accordance with Liveable Neighbourhoods guidelines. The
structure plan proposes two connections to the east to allow for future connections in accordance
with the concept plan, to be temporary cul-de-sacs until they are able to be extended to the east.
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A connection to the south, to Rendezvous Road is identified and road access is to be connected to
the west through the suburban area of Vasse South (Heron Lake), made possible via Bendjar Grove.
The level of connectivity proposed by the LSP is considered to provide adequate future connections
to the remaining SP4 area.

Through Road connection to Bendjar Grove

A number of submissions were received which object to the through road connection to Heron Lake
estate, specifically the extension of Bendjar Grove (what is currently a cul-de-sac) to connect to the
movement network of the proposed LSP. The assessment of the through road connection from the
proposed LSP to Bendjar Grove can be broken down to the following key matters -

. The impact of traffic from the movement road of the proposed LSP on Heron Lake estate.
The additional vehicle trips generated by the proposed LSP are estimated by using the
WAPC Transport Impact Assessment Guidelines, which states residential development
generated is approximately 0.8 trips per dwelling in the AM and PM peak hour period.
Therefore, with 37 estimated lots, it is estimated that 29 vehicle trips in the peak hour
will be generated (likely morning AM). This amount of vehicle trips is considered
relatively low and the WAPC guidelines classified as ‘moderate impact’ which requires a
Transport Impact Statement to be prepared at subdivision stage. It is further considered
that for a travel route to surrounding areas, vehicles would utilise Rendezvous Road and
not Bendjar Grove as this provides a direct and higher speed connection. There is some
exception in the case of access to Vasse Centre, as connection can be utilised through
Orlando Boulevard.

° Bendjar Grove being maintained as a cul-de-sac. It is understood from a review of
submissions that the environment which a cul-de-sac creates has been appreciated by
residents on Bendjar Grove. The planning framework has identified a connection point
between ‘Vasse Village’ and ‘East Vasse’ since the amendments were progressed to the
Local Planning Scheme in the late 1990s. Recently, the Bendjar Grove was identified as a
future connection point on the Structure Plan for Heron Lake which was approved in
2015 (Attachment L).

In addition to the above, neighbourhood connections (between new and old areas) are
generally encouraged by State Planning Policy (e.g. Liveable Neighbourhoods) and cul-
de-sacs are to be located where they do not impede connectivity and should provide for
future street connection. As discussed above, Bendjar Grove connection will provide
access to Vasse centre and other locations such as Vasse Primary School.

. Provision of two-way access for bushfire protection. SPP 3.7 requires that through access
is provided for new development within a bushfire prone area. If no connection is
provided at Bendjar Grove approximately half the proposed LSP area would have road
access which is further than the 200m that is recommended by the Bushfire Guidelines
for a through-road connection. In addition, the Heron Lake estate currently has ‘one
road in” and was approved on the basis that a secondary connection from development
to the east would be provided in the future.

Environmental Considerations

The Special Provision Area No.4 sets a number of environmental considerations (i.e. flora, fauna and
wetland) which were established by Amendment 36. The applicant has provided justification that
there is no Threatened Ecological Communities on the site (TECs), although it is noted that an
Environmental Investigation (technical study) was not completed by the applicant. However the
applicant has further advised that a tree survey has been undertaken and environmental advice has
been further sought to protect significant trees such as tuarts, peppermints and paperbark trees,
within the periphery of lots, outside of building envelopes, and also during site works.
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Geomorphic wetlands have not been subjected to an Environmental Investigation and the boundary
of the wetland, specifically the ‘resource enhancement’ wetland to the west of the subject site has
been identified by contours. It is noted that there is no proposed buffer and, generally, a 30m buffer
would be applied to the geomorphic wetland edge. This can be refined through further investigation.
The applicant contests that the wetland has been degraded and therefore a buffer of a road reserve
and pedestrian access is appropriate when combined with additional buffering provided by building
setbacks on private property. This cannot be substantiated without further investigation and it is
recommended that the structure plan is modified to require a wetland buffer investigation and
rehabilitation plan to be undertaken prior to subdivision.

Development Contributions

Although Special Provision 4 required the proponent to prepare a Development Contribution Plan
prior to subdivision and development, the subject site is within DCA 1 (Broadwater) and will be
required to pay previously determined development contributions for community infrastructure. The
City is also progressing a broader review of developer contributions arrangements, and there is not
seen to be a need for an estate-specific plan for this land.

Statutory Environment

Planning and Development (Local Planning Schemes) Regulations (2015)

The Regulations came into operational effect on 19 October 2015 and introduced deemed provisions
for the preparation, advertising and approval of structure plans. The deemed provisions are adopted
into LPS21 and define the process for receiving and assessing proposed structure plans and/or
modifications to same. Local governments are to have ‘due regard’ to approved structure plans when
making decisions relating to subdivision and development.

City of Busselton Local Planning Scheme No. 21 (2014)

In accordance with the ‘Urban Development’ Local Planning Scheme No.21 a structure plan has been
prepared for the subject land. In accordance with Special Provision Area No.4, a separate structure
plan may be prepared in isolation of the surrounding ‘Urban Development’ zoned land provided
certain criteria is satisfied.

Relevant Plans and Policies

The key plans and policies most relevant to the proposal include:
° City of Busselton Local Planning Strategy.

° State Planning Policy 3.7 Planning in Bushfire Prone Areas and the Guidelines for
Planning in Bushfire Prone Areas.

. Leeuwin-Naturaliste Ridge Sub-Regional Strategy.
° Liveable Neighbourhoods (2015).
. Guidance Statement 33 (EPA).

° Government Sewerage Policy.

Each is discussed below under appropriate subheadings.
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City of Busselton Local Planning Strategy

The Local Planning Strategy (LPS) identifies the subject land within Vasse East and appropriate for
future urban development following rezoning and a structure planning. The LPS provides a
justification for the development of this land for residential purposes as it:

. has potential for increased density and will add to the consolidation of the Vasse
settlement and existing town centre;

° Given the constraints present on the land and its proximity to existing services
residential development is likely to represent the highest and best use; and

° Provision of reticulated sewerage connection may provide for better environmental
outcomes than previously envisaged by unsewered rural residential development.

State Planning Policy 3.7 Planning in Bushfire Prone Areas and Guidelines for Planning in Bushfire
Prone Areas

State Planning Policy 3.7 Planning in Bushfire Prone Areas (SPP 3.7) and the associated Guidelines
assist in reducing the risk of bushfire to people, property and infrastructure by encouraging a
conservative approach to strategic planning, subdivision, development and other planning proposals
in bushfire prone areas.

The proposal has had due regard to SPP 3.7 and demonstrates that bushfire risk can be managed
within the subject land. SPP 3.7 requires that a public road access to a LSP which is a no-through
road (which cannot be avoided) is to be a maximum of 200 metres from the subject lot(s) boundary
to an intersection where two-way access is provided.

Leeuwin-Naturaliste Ridge Sub-Regional Strategy

The Leeuwin-Naturaliste Ridge Sub-Regional Strategy is an overarching strategic land use planning
document outlining the WAPC approach to future planning and development within the City of
Busselton and Shire of Augusta-Margaret River for the next 20 years. It will also inform a review of
State Planning Policy 6.1 Leeuwin-Naturaliste Ridge.

The Strategy’s Settlement Hierarchy identifies Vasse as a ‘Town’ that offers a level of service that
generally deals with the daily needs of their service population. The structure plan proposal is
generally consistent with this intent.

Liveable Neighbourhoods (2015)

Liveable Neighbourhoods is the primary policy for the design and assessment of structure plans and
subdivision for new and infill urban areas. The policy promotes an urban structure of walkable
neighbourhoods. Community facilities and services are accessed by walking, cycling and public
transport through an efficient, interconnected movement network. Employment opportunities and
economic sustainability are facilitated through a coherent hierarchy of activity centres. Resource
Enhancement and Multiple Use wetland buffers are also referred to be 30m.

Of relevance to the proposal, the policy directs that activity centres are to be designed as pedestrian-
scale mixed use centres with commercial, retail and public open space that supports economic and
social activity. The retail component is to be ideally constructed facing the main street(s) to
encourage pedestrian traffic, street activation and improved passing trade opportunities. The
proposal generally aims to deliver this outcome.
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Liveable Neighbourhoods (2009) provides policy guidance for through encouraging through road
connections between old and new suburbs:

. Element 2 (R17) — Street Connections to existing areas should be maximised to facilitate
interconnection between new and existing communities. Street connections to existing
areas should ensure that the traffic volumes on connected local residential streets are
commensurate with the design. Where not practical or achievable pedestrian, bus and
cycle access should be provided.

. Element 2 (R39) - the Local Street Network should provide a permeable network and
cycling should be on street in low traffic volume areas cycling.

Guidance Statement 33

Guidance Statement 33 (GS 33), is a comprehensive policy prepared to assist the integration of
environmental protection and land use planning. GS 33 provides guidance on Wetlands and is
relevant to the structure plan which abuts a resource enhancement wetland and a multiple use
wetland which recommends a minimum 50m buffer distance which may vary based on biophysical
assessment of an individual wetland. The applicant is seeking a reduction to the requirement of 50m
and this will be addressed through further environmental investigations prior to subdivision.

Government Sewerage Policy

The Government Sewerage Policy (GSP) is the Government’s position on the provision of sewerage
services in the State through planning and development of land. The GSP requires that the
subdivision of residential land be provided with reticulated sewerage at subdivision stage, however,
recognises the ability of the responsible authorities to approve on-site wastewater connections in
certain situations. The minimum site requirements for on-site sewage disposal are outlined in the
GSP, this includes sewerage sensitive areas, which have been identified in mapping which supports
the implementation of the GSP.

A separation distance of 100m is recommended from a wetland, from the edge of the riparian
vegetation. Further guidance is provided for land already zoned for Urban Development including
those circumstances where sewerage is not planned to be provided.

The tip of Lot 578 is designated as sewerage sensitive which is considered to be outside of
development areas. The structure plan has provided a statement which includes justification against
clause 5.1.1 Requirement to connect to reticulated sewerage and clause 5.2 On-site sewage disposal
and clause 5.2.2 Separation from water resources.

Financial Implications

There are no financial implications associated with the officer recommendation.

Stakeholder Consultation

Stakeholder consultation was undertaken in accordance with the Planning and Development (Local
Planning Schemes) Regulations 2015. The Structure Plan was advertised for a period of 42 days and
34 submissions were received.

Risk Assessment

An assessment of the potential implications of implementing the officer recommendation has been
undertaken using the City’s risk management framework, with risks assessed taking into account any
controls already in place. No risks of a medium or greater level have been identified.
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Options
As an alternative to the proposed recommendation the Council could:

1. Seek further information from the proponent before making a decision.

2. Decline to adopt the draft Local Structure Plan.

3. Recommend changes prior to WAPC approval of the draft Local Structure Plan.
CONCLUSION

Officers are recommending that the draft Local Structure Plan be adopted for final approval and
forwarded to the Western Australian Planning Commission.

TIMELINE FOR IMPLEMENTATION OF OFFICER RECOMMENDATION

Implementation of the Officer Recommendation will occur within one month of the date of the
delegated decision.
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ENDORSEMENT PAGE

This structure plan is prepared under the provisions of the City/Shire/Town of Busselton Local Planning
Scheme No. 21.

IT IS CERTIFIED THAT THIS STRUCTURE PLAN WAS APPROVED BY RESOLUTION OF THE WESTERN
AUSTRALIAN PLANNING COMMISSION ON:

Signed for and on behalf of the Western Australian Planning Commission:

an officer of the Commission duly authorised by the Commission pursuant to section 16 of the
Planning and Development Act 2005 for that purpose, in the presence of:

Witness

Date

Date of Expiry
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Lots 176 and 9000 are 6.3630 ha and 3.1745 ha in area, respectively, while Lot 201 is only 7,588 m?.
Collectively the lots make up a 10.2963 ha site located 3.4 km by road from the Vasse town centre to
the northwest (refer to Appendix A - Location Plan).

The land within the study area starts at height levels above 6 m Australian height datum (AHD) in the
south adjoining Rendezvous Road. It then falls very gently towards the unallocated Crown land (UCL)
to the north. The land can be described as flat, with isolated highpoints above 5 m through the middle
of the properties.

Most of the land is cleared, but there are some stands of exotic and Australian native trees scattered
about, along with some interspersed local endemic trees in the north. Being grazing and horticulture
land traditionally, there are no endemic understorey species intact.

Access to all three lots is gained principally by several crossovers and driveways onto Rendezvous Road
along the southern boundaries. Rendezvous Road is a 100 km / h posted local distributor road (i.e.
sealed, single-lane carriageway) that provides linkage between the rural distributors of Queen
Elizabeth Avenue (east) and Kaloorup Road (west). Secondary access is provided to Lot 176 via the
Bendjar Grove cul-de-sac head which abuts the western boundary at its north end. This is a local road
with 6.2 m wide sealed pavement which, apart from the turning head, is contained in a 15 m wide
road reserve.

As with most properties in the east Vasse, Lots 176, 9000 and 201 were originally zoned Rural
Residential and included in the Development Investigation and Special Provision No. 4 (SP4) areas
pursuant to City of Busselton Local Planning Scheme No. 21 (LPS 21). Lot 176 also had small portions
within the Wetland area.

Amendment No. 36 to LPS 21 that was gazetted on 4 June 2021 subsequently changed the base zoning
to Urban Development and excluded the lots from the Development Investigation area. This
amendment also made several changes to the SP4 area provisions, with an allowance that a separate
structure plan for Lots 176, 9000 and 201 Rendezvous Road, can be prepared and implemented where
demonstrated to the satisfaction of the WAPC that such does not prejudice the provision of the
following to the balance of the SP4 area:

1. Reticulated sewerage.
2. Integrated road network and hierarchy.

The structure plan enclosed within this report is now formally put to the City of Busselton and WAPC
for adoption and endorsement respectively in accordance with the new zoning and SP4 area
provisions. The structure plan is intended to supersede the development guide plan already covering
Lots 201 and 9000 endorsed by the WAPC in circa 2009. It also supersedes the structure plan for east
Vasse covering the same land and which formed part of Amendment No. 336 to former Shire of
Busselton Town Planning Scheme No. 5 (TPS 5).

The structure plan submitted proposes 37 residential lots that are to be used and developed in
accordance with the Urban Development zone, SP4 area provisions and specific structure plan
requirements (refer to Structure Plan — Page 4). The lots range from 1,800 m? to 7,588 m? in area,
with an average size of 2,207 m? over a net subdivisible area of 8.1641 ha.
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The large residential lot sizes by modern standards reflects the original intent of providing a graduated
transition from the Vasse residential cells to the grazing and viticultural land south of Rendezvous
Road, most of which is still used for grazing. Such also respects the intent of the of the original
structure plans to consolidate and increase special residential densities toward Vasse.

A summary of the structure plan outcomes is provided below (refer to Table 1 — Overview of structure

plan).

Table 1 - Overview of structure plan

Item

Data

Structure Plan Ref.
(Section No.)

Total area covered by the structure plan

10.2963 hectares

Area of each land use proposed: Hectares Lot yield
* Residential 8.1641 37

e Commercial 0 0

e Industrial 0 0

® Rural residential 0 0

Total estimated lot yield 37

Estimated number of dwellings 37

Estimated residential site density

0.22 dwellings per site /
hectare

Estimated population

111 based on 3 people per
household (Vasse SSC —

ABS, 2016)
Number of high schools 0
Number of primary schools 0
Estimated commercial floor space 0 hectares
Estimated area and percentage of public
open space given over to:
» Regional open space 0 hectares 0%
e District open space 0 hectares 0%
e Neighbourhood parks 0 hectares
0 parks
e Local parks 0 hectares
0 parks

Estimated percentage of natural area

0.2362 hectares
2.29%
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Disclaimer
This document is and shall remain the property of Able Planning & Project Management. The document may only

be used for the purposes for which it was commissioned and in accordance with the terms of engagement for the
commission. Unauthorised copying or use of this document in any form whatsoever is prohibited.
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Structure Plan - Lots 176, 201 and 9000 Rendezvous Road, Vasse

PART ONE - IMPLEMENTATION

1. Structure plan area

This structure plan is intended to apply to the following lots:

. Lot 176 on Diagram 63890, House 604 Rendezvous Road, Vasse (Certificate of Title 1635/719).

. Lot 201 on Deposited Plan 65898, House 580 Rendezvous Road, Vasse (Certificate of Title
2823/895).

. Lot 9000 on Deposited Plan 65898, House 578 Rendezvous Road, Vasse (Certificate of Title
2823/896).

Relevant prints of the certificates of title are enclosed (refer to Appendix B — Certificates of Title).

2. Operation

The date the structure plan comes into effect is the date the structure plan is approved by the WAPC.

3. Staging

Staging of this structure plan is not considered desirable by the owners of Lots 176 and 9000 given —

. the small number of lots proposed;
. the fact that all required infrastructure is available;
. reticulated sewerage, extensive drainage (including sub-soil etc.) and bulk filling of lots is not

required, making works less complicated and less costly; and
. the general intent of the major parties involved.
Notwithstanding this, given the only underground services will be power, water, gas and
telecommunications, while drainage and access (including emergency access way) could be

accommodated by temporary easements over balance of title, it is conceivable that the subdivision
could be staged if required.

4. Subdivision and development requirements

4.1 Land use zones and reserves requirements within structure plan area

All lots will be subject to the Urban Development zone and SP4 area land use, subdivision and
development provisions within LPS 21. The structure plan itself shows the lots as having an applied
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Structure Plan - Lots 176, 201 and 9000 Rendezvous Road, Vasse

coding of R5, where the lots will be subject to respective site requirements of State Planning Policy
No. 7.3: Residential Design Codes Volume 1 (R-Codes Volume 1). It should be noted, however, that
while minimum RS setbacks will apply, dwelling position will largely be dictated by the BMP and site-
specific BAL assessment and certificate at the building permit application stage.

Following completion of the subdivision, and the registration of certificates of titles for all lots, it is
anticipated that the City of Busselton will rezone the private lots Residential and apply an R5 coding,
presumably by an omnibus amendment to the local planning scheme of the day. All reserves will be
ceded to the Crown are expected to be reserved for their appropriate purpose under the same
amendment to the local planning scheme.

4.2 Mechanisms to protect environmental or heritage features

The more site specific mechanisms to preserve natural / environmental features are listed on the
second sheet of structure plan conditions, although the few-remaining natural features have been
protected through avoidance by design. More specifically, the structure plan identifies several small
reserves where retention and enhancement of wetland vegetation will occur.

4.3 Responses to hazards and separation areas

The greatest hazard facing this and surrounding lots is bushfire which is being addressed via the
preparation and implementation of a BMP. Being predominantly flat but with highly-permeable soils,
the property is not subject to water erosion issues, however surface and groundwater quality will need
to be treated and protected appropriately via the drainage design prepared by the civil engineer.

4.4 Responses to or staging in relation to major infrastructure

As the subdivision relies upon cable and small pressure-pipe services only (i.e. underground power,
telecommunications, water and natural gas), which do not require major upgrades, there is no need
to stage development. There is also no district drainage scheme in place, so drainage will be dealt
with on a site-specific basis. Road access is also available, both in terms of access from the existing
distributor road (Rendezvous Road), plus road access from the existing local road system (Bendjar
Grove) as identified on the approved structure plan for Heron Lake (what were Lots 27 and 9507
Rendezvous Road). The subdivision will be connected to both roads to meet contemporary bushfire
planning access requirements, predominantly connection to two local roads in different directions of
travel.

In this instance connection of the lots to the Water Corporation’s reticulated sewerage scheme is not
proposed following assessment against the relevant ‘tests’ of Government Sewerage Policy. These
tests were put forward by the City of Busselton and Department of Planning, Lands and Heritage
(DPLH) as follows:

“a) Whether or not it is reasonable to connect the future subdivision to existing
reticulated sewerage (via an extension from the vacuum sewer at Heron Lake);

b) Whether or not the absence of reticulated sewerage will prejudice, physically or
financially, the ability to provide sewerage to the whole of Vasse East.”

On item a) proper servicing investigations have concluded that the proposed subdivision /
development cannot be reasonably connected to reticulated sewerage. Advice from consulting civil
engineers is that servicing a subdivision of Lots 176, 201 and 9001 with reticulated sewerage will
require a new pressure main to be constructed in accordance with the Water Corporation’s sewer

2
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strategy plan. This plan shows Lots 176, 201 and 9000 being serviced by a new vacuum sewer line
connecting into Pearson Drive, much further west and through Lots 8002 (conservation reserve), 634
and 250. This extension has been determined to be problematic overall, not only from a cost
perspective but due to environmental hurdles (clearing and excavating acid sulfate soils at every
directional drill length through a Resource Enhancement wetland which is now part of a rehabilitated
conservation reserve), Aboriginal heritage issues (especially when Aboriginal heritage consultation
report for Heron Lake identified ‘cultural values and practices’ associated with the wetland and for it
to be protected), social disruption (i.e. damage to existing roads, crossovers and other infrastructure
in Pearson Drive) and the need to obtain consent from four separate landowners (including the State
of WA), all with varying intentions and timeframes. Due to this, the advice from consulting engineers,
supported by the land servicing branch of Water Corporation, is that Lots 176, 201 and 9000 cannot
be reasonably be connected to the vacuum service to the west (Vasse), while the lots are also outside
the catchment to the east. Hence only underground power, telecommunications, water and natural
gas are proposed, and these can be facilitated by simple extension of the existing mains working ends
in Bendjar Grove to the northeast. Wastewater will be treated and disposed of through the use of
individual secondary treatment systems developed on each lot.

In respect to item b) using the open space mapping for east Vasse, it has been determined that the
land east of Lots 176, 201 and 9000 Rendezvous Road has a developable area of 46.7356 ha outside
of the nominated open space areas (most is areas with remnant trees and vegetation, but can be
developed as active or passive open space). To determine the approximate lot yield outside of
nominated open space areas, conservation areas and other deductions, an average density of R15
(666 m? per dwelling) is considered an appropriate median that balances out the higher (R30 / R40)
and lower densities (R12.5 / R10) that may be applied throughout, plus other land committed to small
activity centres, community sites, roads / pedestrian access ways, utilities and drainage reserves.

If an R15 average density is applied to the 46.7356 hectares of developable area, the resultant yield
for the balance of Vasse east is just over 700 lots, a significant settlement in its own right.

The Water Corporation’s sewer concept plan shows the land east of Lots 176, 201 and S000 being
serviced by the proposed sewer catchment / scheme draining / pumping east. Specifically, it shows
Lots 178, 501, 1445 and 9003 Rendezvous Road / Busselton Bypass being gravity drained northeast
and through The Woods on Rendezvous to a Type 90 pump station adjoining the Busselton
Bypass. From thereitis pumped east by pressure main to a future discharge point into a future gravity
scheme in Dunbarton (infill sewerage scheme). Because Lots 176, 201 and 9000 Rendezvous Road are
outside this eastern gravity-fed sewer catchment designated for the east, they really have no ‘physical’
bearing on provision of sewer to the remainder of east Vasse, being Lots 178, 501, 1445 and 9003.

Further, in accordance with Water Corporation’s Headworks Delivery Manual, once east Vasse is
brought under the Water Corporation’s 5-year CIP, the owners / developers of Lots 178, 501, 1445
and 9003 may construct the headworks infrastructure required to accommodate connections to
reticulation assets in accordance with the Water Corporation’s conceptual scheme planning, then be
reimbursed after 12 months operation (defects period). Headworks infrastructure that comes under
this ‘pre-fund’ arrangement include wastewater pumping stations and pressure mains, plus main
sewers larger than 300 mm. Accordingly, most of the significant assets required to bring Lots 178,
501, 1445 and 9003 would be covered and reimbursed to the developer(s). Most lenders are aware
of developer-constructed work agreements with Water Corporation and would regard these as
bankable cost-recovery mechanisms. Hence there is no ‘financial’ prejudice to the development of
the remainder of east Vasse, notwithstanding the fact that Lots 176, 201 and 9000 are not in this
sewer catchment.
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4.5 Arrangements to interface with land adjoining the structure plan area

The structure plan generally shows R5 lots of a similar area, width and depth. Suchis seen as a sensible
transition to the slightly smaller, fully-serviced lots within Heron Lake to the northwest, while also
being large enough to respect the existing traditional rural residential lots adjoining to the east and
lower west.

4.6 Public open space

No true open space is provided consistent with the practice applied to other special residential
subdivisions in the east Vasse cell, plus the pre-submission direction given by the City of Busselton. As
is generally accepted, lots over 2,000 m? generally contain their own degree of self-contained passive
and active recreational spaces, and any space that may be provided is often poorly or under-utilised.

4.7 Residential density targets

There are no specific residential density targets applied under the higher level strategic plans and
strategies and sub-regional structure plans prepared and / or endorsed by the WAPC.

5. Local development plans

None required.

6. Other requirements

6.1 Infrastructure corridors and / or infrastructure upgrades required

No significant infrastructure corridors are required, while servicing will be limited to extension of the
four basic ‘common trenched’ underground services of water, power, gas and broadband
telecommunications. These common services will be extended in the proposed road network,
including the connections from the structure plan area further east, while sewerage to the land further
east will be provided by Water Corporation’s planned scheme extending west from Kookaburra
Avenue, not from Vasse.

6.2 Funding arrangements for the provision of standard and community infrastructure

The current arrangement is for ‘per-lot’ contributions to collected by the City of Busselton under its
local planning scheme and local planning policies. These funds are then used for upgrades and
improvements of roads, paths and general community infrastructure in the immediate locality and
district. In a similar manner, Busselton Water and Western Power also require payment of
infrastructure contributions (headwaorks) for each lot, plus relevant fees to connect each lot to the
water and power supply networks.

7. Additional information

This structure plan requires the following additional information to be submitted at the set stages.
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Additional information Approval stage Consultation required
Urban water | Condition of subdivision approval | City of Busselton in
management plan requiring the plan to be prepared and | consultation with

approved prior to site works, and | Department of Water and
implemented prior to clearance of the | Environmental Regulation
same condition.
Foreshore management | Condition of subdivision approval | City of Busselton
plan requiring the plan to be prepared and
approved prior to site works, and
implemented prior to clearance of the
same condition.
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Limitations

This report has been prepared by Accendo Australia Pty Ltd in accordance with the scope limitations
provided in this report, or as otherwise agreed, between the Client and Accendo.

This report is strictly limited to the matters stated in it and is not to be read as extending, by implication,
to any other matter in connection with the matters addressed in it.

This report has been prepared based upon data and other information provided by the Client and other
individuals and organisations, most of which are referred to in the report, which Accendo has not
independently verified or checked beyond the agreed scope of work. Accendo does not accept liability in
connection with such unverified information.

The conclusions and recommendations in this report are based on assumptions made by Accendo
described in this report where and as they are required. Accendo disclaims liability arising from any of the
assumptions being incorrect.

The report is based on site specific conditions encountered and information received at the time of
preparation of this report or the time that site investigations were undertaken. Accendo disclaims
responsibility for any changes that may have occurred after this time.

The preparation of this report has been undertaken and performed in a professional manner, in
consideration of the scope of services and in accordance with environmental consulting practices. No other
warranty is made.
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

This Site and Soil Evaluation (SSE) has been prepared by Accendo Australia on behalf of Banyanda
Investments Pty Ltd, to support development of Lots 176, 201 and 9000 Rendezvous Road, Vasse (herein
referred to as the subject site) (refer to Figure 1). The subject site is located in the municipality of the City
of Busselton within Western Australia and is approximately 9 km west-southwest of the Busselton town
centre.

The subject site is approximately 10.3 hectares (ha) in area and is currently zoned ‘Urban Development’
pursuant to the City of Busselton’s Town Planning Scheme No. 21. This enables residential subdivision
within the subject site in accordance with an approved Structure Plan.

A Structure Plan (Able Planning 2020) (refer to Appendix A) has been prepared for the subject site which
provides for a 37 lot rural residential development, including Lot 201 (7,588 m?) and 36 new lots ranging
from 1,800 m?to 3,963 m? in size. It also incorporates three Reserves for Recreation and one reserve for
Pedestrian Access and Drainage with a total area of 6,252 m2. A 30 m development setback has been
provided to Rendezvous Road.

A Geotechnical Report (WML Consultants Pty Ltd 2019) has been prepared for the subject site in which soil
characteristics were investigated to determine the soil types and suitability for effluent disposal.

Groundwater level monitoring has also been undertaken within the subject site to obtain seasonal peaks
during 2015 and 2016.

A Local Water Management Strategy has also been prepared by Accendo Australia in 2015 and amended
in 2019 and 2021 (Accendo 2021).

This SSE report has been prepared to support the development of the subject site. It investigates the
existing environment and the suitability of the subject site for onsite effluent disposal, including the
appropriate location for onsite disposal to comply with the relevant regulations and guidelines.

Based on the regulatory requirements and site characteristics, the use of onsite effluent disposal for the
development is considered to be suitable provided the following measures are implemented:

e The inclusion of a secondary treatment system (such as an Aerobic Treatment Unit);

e Utilise subsurface or drip irrigation systems within the land application area;

e Importation of high PRI fill to raise the ground surface to ensure 0.6 m separation to groundwater
and increase nutrient retention abilities; and

e Establish vigorous vegetation on and in proximity to the application areas to promote the
formation of biological pores and the uptake of water.

Based on this assessment and compliance with the above management measures, Accendo considers that
the subject site is suitable for onsite effluent disposal in association with the development.
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1 INTRODUCTION

1.1 Background

This Site and Soil Evaluation (SSE) has been prepared by Accendo Australia on behalf of Banyanda
Investments Pty Ltd, to support development of Lots 176, 201 and 9000 Rendezvous Road, Vasse (herein
referred to as the subject site) (refer to Figure 1). The subject site is located in the municipality of the City
of Busselton within Western Australia and is approximately 9 km west-southwest of the Busselton town
centre.

The subject site is approximately 10.3 hectares (ha) in area and is currently zoned ‘Urban Development’
pursuant to the City of Busselton’s Town Planning Scheme No. 21. This enables residential subdivision
within the subject site in accordance with an approved Structure Plan.

A Structure Plan (Able Planning 2020) (refer to Appendix A) has been prepared for the subject site which
provides for a 37 lot rural residential development, including Lot 201 (7,588 m?) and 36 new lots ranging
from 1,800 m? to 3,305 m? in size. It also incorporates three Reserves for Recreation and one reserve for
Pedestrian Access and Drainage with a total area of 6,252 m”. A 30 m development setback has been
provided to Rendezvous Road.

A Geotechnical Report (WML Consultants Pty Ltd 2019) (refer to Appendix B) has been prepared for the
subject site in which soil characteristics were investigated to determine the soil types and suitability for
effluent disposal.

Groundwater level monitoring has also been undertaken within the subject site to obtain seasonal peaks
during 2015 and 2016 (Accendo Australia 2017) (refer to Appendix C).

A Local Water Management Strategy has also been prepared by Accendo Australia in 2015 and amended
in 2019 and 2021 (Accendo 2021) (refer to Appendix D).

1.2 Purpose

In consideration of the above, the purpose of this report is to determine the suitability of the subject site
for onsite effluent disposal and the appropriate on-site effluent systems to comply with the following
policies and standards:

* Government Sewerage Policy (September 2019), Department of Planning, Lands and Heritage
(DPLH).

e Australian/New Zealand Standard On-site domestic wastewater management (AS/NZS 1547:2012)
(February 2012).

1.3 Description of Development

The proposed development consists of 37 lots, ranging from 1,800 m? to 7,588 m? in size (refer to Appendix
A). Onsite wastewater treatment and disposal will be required for each lot. The Australian Standard
(AS/NZS 1547:2012) provides guidance on the calculation of expected wastewater design flows,
established on the basis of peak occupancy and water supply (as outlined in Table H1 in AS/NZS 1547:2012).
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Table 1. Typical Domestic Wastewater Design Flow Allowances — Australia.

Typical wastewater design flows

Source

(L/person/day)
On-site roof water tank supply Reticulated water supply
Residential premises
120 150

Source: Australian Bureau of Statistics. Water Account 2004,/2005. Chapter 7 Figure 7.3

Based on a maximum occupancy of six persons per house, the total wastewater produced per day would
range from 720 L to 900 L per lot, dependent on the water source. Over the total 37 lots this would amount
to between 26,640 L to 33,300 L of wastewater produced per day. Given that the wastewater for each lot
is to be processed within the lot, the on-site effluent systems must be capable of processing 900 L per day.
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2 BIOPHYSICAL ENVIRONMENT
2.1 Topography, Landforms and Soils

The subject site rises from the wetlands to the north and west, creating an elevated plain which is currently
comprised of paddocks and residences. The contour lines indicate that the majority of the subject site is
relatively flat with an elevation between 4 — 5 m Australian Height Datum (AHD). The elevation gently rises
to 6 m AHD in the south of the subject site.

Geomorphologic classification for the subject site reported in the Geological Survey of Western Australia
Busselton Sheet 1930 | 1:50,000 Environmental Geology Series (Belford 1987) indicates that the geology
consists of sand derived from Tamala limestone and silty sand of alluvium origin. Furthermore, the
geological mapping indicates the potential presence of heavy minerals within the sand.

In addition, subject to Tille and Lantzke’s (1990) Land Resources Series No 5 for the Busselton Augusta
Margaret River Area for Land Capability Study, the subject site has been classified as ‘Abba Plains Land
System’ described as ‘poorly drained flats, on the southern Swan Coastal Plain. Grey deep sandy duplex and
wet soil.”

The Department of Primary Industry and Regional Development’s (DPIRD’s) Natural Resource Information
Portal (NRInfo) maps the subject site as occurring largely within the Jindong flats Phase, consisting of “well
drained flats with sandy gradational grey brown (Busselton) soils, some red brown sands and loams
(Marybrook Soils)”.

2.2 Surface Water

Surface water characteristics of the site are discussed in detail in the Stormwater Management Strategy
(Appendix C of the LWMS (Appendix D)) and are summarised below.

The subject site is located immediately southeast of the Vasse townsite and lies on the south western fringe
of the Broadwater Nature Park. The properties are well elevated at a height of approximately 5.0 m AHD,
some 4.0 m above the adjacent Broadwater Wetlands. The site specific geotechnical investigation
confirmed the subsurface geology to comprise well-draining sand to a depth in excess of 2.0 m, except in
an isolated location on the western boundary where rock was encountered at 1.2 m (WML 2019) (refer to
Figure 1). There is no evidence of surface water inundation in the area proposed for development. A
tributary wetland associated with the Broadwater Nature Reserve lies to the north at an RL 1.0 m AHD.

Due to its proximity and elevation above the Broadwater Wetlands to the north, stormwater run-off is
ultimately directed to this body. Transmission however is predominantly via groundwater movement
through sandy surface soil sand, not through direct surface run-off.

The 1:100 year flood level within the Broadwater wetland area has been established by the DWER at
1.65 m AHD. Ground levels within the development area (minimum 4.0 m AHD) are sufficiently above the
flood level to protect it from inundation from this source.

Wetlands within Western Australia are classified on the basis of landform and water permanence pursuant
to the Semeniuk (1995) classification system (refer to Table 2).
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Table 2. Wetland classifications (Semeniuk 1995).

Water Longevity

Permanent Inundation Lake
Seasonal Inundation Sumpland
Intermittent Inundation Playa
Seasonal Waterlogging Dampland

Landform

River - - -

Creek Floodplain - -

Wadi Barlkarra - -
Trough Palusplain Paluslope  Palusmont

Areas of wetlands have been mapped previously by Semenuik (1995) across the entire Swan Coastal Plain.
This mapping has been converted into a digital dataset that is maintained by the DBCA and is referred to
as the ‘Geomorphic Wetland of the Swan Coastal Plain’ dataset. This dataset contains information on

geomorphic wetland types and assigns management categories that guide the recommended management

approach for each wetland area. The wetland management categories and management objectives are

listed in Table 3.

Table 3. DBCA wetland management categories (Semeniuk 1995).

Category l Description

Conservation  Wetlands support a high
level of ecological attributes

and functions.

Resource
Enhancement

Wetlands which may have
been partially modified but
still  support substantial
ecological attributes and
functions

Wetlands with few
remaining attributes and
functions

Multiple Use

Management Objectives

Highest priority wetlands. Objective is to preserve and

protect the existing conservation values of the wetlands

through various mechanisms including:

* Reservation in national parks, crown reserves and State
owned land,

+ Protection under Environmental Protection Policies, and

* Wetland covenanting by landowners.

No development or clearing is considered appropriate. These
are the most valuable wetlands and any activity that may lead
to further loss or degradation is inappropriate.

Priority wetlands. Ultimate objective is to manage, restore
and protect towards improving their conservation value.
These wetlands have the potential to be restored to
Conservation category. This can be achieved by restoring
wetland function, structure and biodiversity.

Use, development and management should be considered in
the context of ecologically sustainable development and best
management practice catchment planning through landcare.

The subject site contains a Resource Enhancement (RE) wetland (UFI 13206) and a Multiple Use (MU)
wetland (UFI 15809), as described in the DBCA’s Geomorphic Wetlands, Swan Coastal Plain dataset (refer

to Figure 1).

The RE wetland mapping on the western boundary of the subject site contains an elevated area comprised

of paddock grasses and introduced Eucalyptus species. Accordingly, this area is not representative of a RE
wetland, which is further supported by the findings of the geotechnical investigation (refer to Appendix B).
The Structure Plan has been designed to restrict the clearing of any riparian vegetation and protect
1,676 m? of wetland dependent vegetation within a Reserve for Recreation and Drainage.
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The north-western extent of the subject site is mapped as a MU palusplain. This wetland category requires
drainage strategies to be incorporated in the planning of the development in order to protect against
flooding including protection of groundwater and surrounding surface water resources. The Structure Plan
provides an extension of an existing Reserve for Recreation and Drainage within this area.

2.3 Groundwater

2.3.1  Aquifers

The catchments within the subject site are underlain by the Superficial aquifer, which is approximately 10m
thick. Below lies the Leederville aquifer, a confined aquifer that is recharged by direct infiltration of rainfall
on the Blackwood Plateau.

Superficial Aquifer

The Superficial aquifer forms an unconfined aquifer beneath the Swan Coastal Plain and collectively
includes the Tamala Limestone, Bassendean Sand, Guildford formation and Yoganup formation. As a result
of the variable formations within the aquifer, a large variation in permeability, salinity, recharge rates and
soil type is experienced. Throughout these formations there are areas of high potential ASS.

The soil within the Superficial aquifer is predominantly clay based, with 40% sand and limestone. The soil
increases in clay content in proximity to the Whicher Scarp and the Bunbury Basalt.

The aquifer is fully recharged and saturated during the winter months resulting in large areas of water
logging. However, the existing extensive drainage network captures and diverts the majority of excess
water. Groundwater salinity increases from <1000 mg/L towards the southern boundary of the aquifer to
approximately 7000 mg/L towards the coast (DWER 2021).

Leederville Aquifer

The Leederville Aquifer is a significant aquifer located to the north and west of the Gnangara Mound and
has an average thickness of approximately 30m. Beneath the subject site the flow is northwards.

The Leederville formation consists predominantly of the Upper and Lower Vasse members overlying the
deeper Yarragadee formation. Depth of the aquifer ranges from 15-200 m BGS depending on the site
location and distance from the coast. The thickness of the aquifer increases significantly to the west, within
the vicinity of the subject site.

Groundwater salinity ranges across the sub-area up to 1500 mg/L in the shallower parts of the aquifer
towards the coast (DWER 2021).

The subject site is not located within a proclaimed groundwater area under the Rights in Water and
Irrigation Act 1914 (RIWI Act).

To protect the State’s drinking water resources the DWER has defined certain Priority Classification Areas
within the Public Drinking Water Source Areas (PDWSA) providing three levels of groundwater quality
protection. These are based on the principles of risk avoidance (Priority 1), risk minimisation (Priority 2)
and pollution limiting (Priority 3). The subject site does not lie within any existing or potential PDWSAs.

2.4 Sewage Sensitive Areas

The Government Sewerage Policy (GSP) (DPLH 2019) was produced to establish the Western Australian
Government’s position on the provision of sewerage services in the State. It requires reticulated sewerage
to be provided during the subdivision and development of land where possible. Reticulated sewerage is
not available within the subject site, therefore sewerage disposal is to adopt a best practice approach in
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accordance with Australian/New Zealand Standard 1547 On-site domestic wastewater management and
the GSP.

The general site requirements for on-site effluent disposal are outlined in the GSP and AS/NZS 1547:2012
and are dependent on whether the site is located within a sewage sensitive area (as defined within the
GSP). The proposed lots to be developed within the subject site are not mapped as occurring within a
sewage sensitive area with only a small portion (approximately 25 m?) mapped as being a sewage sensitive
area (refer to Figure 2).

2.5 Climate

The climate at the subject site can be described as warm and temperate with wet winters and dry summers.
Climatic data from the closest weather station (Busselton Shire No. 009515) indicates an annual average
rainfall of 807 mm with the majority falling between May and September. June has the highest mean
rainfall, with a mean of 165.28 mm, and January has the lowest with 10.3 mm.

The mean maximum temperatures range from 28.5°C in January to 16.3°C in July, and mean minimum
temperatures range from 7.5°C in July and August to 14°C in February (Bureau of Meteorology 2021).
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3 SITE ASSESSMENT

3.1 Site Specific Investigation

In order to provide a measure of on-ground verification of the site characteristics that can be used to
determine the suitability of onsite effluent disposal, a number of site-specific parameters were investigated
during a geotechnical investigation (WML Consultants 2019) undertaken on the 27" February 2019 (refer
to Appendix B). This investigation comprised:

* Nine hand augered (HA) boreholes - majority of boreholes were terminated at the target depth of 2 m;

* Three in-situ Permeability tests using the Talsma-Hallam Permeameter in accordance with AS10547-
2012;

* Sampling of six phosphorus retention index (PRI) tests; and

* Sampling of three soil classification tests (PSD/PI).

3.1.1  Sub Surface Profile

During the geotechnical investigation, it was determined that subsurface conditions within the
investigation area are reasonably consistent, being comprised of (WML Consultants 2019):

e Dry, dark brown, loose, fine to medium grained, silty SAND with a trace of organics and trace of
fine to medium roots. TOPSOIL — typically 0.2 m thick;

¢ Dry to moist, pale brown, medium dense, fine to medium grained, SAND with a trace of silt; and

¢ Moist, pale cream yellow, medium dense, fine to medium grained, SAND.

The subsurface profile can generally be described as consisting of a dark brown silty sandy topsoil occurring
to a depth of 0.2 = 0.3 m underlain by slightly less silty brown sand underlain by various layer of clear sand
associated with Tamala limestone.

Refusal at depths of 1.5 m and 1.2 m on rock was seen at HA2 and HA3 respectively with all other boreholes
reaching the target depth of 2.0 m. At HAG, HA7 and HAS at a depth between 1.5 m — 2.0 m the clean pale
cream yellow sand was underlain by slightly cohesive sand with some clay of a similar colour which was
sticky to touch and slightly coarser (WML Consultants 2019).

3.1.2 Groundwater Levels

Four groundwater monitoring bores were installed within Lot 176 on the 7th May 2015. Monthly
groundwater level monitoring was conducted at each of the four bores within Lot 176 from May to October
2015.

Results for the seasonal peak were all in excess of 1.7 m below ground level (BGL). The groundwater level
results for the 2015 monitoring period are provided below in Graph 1.
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Graph 1. 2015 groundwater levels within Lot 176.

Two groundwater monitoring bores were installed within Lot 9000 on the 24th June 2016. Monthly
groundwater level monitoring was conducted at each of the four bores within Lot 176 and the two bores
within Lot 9000 from June to October 2016.

Despite some of the bores being in proximity to wetland areas, results for the seasonal peak were all in
excess of 1.4 m BGL. The groundwater level results for the 2016 monitoring period are provided below in

Graph 2.
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Graph 2. 2016 groundwater levels within the subject site.

Adjusted Maximum Groundwater Levels (MGLs) were calculated for each of the six monitoring bores and
are provided below in Table 4 (refer to Appendix C).
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Table 4. Adjusted MGLs for the subject site.

Monitoring Bore Adjusted MGL (m AHD) | Ground Level (m AHD) | Separation Distance (m AHD)

Mwi1 2.1 3.6 15
Mw2 3.2 4.8 1.6
Mw3 3.6 5.7 2.1
Mw4 4.3 5.1 0.8
MW5 4.0 5.6 1.6
MwW6 3.1 5.0 1.9

For the monitoring bores within the subject site a separation distance between the MGL and building floor
level of 1.5 m AHD is largely achieved excluding one bore which is located immediately adjacent to the RE
wetland (refer to Appendix C). Based on these results, it is considered likely that the fill requirements will
be minimal to enable an adequate separation distance to groundwater from building floor levels.

3.1.3  Soil Testing

3.1.3.1 Phosphorus Retention Index

The geotechnical investigation also involved an assessment of Phosphorous Retention Index (PRI) in
relation to onsite effluent disposal.

Six samples were analysed for PRI at variable depths whereby the values ranged from 13 to 35, with an
average of 24 (refer to Table 5). Soil modification is expected to be required for ‘moderately absorbing’
soils to adequately increase PRI.

Further testing is suggested in order to better outline the phosphorus adsorption qualities for each lot to
inform the need for soil modification at effluent disposal locations.

Table 5. PRI results from geotechnical investigation (WML Consultants 2019).

Location | PRI (mL/g) l Classification
HA10.2-0.6 21 Strongly absorbing
HA40.6-0.8 22 Strongly absorbing
HA409-1.2 13 Moderately absorbing
HA61.5-2.0 35 Strongly absorbing
HA70.2-0.6 33 Strongly absorbing
HA80.5-1.0 20 Moderately absorbing

3.1.3.2 Permeability Testing

Three insitu permeability tests were conducted within the subject site, with all tests conducted on surface
soils to a depth of 650 mm. Based on the results, a design value of permeability of 1 m/day has been
recommended for the subject site (WML Consultants 2019).
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3.1.4 Groundwater Quality

No investigations have yet been conducted into groundwater quality at the subject site. Nutrient levels are
expected to be elevated in consideration of the historical land uses.

3.1.5 Soil Categorisation

Soil categorisation is provided within the AS/NZ Standard 1547-2012 considering several important soil
properties such as:

e Soil texture;

e Sodicity and dispersiveness;

e Soil structure;

e Presence, density and sizes of biological pores — ‘areal porosity’;
e Soil bulk density; and

e Soil permeability.

In accordance with Table 5.1, Table E1 of AS1547:2012, all soils located within the subject site can be
categorised as:

e Soil Category 1, Gravels and sands.
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4 MANAGEMENT MEASURES

4.1 General Site Requirements

The general site requirements for on-site effluent disposal are outlined in the Government Sewerage Policy
(DPLH 2019) and AS/NZS 1547:2014 and are summarised in Table 6 below. Compliance with these
requirements in relation to the proposed development is also discussed.

Table 6: Site requirements for on-site effluent disposal and compliance with the proposed development.

Feature ‘

Minimum lot

Separation
from water
resources

within:

2146_SSE_draft.docx
Version 1

Urban/Industrial
size drinking water source areas and sewage sensitive
areas — 2,000 m?

Minimum Requirement

subdivision outside public

An on-site sewage system is not to be located

A wellhead protection zone or on Crown
land within a reservoir protection zone;
100 metres of the high water mark of a
reservoir or 100 metres of any bore used
for public drink water supply where:

o A wellhead protection zone or
reservoir protection zone has
not been assigned; or

o Where existing lots would be
rendered undevelopable by the
wellhead protection zone;

30 metres of a private bore used for
household/ drinking water purposes;
100 metres of a waterway or significant
wetland and not within a waterway
foreshore area or wetland buffer.

100 metres of a drainage system that
discharges directly into a waterway or
significant wetland without treatment;
Any area subject to inundation and/or
flooding in a 10 per cent Annual
Exceedance Probability (AEP) rainfall
event.

accendo
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Compliance

The minimum lot size proposed is
1,800 m?, while this is marginally below
the 2,000 m? compliance with all
required setbacks and margins can be
achieved within the proposed Lots.

A significant wetland is defined within
the GSP as ‘Includes Ramsar Wetlands;
those listed in the Australian
Government’s Directory of Important
Wetlands in  Australia;  wetlands
categorised as Conservation Category in
the Department of Biodiversity,
Conservation and Attraction’s Swan
Coastal Plain geomorphic wetlands
database, wetlands listed in the South
Coast Significant Wetlands database
and other wetlands that have been
identified for protection during the land
planning process’. The wetlands located
within the subject site are not included
in this definition therefore a 100 m
buffer is not required.

There are two household bores
currently located within existing lots
176 and 9000. The bore located within
Lot 176 is associated with the dwelling
to be removed, therefore it is likely that
this bore will be removed. The bore
associated with Lot 9000 may be
retained with the existing infrastructure
but will be located greater than 30 m
from any application area.

The subject site is not located within an
area subject to inundation and/or
flooding in a 10 per cent Annual
Exceedance Probability (AEP) rainfall
event.

2021
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Feature Minimum Requirement Compliance
The discharge point of the on-site sewage system A separation distance between the
should be maximum groundwater levels and
building floor level of 1.5 m AHD is
X e Forloams and heavy soils, at least 0.6 m N e X .
Separation achieved excluding an area adjacent to
; e  For gravels, at least one metre i K
rom £ ds. at least 1.5 met Wh the RE wetland, which had a separation
. or sands, at least 1.5 metres. Wherea = .
groundwater ” ’ distance of 0.8 m AHD. Accordingly, a
nutrient retentive secondary treatment .
) separation of at least 0.6 m above
system is used, at least 0.6 metres. . i
highest seasonal water table will be
achieved.
Each lot should be of sufficient size to Land application areas will be
accommodate development and an  dependent upon the application
unencumbered land application area for the method and are discussed further in
disposal of sewage. Section 4.3. The subject site is of
— . fficient size that the application ar
The land application area includes the area U |;e size t P t Z p,:;lc tlohf ea
. e n commoda in ea .
Land restricted to the distribution of treated sewage  C°" ¢ 2ccommodated within each fot
Ap;::catlon only and should be kept free of any temporary or | Manufacturer’s guidance in respect to
rea
permanent structure, should not be built on or = setback requirements will be complied
paved in a manner which precludes access, notbe = with.
subject to vehicular or regular foot traffic and
should be kept in a manner which enables
servicing and maintenance of the disposal
system.
Slope and Where slope exceeds one in five the land = Topographic contours indicate that the
instability application area should be engineered to prevent | subject site is relatively flat and the
run-off from the land application area. gradient will not exceed 1:5.
Horizontal setback from Required setbacks will depend upon the
Setback from final system design. Compliance with
infrastructure e property boundary 1.5 to 50m . ¥ X g‘ P R
! o this requirement will be ensured during
e buildings/houses 2.0 to >6 m . X
the final design phase.

4.2 Treatment Type

The conventional system for onsite disposal and treatment of domestic liquid waste consists of one or
more septic tank units connected to a soil absorption system such as a leach drain. Septic tank units are
typically connected to two leach drains to enable the release of effluent.

The use of conventional septic tank systems is not considered suitable for this subject site due to the soil
type, separation to groundwater and proximity to wetlands. To ensure the treated effluent is of a suitable
quality, the use of secondary treatment systems (such as an Aerobic Treatment Unit) will be required for
this site.

4.3 Land Application System

Tables K1 and K2 in AS/NZS 1547:2012 provide guidance on the selection and design of land application
systems with respect to site, soil and climatic factors. The subject site is associated with several limitations
associated with onsite effluent disposal including a soils with a moderate adsorption ability, varying
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separation to groundwater and the proximity of wetland areas. Accordingly, the following management
measures are recommended:

+ Theinclusion of a secondary treatment system (such as an Aerobic Treatment Unit);

¢ Utilise subsurface irrigation systems within the land application area;

* Importation of high PRI fill to raise the ground surface to ensure 0.6 m separation to groundwater
and increase nutrient retention abilities where required; and

e Establish vigorous vegetation on and in proximity to the application areas to promote the
formation of biological pores and the uptake of water.

Indicative land application areas including setbacks from infrastructure will be dependent on the final
system design and should be determined in line with manufacturer’s guidelines.

4.3.1 Irrigation Systems

Irrigation systems increase evapotranspiration in the shallow topsoil layer of a land application area, rather
than relying fully on hydraulic seepage in the subsoil (AS/NZS 1547:2012). Given the size of lots and
separation to groundwater in some lots, subsurface or drip irrigation is recommended to decrease the land
application area required.

For subsurface or drip irrigation, compliance with the following effluent quality parameters (as outlined
within the AS/NZS 1547:2012) should be achieved:

¢ Ninety percent of samples shall have BODs less than or equal to 20g/m? with no sample greater
than 30g/m?; and

¢ Ninety percent of samples shall have TSS less than or equal to 30g/m? with no sample greater than
45g/m?.

Optimal performance parameters for subsurface or drip irrigation are BODs of 15g/m?® and TSS of 15g/m°.
This may require the use of a secondary treatment system.

Where an irrigation system is utilised to dispose of treated effluent, a design irrigation rate (DIR) of
5 mm/day is recommended (refer to Table M1 AS/NZS 1547:2012). In addition, irrigation systems shall be
installed at a depth of approximately 250 mm, in good quality topsoil in grassed or other suitably vegetated
areas. Based on the use of a secondary treatment system, the above DIR and a maximum daily wastewater
production of 900L, the application area required will be approximately 180 m? excluding setbacks. The
importation of high PRI fill may also be required to ensure a separation of 0.6 m from the maximum
groundwater is achieved at all times.
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5 SUMMARY

Lots 176, 201 and 9000 on Rendezvous Road, Vasse is approximately 10.3 ha in size. It is proposed to
develop and subdivide the subject site into 37 lot rural residential lots, including Lot 201 (7,588 m?) and 36
new lots ranging from 1,800 m?to 3,963 m? in size. The development also incorporates three Reserves for
Recreation and one reserve for Pedestrian Access and Drainage with a total area of 6,252 m%. A 30m
development setback has been provided to Rendezvous Road. The subject site is located in the municipality
of the City of Busselton within Western Australia and is approximately 9km west-southwest of the
Busselton town centre.

This SSE report has been prepared to support the development of the subject site. It investigates the
existing environment and the suitability of the subject site for onsite effluent disposal to comply with the
relevant regulations and guidelines.

This SSE will be updated once a final lot and road layout has been approved, following the granting of
subdivision approval. The updated SSE will include further PRI testing on a lot-specific basis to determine
if any lots require suitable fill soil for secondary system disposal areas.

Based on the regulatory requirements and site characteristics, the use of onsite effluent disposal for the
development is cansidered suitable provided the following measures are implemented:

e The inclusion of a secondary treatment system (such as an Aerobic Treatment Unit);

e Utilise subsurface or drip irrigation systems within the land application area;

* Importation of high PRI fill to raise the ground surface to ensure 0.6 m separation to groundwater
and increase nutrient retention abilities; and

s Establish vigorous vegetation on and in proximity to the application areas to promote the
formation of biological pores and the uptake of water;

Based on this assessment and compliance with the above management measures, Accendo considers that
the subject site is suitable for onsite effluent disposal in association with the proposed development.
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

This Local Water Management Strategy (LWMS) has been prepared by Accendo Australia in consultation
with Dirk van Noort on behalf of Banyanda Investments Pty Ltd to support development of Lot 176, 201
and 9000 Rendezvous Road, Vasse (herein referred to as the subject site). The subject site is located in the
municipality of the City of Busselton within Western Australia and is approximately 9 km southwest of
Busselton.

The subject site is approximately 10.3 hectares in area and is currently zoned ‘Urban Development’
pursuant to the City of Busselton’s Town Planning Scheme No. 21. This enables residential subdivision
within the subject site in accordance with an approved Structure Plan.

A Structure Plan (Able Planning 2020) (refer to Appendix A) has been prepared for the subject site which
provides for a 37 lot rural residential development, including Lot 201 (7,588 m?) and 36 new lots ranging
from 1,800 m? to 3,305 m? in size. It also incorporates three Reserves for Recreation and one reserve for
Pedestrian Access and Drainage with a total area of 6,252 m2. A 30 m development setback has been
provided to Rendezvous Road.

This LWMS provides an integrated total water cycle management approach for the development of the
subject site. This includes an assessment of the pre-development environment, development of water use
sustainability initiatives and a stormwater and groundwater management strategy.

The proposed stormwater management system for the development has been designed in accordance with
the Stormwater Management Manual for Western Australia (DoW 2004-2007). Stormwater management
for the subject site will be designed using the following key principles and objectives:

e Alllots will infiltrate or retain stormwater on-site through infiltration;

e All roads will be designed to provide a flood route for events greater than 1-in-1 year ARI and up
to 1-in-100 year ARI event;

e Roads will incorporate flush kerbing and swales for stormwater treatment prior to discharge into
stilling ponds prior to overflow.

The overall objectives for groundwater management are to minimise any changes to the underlying
groundwater level and quality as a result of development.

Further investigations will be completed prior to subdivision, including detailed drainage design. An Urban
Water Management Plan will be prepared at subdivision stage, with the implementation of the plan to
commence during development stages. Stormwater management considerations and strategies outlined
in this report are likely to be refined as more detailed environmental and geotechnical information
becomes available and the subdivision design is finalised.
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1 INTRODUCTION

1.1 Background

This Local Water Management Strategy (LWMS) has been prepared by Accendo Australia in consultation
with Dirk van Noort on behalf of Banyanda Investments Pty Ltd, to support development of Lot 176, 201
and 9000 Rendezvous Road, Vasse (herein referred to as the subject site) (refer to Figure 1). The subject
site is located in the municipality of the City of Busselton within Western Australia and is approximately
9km west-southwest of the Busselton town centre.

The subject site is approximately 10.3 hectares (ha) in area and is currently zoned ‘Urban Development’
pursuant to the City of Busselton’s Town Planning Scheme No. 21. This enables residential subdivision
within the subject site in accordance with an approved Structure Plan.

A Structure Plan (Able Planning 2020) (refer to Appendix A) has been prepared for the subject site which
provides for a 37 lot rural residential development, including Lot 201 (7,588 m?) and 36 new lots ranging
from 1,800 m? to 3,305 m? in size. It also incorporates three Reserves for Recreation and one reserve for
Pedestrian Access and Drainage with a total area of 6,252 m?. A 30 m development setback has been
provided to Rendezvous Road.

This LWMS provides an integrated total water cycle management approach for the development of the
subject site. This includes an assessment of the pre-development environment, development of water use
sustainability initiatives and a stormwater and groundwater management strategy.

1.2 Objectives
The LWMS for the subject site has been developed to address the following objectives:

e Assess the existing environment hydrological and hydraulic conditions;

e Undertake a desktop investigation of the current land use and conditions;

* Develop a stormwater management strategy for the site considering the receiving environment;

e Develop and document strategies for relevant hydrological conditions including water
conservation, groundwater protection and environmental conservation; and

e Obtain support from the City of Busselton for the proposed strategy to manage stormwater and
potential impacts across the site.

1.3 Key Reference Documents
This LWMS has been developed with reference to the following guidance documents:

e Better Urban Water Management (WAPC 2008);

® Decision Process for Stormwater Management in Western Australia (DWER 2017);

e Stormwater Management Manual for Western Australia (DoW 2007);

e City of Busselton Engineering and Works Services Standards and Specifications — Section 2 (City of
Busselton 2017); and

e National Water Quality Management Strategy (ANZECC 2000).
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2 PRE-DEVELOPMENT ENVIRONMENT
2.1 Existing Land Use

The subject site is predominately cleared of remnant vegetation consisting of paddocks, an orchard and
introduced Eucalyptus species. Native species are restricted to riparian vegetation associated with the
fringing wetlands and sporadic Agonis flexuosa and Eucalyptus species.

The subject site is comprised of four existing residences and ancillary infrastructure. Historically, the subject
site has been used for livestock grazing and associated rural activities.

2.2 Topography

The subject site rises from the wetlands to the north and west, creating an elevated plain which is currently
comprised of paddocks and residences. The contour lines indicate that the majority of the subject site is
relatively flat with an elevation between 4 — 5 m Australian Height Datum (AHD). The elevation gently rises
to & m AHD in the south of the subject site.

2.3 Geotechnical

2.3.1 Surface Geology

Geomorphologic classification for the subject site reported in the Gealogical Survey of Western Australia
Busselton Sheet 1930 I 1:50,000 Environmental Geology Series (Belford 1987) indicates that the geology
consists of sand derived from Tamala limestone and silty sand of alluvium origin. Furthermore, the
geological mapping indicates the potential presence of heavy minerals within the sand.

In addition, subject to Tille and Lantzke’'s (1990) Land Resources Series No 5 for the Busselton Augusta
Margaret River Area for Land Capability Study, the subject site has been classified as ‘Abba Plains Land
System’ described as ‘poorly drained flats, on the southern Swan Coastal Plain. Grey deep sandy duplex and
wet soil.’

WML Consultants (2019) undertook a geotechnical investigation (refer to Appendix B) within the subject
site whereby the soil profile was described as follows:

e  Dry, dark brown, loose, fine to medium grained, silty sand with a trace of organics and trace of fine
to medium roots. Topsoil — typically 0.2m thick;

*  Dry to moist, pale brown, medium dense, fine to medium grained, sand with a trace of silt; and

*  Moist, pale cream yellow, medium dense, fine to medium grained, sand.

2.3.2 Phosphorus Retention Index

The geotechnical investigation also involved an assessment of Phosphorous Retention Index (PRI) in
relation to onsite effluent disposal.

Six samples were analysed for PRI at variable depths whereby the values ranged from 13 to 35, with an
average of 24 (refer to Table 1). Soil modification is expected to be required for ‘moderately absorbing’
soils to adequately increase PRI

Further testing is suggested in order to better outline the phosphorus adsorption qualities for each lot to
inform the need for soil modification at effluent disposal locations.
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Table 1. PRI results from geotechnical investigation (WML Consultants 2019).

Location l PRI (mL/g) | Classification
HA10.2-0.6 21 Strongly absorbing
HA40.6-0.8 22 Strongly absorbing
HA409-1.2 13 Moderately absorbing
HA61.5-2.0 35 Strongly absorbing
HA70.2-0.6 33 Strongly absorbing
HA80.5-1.0 20 Moderately absorbing

2.3.3 Soil Permeability

Three insitu permeability tests were conducted within the subject site, with all tests conducted on surface
soils to a depth of 650mm. Based on the results, a design value of permeability of 1m/day has been
recommended for the subject site (WML Consultants 2019).

2.3.4 Acid Sulfate Soils

Acid Sulfate Soils (ASS) is the common name given to naturally occurring soil and sediment containing iron
sulfides. They have become a potential issue in land development projects on the Swan Coastal Plain when
the naturally anaerobic conditions in which they are situated are disturbed and they are exposed to aerobic
conditions and subsequently oxidise. When oxidised, ASS produce sulfuric acid, which can result in a range
of impacts to the surrounding environment. ASS that has oxidised and resulted in the creation of acidic
conditions are termed “Actual ASS” (AASS), and those that have acid generating potential but remain in
their naturally anaerobic conditions are termed “Potential ASS” (PASS).

ASS risk mapping (DWER 2021) indicates that there is a ‘moderate to low’ risk of ASS occurring within 3 m
of natural soil surface. The northern and western periphery of the subject site is mapped as having a
‘moderate to high’ risk based on proximity to wetland areas.

2.4 Wetlands

The subject site contains a Resource Enhancement (RE) wetland (UFI 13206) and a Multiple Use (MU)
wetland (UFI 15809), as described through the Department of Water and Environmental Regulation’s
(DWER's) Geomorphic Wetlands, Swan Coastal Plain dataset (refer to Figure 1).

The RE wetland mapping on the western boundary of the subject site contains an elevated area comprised
of paddock grasses and introduced Eucalyptus species. Accordingly, this area is not representative of a RE
wetland, which is further supported by the findings of the geotechnical investigation (refer to Appendix B).
The Structure Plan has been designed to restrict the clearing of any riparian vegetation and protect
1,676 m? of wetland dependent vegetation within a Reserve for Recreation and Drainage.

The north-western extent of the subject site is mapped as a MU palusplain. This wetland category requires
drainage strategies to be incorporated in the planning of the development in order to protect against
flooding including protection of groundwater and surrounding surface water resources. The Structure Plan
provides an extension of an existing Reserve for Recreation and Drainage within this area.

2.5 Vegetation

The subject site is in a 'Completely Degraded' condition with floristic values lost due to historical agricultural
land uses.
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Much of the vegetation is comprised of introduced species including paddock grasses, Eucalyptus globulus,
Pinus spp, and a range of exotic garden and orchard species. Native species are predominately restricted
to sporadic Agonis flexuosa and Eucalyptus spp., located in the northern portion of Lot 176.

2.6 Surface Water
The surface water characteristics of the subject site are discussed in detail in Appendix C.

2.7 Groundwater

2.7.1  Aquifers

The catchments within the subject site are underlain by the Superficial aquifer, which is approximately 10m
thick. Below lies the Leederville aquifer, a confined aquifer that is recharged by direct infiltration of rainfall
on the Blackwood Plateau.

Superficial Aquifer

The Superficial aquifer forms an unconfined aquifer beneath the Swan Coastal Plain and collectively
includes the Tamala Limestone, Bassendean Sand, Guildford formation and Yoganup formation. As a result
of the variable formations within the aquifer, a large variation in permeability, salinity, recharge rates and
soil type is experienced. Throughout these formations there are areas of high potential ASS.

The soil within the Superficial aquifer is predominantly clay based, with 40% sand and limestone. The soil
increases in clay content in proximity to the Whicher Scarp and the Bunbury Basalt.

The aquifer is fully recharged and saturated during the winter months resulting in large areas of water
logging. However, the existing extensive drainage network captures and diverts the majority of excess
water. Groundwater salinity increases from <1000 mg/L towards the southern boundary of the aguifer to
approximately 7000 mg/L towards the coast (DWER 2018).

Leederville Aquifer

The Leederville Aquifer is a significant aquifer located to the north and west of the Gnangara Mound and
has an average thickness of approximately 30m. Beneath the subject site the flow is northwards.

The Leederville formation consists predominantly of the Upper and Lower Vasse members overlying the
deeper Yarragadee formation. Depth of the aquifer ranges from 15-200 m BGS depending on the site
location and distance from the coast. The thickness of the aquifer increases significantly to the west, within
the vicinity of the subject site.

Groundwater salinity ranges across the sub-area up to 1500 mg/L in the shallower parts of the aquifer
towards the coast (DWER 2018).
2.7.2 Groundwater Levels

Four groundwater monitoring bores were installed within Lot 176 on the 7th May 2015. Monthly
groundwater level monitoring was conducted at each of the four bores within Lot 176 from May to October
2015.

Results for the seasonal peak were all in excess of 1.7 m below ground level (BGL). The groundwater level
results for the 2015 monitoring period are provided below in Graph 1.
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Graph 1. 2015 groundwater levels within Lot 176.

Two groundwater monitoring bores were installed within Lot 9000 on the 24th June 2016. Monthly
groundwater level monitoring was conducted at each of the four bores within Lot 176 and the two bores
within Lot 9000 from June to October 2016.

Despite some of the bores being in proximity to wetland areas, results for the seasonal peak were all in
excess of 1.4 m BGL. The groundwater level results for the 2016 monitoring period are provided below in

Graph 2.
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Graph 2. 2016 groundwater levels within the subject site.

Adjusted Maximum Groundwater Levels (MGLs) were calculated for each of the six monitoring bores and
are provided below in Table 2 (refer to Appendix D).
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Table 2. Adjusted MGLs for the subject site.

Monitoring Bore Adjusted MGL (m AHD) | Ground Level (m AHD) | Separation Distance (m AHD)

Mwi1 2.1 3.6 15
Mw2 3.2 4.8 1.6
Mw3 3.6 5.7 ‘ 2.1
Mw4 4.3 5.1 0.8
MW5 4.0 5.6 1.6
MwW6 3.1 5.0 1.9

For the monitoring bores within the subject site a separation distance between the MGL and building floor
level of 1.5 m AHD is largely achieved excluding one bore which is located immediately adjacent to the RE
wetland (refer to Appendix D). Based on these results, it is considered likely that the fill requirements will
be minimal to enable an adequate separation distance to groundwater from building floor levels.

2.7.3 Groundwater Quality

No investigations have yet been conducted into groundwater quality at the subject site. Nutrient levels are
expected to be elevated in consideration of the historical land uses.
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3 DESIGN OBJECTIVES AND CRITERIA
3.1 Key Elements

Key design criteria for the subject site are provided in Table 3 and have been established consistent with
criteria specified in the key reference documents previously detailed in Section 1.4. These design criteria
are used to formulate the water management strategy for the subject site within the identified constraints
and opportunities of the pre-development environment. Details associated with the stormwater strategy
for the subject site are provided within Appendix C.

Table 3. Design criteria.

Strategy Elements ] Design Criteria
Water Use Sustainability
* Modern building standards (water efficient fixtures and fittings).
Water Efficiency o 'g ) ( &)
* Maximising infiltration of stormwater.
Water Supply e Connection to existing potable water supply.
® ATU units to be installed by landowner consistent with DoH and City of
Wastewater

Busselton requirements.

Stormwater

Provide flood paths for safe conveyance of overland flows within the
development area.

Establish minimum habitable floor levels at 0.5m above the 100 year ARI
flood levels.

Flood Protection

Serviceability * Roadside swales sized to convey the 1in 5 year and 1 in 100 year ARI event.

Initial 15Smm of rainfall to be retained on site in roadside swales.

Water quality and outlet control established by basin chain in drainage
Ecological Protection reserve.

Establishment of storage invert levels no lower than seasonal maximum
groundwater levels.

Groundwater

Habitable floor levels to have clearance to groundwater and flood levels to
Fill Requirement & Subsoil be achieved by imported fill on building pads.
Drainage * No broadscale filling proposed as part of the development.
* No subsoil drainage proposed.

3.2 Water Conservation Strategy

Water conservation measures consistent with Water Corporation’s “Waterwise” land development criteria
will be implemented within the development. This will include the following measures:

e The use of rainwater tanks for non-potable purposes.

e The use of waterwise practices including water efficient fixtures and fittings (taps, showerheads,
toilets and appliances, rainwater tanks, waterwise landscaping) will be promoted.

e All houses to be built to modern building standards.

e Maximising on site retention of stormwater.
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Landscaping of the roadside swales will be based on “Waterwise” principles and will not be irrigated.

3.3 Water Supply

The development is to be served by a reticulated mains water service. This water is to be provided by
Busselton Water.

Future lot owners will need to install rainwater tanks to reduce the quantity of water consumption from
the water mains. The predominant use will be for non-potable applications such as gardens, washdown
and other outdoor purposes. The tanks have not been incorporated into the development’s stormwater
modelling.

A suitable tank size should be determined according to the roof area of the buildings on a lot and the water
usage practices. The exact size will be further detailed in the UWMP.

The subject site is located within the Busselton-Capel Groundwater Management Area and the
Dunsborough-Vasse groundwater sub area. DWER’s online Water Register for Licence and Water
Availability Information has advised that there is limited information available regarding the allocation of
the superficial aquifer. This denotes that further investigation would be required regarding the availability
of groundwater for future landowners.

No irrigation of Public Open Space (POS) is required for the development. The following groundwater
licenses exist within the subject site according to the DWER's online Water Register:

e Lot 176 Rendezvous Rd Vasse - the allocation is for 1500 kL/annum under license number 66003;
and
e Lot 500 Rendezvous Rd Vasse - the allocation is for 1500 kL/annum under license number 176249.

This groundwater is not required for long term irrigation of the proposed development. Depending on the
period of construction this license may be used for dust suppression.

3.4 Wastewater Management

Wastewater management for the development will be treated onsite. In accordance with the Government
Sewerage Policy (2019) the subject site is not located within a ‘sewage sensitive area’. Nonetheless, given
proximity to sensitive environmental receptors, aerobic treatment units (ATUs) are proposed for the
treatment of wastewater. A Site and Soil Evaluation has been prepared by Accendo Australia (2021),
compliance with the parameters provided within the Government Sewerage Policy (2019) is further
discussed within this document (refer to Appendix E).

Separate greywater systems may also be used for irrigation of plants within the lot. Householders will need
to follow acceptable greywater reuse practices to assist in the conservation of the quality of ground and
surface water resources. All greywater systems must be approved by the Department of Health.
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4 GROUNDWATER MANAGEMENT

4.1 Groundwater Management

Based on available groundwater data (refer to Appendix D), the proposed development will not entail
broadscale filing of the subject site. Only limited sand fill may be required in proximity to the RE wetland.
Accordingly, no specific groundwater controls will be necessary.

Groundwater quality will be improved through the use of vegetated swales. These will provide a level of
treatment to infiltrating water from the development.

Appropriate on lot practices will also assist with reducing the potential for pollutants from entering the
groundwater. These are outlined further in Section 5.

4.2 Acid Sulfate Soils

Management of ASS will be addressed separately to this LWMS, if required, depending on excavation
depths for engineering services. While they are considered unlikely, all assessment and management of
ASS will be conducted in accordance with the Acid Sulfate Soil Guideline Series Identification and
Investigation of Acid Sulphate Soils (DWER 2015).

4.3 Groundwater Monitoring

Due to the low impact of the proposed development, there is no requirement for post development
groundwater monitoring. The treatment of stormwater as detailed in Appendix C and effluent treatment
measures as outlined in Appendix E, means that there is a low risk of pollution to the groundwater post
development. Monitoring would be unlikely to identify any potential changes from the development of the
land compared to the likely high background data as a result of the historical and existing land uses.
Therefore, post groundwater monitoring is considered of limited value for this low risk site and is not
recommended.
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5 WATER QUALITY MANAGEMENT

Stormwater will be treated through a system of vegetated swales to reduce nutrient loads leaving the
subject site which will target achievement of the design parameters discussed in Section 3.

5.1 Nutrients

Water quality management refers to the quality of both the stormwater and groundwater within the
subject site. The most important factor in both stormwater and groundwater quality is the level of nitrogen
and phosphorus nutrients, which can cause algal blooms and eutrophication in rivers and lakes.

Potential sources of nutrients into the drainage system and waterways of the subject site come from both
onsite and off-site, due to surrounding catchments discharging into the area, as well as groundwater
inflows from off-site. These sources are discussed in detail below.

As a result of the effective retention of stormwater flows up to and including the 1 year ARI design event,
it is not anticipated that the use of Gross Pollutant Traps (GPTs) or their variants will be required within the
residential sections of the subject site. Within the residential areas, the expected pollutants can be
effectively retained using the following measures:

* Discharge and subsequent settlement of runoff from all minor events into the designated roadside
swales prior to release into the groundwater;

* Use of vegetated swales where possible to convey stormwater runoff; and

* Appropriate use of soils with a higher PRI in effluent disposal areas if deemed necessary.

5.2 Sediments

Sediments affect water quality in numerous ways affecting the health of aquatic organisms, in stream
processes and aesthetics. Pollutants such as heavy metals and phosphates enter waterways through being
attached to clay particles. Development works on the site with the potential to disturb soils include site
remediation and bulk earthworks associated with construction.

It is recommended that earthworks at the subject site should commence during the summer months, when
the locality does not experience significant rainfall, thereby minimising risks associated with runoff.

Due to the promotion of at source treatments within the development, the amount of sediment entering
receiving environments post-construction is expected to be minimal.

Riparian vegetation will be planted in the treatment system to maximise the amount of fine sediments
removed from surface water.

5.3 Structural Best Management Practices

Within the development a number of WSUD elements will be implemented to satisfy the structural best
management practice (BMP) requirements. These are summarised in Table 4 below and are discussed in
further detail in the following Sections.

Table 4. WSUD elements for structural BMPs.

Responsibility

* Infiltration

Lot/group housing Lot Owner * Amended topsoils
* Mulch and other groundcover

Street Local Authority ® Street sweeping
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Responsibility

Infiltration
Sedimentation traps
Retention / detention areas

Estate Local Authority Vegetated swales
Groundwater re-use

5.3.1 Lot/ Group Housing Level Structural BMPs

Infiltration of stormwater is common practice in Western Australian land development projects and is
considered an appropriate at source control measure that can significantly reduce the magnitude and
volume of stormwater runoff generated from the site.

Rainwater generated from roof areas can be infiltrated into the groundwater without the need for pre-
treatment, on the basis that the roof areas generate significantly lower nutrient loads. Runoff from
residential buildings can be directed to the road stormwater infrastructure.

5.3.2 Street Level Structural BMPs

Road design for amenity should be separated from road design for flood protection based on the
stormwater infrastructure requirements as a function of road hierarchy. Three types of design criteria are
applicable:

* Pollution control — low level of requirement;
* Convenience and nuisance control — medium level of requirement; and
* Flood control — high / main level of requirement.

Road design will be discussed in further detail in the UWMP.

5.3.3 Estate Level Structural BMPs

It is proposed to establish a series of vegetated roadside swales within the development. Vegetated swales
can be designed to perform both a detention storage function as well as a treatment function regarding
the removal of sediment in the conveyance of stormwater.

5.4 Non-S$fructural Best Management Practices

A series of non-structural BMPs derived from the Stormwater Management Manual for Western Australia
(Dow 2007) will be implemented for use in the development in combination with structural measures.

At a development scale, landscaping will consist primarily of native plantings which will require limited
irrigation.

At a lot level, residents will be encouraged to use native vegetation for planting. Sustainability Packages
will be provided at the point of sale, outlining appropriate fertiliser regimes and when and how it should
be applied.
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6 WETLAND MANAGEMENT

As previously discussed, a small portion of the subject site contains a RE wetland. This management
category aims to protect the existing functions and ecological quality of the system and further enhance it
through rehabilitation.

The design and management of the proposed subdivision will focus on maintaining the natural attributes

and values that the area supports. Implementation of the proposed Structure Plan will result in the:

e Retention of wetlands with environmental values; and
* Retention of significant vegetation.

Due to the small amount of intact native vegetation remaining in the subject site, a key objective of the
LWMS is to ensure that all areas of good quality native vegetation within the retained wetlands are
protected.

A Landscaping and Revegetation Plan will be prepared which will provide management guidelines for the
subject site, addressing a range of issues including access, management and revegetation. The aim of the
Landscaping and Revegetation Plan will be to:

* Preserve the wetland’s ecological values;

¢ Design and program for the wetland areas to provide habitat for native fauna;

¢ Incorporate water sensitive urban design principles;

* Reduce the potential for eutrophication of the water bodies by incorporating nutrient stripping
features throughout the drainage systems; and

¢ Ensure that the hydrological regime and water balance for the wetland system is consistent with
regimes in wetlands within the local area in order to be capable of supporting the range of biota.
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7 IMPLEMENTATION

7.1 Maintenance Measures

The surface water drainage system may require periodic maintenance to ensure its efficient operation. It
is considered that the following operating and maintenance practices will be implemented:

+ Removal of debris to prevent blockages;

* Street sweeping to reduce particulate build up on road surfaces and gutters;

* Cleaning of sediment build up and litter layer on the bottom of swales;

¢ Undertake education campaigns regarding source control practices to minimise pollutant runoff
into stormwater drainage system.

Specifically, the operation and maintenance program provided within Table 5 is proposed.

Table 5. LWMS actions and responsibilities.

Maintenance of swales Quarterly, until two years after practical
Water Quality . .
d Quantity and surface water completion of the development or until
and Quanti
drainage infrastructure hand over to the City of Busselton
Plant establishment One to two years after planting
Reserves ) Annually for two years until handover to
Maintenance of Reserves )
the City of Busselton
As required until two vyears after
The proponent = completion of the development. The
Drainage Maintenance of drainage extent of the maintenance commitment
Infrastructure  infrastructure will be confirmed with the City of
Busselton at the UWMP stage of the
development.
Construction and site As required during construction until hand
Subdivision works management over to the City of Busselton
Management = Waste and pollution As required during construction until hand
management over to the City of Busselton

7.2 Monitoring

No post development monitoring is proposed as part of this LWMS since the development is of a rural
nature and poses a low risk to the receiving environment.

7.3 Additional Work

The preparation of an UWMP will be required as a condition of subdivision clearances. It is recommended
that a UWMP is completed for the entire Structure Plan area regardless of whether subdivision occurs on
a staged basis. Specifically, the UWMP will include the following design measures in more detail:

¢ Detailed stormwater drainage design including landscaping details;

* Specific detailed information on structural and non-structural best management practices to be
implemented;

* Final subdivision layout including final cut and fill levels, minor and major drainage layouts and

overland flow paths;
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* Management of subdivisional works, including dewatering or dust suppression if required;
* Reserve management including proposed revegetation methods and species;

* Finalised monitoring performance values and list of likely contingency measures; and

* Finalised implementation plan including roles and responsibilities of all parties involved.
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Lot 176, 201 and 9000 Rendezvous Rd, Vasse
Local Water Management Strategy

APPENDIX A — STRUCTURE PLAN
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Bushfire management plan/Statement addressing
the Bushfire Protection Criteria coversheet

Site address: |Lots (176,201,9000) Rendezvous Road, Vasse (BPP# 180831)

Site visit: Yes No D

Date of site visit (if applicable): Day |23

Month 3 J‘ Year 2022

Report author or reviewer: Mike Scott (BPAD L3) & Michael Whitelaw (BPAD L2)

WA BPAD accreditation level (please circle):
Not accredited D Level 1 BAL assessor D Level 2 practitioner Level 3 practitioner

If accredited please provide the following.

BPAD accreditation number: 27795 .’ Accreditation expiry: Month 'Febfuary } Year 12023

Bushfire management plan version number: f1.2

Bushfire management plan date: Day 5 7 Month ‘?4 R Year 52022'

Client/business name: |Able Planning & Project Management

Has the BAL been calculated by a method other than method 1 as outlined in AS3959
(tick no if AS3959 method 1 has been used to calculate the BAL)?

Have any of the bushfire protection criteria elements been addressed through the use of a
performance principle (tick no if only acceptable solutions have been used to address all of the
bushfire protection criteria elements)?

v
v

Is the proposal any of the following (see 5P°P 3.7 for definifions)? e 0
Unavoidable development (in BAL-40 or BAL-FZ) v
Strategic planning proposal (including rezoning applications) v

High risk land-use v
Vulnerable land-use v

None of the above

Note: Only if one (or more) of the above answers in the tables is yes should the decision maker (e.g. local government
or the WAPC) refer the proposal to DFES for comment.

Why has it been given one of the above listed classifications (E.g. Considered vulnerable land-use as the
development is for accommodation of the eldery, etc.)?

Strategic Proposal - Structure Plan

The information provided within this bushfire management plan to the best of my knowledge is frue and correct:

Signature of report author ,}f__ P e

or reviewer ﬁ :

Date |5/4/2022
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BUSHFIRE PRONE
PLANNING

/

Bushfire Management Plan

Lots (176, 201, 9000) Rendezvous Road, Vasse

City of Busselton

19 October 2022

Planning Stage: Strategic Proposal - Structure Plan

Planning Development Type: Subdivision - Large Number of Lots (37)

Job Number: 180831

Assessment Date: 27 July 2021

Report Date: 5 April 2022
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BPP Group Pty Lid t/a Bushfire Prone Planning
ACN: 39 166 551 784 | ABN: 39 166 551 784

Level 1, 159-161 James Sireet
Guildford WA 6055

PO Box 388
Guildford WA 6935

08 6477 1144 | admin@bushfireprone.com.au

BUSHFIRE PRONE
/.PI.ANNING

DOCUMENT CONTROL

PREPARATION

Author: Mick Whitelaw (BPAD Level 2 - No. 37265) P

Review/Authorise: | Mike Scott (BPAD Level 3 - No. 27795) #;fﬁ‘:j:/
VERSION HISTORY
Version Version Details Date
1.0 Original 25 February 2019
1.1 Revised Proposal (2021) 14 September 2021
1.2 Site Plan Updates (2022) 5 April 2022

BMP (Subdivision) Template v8.4

DISTRIBUTION

No. Hard |Electronic

Destination Version Copies | Copy Copy

Person/Business: Able Planning & Project Management

Email: aaron@ableplanning.com.au 12 L = @

Limitation of Liability: The measures contained in this Bushfire Management Plan, are considered to be
minimum requirements and they do not guarantee that a building will not be damaged in a bushfire,
persons injured, or fatalities occur either on the subject site or off the site while evacuating. This is
substantially due to the unpredictable nature and behaviour of fire and fire weather conditions.
Additionally, the correct implementation of the required bushfire protection measures will depend
upon, among other things, the ongoing actions of the landowners and/or operators over which Bushfire
Prone Planning has no control. All surveys, forecasts, projections and recommendations made in this
report associated with the proposed development are made in good faith based on information
available to Bushfire Prone Planning at the fime. All maps included herein are indicative in nature and
are not to be used for accurate calculations. Notwithstanding anything contained therein, Bushfire
Prone Planning will not, except as the law may require, be liable for any loss or other consequences
whether or not due to the negligence of their consultants, their servants or agents, arising out of the
services provided by their consultants.

Copyright ©2022 BPP Group Pty Lid: All intellectual property rights, including copyright, in format and
proprietary content contained in documents created by Bushfire Prone Planning, remain the property of
BPP Group Pty Ltd. Any use made of such format or content without the prior written approval of Bushfire
Prone Planning. will constitute an infringement on the rights of the Company which reserves all legal rights
and remedies in respect of any such infringement.
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Bushfire Prone Planning (BPP Group Pty Ltd) has been commissioned by Able Planning & Project
Management to prepare a Bushfire Management Plan for Lots (176,201,9000) Rendezvous Road,
Vasse, in the City of Busselton. The proposed subdivision site (37 Lots) of approximately 10 hectares
in size is within a designated bushfire prone area and the Proposal requires the application of
State Planning Policy No. 3.7: Planning in Bushfire Prone Areas (SPP 3.7).

Against the Bushfire Protection Criteria, the decision maker’s assessment of the Proposal will be
on the basis of it being able to meet the Acceptable Solutions, once consfruction and
landscaping is complete. The assessed bushfire risk is considered to be manageable and will be
achieved by the identified stakeholders implementing and maintaining the bushfire risk
management measures that are presented in this Plan. Assessment of the planned location,
vegetation and consideration of existing infrastructure indicates that compliance is able to be
achieved against all applicable bushfire related legislation, policy, standards and guidelines,
including the Bushfire Protection Criteria.

Contained within this bushfire management plan, contour mapping is utilised to visually show the
potential radiant heat impacts (from bushfire prone vegetation), as separate Bushfire Attack
Level contours across the site. The BAL's have been derived for the proposed Lots within the
assessed area. The purpose is fo inform future development planning by indicating the Bushfire
Attack Levels (BAL's) that future buildings, within the development site, are potentially subject to.

Rendezvous Road, Bendjar Grove and the development of an internal road network will provide
safe access and egress to two different destinations. As sealed public roads, they will be available
to all residents and the public at all times and under all weather conditions.

The site will be provided with a reticulated water supply. Hydrants will be installed in accordance
with the relevant water corporation standards.

Future buildings within 100 metres of classified vegetation will be constructed to standards which
correspond to the determined BAL's, as detailed by AS 3959-2018 Construction of buildings in
bushfire prone areas. As this proposal does not identify the actual location of future building
works, there may be arequirement by the City o determine the BAL ratings for individual building
works once a building site has been identified.

180831 - Lots (176,201,9000) Rendezvous Road, Vasse (BMP_SD)_v1.2 2
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1 PROPOSAL DETAILS

1.1 Description and Associated Plans and Maps

Proponent Banyanda Investments Pty. Lid.

Bushfire Prone Planning
Commissioned to Produce the Able Planning & Project Management
Bushfire Management Plan (BMP) By:

For Submission To: WA Planning Commission (WAPC)

Purpose of the BMP: To accompany a Strategic Proposal (Structure Plan)
‘Subdivision’ Site Area: Approx. 10 Hectares

No. of Existing lots: 3

No. of Proposed Lofs: 37

180831 - Lots (176,201,9000) Rendezvous Road, Vasse (BMP_SD)_v1.2 3
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1.2 Existing Documentation Relevant to the Construction of this Plan

This section acknowledges any known reports or plans that have been prepared for previous planning
stages, that refer to the subject area and that may or will impact upon the assessment of bushfire risk
and/or the implementation of bushfire protection measures and will be referenced in this Bushfire
Management Plan.

Table 2.1: Existing relevant documentation.

RELEVANT EXISTING DOCUMENTS

Copy
Existing Document Provided Title
by Client
Site Plan Yes DRAFT é - LOT 176 RENDEZVQUS ROAD, VASSE
Certificate of title and Easement
information Yes Superseded CT - Lot 176 & Easements
Environmental Informeation/ Report Yes Figure 3 from 1832_Vasse East LWMS?\/Lreduced
(Accendo Australia)

Historical Bushfire Risk Assessments Yes 180831 - Lot 176, 201 & 9000, Rendezvous Road, Vasse
(Fire Management Plan - 2020) (BMP)_v1.0
Historical Bushfire Risk Assessments Yes 180831 - Lot 176, 201 & 9000, Rendezvous Road, Vasse
(Fire Management Plan - 2021) {BMP)_v1.1
Overall Development Plan Yes 20 EAST VASSE STRUCTURE PLAN (1997)
Shire of Busselton (Strategy Plan) Yes Busselton_Urban_Growth_Strategy_Plan (1999)
South West Fire Services - FMP Yes Fire Management Plan (2014)
Accendo Ausfralia - Yes P1543_Wetland Management Plan_V3 (Jan 2017)
Management Plan

. Surveyed Tree Qverlay V2 —Lots 1746, 201 & 9000/
Detailed Tree Survey (9-2-21) Yes Houses 604,580 and 578, Rendezvous Road, Vasse

180831 - Lots (176,201,9000) Rendezvous Road, Vasse (BMP_SD)_v1.2 8
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2 ENVIRONMENTAL CONSIDERATIONS

2.1 Native Vegetation - Restrictions fo Modification and/or Clearing.

Many bushfire prone areas also have high biodiversity values. SPP 3.7 policy objective 5.4 recognises the
need to consider bushfire risk management measures alongside environmental, biodiversity and
conservation values (Guidelines 52.3). There is a requirement fo identify the need for onsite modification
and/or clearing of native vegetation and whether this might frigger potential envircnmental
impact/referral requirements under State and Federal environmental legislation. Confirmation that any
proposed native vegetation modification and/or clearing is acceptable, should be received from the
relevant agencies by the proponent and provided fo the bushfire consultant for inclusion in the Bushfire
Management Plan if it will influence the required bushfire planning assessments and cutcomes. The
following table details any potential environmental restrictions of which the author of this report is aware.

Vegetation Modification and Clearing Assessment

Yes (Refer to Figure 3.1.1 — Indicative AP7)

Any retained vegetation or proposed revegetation/ landscaping works within the
nominated Asset Protection Zone will be managed in accordance with the technical
requirements established by the Schedule 1: 'Standards for Asset Protection Zones
[Guidelines).

Will on-site
clearing of native
vegetation be
required?

Additional Advice from the Proponent (31-3-2022):

1. The east / west section of Lot 2004 (Reserve for Pedestrian Access and Drainage) is to be used for
a shared path (2.5 m wide pavement) with the remainder to be woodchip mulched and / or
covered in crushed limestone (the latter is used to prevents weeds spread from private lots to the
current UCL / eventual reserve to the north). The three significant existing trees in this section will be
retained where possible. This section has been deemed by the City of Busselton to be classifiable
vegetation as management of grasses and weeds cannot be guaranteed (Refer to Figure 3.1.1).

2. The north / south sections of Lot 2004 will contain rock pitched drainage swales / basins on one side
and shared path (2.5 m wide pavement) to the other, with pea gravel spread to the surrounds and
base of the swales / basins. These sections are deemed by the City of Busselton to be excluded
from classification (low-threat) {Refer to Figure 3.1.1)

3. Lots 2001, 2002 and 2003 will remain Class A Forest, which provides the ability for some rehabilitation
to occurin these areas if required (Refer to Figure 3.1.1).

4. The subject land is not in an Environmentally Sensitive Area, nor subject to a Conservation category
wetland. It has only Resource Enhancement and Multiple Use wetlands, but these do not prevent
development in accordance with a structure plan.

Assessment

The bushfire assessment and management strategies contained in the BMP, assume there are no
environmental restrictions over the site or clearing permit exemptions will apply. The key assumption used
to facilitate the determining of Bushfire Attack Levels on the Procposed development site is that vegetation
onsite is under the control of the landowner and therefore can be removed or modified as required. (Note:
any proposed vegetation removal may be subject fo local govermment approval, dependent on the lot's
specific situation with respect to identified environmental protection areas and the lot size).

It is advised that the proponent seek advice from the City for further information on the condition and
species contained within the proposed development area and the requirement for referral of the proposal
or the requirements for a detailed vegetation management plan for this site.

180831 - Lots (176,201,9000) Rendezvous Road, Vasse (BMP_SD)_v1.2 9
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3 POTENTIAL BUSHFIRE IMPACT ASSESSMENT

3.1 Assessment Input

3.1.1 Fire Danger Index (FDI) Applied

AS 3959:2018 Table 2.1 specifies the fire danger index values to apply for different regions.

Table 3.1: Applied FDI Value

FDI VALUE

Vegetation Areas = peTr:th:S;S?:QmS A p?-!’o?::?of:r the Value Applied
1-11 80 N/A 80

3.1.2 Vegetation Classification and Effective Slope

Classificafion: Bushfire prone vegetatfion identification and classification has been conducted in
accordance with AS 3959:2018 52.2.3 and the Visual Guide for Bushfire Risk Assessmentin WA (DoP February
2016). When more than one vegetation type is present, each type is identified separately, and the applied
classification considers the potential bushfire intensity and behaviour from the vegetation types present
and ensures the worst-case scenario is accounted for - this may not be from the predominant vegetation
type. The vegetation structure has been assessed as it will be in its mature state.

Effective Slope: Refers fo the ground slope under each area of classified vegetation and is described in
the direction relative to the view from the building or proposed development site. Effective slope is not the
same as ‘average slope’, rather it is the slope which most significantly influences fire behaviour. This slope
has a direct and significant influence on a bushfire's rate of spread and intensity.

Table 3.1.2: Vegetation classification and effective slope (Pre-Development)

ALL VEGETATION WITHIN 150 METRES OF THE PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT

v . ) i : i ; Effective Slope (degrees)?
syt it veseoentioes || Aeptesyesooen | rnamaenod
Assessed Applied Range
1 Open forest A-03 Class A Forest 0 upslope or flat
2 Woodland B-05 Class B Woodland 0 upslope or flat
3 Sown pasture G-26 Class G Grassland 0 upslope or flat
4 Woodland B-05 Class B Woodland 0 upslope or flat
5 Open forest A-03 Class A Forest 0 upslope or flat
6 Open forest A-03 Class A Forest 0 upslope or flat
7 Open forest A-03 Class A Forest 0 upslope or flat
8 Open scrub D-14 Class D Scrub 0 upslope or flat
9 Sown pasture G-26 Class G Grassland 0 upslope or flat
o | ecwsed-vonsges | Chdseomouiecien) |
Vegetation

180831 - Lots (176,201,9000) Rendezvous Road, Vasse (BMP_SD)_v1.2
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VEGETATION AREA 1

AS 3959:2018 Vegetation Classification Applied: Class A Forest

Vegetation Type Present: Open forest A-03

Description/Justification: Mixed Eucalypt, Banksia & Peppermint Forest (12-14m high) >70% Canopy
Cover, scrub/ Balga understory

DIRECTION 33.68520°S ACCURACY 6 m
48 deg(T) 11 106°E DATUM WGS84

Photo ID: Ta Photo ID: 1b

VEGETATION AREA 2
AS 3959:2018 Vegetation Classification Applied: Class B Woodland

Vegetation Type Present: Woodland B-05

Mixed Eucalypt Woodland with limited understory (Unmanaged

Description/Justification: Windbreaks)

33,68366°S ACCURACY 6 =
115.26261° € DATUM W

Photo ID: 2a Photo ID: 2b

180831 - Lots (176,201,9000) Rendezvous Road, Vasse (BMP_SD)_v1.2 11
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VEGETATION AREA 3
AS 3959:2018 Vegetation Classification Applied: Class G Grassland

Vegetation Type Present: Sown pasture G-26

Description/Justification: | Open Grassland within the development site

DIRECTION 33.68375°S ACCURACY 1.19 km
304 deg(T) 115.26258°E DATUM WGS84

Photo ID: 3a Photo ID: 3b
VEGETATION AREA 4

AS 3959:2018 Vegetation Classification Applied: Class B Woodland

Vegetation Type Present: Woodland B-05

Mixed Eucalypt Woodland with limited understory (Unmanaged Windbreaks)
- Semi managed bushland (historical) that is not being managed as low
Description/Justification: |threat vegetation. The precautionary principle has been applied. Note: There
are restrictions on accessing individual properties/ backyards to assess the
status of vegetation (Managed/ unmanaged).

Photo ID: 4a Photo ID: 4b
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VEGETATION AREA 5

AS 3959:2018 Vegetation Classification Applied: Class A Forest

Vegetation Type Present: Open forest A-03

Description/Justification: Wetlcnq vegetation >70% Canopy Cover, Mixed Paperbark & Eucalypt,
Forest with a scrub understory

ACCURACY 4
DATUM WGS84

Photo ID: 5a Photo ID: 5b

VEGETATION AREA 6
AS 3959:2018 Vegetation Classification Applied: Class A Forest

Vegetation Type Present: Open forest A-03

Jarrah & Marri Forest (12-14m high) >70% Canopy Cover, scrub/ balga

Description/Justification: understory

Photo ID: 6a Photo ID: é6b
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AS 3959:2018 Vegetation Classification Applied:

Class A Forest

Vegetation Type Present:

Open forest A-03

Description/Justification:  |Eucalypt Forest with a scrub understory (Roadside Vegetation)

33,68534'S
115.26105°€

Photo ID: 7a

AS 3959:2018 Vegetation Classification Applied:

Photo ID: 7b

VEGETATION AREA 8

Class D Scrub

Vegetation Type Present:

Open scrub D-14

Description/Justification: |Wetland Area (Revegetation works being maintained as Scrub)

33.68366°S ACCURACY 12 m
115.26131°E DATUM WGS84

DIRECTION
345 deg(T)

33.68325°S
115.26119°€

ACCURACY 4 m
DATUM WGS84

Photo ID: 8a

Photo ID: 8b
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VEGETATION AREA ¢

AS 3959:2018 Vegetation Classification Applied: Class G Grassland

Vegetation Type Present: Sown pasture G-26

Description/Justification: | Open Grassland outside the development site (neighbouring properties)

DIRECTION 33.68519"S ACCURACY 6 »
271 deg(T) 115.26108°E DATUM WGS84

Photo ID: 9a Photo ID: 9b

VEGETATION AREA 10

Excluded as per Section 2.2.3.2 (f) Low Threat
Vegetation

AS 3959:2018 Vegetation Classification Applied:

Vegetation Type Present: Excluded Vegetation - Managed Grassland

Residential area- Managed Grass around buildings/ Gardens/ Cleared

Description/Justification: Areas

33.68233°S
115.26135°E

Photo ID: 10a Photo ID: 10b

Note: This assessment is reliant on the surrounding land (Area 10) being maintained in a low fuel condition
as per the City's Firebreak Notice, reflecting the state of the vegetation at the time of the assessment. There
are restrictions on accessing individual properties/ backyards to assess the status of vegetation (Managed/
unmanaged).

180831 - Lots (176,201,9000) Rendezvous Road, Vasse (BMP_SD)_v1.2 15
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Table 3.1.3: Vegetation classification and effective sicpe (Post - Development)

ALL VEGETATION WITHIN 150 METRES OF THE PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT

. Effective Slope (degrees)?
Vegetation | Identified Vegetation Types ! Applied Vegetation
2018 M 1
Area or Description if ‘Excluded’ Classification ! e SO EEl )
Assessed Applied Range
Excluded as per Section
] Excluded - Managed 2.23.2 (f) Low Threat - .
Vegetation .
Vegetation
_ Excluded as per Section
2 E"C'“ﬁzde k’;’;i‘;’:\“ged 2.2.3.2 (f) Low Threat - .
9 Vegetation
Excluded as per Section
3 Bxcluded - Managed 2232 (f) Low Threat - -
Vegetation N
Vegetation
4 Woodland B-05 Class B Woodland 0 upslope or flat
5 Open forest A-03 Class A Forest 0 upslope or flat
6 Open forest A-03 Class A Forest 0 upslope or flat
7 Open forest A-03 Class A Forest 0 upslope or flat
8 Open scrub D-14 Class D Scrub 0 upslope or flat
9 Sown pasture G-26 Class G Grassland 0 upslope or flat
Excluded as per Section
Excluded - Managed
10 Vegetation 2.2.3.2{f) Low Threat - -
Vegetation

*Note - The formation of Area 11 is a result of the east / west section of Proposed Lot 2004 (Reserve for
Pedestrian Access and Drainage) being used for a shared path (2.5 m wide pavement) with the remainder
to be woodchip mulched and / or covered in crushed limestone (the latter is used to prevents weeds
spread from private lots fo the current UCL / eventual reserve to the north). The three significant existing
trees in this section will be retained where possible. This section has been deemed by the City of Busselton
to be classifiable vegetation as management of grasses and weeds cannot be guaranteed {Based on
Advice from the Proponent 31-3-2022).
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VEGETATION AREA 11 - Post Development Vegetation Classification

AS 3959:2018 Vegetation Classification Applied: Class B Woodland

Vegetation Type Present: Woodland B-05

The east / west section of Proposed Lot 2004 (8-metre-wide strip “Reserve for
Pedestrian Access and Drainage”) is to be used for a shared path (2.5 m wide
pavement) with the remainder to be woodchip mulched and / or covered in
crushed limestone (the latter is used to prevents weeds spread from private
lots to the current UCL / eventual reserve to the north). The three significant
existing trees in this section will be retained where possible. This section has
Description/Justification: [been deemed by the City of Busselton to be classifiable vegetation as
management of grasses and weeds cannot be guaranteed.

The precautionary principle has been applied and the most appropriate
vegetation classification for this area (Post Development) was deemed to be
Class B Woodland, as this narrow strip of vegetation will have limited overstory
and a significantly modified understory.

2022-03-23
13:56:52+08: 00

Photo ID: 11a Photo ID: 11b

DIRECTION 33.68207°S
309 deglT) 115.26279'€
vy T * @ o ; ,?

~" é

Photo ID: 11¢ Photo ID: 11d
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3.2 Assessment Output

3.2.1 Bushfire Attack Level Resulis - BAL Contour Map Format

INTERPRETATION OF THE BUSHFIRE ATTACK LEVEL (BAL) CONTOUR MAP

The contour map will present different coloured contour intervals extending from the areas of classified
bushfire prone vegetation. These represent the different bushfire attack levels that will exist at varying
distances away from the classified vegetation in the event of a bushfire in that vegetation. The areas of
classified vegetation to be considered in developing the BAL contours, are those that will remain as the
intended end state of the subject development once earthworks, clearing and/or landscaping and re-
vegetation have been completed (or each stage completed). That range is defined by the AS 3959:2018
BAL determination methodology.

VEGETATION AREAS APPLIED TO THE DEVELOPMENT OF THE BAL CONTOUR MAP

All identified areas of classified vegetation have been applied with the following exceptions:

1. The BAL contours are constructed based on the Figure 3.1.1: Vegetation classification and effective
slope. (Post - development)

2. For Figure 3.2, dll classified vegetation within the proposed subdivision site is excluded and the BAL
contours are constructed into the lot from any classified vegetation outside the boundaries; and

This approach is applied to indicate the achievable bushfire attack levels within the specified lot and the
resultant area of developable land (i.e. subject to BAL-29 or less). It is based on the following assumptions:

1. Any classified vegetation within each lot can potentially be managed by the landowner fo meet
asset protection zone standards and dimensions comresponding to an indicated BAL; and

2. Each lot must be considered independent of what development may or may not take place on
the adjoining lot.

VEGETATION SEPARATION DISTANCES APPLIED

Table 3.1: Vegetation separation distances applied to construct the BAL contours.

BAL CONTOUR MAP — APPLIED VEGETATION SEPARATION DISTANCES

Derived from the Application of Method 1 BAL Determination Methodology (AS 3959:2018 Section 2,
Table 2.5)!
.§_ ) BAL and Corresponding Separation Distance (m)
% 8 Vegetation Effective Slope
< lassificati 3
g FRsliseies (degreerange) | paLF7 | BAL40 | BAL-29 | BAL-19 [BALIZS| A
>
4 | Class B Woodland upslope or flat <10 10-<14 | 14-<20 | 20-<29 |29-<100( =100
5 Class A Forest upslope or flat <16 16-<21 | 21-<31 | 31-<42 | 42-<100| >100
b Class A Forest upslope or flat <16 16-<21 | 21-<31 | 31-<42 [42-<100| >100
7 Class A Forest upslope or flat <14 16-<21 | 21-<31 | 31-<42 |42-<100| =>100
8 Class D Scrub upslope or flat <10 10-<13 | 13-<19 | 19-<27 | 27-<100| =100
9 | Class G Grassland upslope or flat <6 6-<8 8§-<12 | 12-<17 | 17-<50 >50
11 | Class B Woodland downslope >0-5 <13 13<17 | 17-<25 | 25-<35 | 35-<100| =100

180831 - Lots (176,201,9000) Rendezvous Road, Vasse (BMP_SD)_v1.2 20
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3.2.2 Bushfire Attack Level Results - Derived from The BAL Contour Map

Table 3.2.2: Indicative BAL(s) for future building works on proposed lots. (*Refer to Section 5.2)

BUSHFIRE ATTACK LEVEL FOR FUTURE BUILDING WORKS ON PROPOSED LOTS

BAL Determination Methodology Applied |Method 1 as per AS 3959:2018 52.2.6 and Table 2.5.
Lot No. Indicative BAL Lot No. Indicative BAL

101 BAL - FZ (Indicative *BAL-29) 120 BAL-12.5
102 BAL - FZ (Indicative *BAL-29) 121 BAL - FZ (Indicative *BAL-29)
103 BAL — FZ (Indicative *BAL-29) 122 BAL - FZ (Indicative *BAL-29)
104 BAL - FZ (Indicative *BAL-29) 123 BAL - FZ (Indicative *BAL-29)
105 BAL - FZ (Indicative *BAL-29) 124 BAL - FZ (Indicative *BAL-29)
106 BAL - FZ (Indicative *BAL-29) 301 BAL - FZ (Indicative *BAL-29)
107 BAL-12.5 302 BAL - FZ (Indicative *BAL-29)
108 BAL - FZ (Indicative *BAL-29) 303 BAL - FZ (Indicative *BAL-29)
109 BAL - FZ (Indicative *BAL-29) 304 BAL-12.5
110 BAL - FZ (Indicative *BAL-29) 305 BAL-12.5
m BAL - FZ (Indicative *BAL-29) 306 BAL-12.5
112 BAL - FZ (Indicative *BAL-29) 307 BAL - FZ (Indicative *BAL-29)
13 BAL - FZ (Indicative *BAL-29) 308 BAL - FZ (Indicative *BAL-29)
114 BAL-12.5 309 BAL - FZ (Indicative *BAL-29)
115 BAL-125 310 BAL - FZ (Indicative *BAL-29)
16 BAL-12.5 311 BAL - FZ (Indicative *BAL-29)
17 BAL-12.5 312 BAL - FZ (Indicative *BAL-29)
118 BAL-125 201 BAL - FZ (Indicative *BAL-29)
19 BAL-12.5

Advice from the Proponent (31-3-2022):

* A ‘habitable building exclusion area’ has been applied to Lots 101 = 113, 121 — 124, 301 - 303 and 307 -
312 based on the following setback parameters: Any portion of the lot/s impacted by BAL-FZ or BAL-40 is a
setback where it is greater than the R-Code setbacks listed below.

In all other cases apply RS setbacks being-
- 12 m from the primary street;
- 6 m from the secondary streef;

- 6 m from the rear

180831 - Lots (176,201,9000) Rendezvous Road, Vasse (BMP_SD)_v1.2 22



200
Bushfire Management Plan

Council 19 October 2022

13.1 Attachment G

‘! ‘gnnnl PRONE
7T PUANNING

4 IDENTIFICATION OF BUSHFIRE HAZARD ISSUES

In response to the Bushfire Management Plan requirements established by Appendix 5 of the Guidelines
for Planning in Bushfire Prone Areas (WAPC 2017 v1.3), the following statements are made to assist in the
understanding of whether the proposal is likely o be able to comply with the bushfire protection criteria
now or in subsequent planning stages.

Spatial Context - Broader Landscape Considerations

Wider road network and
access constraints

The surrounding area has an extensive public road network associated with the
residential zoning and corresponding lot sizes. The proposed subdivision will
improve vehicle access/egress options for existing landowners to the west of
proposed subdivision site by providing through access onto Rendezvous Road
from Bendjar Grove.

Proximity of settlements
and emergency services

The Busselton town centre is <6 km from site. Emergency services are in the
Busselton townsite.

Bushfire prone
vegetation types and
extent

There are significant extents of bushfire prone vegetation (predominantly
Grassland and vegetation associated with the water courses) across the
broader landscape.

Topography and fire
behaviour interactions.

Onsite Vegetation

Bushfire Hazard Issues

The topography of the area is predominately flat, with limited areas of slope
adjacent to the wetland area.

The key assumption used to facilitate the determining of Bushfire Attack Levels
on the Proposed development site is that vegetation onsite is under the control
of the landowner and therefore can be removed or modified as required.

(Note: any proposed vegetation removal may be subject to local government
approval, dependent on the lot's specific situation with respect to identified
environmental protection areas and the lot size).

Offsite Vegetation

Vegetation offsite is not within the control of the landowner and therefore the
vegetation cannot be removed or modified. As a result, the BAL impact from
these vegetation areas is unable to be reduced.

180831 - Lots (176,201,9000) Rendezvous Road, Vasse (BMP_SD)_v1.2
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5  ASSESSMENT AGAINST THE BUSHFIRE PROTECTION CRITERIA ESTABLISHED BY THE
GUIDELINES

For a subdivision application to be considered compliant with SPP 3.7, it must satisfy (achieve) the intent
of each of the four elements of the bushfire protection criteria. These criteria are established by the
Guidelines for Planning in Bushfire Prone Areas WAPC 2017 v1.3).

5.1 Summary of Assessment Against the Bushfire Protection Criteria
SUMMARISED OUTCOME OF THE ASSESSMENT AGAINST THE BUSHFIRE PROTECTION CRITERIA
Basis for the Proposal Achieving Full Compliance with
SPP 3.7 The Proposal Cannot Achieve
Acceptable Solutions | Achieves the Intent of the | Full Compliance with SPP 3.7
Met Element
All applicable solutions
are not fully met.
Element of the '/ } ) An
Bushfire N hert baced A Bushf!re |rr_1proverr.\enf
Protection All assessment and/ora | performance planning in bushfire
Criteria applicable | bushfire performance | principle- ceyelcpmonty(fEaromaice
solutions are comparison of the based lype Tha_t My | CoTpa e'd 2
X 5 S not require full | the existing
fully met proposals residual risk solution is 3 2
: 5 - compliance is | development
with that of the residual applied dholled T dotalled
risk of the acceptable PP (refer Note 4)
solution is conducted
(refer Note 4)

1. Location v - - -

2. Siting and
Design of v _ _ -
Development

N/A

3. Vehicular
Access v - - -

4. Water v - - -

Note: The development proposal has been assessed:

1. Against the requirements established in Appendix 4 of the Guidelines for Planning in Bushfire Prone
Areas, WAPC 2017 vl.3 (Guidelines). The Guidelines are found at
https://www.planning.wa.gov.au/8194.aspx; and

2. Applying the interpretation guidance provided in Position Statement: Planning in bushfire prone areas
- Demonstrating Element 1: Location and Element 2: Siting and design (WAPC Nov 2019).

180831 - Lots (176,201,9000) Rendezvous Road, Vasse (BMP_SD)_v1.2 24
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5.2 Assessment Detail

Element 1: Location

Intent: To ensure that strategic planning proposals, subdivision and development applications are located
in areas with the least possible risk of bushfire to facilitate the protection of people, property and

infrastructure.

Compliance: How the proposed By fully meeting all applicable acceptable solutions
development achieves the intent of established by the bushfire protection criteria (Guidelines
Element 1: v1.3 WAPC 2017)

ASSESSMENT (COMPLIANCE) STATEMENTS
For each applicable acceptable solution, the following statements present the results of the assessment
of the proposed development/use against the requirements established by the Guidelines (WAPC 2017
v1.3) and apply the interpretation guidance established by the Position Statement: Planning in bushfire
prone areas — Demonstrating Element 1: Location and Element 2: Siting and design (WAPC Nov 2019).

Acceptable Solution: Al.1: Development Location

DPLH Position Statement: Planning in bushfire prone areas (Relevant Extracts)

Demonstrating Element 1: Location and Element 2: Siting and design November 2019

5.2.2 Structure plans (where lot layout is known) and subdivision applications (BAL Contour Map)

If areas within the subject site have a rating of BAL-40 or BAL-FZ, it should be demonstrated that these
areas will be incorporated into the design to increase separation between buildings and bushfire prone
vegetation.

Advice from the Proponent (31-3-2022):

* A ‘habitable building exclusion area' has been applied to Lots 101 - 113, 121 - 124, 301 - 303 and 307 -
312 based on the following setback parameters: Any portion of the lot impacted by BAL-FZ or BAL-40 is
setback where it is greater than the R-Code setbacks listed below.

In all other cases apply RS setbacks being-
- 12 m from the primary sfreet; 6 m from the secondary street; 6 m from the rear

Assessment: The proposed subdivision will provide an area of land within each lot that can be considered
suitable for development (BAL 29 Rating or below) as BAL-40 or BAL-FZ construction standards will not be
required to be applied. This meets the requirements established by Acceptable Solution Al.1.

¢ Theindicative BAL Contour Map demonstrates that the proposed subdivision will provide an area
of land within each lot that can be considered suitable for development (BAL 29 Rating or below)
as BAL-40 or BAL-FZ construction standards will not be required to be applied.

The proposed development achieves compliance by:

. By ensuring future building work on the lot/s can be located on an area that will be subject to
potential radiant heat from a bushfire not exceeding 29 kW/m?2 (i.e. a BAL rating of BAL-29 or less will
apply). This can be achieved by using positioning, design and appropriate vegetation
removal/modification; and

. Managing the remaining bushfire risk to an acceptable level by the existence/implementation
and ongoing maintenance of all required bushfire protection measures, as identified within this Plan. These
measures include the requirements for vegetation management, vehicular access and firefighting water
supply.
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Element 1: Location

The Hazard Within the Subject Site

The key assumption used to facilitate the determining of Bushfire Attack Levels on the Proposed
development site is that vegetation aonsite (Figure 3.1.1 — Indicative Asset Protection Zone) is under the
control of the landowner and therefore can be removed or modified to present a low bushfire threat.

Retained vegetation will be managed in accordance with the technical requirements established by the
Schedule 1: 'Standards for Asset Protection Zones (Guidelines). The primary bushfire threat from bushfire
prone vegetation remaining within the proposed lots will be embers. This threat will be mitigated by the
application of appropriate building design, bushfire construction standards and the ongoing
maintenance of the APZ.

The Hazard Adjoining the Subject Site

Bushfire prone vegetation within this locality exists as native vegetation classified as Class A Forest, Class
B Woodland, and Class G Grassland. Most of the land within the locality supports this vegetation except
for the asset protection zones surrounding existing dwellings (neighbouring properties).

The likely potential bushfire impact on persons and property within the proposed lots will be ember attack
in the event of a bushfire. This ember threat will be mitigated by the application of appropriate building
design, bushfire construction standards and the ongoing maintenance of the minimum BAL-29
dimensioned APZ.

180831 - Lots (176,201,9000) Rendezvous Road, Vasse (BMP_SD)_v1.2 26



Council 204 19 October 2022
13.1 Attachment G Bushfire Management Plan

Element 2: Siting and Design of Development

Intent: To ensure that the siting and design of development (note: not building/construction design)
minimises the level of bushfire impact.

Compliance: How the proposed By fuly meeting all applicable acceptable solutions
development achieves the intent of established by the bushfire protection criteria (Guidelines
Element 2: v1.3 WAPC 2017)

ASSESSMENT (COMPLIANCE) STATEMENTS
For each applicable acceptable solution, the following statements present the results of the assessment
of the proposed development/use against the requirements established by the Guidelines (WAPC 2017
v1.3) and apply the interpretation guidance established by the Position Statement: Planning in bushfire
prone areas — Demonstrating Element 1: Location and Element 2: Siting and design (WAPC Nov 2019).

Acceptable Solution: A2.1: Asset Protection Zone

DPLH Position Statement: Planning in bushfire prone areas (Relevant Extracts)

Demonstrating Element 1: Location and Element 2: Siting and design November 2019

5.3.2 Structure plans (where lot layout is known) and subdivision applications

Provided that Element 1 is satisfied, the decision-maker may consider approving lot(s) containing BAL-40
or BAL-FZ, where:

e BAL-40 or BAL-FZ is contained within the front setback of a lot(s) with road frontage that provides

for hazard separation (as prescribed in a local planning scheme or the Residential Design Codes)

Advice from the Proponent (31-3-2022):

* A ‘habitable building exclusion area’ has been applied fo Lots 101 - 113, 121 - 124, 301 — 303 and 307 —
312 based on the following setback parameters: Any portion of the lot impacted by BAL-FZ or BAL-40 is a
setback where it is greater than the R-Code setbacks listed below.

In all other cases apply RS setbacks being-
- 12 m from the primary street; 6 m from the secondary street; 6 m from the rear

Assessment:
The proposed development achieves compliance by:

. Ensuring future building work on the lot/s can have established around it an APZ of the required
dimensions (minimum 25 APZ within the lot boundary) - to ensure that the potential radiant heat from a
bushfire to impact future building/s, does not exceed 29 kW/m?2 (i.e. a BAL rating of BAL-29 or less will
apply to determine building construction standards); The APZ/s can be established fully within the/each
lot boundaries; and

. The landowner/s having the responsibility of continuing to manage the required APZ as low threat
vegetation in a minimal fuel state, by maintaining the APZ to the required dimensions and standard
(minimum 25 APZ within the lot boundary) including compliance with the local government's annual
firebreak notice.

. This assessment is reliant on the surrounding land (Area 10) being maintained in a low fuel condition
as per the City's Firebreak Noftice, reflecting the state of the vegetation at the time of the assessment.

APZ Management (Minimum 25 Asset Protection Zone). Al vegetation that wil require
modification/removal and future management is onsite and therefore under the control of the
landowner. Retained vegetation will be managed in accordance with the technical requirements
established by the Schedule 1: 'Standards for Asset Protection Zones (Guidelines).
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Element 3: Vehicular Access

Intent: To ensure that the vehicular access serving a subdivision/development is available and safe
during a bushfire event.

Compliance: How the proposed By fully meeting all applicable acceptable solutions
development achieves the intent of established by the bushfire protection criteria (Guidelines v1.3
Element 3: WAPC 2017)

ASSESSMENT (COMPLIANCE) STATEMENTS
For each applicable acceptable solution, the following statements present the results of the assessment
of the proposed development/use against the requirements established by the Guidelines (WAPC 2017
v1.3).

Acceptable Solution: A3.1: Two Access Routes

Rendezvous Road, Bendjar Grove and the development of an internal road network will provide safe
access and egress to two different destinations. As sealed public roads, they will be available to all
residents and the public at all times and under all weather conditions.

Acceptable Solution: A3.2: Public Road

The construction technical requirements established by the Guidelines and/or the local government can
and will be complied with.

Acceptable Solution: A3.3: Cul-de-sacs (including a dead-end road)

N/a

Acceptable Solution: A3.4: Battle-axe

Two short battle-axe (s) of approximately 35m in length form part of this proposal (Lots 123 & 124). The
construction technical requirements established by the Guidelines and/or the local government can and
will be complied with.

Acceptable Solution: A3.5: Private Driveways

The construction technical requirements established by the Guidelines and/or the local government can
and will be complied with.

Acceptable Solution: A3.6: Emergency Access Way

N/A

Acceptable Solution: A3.7: Fire Service Access Routes

N/A

Acceptable Solution: A3.8: Firebreak Width

The proposed lots will comply with the requirements of the local government annual firebreak notice
issued under 533 of the Bush Fires Act 1954. Firebreaks to be installed prior to subdivision clearance.
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Element 4: Water

Intent: To ensure water is available to the subdivision, development or land use to enable people,
property and infrastructure to be defended from bushfire.

Compliance: How the proposed By fully meeting all applicable acceptable solutions
development achieves the intent of established by the bushfire protection criteria (Guidelines
Element 4: v1.3 WAPC 2017)

ASSESSMENT (COMPLIANCE) STATEMENTS
For each applicable acceptable solution, the following statements present the results of the assessment
of the proposed development against the requirements established by the Guidelines (WAPC 2017 v1.3).

Acceptable Solution: A4.1: Reticulated Areas

The site will be provided with a reticulated water supply. Hydrants will be installed in accordance with the
relevant standards. The technical requirements established by the Guidelines and/or the local
government can and will be complied with.

Acceptable Solution: A4.2: Non-Reticulated Areas

N/A

Acceptable Solution: A4.3: Non-Reticulated Areas - Individual Lots

N/A
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6 RESPONSIBILITIES FOR IMPLEMENTATION AND MANAGEMENT OF THE BUSHFIRE

Table 6.1: BMP Implementation responsibilities prior to the issue of titles.

No.

Developer (Landowner) - Prior to Issue of Titles

Implementation Actions

Subdivision
Clearance

1.

Note: Planning approval may be conditioned with the requirements:

existence of this bushfire management plan and the cbligations it creates; and

established by this bushfire management plan.

To place certain notifications on the certificates of title and the depaosited plan, regarding the

To provide certification of the implementation of certain bushfire protection measures

Condition [as per Code F1 of Model Subdivision Schedule, WAPC April 2020):
Information is to be provided to demonstrate that the measures contained in Section
6; of this Bushfire Management Plan, have been implemented during subdivisional
works.

U

Condition [as per Code F2 of Model Subdivision Schedule, WAPC April 2020):

A notification, pursuant to Section 165 of the Planning and Development Act 20085, is
to be placed on the certificate(s) of title of the proposed lot(s) with a Bushfire Attack
Level (BAL) rating of 12.5 or above, advising of the existence of a hazard or other
factor. Notice of this nofification is fo be included on the diagram or plan of survey
(deposited plan). The notification is to state as follows: "This land is within a bushfire
prone area as designated by an Order made by the Fire and Emergency Services
Commissioner and is/may be subject to a Bushfire Management Plan. Addifional
planning and building requirements may apply to development on this land.”
(Western Australian Planning Commission).

Condition (as per Code F3 of Model Subdivision Schedule, WAPC April 2020):A plan
is to be provided to identify areas of the proposed lot(s) that have been assessed as
BAL-40 or BAL-FZ. A restrictive covenant to the benefit if the local government
pursuant to section 129BA of the Transfer of Land Act 1893, is to be placed on the
certificate(s) of title of the proposed lot(s) advising of the existence of arestriction on
the use of land within areas that have been assessed a BAL-40 or BAL-FZ. Notice of
this restriction is to be included on the diagram or plan of survey (deposited plan).
The restrictive covenant is to state as follows: "No habitable buildings are to be built
within areas identified as BAL-40 or BAL-FZ". (Local Government).

Construct the public roads & battle axe(s) to the standard in the Bushfire Guidelines.

Install the reficulated water supply to the standards stated in the Bushfire Guidelines.

00O

If staging forms part of the subdivision works, the Bushfire Management Plan will need
to be updated to ensure the detail in this Plan is still accurate (Staging Plan).

180831 -
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Table 6.2: BMP Implementation responsibilities prior to lot sale, occupancy or building.

Landowner (Developer) - Prior to Sale of Lot(s)

No. Implementation Actions

Prior to sale and post planning approval, the entity responsible for having the BMP prepared should
ensure that anyone listed as having responsibility under the Plan has endorsed it and is provided
with a copy for their information and informed that it contains their responsibilities. This includes the
landowners/proponents (including future landowners where the Plan was prepared as part of a
subdivision approval), local government and any other authorities or referral agencies
(‘Guidelines’ s4.6.3).

Prior to sale of the subject lots, each individual lot is to be compliant with the Local firebreak notice
issued under s33 of the Bushfires Act 1954,

o |This may include specifications for asset protection zones that differ from the Guideline's APZ
Standards, with the intent to better satisfy local conditions. When these are more stringent than
those created by the Guidelines, or less stringent and endorsed by the WAPC and DFES, they must
be complied with.

Prior to any building work, inform the builder of the existence of this Bushfire Management Plan
and the responsibilities it contains, regarding the required construction standards. This will be:

¢ The standard corresponding to the determined BAL, as per the bushfire provisions of the
Building Code of Australia (BCA);

Prior to sale of the subject lots, the onsite vegetation (within the proposed subdivision site) will be
4 |maintained in a Low threat state (Figure 3.1.1 - Indicative APZ) as per the AS 3959-2018 s2.2.3.2
and the Busselton Firebreak Notice.

Prior to sale of the subject lots, the offsite vegetation within the east-west section of Proposed Lot
2004 (Reserve for Pedestrian Access and Drainage) will be modified (By the landowner) and
subsequently managed in perpetuity (by the City of Busselton) as Class B Woodland (in
accordance with Figure 3.1.1) as per the AS 3959-2018.
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Table 6.3: Ongoing management responsibilities for the Landowner/Occupier.

No. Ongoing Management Actions

Maintain a minimum 25 metre Asset Protection Zone (APZ) within the Lot Boundary fo the standards
1 | established by the Bushfire Guidelines or as varied by the local government through their Firebreak
Notice

Comply with the Local firebreak notice issued under 533 of the Bush Fires Act 1954,

This may include specifications for asset protection zones that differ from the Guideline's APZ
2 |Standards, with the intent to better satisfy local conditions. When these are more stringent than
those created by the Guidelines, or less stringent and endorsed by the WAPC and DFES, they must
be complied with.

Maintain vehicular access routes within the lot to the required surface condition and clearances
as stated in the BMP.

Ensure that any builders (of future structures on the lot) are aware of the existence of this Bushfire
4 |Management Plan and the responsibilities it contains regarding the application of construction
standards corresponding to a determined BAL.

Ensure all future buildings the landowner has responsibility for, are designed and constructed in
full compliance with:
1. the requirements of the WA Building Act 2011 and the bushfire provisions of the Building
Code of Australia (BCA); and
2. with any identified additional requirements established by this BMP or the local
government.

Table 6.4: Ongoing management responsibilities for the Local Government.

No. Ongoing Management Actions

Monitor landowner compliance with the Bushfire Management Plan and the annual Firebreak
and Fuel Load noftice.

Where control of an area of land is vested in the control of the local government and the
2 ongoing management of that land has determined the suitability of the proposed development
for approval, there is an obligation to consider the impact of any changes to future
management of the Land and/or revegetation plans with respect to that area.
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APPENDIX 1: TECHNICAL REQUIREMENTS FOR ONSITE VEGETATION MANAGEMENT

Al.1  Requirements Established by the Guidelines — Standards for Asset Protection Zones

{Source: Guidelines for Planning in Bushfire Prone Areas - WAPC 2017 v1.3 Appendix 4, Element 2, Schedule 1 and
Explanatory Note £2.1)

DEFINING THE ASSET PROTECTION ZONE (APZ)

Description: An APZ is an area surrounding a building that is managed to reduce the bushfire hazard to an
acceptable level (by reducing fuel loads). The width of the required APZ varies with slope and vegetation and
varies comresponding to the BAL rating determined for a building [lower BAL = greater dimensioned AFPZ).

For planning applications, the minimum sized acceptable APZ is that which is of sufficient size to ensure the
potential radiant heat impact of a fire does not exceed 29kW/m? (BAL-29). If will be site specific.

For subdivision planning, design elements and excluded/low threat vegetation adjacent to the lot(s) can be
utilised to achieve the required vegetation separation distances and therefore reduce the required dimensions of
the APZ within the lot(s).

Defendable Space: The APZ includes a defendable space which is an area adjoining the asset within which
firefighting operations can be undertaken to defend the structure. Vegetation within the defendable space should
be kept at an absolute minimum and the area should be free from combustible items and obstructions. The width
of the defendable space is dependent on the space, which is available on the property, but as a minimum should
be 3 metres.

Establishment: The API should be contained solely within the boundaries of the lot on which the building is situated,
except in instances where the neighbouring lot or lots will be managed in a low-fuel state on an ongoing basis, in
perpeluity.

The APZ may include public roads, waterways, footpaths, buildings, rocky outcrops, golf courses, maintained
parkland as well as cultivated gardens in an urban context, but does not include grassland or vegetation on a
neighbouring rural lot, farmland, wetland reserves and unmanaged public reserves.

[Note: Regardless of whether an Asset Profection Zone exists in accordance with the acceptable solutions and is
appropriately maintained, fire fighters are not obliged to protect an asset if they think the separalion distance
between the dwelling and vegetation that can be involved in a bushfire, is unsafe.]

Schedule 1: Standards for APZ

Fences: within the APZ are constructed from non-combustible materials (e.g. iron, brick, limestone, metal post and
wire). It is recommended that solid or slatted non-combustible perimeter fences are used.

Objects: within 10 metres of a building, combustible objects must not be located close to the vulnerable parts of the
building i.e. windows and doors.

Fine Fuel Load: combustible dead vegetation matter less than 6 mm in thickness reduced to and maintained at an
average of two tonnes per hectare (example below).

Example: Fine fuel load of 2 t/ha
(Image source: Shire of Augusta Margaret River's Firebreak and Fuel Reduction Hazard Notice)
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Trees (> 5 metres in height): trunks at maturity should be a minimum distance of 6 metres from all elevations of the
building, branches at maturity should not touch or overhang the building, lower branches should be removed to a
height of 2 metres above the ground and or surface vegetation, canopy cover should be less than 15% with tree
canopies at maturity well spread to at least 5 metres apart as to not form a continuous canopy. Diagram below
represents free canopy cover at maturity.

Tree canopy cover —ranging from 15 to 70 per cent at maturity

® 9 0

(Source: Guidelines for Planning in Bushfire Prone Areas 2017, Appendix 4)

Shrubs (0.5 metres to 5 metres in height): should not be located under trees or within 3 metres of buildings, should not
be planted in clumps greater than 5m2 in area, clumps of shrubs should be separated from each other and any
exposed window or door by at least 10 metres. Shrubs greater than 5 metres in height are to be freated as trees.

Ground covers (<0.5 mefres in height): can be planted under trees but must be properly maintained to remove dead
plant material and any parts within 2 metres of a structure, but 3 metres from windows or doors if greater than 100 mm
in height. Ground covers greater than 0.5 metres in height are to be treated as shrubs.

Grass: should be managed to maintain a height of 100 mm or less.

The following example diagrams illustrate how the required dimensions of the APZ will be determined by the type
and location of the vegetation.

Hazard on one side
APZ

Hazard on three sides
APZ
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APPENDIX 2: TECHNICAL REQUIREMENTS FOR VEHICULAR ACCESS

Each local government may have their own standard technical requirements for emergency vehicular access, and
they may vary from those stated in the Guidelines.

When required, these are stated in Section 5.1 of this bushfire management plan.

Requirements Established by the Guidelines - The Acceptable Solutions
{Source: Guidelines for Planning in Bushfire Prone Areas WAPC 2017 v1.3, Appendix 4)

VEHICULAR ACCESS TECHNICAL REQUIREMENTS - PART 1

Acceptable Solution 3.5: Private Driveways
The following requirements are to be achieved:

* The design requirements set out in Part 2 of this appendix; and
Where the house site is more than 50 mefres from a public road:

+ Passing bays every 200 metres with a minimum length of 20 metres and a minimum width of two metres (ie
combined width of the passing bay and constructed private driveway to be a minimum six metres);

= Turn-around areas every 500 metres and within 50 metres of a house, designed to accommodate type 3.4
fire appliances to turn around safely (ie kerb to kerb 17.5 metres);

+  Any bridges or culverts are able to support a minimum weight capacity of 15 tonnes; and

=  Allweather surface (i.e. compacted gravel, limestone or sealed).

245m

175m

Acceptable Solution 3.8: Firebreak Width

Lots greater than 0.5 hectares must have an internal perimeter firebreak of a minimum width of three meters or to
the level as prescribed in the local firebreak notice issued by the local government.

Acceptable Solution 3.4: Battle-axe

Their use in bushfire prone areas should be avoided. Where no alternative exists then the following requirements are
to be achieved:

*  Maximum length 600m and minimum width ém; and

e Comply with minimum standards for private driveways.

Max &00 m
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VEHICULAR ACCESS TECHNICAL REQUIREMENTS - PART 2

Vehicular Access Types
Technical Component Public e s Private Emergency Fire Service
Roads Driveways | Access Ways Access Routes
Minimum frafficable surface (m) 6% 6 4 &% &%
Horizontal clearance (m) -] 6 ] & -]
Vertical clearance (m) 4.5 4.5 4.5 4.5 4.5
Maximum grade <50 metres 1in 10 1inl0 1in 10 1in10 1in 10
Minimum weight capacity (t) 15 15 15 15 15
Maximum cross-fall 1in 33 1in33 1in33 1in33 1in33
Curves minimum inner radius (m) 8.5 8.5 8.5 8.5 8.5

* A six metre trafficable surface does not necessarily mean paving width. It could, for example, include four metres
of paving and one metre of constructed road shoulders. In special circumstances, where 8 lots or less are being
serviced, a public road with a minimum frafficable surface of four metres for a maximum distance of ninety metres
may be provided subject to the approval of both the local government and DFES.

VEHICULAR ACCESS TECHNICAL REQUIREMENTS — GATES AND SIGNS EXAMPLES

Gates
Design and consfrucfion to be approved by local government.

*  Minimum width 3.6m
+ Emergency access way gates must not be locked.

* Fire service access route gates may be locked but only with a common key that is available to local fire
service personnel.

* Bollards will be to the local government specifications

e b o 3 T 1 gt
|

g — 4
ot s i gt

Noto. Mash 10 be metis mosh 4505 and galvanised lineh comphete with Bngs.
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APPENDIX 3: TECHNICAL REQUIREMENTS FOR FIREFIGHTING WATER

Reticulated Areas

[Source: Guidelines for Planning in Bushfire Prone Areas WAPC 2017 v1.3, Appendix 4, Element 4]

The Water Corporation's ‘No 63 Water Reficulation Standard’ is deemed to be the baseline criteria for developments
and should be applied unless local water supply authority's conditions apply.

The requirement is to supply a reticulated water supply and fire hydrants, in accordance with the technical
requirements of the relevant water supply authority and DFES.

Key specifications in the most recent version/revision of the design standard include:

s Residential Standard - hydrants are to be located so that the maximum distance between the hydrants shall
be no more than 200 metres.

+ Commercial Standard - hydrants are to be located with a maximum of 100 metre spacing in Industrial and
Commercial areas.

*  Rural Residential Standard - where minimum site areas per dwelling is 10,000 m?2 [1ha), hydrants are to be
located with a maximum 400m spacing. If the area is further subdivided to land parcels less than 1ha, then
the residential standard (200m) is to be applied.
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=1m

Hydrant
box lid

Figure A4.1: Hydrant Location and Identification Specifications

180831 - Lots (176,201,9000) Rendezvous Road, Vasse (BMP_SD)_v1.2 37



19 October 2022

Statement addressing the Government Sewerage Policy

215

Council
13.1

Attachment H

ay) ‘spuels 1l sy 94T 107 03 pua Supjiom e aplacid 03 ay07 UoJIH
Joj uBisap Jamas ay) alinbal jou pip uolelodio) J3leM BY) 33Uy
pue ulew wnnaea siyy jo Aypeded ajgejieae ||e dn pasn sjo| |BIUapISaL
€9 JO UOISIAIPGNS SIYY “JSABMOH  “I1S3MULIOU 3yl 01 3AUQ $NeQ
Ut urew ainssaud ww OpT Bunsixs-aid ay) Ag 8115UmMO] 3SSEA BY) LU0
3Wayds aFeJamas WNNIBA 3Y) 0] P1I3UUO0I SEM ‘2)D7 UOJSH SB UMOUY
Ajleinbojjos ‘yseaypiou ay) o) uolsiapgns |eljuapisas Buluiolpe ayl

‘pajusawnaop
2Je S|y} A3IYIE 0) paJinbal syiom s Alessadau ayl -

pue ‘Ayjenb Ja1em aeuns
uo Jeduwl Aj2sI3ApPE 10U [|IM S}UN JUSWIEaI] JIQoJae 3yl -

!seale Uoiesiu
1UN JUSWIER.] JIGOI3E PUE B[R] JSIBM JIJUIM BU] USBMIS]
uonesedas [EIIAA WW Q0§ WNWIUIW B 3A3IYIR UBD SJO| ||B -

—]ey} pajesisuowsap
s 1 =2J4aym (wn syl Jo Aojjod =8essmas ayl Jepun paniwsad
wnwiuiw ayy o} umop ") ;W 000‘F MO|aq S10| MO|le assep 1sed
o0} BulAjdde (7dS) eale uolsiaold |e1dads JuaLnd 3yl ‘Peju| "TZ Sd19€
pue g7 ‘oN luawpuawy pasodoid Suipn|aul ‘anss| 243 UO JU|IS UlBWa
(1Z sd1) TZ "oN awayas Buiuup|d jp307 ucyjassng Jfo Ao puo ABaibils
jouoibal-gns 3)sipINIDN-UIMNaa] Ay} ‘4ayung  swaisAs |esodsip
1UBN|43 21IS-UO JO 35N 1IN0 3|NJ 40 3FLIIMBS P1LINDIIAL 01 UO|1IFUU0D
annbas AjjesuoSsles jou ssop ASsiens syl pue uoleB1IsaAul
Joj Ajuo si siy3 ‘Juawdojanap [eRUapPISaL [BINJ PRJaMasun pagesiAua
Alsnolasid Byl UBY)l SIWO02INO  |BIUSWUOIIAUS  J3119q  3A3IYde
0} pies si sy} asneaaq ‘(Suiuued ainjonns pue juawdoleasq ueqin
0} Buluozas eia ') Juswdoj@ABp UBQIN JO UOIEDYISUIIUL J3YHNY
10 uonEeSIISAAUI PUB UOIIRJBPISUOD J0) S10| 123[gNSs aY) pue assep
1sea sayiuapl Abajpuis Buluupld (p307 uoyassng fo A1 syl YA

1o {eaJe [e30| 3y} 0} a3eIamas apinoid
0} Ajijige ayy ‘Ajlernueurly 1o Ajleaisiyd ‘aoipnlaid
M 28esomas  palendilad  Jo  2duasge Ay}
1BY] S3UILLIB1ap AJUoyine ajqisuodsal ay) alaym

‘ue|d Jo ABajeys
“Aajod uoissiwwon Suluueld uelessny
ui1saM  pasiopua Jo pasodosd e ul 'q

10 ‘JUBWPUBWE 3LWBYIS IO AW3YIS
Buluueld |e2o0| panoidde Jo pasodoid e ‘e

:ul 10} papinoad sasn pue| auniny asipiedoal
|im a8esamas  pajeinaas  Jo  Bduasqe  ay)
1ey) ssulwislap Ajuoyine ajgisuodsal ay) alsym

‘aBelamas
pajeindias 0} paysuuod Ajgeuoseas ag ued
Juawdolaasp Jo uolsialpgns pasodosd Jo aining
Aue sauiwiaiap Ajdouine ajgisuodsal ayy asaym

‘aBelamas paje|ndjal 03
pa122uuod Apealje s| Juawdojaasp Jo UoISIAPgNS
pasodoud Jo aininy Aue jo ped 1o aBe)s Aue uaym

‘uoIssiwwo) Suluue|d ueljesisny
uialsapy 2yl Agq pasiopua ueld o ASajenis
‘Adljod e 1o awayds Sujuueld |edo| B Ag palinbas
s a8esamas pale|nanal Jo uoisinold ayl assym

T

:a8esamas paie|nanad 1oy
apoad Jo 0} 193uuod 0} palinbal ale sjesodoud Suluuely

p=1g|n2ilay 01

a8esamas
1Pauuod

0] uswainnbay T'T'S

asuodsay

jusawainbay

uonoas

sasnseaj Adljod

(6T02) AJ170d 3DVHIM3IS LNIWNYIAOD J0 SLNIWIHINDIY DNISSIYAAY LINIWILYLS

140d34 NY1d 38NLINYLS OL WNAN3aay




19 October 2022

Statement addressing the Government Sewerage Policy

216

Attachment H

'assep 1sea pue Jadoud 3)15umo] 3SSEA DY) UBDMIIC UOI}ISURL]
AlISUBP-JaMO| pUe 'S9ZI5 510| Ul 321042 pue Alaliea ayl Jo Led Alessaoau
e apinoad [|Im 510 Ja8.e| ay) pue ‘pasipiedoal Jou aJe sjUSWpUIWE 53
pue awayds 3ujuueld |eao| ‘A3ajelys Suuued |edo| ‘ASajeys |euo|dal
-gqng 21si|einleN-UIMNaa] ayl Ag aSSep 1SED JO) payJeuLIEd 35N pue|
,uequn, peoiq ay) ‘asusy “yJomawe.) Buiuue|d pasodoid pue 3uiisixe
3Y1 yum 3duepiodde Ul padojaasp aq ued W QPg'T JO WNWIulW e 0}
UMOP 530| |BIIURPISE AJISURP-MO| ‘DBRJIaMS PRIBINJIIAJ INOYNUM UBAT

"(mojaq g Jaja1) 15E3 Y]
01 JUBWIYIIED DY) BPISINO OS|B 2Je $10| Yl 3|IYm ‘(9ssep) 1sam ayl 01
BJ1AI3S WINNJBA 3Y] 0} Pa123uuod aq A|geuoseal ag JoUued 0p06 pPue
10Z ‘94T 5107 184 5| ‘uolielodiod 131eAn JO Youelq Supdialas pue| ayl
Ag palioddns ‘(2a1uels Mmou) si23UIBul 2ARLID) PUB POOM, WO 3IApE
a3y} ‘siy} 0} ang sawelBwI} pue suonusul Suldiea yum je ‘(yam
10 21815 2y} Bulpn|pul) siaumopue| 21eledas Jnoj Wodj JUasuod uleiqo
03 Paau 2yl pue (3A1IQ UOSIERd Ul 2NJ2N1ISEIUL IBYI0 PUB SIBA0SS0LD
‘speos Sunsixa o) afewep 'a71) uondnusip |eos ‘(pasioud ag o1
11 JOj pUB pUBjIaM Y} Ylm Pajela0sse saa13oesd pue sanjea jeanyna,
paynuapl ayp7 uosaH Joj uodal uoneynsuod adeiusy |eulduoqy
uaym Ajenadsa) sanssi afejuay |euwuogy ‘(amiasal uoneasasuod
palel|igeyal e Jo 1ed MOU S| YaIyM PUBJIaM JUIWADUBYUT 324N053Y
e ydnoJyy yidua| |up [euondalip AI3Aa e S[10S 31J|NS pIde SuleAeIXa
pue Sulies)d) sa|piny [EJUaWUONAUE ©) anp Ing aandadsiad
1500 B WoJ Aluo jou ‘jessno dnews|gosd B¢ 01 pauwWIRIEp
u3aq SBY UOoISUAR SIYL "0SZ PuUe $E9 ‘(AJ3SaL UOIIBAIISUOD)
Z008 5107 YEnouyl pue 31sam Jayuny yonw ‘sAlg uosiead ol
Buipauu0d BuI| Jamas wnndea mau e Aq paalales Buiaq 0006 PUe T0Z

‘94T 5107 smoys ue|d siy) uejd ASajens Jamas s,uonesodio] J1emm
3Y1 Y1Im 9IUBPI0IIE Ul PIJINIISU0D 3G 0 UIBW 3Jnssaid mau e aJinbaJ
I} 88eJamas pale|ndlal Yim TO06 PUE TOZ ‘LT 5107 JO UoISINpGNS

Aue 1ey) si sigauidua |

12 BulNsSuol |y} WOl PaAIRIAL 1IAPY

‘peay Jes-ap-|nd pajeas
3y} Japun anoJg Jelpuag Jo pua ayl Jo woys w gz Ajplewixoidde
‘€9 107 01 uwonpunl ayy Jaye Isnl ssleulwu pus  Bupom

‘|aA3] punois |einjeu
3yl Mo|ag WS'Q UBY) 5S3| SI [3AI] J9)1EMpunoid
159481y 3y} pue aUepaY [U0 Ueyl 53| S10|
10 UOIE3ID 3Y) 10) pauozal SuUlaq S| puB| aIBYm

10 Iseale 824n0s Ja3em Bupjulp 21gnd
€ Aond ur pasodoad s uoISIAlpgnsS
|[Bl2JaWwwod  Jo  [BuISNpUl  ‘uequn 2

pue !paJapisuod
aq | pedwn  aaplenWNI 3yl
‘uswydied 1aiem (e20] ayl ul siesodoad
Jejiwis 1oy juapadaud e 1as 01 ARy
s| afeJamas pajendal 01 UO0IPIUU0D
noyum  uoneddde  pasodosd a0
aininy Aue jo |eacudde assypy “puejiam
Jo Aemialem Jaylo Jo B3JE BAIYISUIS
a8emas ‘eale 33Jn0s Jayem  Sujuup
algnd e jo Aujenb Jajem syy uo 1oedwi
|eyuswLBp B aney o} ARyl pawssp
s1 |esodsip aSemas ajis-uo Jo 1oedw) ay) 'q

‘Jaw Ajgeuoseas aq jouued (7' UOIIIAS
ul pauysp se) swalsAs ademas 3s
-Uo Joj sjuawalinbal ajls wnwiuiw ay) e

1949Ym saduEISUl
SIPNPUI SIY] "SIIUNOSDI JIIEM JO JUSWUOIIAUS
ayl ‘yyeay oygnd o3 s 3jgeydadoeun
ue asod ||1m aSesamas pale|nallal Jo dIuasqe ayy
184} sauwIa1ap Auoyine ajgisuodsal syl alaym

Council
13.1

(6T02) AJ170d 3DVHIM3IS LNIWNYIAOD J0 SLNIWIHINDIY DNISSIYAAY LINIWILYLS
140d34 NY1d 38NLINYLS OL WNAN3aay



19 October 2022

Statement addressing the Government Sewerage Policy

217

Attachment H

131BA\ 3Yl Y}M SDUEPIOIIE Ul S}3SSE UOKE|NDIISS 0] SUO0I}D3UU0d
21epOWWO0IIe 0} PaJInbal 2INJINASELU| SHIOMPEIY Y1 1ONJISU0D
ABW €006 PUB ShT ‘TOS ‘84T 5107 J0 s1adojaAsp / s1aumo ay) ‘d|d Jeah
-5 s,uonesodio) Ja1E A 3Y) Japun 1y8nouq si 35Se/ 1SE3 3UD ‘|ENUB|A|
AJan|aQ syIoMpeaH 5,uoiesodioD JA1BM YIIM SIUBPIOIE Ul JaYLINg

"€£006 PUE SPPT ‘T0S ‘84T S107 Bulaq ‘assep 15ea Jo Japulewal ay) 0}
Jamas jJo uoisinosd uo Bulieaq jeaisiyd, ou aney Ajjeas Aayy ‘1sea ayl
1o} paleudisap JUSWYIILD 13Mas paj-AlAeIS uIalsea SIyl apIsino ale
peoy sNOAZapuay 0006 PUB TOZ ‘9.1 5107 @snedag '(awayds adelamas
[IBu) woupgung Ul awayds AlAeIE aininy e ojul ulod adieydsip
ainyn) e 0} ulew aJinssald Aq ysea padwnd s ) 218yl wol4 ssedAg
uojj@ssng ayi Suiuiolpe uonels dwnd o adAL e 01 snoazapuay
uo spoogm a4yL ysnoayl pue seayriou paulesp Ayaelss Bulsg
ssedAg uojjassng / peoy snoAzapuay €006 PUB SpiT ‘TOS ‘8.1 5101
smoys 3 ‘Ajjeaiyioads -yses Buidwnd / Buluiedp awayds [ Juswydled
Jamas pasodosd syl Ag padiadas Buleq Q006 PUB TOZ ‘OLT 5101
Jo 15e3 pue| ay) smoys uejd ydaouod 1amas s uonelodio) 1a1eM UL

“1YS1 UMO S1] Ul JUBWIS[I1AS JUeIIUBIS B ‘S10] DO/ 43A0 Isn|
sl 15E3 35SEA JO 30Ue|eq ayl 1oj pjaid Jueynsal ay; ‘eale ajgedojanap
10 saJeyaY 95gL 9 9yl o) paldde s Alsuap a8eiane GTY ue

‘saAlasal aBeulelp pue s
‘shem ssadde uelisapad / speod ‘sayis Ajunwiwod ‘sanusd AlaRe
Jlews 01 pajiwwod pue| Jayjo snid ‘noysnoiy) paijdde aq Aew jeyl
(oY / 5'2TY) sanisuap samo| pue (QvY / 0£Y) 4ayS1y ay1 Ino sasue|eq
1ey} ueipsw 2jeudoldde ue pasapisuod st (Sulemp Jad W 999)
STd Jo Ajsuap afesane ue ‘suoNINPap JaYylo puUe SE3Je UDNRAIISUOD
‘seale @oeds usdo pajeulwou Jo apisino pRiA 10| 3jewixoidde
ay) aulwialep o] ‘(adeds uado amissed 1o annde se padojsasp
ag ues Ing ‘uoijelaBan pue s9aJ) JUBULLRL YHM SB3IR S| 1S0W) seale
aoeds uado paleulWwoU Yl JO 3PISINO BY 9SE/ 91 JO BaJR 3|qedojansp
€SB peoy sNOAZapUaY 0006 PUB TOT ‘9/T $307 4O 1583 pue| ayj jeyy
paulwialap uaaq sey 1 ‘assep 3sea 1o Suiddew aoseds uado ayl Suisn

Council
13.1

(6T02) AJ170d 3DVHIM3IS LNIWNYIAOD J0 SLNIWIHINDIY DNISSIYAAY LINIWILYLS
140d34 NY1d 38NLINYLS OL WNAN3aay



19 October 2022

Statement addressing the Government Sewerage Policy

218

Attachment H

*12lempunosd uoiesedas pasinbal ayl ulelulew
01 Adessaoau assym siaddup |losgns Joj seale |esodsip
/ SuleJp Yoes| palaAul pue |I0S papuawe Jo asn |enuajod
ayl duipnppul ‘Jajemalsem Jo Juawieadl ayl Joj (snLv)
sjun Juswieasl Jiqosdae ‘Alepuodas Jo uoneuaws|dwi
3yl spuawwolal osje SWMT Sul ‘Buiddew  Azyog
abpJamas JuaWWIaA0D Y JBpUNn BaJe 3AIISUAS ademas,
payiuapl 1ou aJe syo| waled Palgns ay) Aym suoseas auyy
SWIU023l SIYY Jo ||y "uole|eIsul aioq 9T0Z / STOT 9yl woly
s80| |10s sn|d ‘A)|ige1INS [BSOdSIP JUBN|Y2 21)5-U0 UO Bulssndo)
yodai |eajuydasload a1s|dwod e sey os|e ) Ing ‘910z pue
STOZ SuuNp 0006 PUe 9/T $107 JaA0 Uyeuapun Suliojuow
|ea18ojoapAy 3yl anbpo pue uieuod 3 ssop Auo 10N
“uawssasse Aljgeded pue| / (3$S) uolen|eaa 105 pue ays
£ 10 p2JinbaJ UoIIEW I0)Ul FLIES IY] SUIBIUOD uoIssiwgns ue|d
24N31oN41s 2Y3 Yyum paniwgns (SNM1) ABajeis Juswadeuew
J31EM |BI0| 3] "18W 3g ued (g'S UoIIBS Ul pauyap Se)
swalshs ademas 311s-uo JoJ sJUWIINDaL 331S WNWIUIW 3yl i

‘Buimo||oy
33 01 aNP $324N0S3. JAIEM JO JUIWUOIIAU 3Y] ‘Yieay dlignd 03 3si
3|qerdaddeun ue asod jou |Im a8eIamas pale|naial Jo 3duasqe ay|

“JUBWIYIED JaMBS SIYL
uljou 318 0006 PUE TOZ ‘94T S107 1BY) 198) 343 BUIPUEISYIMIOU ‘BS5EA
1Se3 Jo Japulewas ay) jo juawdo@nap ayl ol aopnfaud |eueuy,
ou S| [BY) ‘pus SIY} oL "swsiueydsw Asan0dai-1502 B|geyueq
se 3say} pieSal pinom pue uoneiodio) JIBAA UNM Sluswaaside
3Jom Pa312nJIsu0d-12dojRASp JO 3JBME le siapu3a) 1sol (s)iedojeasp
341 0} pasINquiia) pue paJaAod 8q P|NoM E006 PUB SHHT ‘T0S ‘8/T 5107
Buiq o3 pasinbaui s1asse Jueayiudis ayy 4o 3sow ‘AjSuiploddy “ww QpE
uey) Jagie| siamas ulew snid ‘suiew aunssald pue suonels Suidwnd
Ja1emalsem apnpul juawaduese puny-aid, SIy} JIpun  SIWO0D
1By} aunjanJjsedjul syiompeay “(pouad spajap) uonesado syjuow g
Jayye pasinguial 8q uayl ‘Buiuueld swayds [emdsouod s,uonelodio)

Council
13.1

(6T02) AJ170d 3DVHIM3IS LNIWNYIAOD J0 SLNIWIHINDIY DNISSIYAAY LINIWILYLS
140d34 NY1d 38NLINYLS OL WNAN3aay



19 October 2022

Statement addressing the Government Sewerage Policy

219

Council
13.1

Attachment H

‘3waYds eyesis-Asains e JoN ajqedidde JoN

‘uoijednd20 4o asn ayesedas 10 papuajul siieyy
3W3YIS 3Y3 UIYIIM 10| Yoea 0] 3|Ge|IBAR 3q ||IM UOI}I3UU0D
J9Mas djesedas B Jey) 2INSUD O) UOISIAIPGNS JO i}
3y} 1e apew aq 0} aJe syuawasuelle ‘35eiamas paje|ndial
0} PalaUU0d 3Q O} SI SWIYIS BIRIIS-ASAINS B BIBYM

ejel1s ASANS €°T°G

‘pasodoud jou a8esamas paje|nanay ajqeddde JoN

*ZT0Z 12V S32INI3S 131D
3y JO / UOIII3S Japun JIIBAA 104 J31SIUIN 9y} Aq pajuels
S YoIYyM 3d1AJ3s 28eIaMaS Pale|ndnial ay) Joj uondwaxa
ue sey Japinoid IAI3s IFeJaMas 3y} ssajun ‘Ajuoyiny
uonengay 21Wouod3 3y} Aq Panssi asuadl| e Jo SwId} 3y}
Ym 3dueplodde Ul papiacid aq 1snw a8elamas paienanay

sjuawalinbal
8uisuadn TS

's30| pasodoud
150W JOJ JON 3Y) 0} 1OIA Y} WO 10W J0 W G°'T Jo uonesedas yum
‘(19N) [9A3] punous |eanjeu ayy Mofaq W §'Q ueyl Jaiea.d yonw (1ON)
[9A8] J33EMPUNOJE wnwixew e sey jey) pue| Adnddo aleday auo ueyy
$S9| $30| 8saY) 3ANDAASAIII ING ‘PaUOZAI 8Q O} PIaU 10U S0P pue| a3yl A

'SB3Je 32INOS I3JeM
Supjuup 211gnd € Ajliold B Ul Pa1ed0| J0U dJe $10] 323[gNns 3y

*J9)empunoug ojul sJualiInu pajeasjun Suiydea| Ajjuaiind ale
Ya1ym ‘g/T 107 uo s8uljamp ayl Supiaas (swaysAs Aewnd)
sulelp yoea| pue syuej ondas Sunsixa Jo [eAOWAI 3Y) Inoge
Bunq |IM uoIsIAlpgns ay) “4ayung  “(8ulamp ay) punose
Aj@1eipawiwi ease ume| jjews e Ajqissod 1oy 3dadxa) aunysed se
1day Ajlesaual ale Ja1eaad pue ,w OPOY'T S10| Se3IBYM ‘SS3)
pue ,w OOT'T JO S10| |B13UBPISII [BUOIJUSAUOD WIS SIISI|ID}
uapJesd Jo peo| JualINuU Yy ueyl ssa| yanw pue 3|qi818au ale
swaisAs Aszepuodas saddn asayl jo sjoedwi aAneInWND ayj

q

(6T02) AJI10d 39VHIM3IS INIWNYIAOD 40 SLNIWIYINDIY ONISSIYAAY LNIWILVLS
140d3¥ NVY1d 38NLINYLS OL WNAN3aay




19 October 2022

Statement addressing the Government Sewerage Policy

220

Council
13.1

Attachment H

‘MOJ4 10U Sa0p 1 se ‘Alenysa
10 001 ‘WeaJls §88ud UaAL B Jou SI | se Aemuslem, e jJou Si (100) puel
UMOI?) PRIEJ0|[BUN UIYIM 0006 PUB 9/T S107 JO Yuou ay) 0} Apoq Jajem ay]

L Papn|axa s ujdpootf
ayy ‘Aajod sy Jo asodind ay) Jof ‘1anamoy uiojdpoolf ayl sapnjaul
Ajjonsn Apmuaiom v paifipow usaq aapy oyl Aomuajom ayi fo
supd pup Ajpuolspado io Ajjpuospas ‘Ajpuaupuiiad moyf 10y} swalsAs
sapnjauy sy “Asonisa sy Buipnoul ‘yoouq Jo WpaJls ‘¥aald Jani Auy,

:se Aajod abpiamas
WAWILIBNA0D BYY Ul PaUYap S Aemualem, e 1anamoy ‘Aemiaiem B 01 W OF Jo
¥oeq1as wnwiuiw e spoddns SAAT 343 1841 WSI2ILID 3W0s usaqg sey aiayl

‘13l 3q UBd 7 3|NPayas pue 7' Uol3das ul
paulIno |esodsip 38emas 3}15-UO 10} SIUBLUBIINDAL 3)15 WNLLIUIW 3y} .

pue juswuoliaug 3y Jo yyeay ognd SuaBuepus Jnoyum
|esodsip 28emas 23is-uo Suljepowwlodde jo 3jqeded s| 10| Yoes .

—smoys Al1eajd pue Ajod 36D1amas JUSLWIUIBNOD
2yl Jo ssaippe pajielap saplacdd ue|d 24019043 341 YUM paliiwigns SIAIMT YL

SNLY
asn 03 adods sem a3y 2iojaiay) pue aelamas pale|naEl YlM padialas
3g 1ou pno2 a)s ay} jeyl SulpueisIapun [BJBUIF SBM 3JBYL UDIYM WOy
uonelodio) JajepN BY) WOl 321APE SIY) JaYje Ajl@lelpawwl gTOZ Jaqwajdas
ul anssli syl uo paynsuod asam (H1dqg) =8eyusy pue spuel ‘Buluueld
Jo juswyedaqg pue uolassng Jo AJD 3yl UOSE3J 3y} 3IUSH SMILY Yum
510| ;W 000°Z Bunioddns 01 MaIA B Yiim payoeosdde aq (DdyM) uoIssiwWO)
Suluueld UeleNSNY UIISIM PUB UOYBSSNG JO AND By} papuswIWoIdl
uopiesodio) Jajepn ayl ‘sisAjeue siyl ug "Isea ayl woly waishs pay Auaeld
papuaiul ayl Ag padiaJes ag JOUURD pue| 3yl 1Byl 128} 3y Sulpuelsyumiou
Js3MyLIoU / 159M Y] Ul BsSBA WO Wa)sAs aFelamas wnnoea ay) Sulpuaixa
JO suopned|dw) |EJUSWUDIIAUR PUB |BIJUBUL} J9A3S 3u} padpajmouyde
1Byl J@su uonedodion Jlepn 2yl sem U ‘pauonuaw Aisnoinald sy

19W 8¢ Ued 7 3Npayds
puB UOIDSS SIYl Ul pauljino |esodsip aSemas
a)s-uo 1oy sjuawalinbas ays wnwiulw 3y} .

puUE {JUaWUOIIAUG BY} 1O Y}|eay
agnd  Jupsduepus inoyum  |esodsip asemas
aus-uo Bunepowwodde jo ajgeded s| 10| yoea .

‘1ey3 paysnes sl Ajuoyine
algisuodsal 2y} asaym palapisuod ag Aew |esodsip
a8emas ayis-uo ‘Ajdde jou op T'T°§ Jo suoisiaold ayl aJaym

ademas

|esodsip
21Is-u0 [

(6T02) AJ170d 3DVHIM3IS LNIWNYIAOD J0 SLNIWIHINDIY DNISSIYAAY LINIWILYLS
140d34 NY1d 38NLINYLS OL WNAN3aay




19 October 2022

Statement addressing the Government Sewerage Policy

221

Council

Attachment H

131

*13JJNQ PUB[I3M 10 B3IE 310Ysa10) ABMI3]EM
B UIYHM Jou pue puepiam juedyiudis 10 Aemialem e Jo saljaw QL .

‘Sujuup 10§ ajgeynsun st 1ajinbe [edyIadns 3yl ajiym ‘1ajem
Bupuup / ployasnoy Joj pasn aq o} |eljuajod ay) aaey 1ey) saipadoad
Buuiolpe uo saiog Japnbe 3|IAIBPII] PAsUIDI| OU BJE YL

sasadind
Jajem Bupjuup / ployasnoy Joj pasn alog ajeAud e Jo saiaw Of .

‘Ajjeao) assep ayl woly Aeme ||am ‘uoyjassng
pue uojassng 1S9\ ‘1e1empeosg ul sispnbe (Jead Jad o ed3
1) 2|insepaa] pue (1eah sad sanedi8 g'y) sepeSese, ayy woy
PacIN0s SI WAYIS J3JBA) Uo}@ssng ayl ul Jajem Supjuup agnd |y

*Aiddns sa3em upjuiip 21jgnd 1o} pasn aJoqg
Aue jo saslaw goT 40 J10AIBS3Y B JO yiew Jaiem ySiy ayl jo sallaw o1 .

*J51X9 SeAJR U0I32230.d |B1DAdS JO SBUOZ YINS ON

‘3U0Z Uo|yRl04d
JIOAJBS3) B UIYIM PUB| UMOJD) UO JO 3uoz uoipsiold pesyjem vy .

UIyum pajedo| s waisAs a8emas a3is-uo ou Jeyy yons
padojaasp aq ued 530] pasodoid 3yl ‘SINAT 341 Ul paiuswniop Aj|eJauas s| sy

{uonejadan puepam Jo uepedu
jo a8pa JsINO BY) WOJS SPJEMINO paJnseaw
2 pinoys ajuejsip uoljesedas ay] "Jajjng puejiam
10 eale 2104sao AemillEm B UIYUM JOu pue
puEjIam JueIUSIs Jo Aemiziem e Lo saliaw Q0T .

sasodund 1a1eM BUnjULIp
/ployasnoy Joj pasn aloq aealdd e Jo sallaw o .

auoz
uonaajoud peayjiam auyy Aq 3|gedojaaspun
paispual aq pjnom sjo| 3unsixa asPym —

1o ‘paudisse Uaag 10U sey auoz uoialold
JloAlasal 1o 3uo0z uopdosd peayjem e —

:alaym Ajddns Jalem
Bupjuup 21qnd 10j pasn alog Aue Jo sai3aw gOT JO

JI0AIDSRI B JO yIBW J3lem YBiy ay) Jo saulew goT .

‘au0z uonraold JIoAIBSES B UIYIIM
puB| UMOJD) UO IO 3uoZ uoid3joid peayjEm e .

JUIYMM Pa1BI0| 3 0} JOU S| W1sAS 38BM3S 3115-U0 Uy

wouy

$32IN0SAL J21EM
uonesedss  7'7'S

's|los Aeay
10U aJe s|10s 3y} Jey) os|e Suijou Ppuaid assep jsea ayl ul a8esamas Jnoyjm
SUOISIAIPANS JBLI0 YIIM 1US1SISUOD W 0pg'T §! pasodoud az1s 10| wnwiuiw ay |

‘seale anIlIsUas afemas pue
seaJe 824nos Ja1em Supjulp d1jgnd SpIsINO pa1edo] S| PUE [BIIUSPISAI S| BSN pueT

‘(z 3Inpayas
ul T 9|qel 0} Jaja4) azis 10| SIY) IA3IYde 0} pasinbai aq
|[1Mm swiadsAs Juawiealy AJepuodas ‘s|ios Aneay Jog4 :S210N

AW Q00'T :92IS 10| WNWILIA
seale

annyisuas afemas pue seale aounos Jajem Suppuup algnd
3pISINO UOISIAIPGNS |BLASNPU|/UBGIN 13N pue]/uoiiedo]

$371 101 T'T'S

(6T02) AJ170d 3DVHIM3IS LNIWNYIAOD J0 SLNIWIHINDIY DNISSIYAAY LINIWILYLS
140d34 NY1d 38NLINYLS OL WNAN3aay




19 October 2022

Statement addressing the Government Sewerage Policy

222

Council
13.1

Attachment H

‘puelem
uedjiudis 1o Aemualem e yans 0} JaKNQ / B 2I0YSII0) B

10 ‘aseqeyep spuejiam oydiowoas ue|d
|EISEO) UEBMS S,UONIJBINY PUB UOHEBAIBSUO) ‘AlIsianipolg
10 Juawyedaq ay) ul puepiam Al08a1eD UOJIBAISSUOD B 10
‘el|ea3sny ul spuepiap Juenodwy jo A1019811Q S,1UBWLIBADS
uel|easNy Ayl Ul paisl| puEpam B ‘pue)lapy Jeswey e

{Ajjeuoiseddo Jo Ajjeuosess ‘Ajjuauewsad
SMOJS 1Yl AIBNISE JO HOOMq ‘WeaNs Yeasd UaAl e

‘e

—10U B.€ 15aM PUE Y1JOU Y} O} SPUBPIAM 33 UBAID

. 'S5220.4d Buruupyd pupy ay; Buinp
uof2a304d Jof palfauapl uaaq anpy 0yl SPUDRIM J3YI0
pUp 3spqoipp SPUD(I3M IUDIHIUBIS 15D0) YINOS 3yl Ui paisif
SPUDJ13M ‘aspgpipp Spubj1am 21ydiowoal uibjd [p)sDo) UDMS
S,U0N20J13Y PUD UOIIDAIFSUOD ‘Alsianipoig fo juawrodag
ayl u Aiobaipy uonpAIasUO) Sp pasuobalpd spupiam
‘ooaysny ur spupjlap juolioduw) Jo A10323.41g S,UIWUISN0D
upiipaIsNYy 3yl ul pajsi| asoyl 'spupjiapn Joswoy sapnjaul

pubjiam jupsifiubls

'papnjixa
s1 wiojdpooyf ayy ‘Aajod siyy Jo asodind ayy Jof lanamoy
!uippdpooyf ay3 sapnjaul Ajpnsn Aomualom v patfipow
uaaq aapy oyl Apmiajom ay) Jo supd pup Ayouoisprao
Jo Ajjpuospas ‘Ajpusupwiad moyf oyl swaisAs sapnjouf
siyq Aionisa sy Buipnioul *Yooiq 1o Wwipaiis %4aaid “4anl Auy

Abmaaiom,,

: puepiam jueayiudis, pue Aemialem, Jo suoipuyap
Buimo||o) a3 sapiaoid Adljod 36DIaM3S JUBWILIIA0D YL JO / UDIIDSS

‘palioddns aq jou |Im sa1em Supjulp
21|qnd 4o} Pasn S310( J0 SHOAISSBS WO SYIeqIas I3||ews
‘palinbal ag ||IM [BAOLUB. JUSLIINU Y}Im SWS)SAS JUaWwess)
Aepuodas jeyy Ajayl sl 3 “yoeqias paonpad e Suiyeas u|

‘Wnesy
211gnd Jo JuawuodIAUR 33 uo 1edw) 1uedljiudis e aaey Jou
[I'M S}IBQISS Padnpal 3yl ey} (JUsWUISA0Y B30T Jo/pue
yijeaH Jo uswiiedaq ‘SUOOBINY  PUB  UOJIBAIDSUOD
‘Apsianpolg Jo  juswpedsg  Jofpue  uonenday
|ejuBWIUOIIALT  puE J3lepn Jo  uawpedaq) ssiuade
Aosiape jueAa) ayy yum uopensucd ul Aldoyine
3|qisuodsal 3yl Jo uondejsies syl 01 ‘sajessuowsp
Jusuodoid e aiaym palapisuod ag Aew syoeqlas Jaj|ews

"JUBAS |[BjulRl
(d3v) Aujigeqouad aouepasox3 |enuuy Jusdlad QT e
ul Buipoolj Jo/pue uonepunul 0} 12algns eale Aue .

10 ‘quswileal] INOYUM
puepiam juedipugis Jo Aemiziem e olul Apdaap
saBieydsip jey) walshs adeulelp e Jo sallBawW Q0T .

(6T02) AJ170d 3DVHIM3IS LNIWNYIAOD J0 SLNIWIHINDIY DNISSIYAAY LINIWILYLS
140d34 NY1d 38NLINYLS OL WNAN3aay




19 October 2022

Statement addressing the Government Sewerage Policy

223

Attachment H

"JUBA3|3.1 51 Juawalinbaul
sIy} ‘puepiam juedudis Jo Aemualem e olul Ajloaaip 281eyosip jou
op (eale yuawdojaAap ay} woJy a8.1eydsip 03 J101id sainsealu uoljualal
-o1q / Suiddins-juauinu y3noay) ssed Jalem aney [|IM Yaiym) sajems
/ sulesp uoisinpgns pasodoud ayy pue ‘sjol 123lgns 2yl uo sulelp
BIBLINSYNS PUE 32BLINS ‘S|BULERYD UOIIESLLI BUIISIXS OU 3B 313U USAID

. uonoinbay
[DIUAWIUDIIAUT pUD 131D Jo Juawindaqg ayl wolf 1ybnos
aq Apw padojdwa ag pnoys 1oy) sa213ap4d Juawiaboupw
a31japsd  )5aq  pub  SHUBWIDAI} U0  dIUDPIND  WA)SAs
abpuinip ayy ojur 3B.pYIsIP 03 JoLd SWBISAS UOLUIII0NG
10 [sjjos papuawp Jo asn ay3 apnjoul JuawIpal) fo sajdwox3

“S3LIDINGL] J13Yy] 10 SIanLl Buiuun)
pup ubms ay) 03 sabipyasip 10yl wajsAs abouinip aapfinsgns
10 220fins p wo.f saijaw QT spuawl0a) (9d) baly j043u0)
juawdojanag Butuupl) uoms ayl Bundaffy uawabouopy
131omajsom Jof Buiuupld (TS "ON JUaWalnls Aaljod aipiodio)
SUOMI20JY puUp uonpAIasuo) ‘Astanipolg Jo juawiipdag

‘Aomuzzom o 0wl Aj12341p abipyasip 104y
sulpip 320fnsqns pup 33pfins ‘sjauupys uoiipbiul sapnjauy,,

1 W21sAs
adeuleap, e S3INUISUOI JEYM UO SJUBWIWOI Sulmo||o) ayy sapnjaul
sajoN AJojeue|dx3 Adljod abpiamas JaWWIAADD BY) Jo 7 3|qel

“Juswieas) INoym puejiam juedyiudis 1o Aemiaiem
e olul Apoaaip sa8ueyasip leyl wolsAs oBeuleldp e Jo sadlaw Q0T

*Jayng ajqeidadde ue si SWAN] 2yl ul pasodoad
SE )2Bqlas W Qg e pue ‘Ajdde jou saop Juawalinbal yaeqias w QT ayl

Council
13.1

(6T02) AJ170d 3DVHIM3IS LNIWNYIAOD J0 SLNIWIHINDIY DNISSIYAAY LINIWILYLS
140d34 NY1d 38NLINYLS OL WNAN3aay



19 October 2022

Statement addressing the Government Sewerage Policy

224

Council
13.1

Attachment H

oT

01 paJinbal ale suledp Jou ‘| Jayiiau 1eyl 10y 3yl ulpuelsylimiou
9N 8U} 0} uoljeledas Jajeald yum pue| jo suonuod Jsylo Sulaey
pUB[}aM JUIWADUBYUT 224n0say ayj 0} Ajwixoid ul Sjo| ayy ypm
‘011BUSIS B5ED JSI0M 3IN|OSHEe LB S| QHY W 8'0 JO 2due)sip uoljesedas
ay) 1eyl paljou 3q os|e pjnoys i ‘aroqe g julod 0) uolippe U

‘PAABIYIE Bq ||1M 2|qe) Ja1em [euoseas 1saysly anoqe
W 9°Q 15e3| 18 jo uoneledas e ‘AjSuipioddy "QHY W §°0 JO SIUBISIP
uoneJledas e pey yaiym ‘puejiam Aso821ed Juswadueyul 22inosay 3yl
0} Juadelpe eale ue Bulpn|axa pansIyde S| JON PUE 1O 2Ul Usamiaq
gHY W §'T JO ajuelsip uonjeledas e ‘AT @Yl ul paguasap sy

'3A1}ISUSS 35BM3S B UILYYIM 10U S| Uoisiaipgns pasodoad ay)

‘eale
324n0s Jayem Supjuup a1ignd e ulyim jou st uoisiaipgns pasodoid ayl

‘T

|euoippe apinold 03 padinbad aq Aew syuauodoid
‘sajuelsip  uoneledss aaslyde o} pasodosd
SI || JO 3sn ayy asdym [z Inpayas oy 13jad)
pasn wajsAs juawiealy jo adAy ayy pue adAy |los

uo Suipuadap ‘seale 13Ylo [|e Ul SaJ)BW ST 01 90 €
puE {seaJe aAljISuas a8emas Ul sa4jPew ST ‘z
Iseale 224n0s Ja1em Bupjulip J1jgnd ul saJ1BWw omy T

‘Juawdo|anap
Buimoljoy asu Jarempunoud a|gissod pue AJjigeLIBA Wil
Buoj jJo ¥dUOD BY] Ul SUCIPUOD I3lEMpUNOId [PUDSE3S
jo a8ues ayy junodoe ojul Bupe) ‘|aaa) Jajempunoud
1saydiy ay) asoge saouelsip Suimo||o) ayy Isea| e aq
pInoys walsAs aBemas 3}I1s-uo ayl jo uod asieydrsip ayL

wouy

Jaiempunold
uonesedss €7's

‘AlaAandadsal 1sam pue
YLOU 3y} 0} SPUE|I9M JUSWIIUBYUT 324N0S3Y pue asn a|diyniN Y3 03 yoeqias
W Of B SPUSWWOdal SIAMT 2yl ‘plenBajes anleAlasuU0d B Sy "3DUBISU| SIY)
ul ajgedidde aue A3yl 1ey) Jou ‘anoge asoy] 01 $}Ieq1as Jajews Suljuawajdun
0} adods apiaoud pinom yoiym ‘swajsAs juswieals) AJepuodas Jo asn
31 SPUSWILIOII SIAMT 24 18y} BUIPUBISYLIMIOU BSIN0D JO S| BAOGE 31 JO ||y

*8UIpOO|) pUB UCIEPUNUI JO }SH W) 334}
aJe (Jajum ul |1y saop jeyy 3sam o3 puepiam AioSaled Juawsdueyus
@2inosay ayy Jo uoluod |lews ay) apisino) ays ay) jo suontod
a|qedojarap ayl 23uay ‘w 7 jo yidep e o3 sjios Buluieip-aaly ‘Apues
Uylm pue (3seaypou syl o} wy §'T Ajjewixoidde puejiam Alo3aie)
uolleasasuo) Jalempeolg ayl ueyy Jaydly w ¢ A@rewixoisdde)
QHY w g Aja1ewnxosdde 1e ysiy si 2315 ||e2aA0 3y ‘elep uonesisaaul
|ealuyasyead  pue  Suuojuow  usiempunosi By}  palspisuod
Suiney SN 241 40 12ays ue|d Juswadeuew Ja1emuwiols Ul papiaoad
uondudsap aus ayy Apenonded ‘SINAAT BYl Ul pajuswniop sy

JUBAD ||ejuied (d3v) Aljigeqold souepaaax]
|enuuy Jua3 1ad OT e ul Sulpoo)} Jo/pue uoijepunul o 1algns eale Auy

(6T02) AJ170d 3DVHIM3IS LNIWNYIAOD J0 SLNIWIHINDIY DNISSIYAAY LINIWILYLS
140d34 NY1d 38NLINYLS OL WNAN3aay




19 October 2022

Statement addressing the Government Sewerage Policy

225

Council
13.1

Attachment H

1T

e paguasad si yeys Asodaled [10s 3s93yd1| xau 3yl T AJoSoajed |10S Ul SWalsAS
juawieasy Adepuodas pue Adewnd oy (2pod-y) 2215 10| Wnwiuw dyads
e 3qusa.d jou saop A31jo4 36DIaMAS JUSLIUIZNADD 3} 1O Z 3INPayYds Jo T 3|qe]

WUBWSBDUDW J2IDMIISDM IISIWOP aYS-UQD /ST SZN/SY T°6 219l
Yum aauepiodde ul ‘(pues pue sjaneld) T Aio8aied |1os ojul ||e) saiyoid pues yang

L, auoysawiy
pjpwip] pajpilossp pups upajd fo iadpj snoupa Ag ulbpapun pups umolq
Ais ssay Ajybiys Aq uroiapun we -z 0 Jo yidap o 03 burunido jjosdol Apups A3jis
umouq y1op o fo Buipsisuod so paqlidsap aq Alpaauab uod ajifoid acpfinsqgns ay 4,

:$Mo||o4 se eale uejd 2Jn1aNJ3s 3Y) JO 5)10S 3Y) Saqlasap
SINMT 34l Jo g xipuaddy 18 JINM Ag Jiodas uoiieBiisaaul ealuydsload ay)

“Aa1jod siy jo
7 3NPayas yym ajuepiodde ul ademas jo |esodsip ayy Joy
eaJe uoned|jdde pue| paisaquinauaun ue pue juawdo|aasp
3]EPOLWIWOIIR 0} JZIS JUBDIYNS JO 3g PINOYs 10| yoej

eale uonedidde pue] ¢'z's

"Alleuiajul paule}ap aq 0} paau |[IM S10] apisul pajesauad
12lemwiols  salpoq Ja1em Buineial Jo salledosd Buipunodans
uo Pedw! ou S| BJaY) BUSY ‘sule) JuIwWileal) PNPUL YIIym
‘sajems aFeulelp Jo walsAs ayl eia Yypou ayy o1 syied swdopaap
-24d S} MOJ|O) [IM UOISINPQNS 9yl WOJ) JS1EMLUIOIS PaldRJIpay ‘9

‘pueiam Juedyiudis 1o Aemialem e ojul Apaanp adieyasip
10U Op sajems / suledp 9sayl ley) Sulpuelsyimiou ‘Juawadeuew
Jziem 31pesd 1s8q Yyum 3duepiodde Ul eale juswdojaasp a3yl
wouy asieyasip 0l Joud sainseaw uonualal-olq / Suiddiys-quauinu
Y8noayy ssed Jaiem aARY ||IM S3[BMS / SUIRIP UOISIAIPGNS |8 ‘J3ylind
‘seale |esodsip wol) Aeme pue s)o| 3jeaud Jo 3pISINO [|aM 2 [Im
sulesp aauay ‘(syuawasea pasodoud Ajssawio) ayy Jo adejd ul) sanasal
a8eulelp pue (saBuaA) saAIRS3) PROJ Ul PR1EI0| 3 ||IM 2.NJINJISEIUI
/ sadid Jaiemuiiols pue suledp uado |B ‘SIAMT 2yl Jo 193ys uejd
Juawadeuew Jajemuilos pue uejd a1n3dNJIs ay) Yiim aduepliodde uj ‘S

‘|esodsip AJepuaas
Joj slenbapeul pawsap sl j0| Jenaiued B uo s|los Ayl jo (1Yd)
Xapul uonualal snodoydsoyd ayy sajedipul (355 |BUl B Ul papn|aul)
uodal [ea1uyda30ad a1j199ds-30| ‘|euly B a1aym pasn ag Ajuo ||Im [10S ||
10 [10§ papuawe ‘ST 341 Ul paiels sy 'saduelsip uoneledss ansiyae

'salpoq Ja1em Buiniadal o saiuadold Suipunosns
uodn jpedw| jou |im JI3jEM paalip-ad 1ey)

pUB {Z°7’'S U}IM S0UBPIOIIE Ul SUIBIP PUE SE3le
|esodsip 28emas uaamlag uopesedas ajenbape

‘panaiyoe
ag | Jsjempunosd woly uonesedss moy

:3)eJ1jsUoWap 03 salduale |BLISJBI WOJ) BdIApE
Jo uonesspisuod ul Ajuoyine ajgisuodsal ay3 Jo
uonoejsies ay) o) papiaosd st ueld juswaSeuew
@8eulesp e aiaym pue juswdojanap ueqin Joj
pauoz Apead|e si 1By} pue| 1o} palapisuod aq Ajuo
JlIm SaoueysIip uoljeledas analyde o} sulelp Jo asn
3y sanjea adedspue| Jo Ayuawe asiwosdwod jou
IMm pue a 1youid 1502 JoU 3JE ‘UOISIBAIP 191BM
ysnouayy s1o] Jaylo uo edw) Jou op ‘andaye
8JE SUOIIN|OS 1BY) FIBJISUOLISBP O UONEBWIOUI

(6T02) AJ170d 3DVHIM3IS LNIWNYIAOD J0 SLNIWIHINDIY DNISSIYAAY LINIWILYLS

140d34 NY1d 38NLINYLS OL WNAN3aay




19 October 2022

Statement addressing the Government Sewerage Policy

226

Council
13.1

Attachment H

T

'SMLY 8)s-Uo 3sh 0} adods sem 13y} 3103131}
pue adelamas pajendnal Yim padiaias ag jou pinod ease ueld aunjonus
2yl leyl Suipuelsiapun |eJauad e sem a1yl Yaiym Suimo||oj pue (uollelodio)
J31BAN WOJ) PAAIBIBL SEM BDIAPE Jaye Ajpleipawwl) 8T0Z J9quialdas
ur anssi siyy uo payseosdde Ajuanbasqns 2sam H1dg pue uoyessng
J0 A1) 9y} UOsERJ 9|0S BYY SISIYL SMLY YUM $10] ;W 0007 Suidoddns 03
M3IA e Yyum paydeoadde aq (DdyM) UOISSIWILOD SulUUB|d UBI|BIISNY LLIBISIM
pue uoj@ssng jo AJD 3yl pIpuUBWIWIOI3L UoneIodIo) J3IBAN SY] ‘UOISN|DU0D
SIY) UO  “15e@ Byl wod) welsAs pay Auaesd papualul syl Ag padines aq
JOUURD puB| 3y} 1ey) 198 ay) SUIPURISYIIMIOU ‘ISBMYULIOU / 1S9M YY) Ul BSSBA
WoJ) WalsAs afelamas wnnaea ayl SuIpusixe Jo suoliedl|dw [BIuswuolIAua
pue |eIDUBUL 3IBASS 3U) Padpajmoude ey} J3s) yaiym ‘uonesodio) Jsiem
ay1 jo yauelq Budiaias pue| ayl pajnsuod siaauidua yaloud ay) ‘pasuawwod
ssaooud Suluueld aunjonais BY) B40j2q |[dM ‘pauocnusw  Apease sy

‘lesodoud
3yl JO 2INjeU pue 3JeIS 3y} O} IJeINSUIWWOD 3G 0}
SI paJinbaJ uoIBWIOUI 3] "UOIIBIBPISUOD OJUI USYEY U3
aAeY jJuawdo|anap JO UOJIeIY|SUBIUI 24NNy 3|qissod pue
eaJe 3y Jo spasu Bupdialas a8eiamas a|qeulelsns wia) Suo|
ay) Jeyy alesjsuowsap o} |esodosd Suiuued e jo poddns
Ul papirosd aq pinoys T 3|npayas Ul pauline uojewiou|

'ssaoo.d Buiuue|d ayl ul Allunpoddo sailjiea ayy
18 pauIwIRIap agq p|noys [esodsip aBemas Jo poylaw ayl

s|esodoud Buiuued

Woddns o3 uonewlou| £

Hs1d Aue
aAowWaJ 0y swajysAs Juawiean AJepuodas Jo uoljeuawa|dwi ay} spuaWWoIal
SINMT 2Yl ‘seale aallisuas afemas pue seale aanos Jalem Supjuup 2lgnd
uiyym ||e4 3ou op s3o| 3algns ayy Jeyl ey ayy andsap ‘pauoijuaw Apealje sy

*sjuawalinbal yijeay jo Juswiiedaqg yum aduepiodde
ul swalshs juawiealsy AJepuodas adBs 01 palsinbal
|2uuosiad adueudlulew Jo Ajjige|leae 3y} JapISUOD pinoys
paJinbas wajsAs Juswieal) Jo adAl ayy Jo UolBUIWISISP
‘seale Ijowal pue [eqns u] ‘(z 3Inpayss o031 JajaJ)
SJUIBIISUOD [BJUBWIUOIIAUR JO [edisAyd Jiy10ads-ayis ssauppe
0} pasnbal aq Ajuo pinoys swalsAs Juawiealy Alepuodas
‘saoueisul JaYlo ||e u| ‘seale aanisuas afemas pue
SeaJe 224Nn0s Ja1em gupjullp 21ignd u) pasinbal aq Ajjesauad
JIIM |BAOWIEL JUBLANU YHm swialsAs juawiealy Auepuodas

palinbas walsAs Jusunea)

3}Is-uo

jo adAl §'T'S

'swia)sAs AJepuodas 4oy ,w 08T pue Juawieas) Aewnid
10} (syoeqias Joj ease uipnjpul) ease uonedljdde jo ,w gEE Ajuo saiinbai
T AdoB=jed |1os ‘(Aep Jad aBemas Jo sauy| 05T Sunesauad yoea ‘suosiad xis Jo
Asuednado uodn paseq) Aep 1ad 53111 006 JO PEO| 31 |NEIPAY BAIIBAISSUOD 1S0W B
Sujwnsse usa3 ‘seale uoijedldde puej paJinbal ayy anaIyae 01 JUBIRIYNS uBY)
aJow aq ||IM ‘AYsuap ||eJBA0 BA0IdWI 0) BZIS 10| §Y AU} 0} uocneleA paidade
Appim e W 0p8'T o 8z1s 10| wnwiuw pasodoid 3y Ysu Aue ajeunwnje
0] SHUN JuaWIieas) AIEPUOIBS 3SN 0} UOIBPUSWWOIBI SINMT 3Y) sn|d ‘eale
ue|d 24n32N435 3Y3 Ul SUOIYPUOD 105 123YS1| Yanwi 3y} UsAID "swalsAs Alepuodas
10} (0TY) ;W 000'T pue sweyshs juawieasy Azewnd oy (gH) ;W 000'Z 40
3715 10| WNWIUIW B 5195 Y2Iym (sweo| Ae|2)  AdoBa1ed |10s S1 8215 10| WNWIUIW

(6T02) AJ170d 3DVHIM3IS LNIWNYIAOD J0 SLNIWIHINDIY DNISSIYAAY LINIWILYLS
140d34 NY1d 38NLINYLS OL WNAN3aay




19 October 2022

Statement addressing the Government Sewerage Policy

227

Council
13.1

Attachment H

€T

‘pue| ay3 jo aBeulesp Jo
3|qe) Jaiem |euoseas ay} Bulpsedal suladuod Aue aeiaz)ie 0} 1eaf ayy jo awiy
15a)1am 8yl JO SUOINPUOI By} J3pun als ayl Jo juswssasse |ealSojoadoipAy
e Adessadau ayy apiroad jeyy suodas uonedisasul |ealuyasiosd pue (suoseas
19M OM} Jano) Buuojiuow Jalempunods sepnoul SIANMT 2yl ‘uonippe u|

‘lewiuiw aJe s3eduwl Yieay pue [ejuslliuoliAua ay) 3suay
‘eale anIjIsuas afemas Jo a2unos Jajem Bupjuuip dignd e uiyym jou .

pue sajpuade
Ag Juswssasse pue uoleWIOjUl 3]s J3IlJea BulmO||o) 1B p3ALLIE
uoISIIAp B ‘W PPD'Z Se ||BwsS Se 50| 0Jul UOISIAIPGNS 10j pauoz Apealje .

—3aJe 510| 193[qns ay3 1eyl Suipueisyiimiou ‘sapinoad 355
ue 1ey] UoijewIojul awes ayy apiaoad ‘sanipuadde s31 yym 1ay1ago) ‘SIMT YL

Us-UQ /PST SZN/SY UUM Sdueplodde Ul ‘s)SIIUBIDS
Jlos pajuaisadxa pue payijenb Ag yo paudis pue uaasiano
10 pa)onpuod aq Ajuo pjnoys uollen|eaa |10s pue ajls ayy

"SUJ3IU0I Yl|eaH
10 Juawsedaq pue JuawuizAcd [B20| ssauppe 03 padinbal
3Q ABW SUOIIPUOY JB3A B} JO BWIY 1S813aM B3 Jepun
3)s 3y} Jo Juawssasse |exdojoalolpAy e ‘aBeulelp 1o 3|qe}
12)em |euoseas ay) Suipiedal SUJIDUOD 2Je 2UAY) IBYM

‘|EWIUIW PRIPISUOD
3Je s30edwW) |BIUSWUOIIAUS 1O L}|B3Y 3I3UM JO UOIJBLLIOJUI
3115 Sunsixa UO paseq ‘palieA ag ABLW UOIJEN|BAS |IOS pue
3yis 2yl Jo sjuawalinbal ay) JuaWabDUDW 13)DM3ISDM
J1ISaWOP 33IS-UO £HST SZN/SY YaIM 33Uepiodde Ul papiaoid
3Q PpINOYS SUOIBN|EA [I0S pue 3}IS ‘palinbal aJaym

105

pue

suoljen|eaa
S T'ES

"Aj@yIjun S1 UOIIEJIJISUIIUI YINS UDSESI
1BY} JO} pue ‘@s5BA 15B2 Ul JuawdoeAsp pue assep 03 Alepunoq Juawajiles
pauysp Aleap e spiaosd 03 suoys Buuueld Jsies sadwey Ajuo pinom
‘aoeds uado pue speol Jaypuny ul Sulojoe) s30| 9€ Jo pIalA 10| JuaLIND Yy
Agnop Ajuo pinom 1534 18 Yaiym ‘eale ueld auniandis ayl Jano Juawdojaasp
JO uonBdYISUBIUI JBYWNy ‘uoseas Jeyl o4 ‘Bulpunouns puepsiuly
pue Suias |esns uamd Apenoiued ‘sea sayuny Ayunwwod pauueld
ay3 pue Jadoud 331sUMO] 3SSBA BYI UBIMIB( UOIYISURL) JO uollenpesd Ajisuap
-19Mo| uaAa ue Suipiaoid pue ayp7 uosay uodn Buipping ui 3130| os|e s1 a1ay|

awayas ABanesls s,uo11es0di0D) J91eM JBPUN 1SED BY) WOy
12mas paj-ANaeld Aq paoiaIas aq 0] SIYJIYM ‘SSSBA JSED JO JIpUlBWIBI BY) JO
Juswdojanap padinsas-Ajny aininy pue suluue|d Jadwey 1o 3dipnfaid Jou |jIm
pasodoud uejd ainanas ayy (NN ‘se8 ‘Jaiem ‘Jamod 'a'1) $321A19S payIUal)
uowwod pue (gL Jaqwanop ul jels AN) yum peaasde se jsea ayl oy
SUDIIIBUUOD oM} '3'1) SUCIIPBUUOD peod AJessadau ay) papinold uone|ndod
ainjny  suo0)assng 4o yng a2y Sunepowwodle o} (dnjeAes
10 yuou a1ediaquiy ‘assep ‘8'a) uonnjos pauued aun1aonuls 1o11sip ‘adie| ay)
3q JaAaU ||Im 0006 PUB TOZ ‘94T 5107 1843 JUBWaSpa|mouyIe [eJaUss | auayl

(6T02) AJ170d 3DVHIM3IS LNIWNYIAOD J0 SLNIWIHINDIY DNISSIYAAY LINIWILYLS
140d34 NY1d 38NLINYLS OL WNAN3aay




19 October 2022

Statement addressing the Government Sewerage Policy

228

Council
13.1

Attachment H

T

L, "A1j0d 3BD13M3S JUILILIBN0D 3] JO 7 IINPAYIS YIM
32UDPIIID Ul (nSOdsip IBDM3S 3)IS-UO J0f SIUDISIP ¥IDG)3S PIIDIKOSSD
pup spaip uonopliddo pup| ‘snipioddp juswnpal) abomas Aipwiid
Quawdofanap pabpsiaua ayl a)DPOWILIOIIN UDI 10| 3Y] DY) Sainsug

‘uopNioAs ay} fo Juswssasso apino.d [iIm Yyijoay fo Juswiiodag
ay| ‘uonpddo uoisinpgns ay} Jo poddns w pajpwigns aq o} pasinbad
3G A/pJauab [yim UoIDNIDAZ (105 pUD s Y] ‘S2auUbIsUl J3Ylo (1D uf

‘JUaWdo[aAap ainjnj WAojur 0] GODWIOJUl 1ayang aiinbal
ng “jpsodsip abbMas 23IsUc DulIbpowiwioddp Jo 3fqodpl aJb S10]
pasodoad oYy payjsios si ‘saipuabo [puafal wouif a31apo Buliapisuod
Jayfo  ‘voissiwwio) Bumupld upypRsny Wajsap|  ay)  alaym,

:Bulaq uopuod
SIY} JOj UOIeNYIS Y} SaqUISAP IINPaYdS SUOIIPUO) UOISIAIPGNS [SpO 3yl

P ENTINERT]]
[0207/y3paH Jo wawupdaq) |osodsip abomas ays-uo Jof UonpIo|
a1pudosddp 3yl pup paiinbas walsAs Juawipal) abomas a)is-uo fo
adA} ayj aunwialap 03 UoIIDNIDAS (105 pUD 3315 b 3pinold o3 si Jupsyddo
/413UMOPUD| 343 ‘SYIOM [DUOISINIPGNS JO JUIWIIUIWILLIOD 4] OF 4Olid,,

:S3JInbaJ jey) QT M UOI}IPUOD pIEpUE]s BIA .

10 355 ue Aq pajuedwodde aq
01 BY { Japun s1o| uo |esodsip aBemas 3}1s-uo 1o} sjesodoid sasinbal
1512942 YT wio4 ay3 uaaid ‘uonedljdde |eaoidde uoisiAIpgns ayy yum .

-paysiuiny aq p|nod yons ‘3ss
pap e ul paoeid aq 0} uoieuLIul SIY} 31Nbal DAL / H1dQ Pue uoyassng
10 A1) 3Yl pInoys ‘JaABMOY JUSWSBDUDW J3)DMIISDM D1IS3WOP 3}S-UQD
ST SZN/SY YUm 2oUeplodIe Ul ‘s)sIjuaids |los pajualiadxa pue payienb Ag
140 pausis puE UBASIAA0 10 PAJINPUOI UIBQ aneY 'Aj0g aBDIMIs JUBWLIIN0D
3yl pue 1UsWASeUBW J3leMmalsem BUISSBIPPE SUOIIISS SII PUB SIAMT 3yl

‘Yieay o uswpedaq fluawuianosd |edo|
JO UOIDBJSIIES BYL 01 JUAWABOUDW JFIDMIISOM IISILIOP

(6T02) AJ170d 3DVHIM3IS LNIWNYIAOD J0 SLNIWIHINDIY DNISSIYAAY LINIWILYLS
140d34 NY1d 38NLINYLS OL WNAN3aay




19 October 2022

Statement addressing the Government Sewerage Policy

229

Council
13.1

Attachment H

ST

ddS) sealy auold aiyysng ul duiuueld :£°g Adljod Fuiuueld
81815 Yum Ajdwons 03 pasu ay) passiw ayp7 UoJaH) spiepuels
Juiuueyd aayysng Asesodwajuod yym au vl 3 3wdung
‘1Isamyuou ayl 01 aypT wosal 01 ssadde adedsa Alepuodas
B ppe |Im uoISIAIpgns J13ijJea pue uejd ainypnas 8yl -

:Buimolo) au1 Bulpn|oul ‘mou
0006 PUe TOZ ‘9.T 5107 40 uoisialpgns pue Sutuue|d a1n3oNJs By yIm
Buipasdosd yum syyauag Auew aue aiayl 1ey) Buipueisyiimiou ‘suniny
Y} Ul 1o MOU 2Wo21N0 JURIAIRS aY) 28uUBYD J0U ||IM 31 UBAIB UOISIDBp
Sujuueid punos e jou S| uolsiApgns 3yl Sulkeap Jayung  “AdIAISS
adesamas e Ag padialas Ajgeuoseal ag Jouued I ‘Juody Juswdopasp
ayj suiolpe pue| ayl a|iym ‘reyl Suluie|dxa uollew.Ioul pajielap ay)
sapinold saanseaw Adljod ay) Jo 1°T'G Uoi1Ras 0) asuodsal ul syulod ay| .

10} payjwi| lou ing
Buipnjaul ‘suondo |esodsip pue juawieal) aSemas .

3pN|IUl PINOYS JUBWISSISSE
3yl ‘saduUeIsSUl JaUlo U] "awayds afelamas pale|nanal
Mau e Jo uolsinodd ay3 Juesiem Aew uoisuedxa JUIWI|1Ias
10 3|eas ay) ssajun paiinbal aq 01 Aj@yI|un s ucljewojul
pajielap ‘awayds afelamas paie|nalial paysi|gelsa ue asey
10U Op }ey) Ssumo} 104 “jesodold 3yj Jo 3InjeU pue 3|eds
3y} 0] 21RINSUBIWIOD 3G P|NOYS papircid UoileWIOU| 3]

“Buinuas adesamas uoy uondo ajgedoeld 1saq ayl jo
Juawssasse ue Ag paloddns ag pjnoys sjesodosd Buluued
‘a|qe|ieAe 8¢ jou ABw 3BeIaMas PalenNdBs  3IBYM

(uondo ajgeanoeld 359q
JO JUDWISSISSY) 2|ge|ieae
aq jou Aew a8elamas
paie|naijal aIaym
alelpay T ueyl ssa| S10]
Joj Buipirold sjesodold €7

‘leaoadde uoisIApqns
JO UOIIPUOD PJEPUR)S JUBAD|RA BY) IIUBPIOIIE W pawgns (diwmn) ueld
Juawaleuew Jalem uegdn ue uiyum uswdolassp 1sod pue uswdojaasp-aid
410q ‘19)eMm 3IBHINS PUe Jalempunols jo Sulspow s Jaauwdua 1A ay) jo Jed
3q ||Im 3522 AUB Ul ING ‘PRIUBLIEMUN S| DIUBIE] JD1EM 31IS B ‘(J21BAN UO1D5SNG)
Aiddns 1ajem paje|naijal 0} pajIauuo aq ||Im S30| ||B 1Y) JIB) pue ‘Suoijipuod
110s Apues ‘s10| J0 9215 8yl uaal9 “saoipuadde se Jiodau Sulloyluow BjeMmpunold
pue uolles|sanul |eauy210a8 Suipnjoul ‘|esodsip a8emas IN0ge UOIIBULIO|
JUBA3|3J ||B Suleluod pue juawndop Adlod JuawabBbubiy J3IDAM UBGIN
13333g yym aouepiodde ul paltedald uaaq sey SN 23U Aym Uoseal ayy si siyl

"JuBwWaBeueL J21BMLII0)S
pue juswaBeuew odemas ‘Aiddns Juanem Joj AZaiens
Supialas pasodosd 3y) uo s|IEISp pue 3dueleq Jalem
3)Is B 3pnpul pinoys siyy "pajesodiodul 2q oy si [esodsip
28emas Jnoge UoiEWIOU| PUE (800 DdYM) Wawadeuey
I3)BAN  UeQUN JBN2E  YUM  3duepiodde ul pasedasd
aq o0} st A3ajeus Juswadeuew I3jem [BIO] 1O JOUISIP BYL

paJinbai
s| ASalelys juawafeuew
J2)eM  |BJ0] JO  PIASIP
e amym sjesodold T

"UoISIAIPGNS SIYy 10y Jo pasodsip pue
pajeau) aq ||Im 23eMas Moy JNOGE UOITBWLIOJUI JUBAS|3 || SUIBILOD SINMT YL

1MOJ2q PaUlIN0 UoileuwLIoul
ayl Ag paluedwodde aq pINOYs SIY} ‘IUBABIBL J3YM
‘pasodsip pue pajeal} aq |im ademas moy Ayads pinoys
ueld aunpnays |edo] Aue Jofpue (Juswiajap |elasnpul
Jo uegan jo Buiyll 2yl Suipnpul) sswayds Fuwwueld
|e20| Jo uoidas y3nouy) pue| jo Suluozal Joj uoljedldde Auy

ue|d ainjanans
|edo| pue Bujuozay °Z

asuodsay

juawaJinbay

uondag

waysAs Suluue)d ayy Jo saSels snollea je syuawsaainbas pue uoneuwuojul Suipoddns :T ajnpayass

0 pue £Q SUOI}PUOI SYI0MYHES 3y} Jo Jed se pajuawa|duw
SY40M UYons yum ‘sease |esodsip Juanyya oy |10s i} 3|geHNS aunbal sjof
Aue JI auiwEIap 01 Bullsal [Yd 214128ds-a1IS JAYLIN) ApN|dUl plnom 35S [Buly

(6T02) AJ170d 3DVHIM3IS LNIWNYIAOD J0 SLNIWIHINDIY DNISSIYAAY LINIWILYLS
140d34 NY1d 38NLINYLS OL WNAN3aay




19 October 2022

Statement addressing the Government Sewerage Policy

230

Council
13.1

Attachment H

9T

1o assep Ul uonendod pue plaiA 10| Buisooq Uo 19349 UEdIHUBIS
ou 3ABY [|M |22 paulwl| siy) se AjtejnonJed ‘0006 PUB TOZ ‘94T 510740}
ue|d 31n1anJ1s ,3U0|EPUR]S, B SUIDUBADE 10} SUOSEAI UIBW 3Y] 3Je 3say)
ing “Juapuadap awil 05 JoU aJe Jey) slauaq Jaylo Auew ale alay|

‘ajelauadal
UBYd LWIIsAS-022 PpuB|}@M B JIUODS 3yl PIIUBWWOI
s1 JuswaSeuew pue uolel|Igeyal SiYy) J3Uoos U] ‘pue|lam
spfaLfyaaig ulayliou ayy pue (wip4 431pmppodg pio) Jany
MBN BYl Yyum BdusLIRdXa 3yl SI Sy "240Ysalo) splatfyadg
paieyjigeyss Apessje ay) aysoddo 1ejigey ajiplim Jayung
2jeald pue sayouelq pue(iam asay) ul Ayjenb Jajem anosdwi
M Yyans yuou ayy o) puepem Asodsied asn adininy syl
10 S ueq ayj Jo uonesl|ige)s / uonesausdal uonusw o} Jou
‘152myIN0s ay3 Ul puejiam Alo8aled Juswsaueyul a2inosay
4O UOID9S palepunul 2yl JO SUlewal Jeym JO UO0lD3Uu0d
Jadosd pue juswaBeuew / uondajoud ‘uonelljigeyas
3y} sa1eyl|ie) UoISIAIpPGNS J3llies pue uejd 2an1dnJis ayl -

'Pa)00|43A0 34 10U P|NOYS "213 UONE||R]SUl 3JIAISS
‘Buipiing-aJ peod ‘JuawaBeusw JUIpRUl JO SAIUBISU| JaYlo
1nq ‘Azuadiawa 1o} Ajuo jou ‘saynod ssadde 3jdiynw Sulaey
JO sjjausq 8yl “YJomiau peod 10)I3UU0d pue JoInguasip
pauysp sJow 3yl jo sdeid ul pasn unJ jes, B SWOIBq
PINOD 31 1BY) JUBIXa ay} 0} Jou Ing ‘(umouyun Apsie| Buleq
suoljedljdwi dijesy sy pue uolsuedxa assep yinos pauued
2yl yum Ajedadss) saunssasd digesy jenuslod Jayung
Buisea Agasayy ‘assep Jo Jno pue ul Ajigesuwsad |eiauad
anosdwi [m uolsialpgns Jaljsea pue ueld aumanuls ayl -

‘Aauadiawa aiyysng e ul Ajiadouad pue san|
10 AljIgeIBUINA BY) USSS3| O} UOIIIR JAI1IBII0D UO 3] pInoys
snJ0j 0s ‘15210) / puejpoom Suijesauadal e Ag papunons
peos pua-peap e uo juawdojaaap jo puelsi ue AjPAIRAYR
S131 1BYY Ul BJed sI 3¥pT vosal ‘(syiuow jo Janew e Aq (/'€

‘pajelausd
aq o} ARy =21 eyl (sisem apesy
Juipnjour) a8emas Jo sawinjoa uo paseq
pa3a1a1sal aq pnoys sasn pue| yi Allusp
‘sjesodoud |eLIsnpul/jeluapisal-uou 1oy

pue
pue| Agieau 0] ainjoniyseljul adelamas
4o uoisiaoad ay) asipiedoal ||1m 23esamas
paleinanas Jo el syl 4 Anuspl

‘awayds Buiuueld |edo| Jo ABajens
Suuued [B20] 9y} ‘uoissiLLWO) Buluue|d
ueljelsSNy uIaisapy ayl Ag pasiopua Jo
paJedald uejd 21831435 B U| J0) papiaoad
3JE S3SN  PUB| BSUIUI [IOW  AIIYM
juepodw Auenoiged siosiyp cedning
ayl ul sasn pue| adueyd Jo Ajisualul
0} saipunuoddo 1ou3sa) |Im aBelamas
pajgnanal jo e| ayr j o Ayjuspl

:sypoedwy Suiuue|d asn pue|

‘[esodsip pue JuswiesJ) 3is-uo

10 ‘eaJe |B20] B BUDIAIBS BWAYIS
pajejnonel mau B Jo  juswdo|aasp

‘a|ge|iene
ale sa01A3s |i3un yuawdoasp Sulke|ap
0] uand ag pNoOYs UOIIBIAPISUOD
‘uoy Juswdo|aAsp Byl wol) jowal
si pue| algns ayl ajaypy awayds
afesomas Bunsixa ue 0] UOIPAUUOD

L]

(6T02) AJ170d 3DVHIM3IS LNIWNYIAOD J0 SLNIWIHINDIY DNISSIYAAY LINIWILYLS

140d34 NY1d 38NLINYLS OL WNAN3aay




19 October 2022

Statement addressing the Government Sewerage Policy

231

Council
13.1

Attachment H

LT

‘lepu=nod
Juawdoasp sjgeiaun Ajgissod ‘papwi AssAa Nyl usms
€9 pUB HZZ 5107 uo JuswdoEAap palamasun Jo spedwl
aAEINWND By} SulBpISUOI UBA2 ‘Bdue)sUl pale|osl SIY}
ul |esods|p Juan|ya 311s-uo Buisn 1oy uoledynsni pue suoseal
2AISUBIX3 2Y) UBAIE JuBWYED [BJO| Yl Ul uoIsIAIpgns
PaJaMasuUN Je|lwis 10y JUapadald e 3Q JOU ||IM UOISIAIPGNS SIY L -

'SJUBUIWEIUOD [B[IUSI0d YlIM S1SBM SPEI] OU 3 ||IM 343Y]
3juay ‘sjesodosd [eLISNpUl / |BIIUBPISSI-UOU B JOU SI SIYL -

‘(euney Jo
BJ0|} 3JB) P3IE|I3P B JO 1B]IGeY 10 ‘SpUB|1aMm J3Y10 ‘shemialem
‘seale aAI}ISUaS 93eMas 'a'1) SUsWUDIIAUS BuInBIal aNYISUSS
0} Ucljeiedas 3|geIapIsSucd ISIMIBYI0 JO 3IUIISIXS-UOU 3y -

ruang
‘sppedwl |elUsWUCIIAUG JO Yijeay dlgnd o3 siealy) jou ale alsay)

'9]seM 3peI) SB Yyans ‘@8emas Jo sawnjon
U0 SUOI3IIISAL JO) PA3U OU SI 3J3y} aduay Buluoz ayy Aq papiwad
1o pasodosd sasn pue| |euisnpul / |elluapisal-uou ou aje aiayl
‘Mleuly 212 uoneledan ueneduy pue saaJ) Jueuwal Sunsixe ‘ajgel
A31eM Y21y “uolnepunul 3AIsUIXa 01 anp s2illunioddo juswdojeasp
pajiwi| BABY }S3M BU} 0} pE9 pue Hzz S307 aiym ‘isea Buidwnd
/ Buiuiesp awayas / Juawydled Jamas pasodoid ayy Aq padiaies Bulaq
0006 PUe TOZ ‘94T 5107 JO 1se2 pue| ayl smoys ue|d ABajesys Jamas
s,uonesodiod 131eM USAIE ‘pue| AgJesu o0} aunlonuiseljul a8elamas
Jo uoiswoud ay) asipiedoal jou |Im aBesamas palenallal jo e
ay) Jayying ‘ASojouysay [esodsip JUBN[3 3YS-UO Ul SIUBWBIUBAPE
J3Yyuny a1e asayy 1 Apenaiped ‘ainmny syl ul sasn pue] asueyd
Jo Ayisuaiul 01 sajyunuoddo 10143524 Jou [|Im 38esamas pale|nanad
40 e ayy ‘sjo| pasodoid jo yidap pue ipm ‘azIS 3y} USAID

‘PABPUE]S |BIIUBPISL
padinsas-Ajiny e 01 pado|aAsp aJam 31 JI UIA® ‘U0ljssng Jaleaus

is10edw) aApEASIUILPY

313eWws3|qoad
usaq sey ease |edo| ayj ul |esodsip
8)I5-U0 Jey) asiape sauade |ellajal
10 Juawuianod |e20| asaym payoddns aqg
jou ABW ,WIQQOZ UBY] S53] S0 JO UOIERID
3y "Aysusp pasodold ayy je eale |e30|
By} ur swajsAs ays-uo jo asuewlopad
ay} uo ydnos ag pjnoys juawuianosd
1820]  WOJ) UOPBWIOJ|  ‘PIBPISUOD
s| |esodsip 238emas 2lis-uo  AIAYM

pue
‘spedwl 3onpal 01 sainseaw Ajjuapl

pasapisuod
3q  pnoys  spedwl  aAnenwnd
quawyled  |e20| BY} Ul UoIsSIAIpgns
paamasun  Jejlwis  Joj  juapadaid
e 13s 0} Aj2y| si jeacudde pue pasodoad
s |esodsip @afemes @lis-uo  alaym

‘915eMm apeJ] ul Juasaud
aq 03 A|ayl| sjueulweluod 3y} pue ‘loy
papinosd sasn pue| jo adAy ay) 1apisuod
‘sjesodoud |elisnpul/jennuapisal-uou 1oy

euney Jo eio}
3lel pale|dap e Jo JelqeY JO SWaIsAs
15JBY ‘S9AJISAL BUUEBW ‘SpuBllam Jaylo
‘shemialem  ‘seale  IAlIsUaS  odemas
Suipnppul ‘sjuswuolAue  BUIABIB)
anpisuas uo spedw; |eiuasjod Ajuspl

syoeduLll [BJUBLLILOIIAUS pUE U}eay dijgnd

(6T02) AJ170d 3DVHIM3IS LNIWNYIAOD J0 SLNIWIHINDIY DNISSIYAAY LINIWILYLS

140d34 NY1d 38NLINYLS OL WNAN3aay




19 October 2022

Statement addressing the Government Sewerage Policy

232

Council
13.1

Attachment H

8T

‘pado|aAsp aq 01 2. Seale 32IN0S
Ja3em Bupjulip 2lgnd Jo / pue seaJe aA1YISUDS 38eMas OU JeL] SsIAPe ] .

:8uimo||oy ays Ino s1es Ajesp
pue ‘apiacid pinom 35S Ue Jey) UONBLLIOMI JWeS Ay} sapiaold SIAIMT YL

'2312 uoneladan ueledl pue sa3J) Jueuwal 3ullsiXa ‘a|qel Jaiem ysiy
‘UOIEBPUNUI BAISURIXS 0] anp saijlunlioddo JuawdoaAaap Paliwl| BARY 1SaM 3y}
0} ¥£9 pUe $Zg 5107 2|1ym ‘ysea Suidwnd / Suiuielp awsayds / Jusawyosled Jamas
pasodoud ay) Ag paoiatas Bulaq 0006 PUB TOZ ‘94T S107 JO 1SE3 puUB| 3yl SMOYS
ue|d ASajeu)s Jamas s,uoljesodiod Jalep usas ‘pue| Agiesu o) sunjonilselul
afesamas Jo uoisinoid ayl asipiedoal jou |im a8esemas  pajenanal
10 yoe| Byl Jayung -Adojouyda) |esodsip Juan|yd 1IS-U0 Ul SJUBWIBIUBAPE
Jayling aJe 343y} ) Ajgenoied ‘auning ayy wi sasn pue| adueyd 10 AJIsuslul 0}
salunuoddo 12111534 10U |IMm 98eIaMBS pale|ndial Jo yoe| ayl ‘s1o| pasodoud
10 Yidap pue yipim ‘az1s ay) uaald ‘g7 uoIIas 0) asuodsal ay) ul pajielap sy

ul pauiIno se ‘sacuelsip uoneledss Aq pajlsye
PUB| puE S$32UN0SAS  JIIEM JO  UOIIEJHIIUIPI .

seale anlyIsUSs 98emas pue seale
anos sayem Supquup 2ignd jJo uoneayuIp! .

-3PNIUL PINOYS siuyy
‘wnuwiuiw e 1y ‘|lesodoud 8y Jo ainjeu pue 3|eas ayl yum
21BJNSUIWIWOD 3¢ [|IM PaJinbal uoljew.oul Jo [aA3] 3yl
‘Aatjod SIy3 JO 7 3INPIYIS PUB G UOIIIBS YIM 3OUBPIOIIE
ul |esodsip a8emas 3)15-uo W.a)-8uUo| 10) 3|RYINS SI B)IS Y}
21BIISUOWP 0] JUBWSBEUBLY 121BMBISEM JNNSBLIOP 31IS
-UQ ZPST SZN/SY YlM 3IUBpIOdIe Ul UOIeN|eAS |IoS pue
aus e apwosd pinoys jueddde ay) -Aupge siyy asipnlaud
10U ||IM |esodsip 211SUo 1BY) 31RJISUOWRP pInoys Juedldde
3y "pasodouid s |esodsip 38eMas 3115-UO DI3YM PaI3PISU0D
3Q 0] spaau juswdojaAsp JO UOIJEIISUIUL  BInny
a|qissod pue eale 3y} jo spasau BuPiALes wual-Suo| ayl

pasodoud si |esodsip
ademas 91Is-uo IaYM '

*s|easalu|
Jen3as 1e pasinas swalsAs asayl aney o) adejd ul sjuale adnIas
|edo| pue swsiueyoaw ajeudosdde yim ‘BjeS JO UOIIPUOD 3Y) JO
1ed se Juawwaalde a3UBUIUIBL PUB 32IAJ3S B BPIAOId S1IUN JUSWIEDI]
Alepuo2as Jo siainpejnuew |je ‘soedw) aallelISIuIWIPE JO SWIa) u) .

‘pases|al
Buiaq woly snonzapuay a3yl PUB SNONZ3puay UO SPOOM
3y} jo sadejs sayuny pajuasaid jou sey safels Jalea ul
2duew.lopad J1ay) pue ‘assep Jsea ul Jadle| pue w 0pg'T 510]
uo pajuawa|dwi Apeal|e ale swaishs [esodsip afemas ays-uQ -

‘juasaid s|ios Apues ayj ul alow
pue w g7 jo uonesedas Jajempunotd Suinaiyoe sjo| Jsow
aydsap ‘swaisAs juswieas) Alepuodss jo uonejusws|dwi
ayy Auenoiped  ‘sydipund Aseuonnesasd  ayy o
uonedljdde y3nouay sysu / sypeduwn ajesijw o1 pasodoud s 3| -

"sjuswaduelle ssayl Loddns o1
a%e|d ul swWsIUBYIaW pue sjuawasuelle
2jueuajuiew/3udiaies  Jo s|ieyap -

(6T02) AJ170d 3DVHIM3IS LNIWNYIAOD J0 SLNIWIHINDIY DNISSIYAAY LINIWILYLS
140d34 NY1d 38NLINYLS OL WNAN3aay




19 October 2022

Statement addressing the Government Sewerage Policy

233

Council
13.1

Attachment H

6T

pue ‘saipoq Ja1em uado
pue sease |esodsip afemas uaamiaq uoljesedas ajenbape -

PRARIYYE 3 |IIM £77°G U0IBS LM
20UBpJOd2E Ul J3}BMPUNOIE WOU) Uoijeiedas MOy UO S|iB}ap -

—sapnjoul

"(snLy) swalsAs aBemas a115-uo Alepuoass jo asn pasodoid -

pue “Aarjod s1ul Jo 7 B|NPaYas YiIm adueploae
u| eaJe uonjedldde pue| e ajepowwiodde 03 33is Jo Apoedes -

pue 3jew> -
‘Aupgelsu) pue adols -
los jo yidap pue ainjeu -

'sInoju0d
Jajempunot8 pue sjaaa) Jajempunosd 1saysiy Suimoys
Suiddew Suipnppul ‘Ad1jod SIYY JO £°7°S UOIISS Ul paUI_IuOD
BeUs1ID  yum  Adusisisuod  pue ssiempunold ol yidap -

—jo a8esanod Bulpnpul
‘ease uejd 3IN1ONIIS 3Y] JO SUOIIPUOD [I0S PUB 3}IS 3Y} S|IEIBP I

‘pPapUIWWOIaL e s)oeqlas aleudoidde Yaiym 1oy 1sam pue
yuou sy} o} Buipoo|j [euoseas o} 1alqns pue| Ajuo ‘swalsAs aZeulelp
‘spuepiam juedyiudis ‘shemuslem  ‘saioq Jajem Supjuup  ajeand
pue 21gnd ‘sauoz uolenosd JI0AIIS3L ‘STU0Z UoI1I3104d peay||Eem Aue
8Je 213y} 1y} Jou ‘sasuelsip uoijesedas ypum asueldwod saulno

pue g
UM 2OUBPIOIIR Ul $32JN0S3I J31eM pue seale
|esodsip a8emas uaamlag uoneledas ajenbape

‘pansIyae 3q |IIM €'7°S Yam
ajuepiodde ul 131empunols woy uoijeiedas moy

191eJ1SUOWAP 0} UOIJBWIOLUI JUBI2IHNS UIRJUOD
pinoys 31 ‘pasinbal si ue|d Juawadeuew adeulelp e alaUm

‘wajshs afemas ays-uo pasodosd

pue ‘Adjod siyy
10 g 3|Npayas Y}im a3Uepiodde Ul ease uonedljdde
pue| e 3jepowwodIe 03 s jo Aldededs

pue ‘ayewp -
pue ‘Aupgelsul pue adojs -

pue {{Aio8a3e0
jlos Buipnjaul) |ios jo yidep pue aineu -

pue syusipesd
131empunoJd pue s|ans| Jajempunold 3saysiy
moys o} pasnbas ag Aew Buiddepy -Adnjod
SIY} JO £°7°G UOIDBS Ul PaUIBIUOD Bl
yum Adusisisuod pue uajempunodd o) yydap -

'SUOI}IPUOD [0S PUE 3}I5

Buipooyy 01 103lgns pue| pue swajsAs
a8eulesp  ‘spuepiam  uedyiuBis  ‘sAemIIlEM
‘saloq Jajem  Bupjuup  2jeaud  pue  dngnd
‘sauoz uonaajoud Joasasal ‘sauoz  uondaoud
peayjam sapnpaul ‘Adljed sSiyy Jo Z'7'S uonaes

(6T02) AJ170d 3DVHIM3IS LNIWNYIAOD J0 SLNIWIHINDIY DNISSIYAAY LINIWILYLS

140d34 NY1d 38NLINYLS OL WNAN3aay




19 October 2022

Statement addressing the Government Sewerage Policy

234

Council
13.1

Attachment H

(o4

*pasn s WaisAs Juawiea) Alepuodas
AIIUIIDA JUSINU B DI3YM S2432W 970 1SED| B 0 ‘|2A] J23empunodd 1saydly ayy
3aA0gE $3413W §°T 15E3| 18 Pa1EI0| 3 PINOYS SPUBS Ul Wa1SAS a8eMas a115-Uo ay)
10 juiod aSieydsip ay) ‘eale anjisuas a9emas B 10 Bale 32Inas Jajem Supjuup
211gnd e UjyIM Jou S| 1Byl PUB| 40} T2IEMPUNOCIE WO} UoREIedas 0} padsal u|

josodsip a3bomas
21(5-U0 40f $24n103] 2345 |DJAUID) {7 I|GDL YIIM 9IUBPIOIIE U|

|esodsip a8emas ajs-uo
10} s24Nnje3y 2)IS |eJAUAD

"ahoqe sy

(asnoy wooupaq s o ul suosiad g fo Axubdnado) asnoy ajburs
b Jof spaip uonpayddp pupy (£ 3)gol YIIM 33UBPIOIIE U]

sasnoy a|3uls 1oJ
seale uoljedidde puey g

'swa)sAs Alepuodas 10y W 08T pue juawieal Azewnd 1oy (syoeqias
Joj eale Buipnjdul) eaie uonedlidde jo ,w gEE Ajuo saninbal T Alodaled |los
‘(Aep Jad aSemas Jo sa11l| 0ST Bunelsauad yaes ‘suosiad x5 Jo Asuednazo uodn
paseq) Aep Jad saiyl| Q06 Jo PeO| JNeJpAy anjeAISSUOD 150W B Bullnsse uang

‘Aop/7 T Jo pooj aynoipAy b Buisn pauiwialap
240 Si032Df  UOISIANUO3)  Juawidojanap  uoisnipqns
Jof paip uonpajddp pup] pasnbal  WNWIUNL 3y}
310/N3{D3 0] 540120 UOISIBAUC) 7 3/GDL YIIM 30UBpI0IIE U]

(;W) eaJe uoneddde
pue| jJo uoneulwszyzq ¢

‘seale uonedydde paJinbal ayl aA31Yyde 0} JU121Y4NS Ueyy
210w aq ||Im ‘Ayisuap ||eJano arosdwi 01 321 10| GY 3Y) 01 UoneleA paidadde
Alepim B W Q0R'T Jo 9z1s 10| wnwiuiw pasodosd ayy 4su Aue ajeulwiz
01 slun juawieas) AIEpPUO2aS 2SN 0} UONEPUIWWOIAI SINMT pue eale
ue|d 31n12NJ35 343 UL SUCIIPUOD |10S 123481 YINW 3Y) UBAID “swaisAs Alepuodas
10} (0TY) ;W 000'T pue swa)sAs juawieasy Asewnd Joy (gH) W Q00T 40
3715 10| WNWIUIW B 5135 Yyaiym (sweo| Ae|a)  AoB21ed 105 SI 9215 10| WINWIUIW
e paquasaid s jeyy Azo3ajed |10s 3583y au 3y ‘T AJoB33e3 |10S Ul SWSISAS
juawiealy Auepuodas pue Alewud oy (3pod-y) 8zIs 10| wnwiuiw Jyads
e 2q112524d 10U SR0P AJjjod 26DIIMAS JUSWUIBN0D 3] O 7 IINPAYIS 4O T 9|qel

'SDaly 3WayIs uobay (334 pup unlijodonap
Yuad Jo apisino spaip anIsuas aBOMas pup sHalp 324nos
1330Mm Buryulip sygnd spisino pajpaoj sj1os AAbay ul [psodsip
abomas aus-uo Aq pasiuas juawdoanap  [DIIU3pPIS3I
Jof sazjs joj winwiuiy T 3igoL UM 9dUBpIoddE U

sjios Aneay
ur juswdojanap |enuapisal
10} S3ZIS 10| WNUWIUIN T

asuodsay

Jawalinbay

uondag

swajsAs a5eMas 3)15-U0 10} SHUIWINNDIL 3YIS 1 INPAYIS

*salpoq Jajem Suiai@dal Jo saiadold
Suipunouns uodn joedwl jou M J3lem  pajlalip-al
1B smoys Alea|d 1ey) ued JuawaBeuew adeulelp e sapnjpul -

“1X2) AWaYIs Ul palaa|ial ale |esodsip a8emas jo syeduwl
afeurw 01 palinbal sasn pue| Ul sUOIRIIISAI AuB 3insul
‘JX3} BWAYDS Ul Papn|dul 3 PINOYs asn Jiay} I2Jopus
0} suoisirold ‘pasinbau aie swalsAs Juawyeal) Alepuodas J|

‘juawadeuew 38emas d1jsawop
3YS-UO LPST SZN/SV Ul papiroid s| uoneniesd
jlos pue ays Joj ASojopoyisw aseld isaq ayl
'sa1poq Ja3em 3uia1aal Jo saiuadold Suipunoains
uodn 1oedw| Jou [IM JI1EM pR1JaJIp-a4 1BY] .

(6T02) AJ170d 3DVHIM3IS LNIWNYIAOD J0 SLNIWIHINDIY DNISSIYAAY LINIWILYLS
140d34 NY1d 38NLINYLS OL WNAN3aay




19 October 2022

Statement addressing the Government Sewerage Policy

235

Council

Attachment H

131

1Z

!s5300E 3|qeuoseal
sapnjaaid Ydlym Jauuew e ul paned Jo uo 1jIng aq lou -

—{|m eade uoledl|dde
pue| ayj jeyl painsse ag ued y ‘sassadoad |eaosdde snjesedde
andas pue (a8eulelp Ja1emuwio}s Jo Juawssasse Suipnjoul) uoljedndde
Jwiad Buipping JUaWUIBA0E |B20] pue SNV Yl 01 SJainidejnuew
Ag soueusjuiew ;/ suoipadsul Apslienb usamiag "sanpisal jusn|ys
yum joeju0d |enualod ploae ajdoad jey) pue wajsAs uoneddde pue)
B3 JO UOIIUNY BYY YIIM 3J34133U1 10U Op SBIIAIDE [/ 3Sh pue| ainsus
01 uoipadsul ‘saueuajuiew SuioSuo apiaoud sMLY JO S1aInNlIBjNUEy .

‘sassao0ad
|eaoidde snjesedde d13das pue (aBeulelp J91EMLULIO]S JO JUBWISS3SSE
Suipnpur) uonedydde jwuad Suippng 8yl ysnoayl SsaUNPNNS
juauewdad Jo Alesodwa) Aue jo a3l yday ag pue Ajuo a8emas pajealy
10 uoiNquUAsIp 3yl 03 pajalisal aq Ajisea ued eale uoledljdde pue| ayp .

*afemas Jo |esodsip ayl 1o} 7 3|Npayds Jo g pue ¢
$3|GBY YIIM 20UBPI0IIE U 530| ||B 104 papiro.id 5| eale uoed|dde pue|y .

‘Buimo)joy ayy
€ pug| 0} 12adsal u)

uan @ sandwod uolsialpgns pasodoud syl ‘BSIE UONEDN

‘SaoUe)sIp uoleledas asaiyae 0) palinbal ale sulelp Jou ‘|| JAYNaU 1BY) 10B)
ay1 Buipuelsyumiou 1o 3yl 03 uoneledss Jaieald yum seale Jaylo Bulney
puepam juswadueyul axnosay ay) o) Ajwixold ul s10] 3yl yum ‘oleuads
35B2 15J0M 3INjosge ue s| QHY W g0 Jo 2Juelsip uoneledas ayl ‘Jaynng

‘swiasAs Juawleas) Alepuodas pajepuew ayj 1oj
paAalyoe aq ||IM 2|qe) Ja1eM [euoseas 153yS1y aA0ge W 9'( 15e3] 1€ Jo uoeledas
e ‘AjBuipiodoy  "QHY W §'0 JO SJuelsip uoneledas e pey yoiym ‘puejiam
AioBa1ed Juawasueyu3 aounosay ay) o} Juadelpe eale ue Suipnpxa panaiyoe si
1ON pUB TOIN 241 Usamiaq W §'T Jo aduUelsIp uoleledas ay) ‘palels Apeal|e sy

(6T02) AJ170d 3DVHIM3IS LNIWNYIAOD J0 SLNIWIHINDIY DNISSIYAAY LINIWILYLS
140d34 NY1d 38NLINYLS OL WNAN3aay




19 October 2022

Statement addressing the Government Sewerage Policy

236

Council
13.1

Attachment H

(44

JUDAZ(3] YUM 32UDPI0ID Ul paulpiuibwl Alipnbal s1 wiaisAs josodsip
pup Ju3WIDai) 3y} 10y} ainsua o) suonobijqo Jaumopup) Bulobuo aip
alay) ‘painpau si Joj ay} Jo paip ajgodojanap ay) ‘aiofaiay) ‘pasnbai
aq [jim 36pmas Jof Wa)sAs [psodsip pup JUaLWIDa1] AIDPUOIas 3115-U0 UD
‘yans sy “(s)10] 3y} 01 3|qofIDAD JOU S AJIAIAS 3BDIIMAS PaoBINdNAL Y,

smoffof sp a)pis 03 51 uolpalIou ayy ‘(uoyd pajisodap) Aanins
Jo upyd 4o woubpip ay3 uo papnaul aq 03 si uonpaifilou sy fo adjon
‘(s)10] pasodoud ay3 fo ap Jo (s)a1021f11432 ay3 uo paloyd 3q 01 5t £68T
19y pupt Jo Jafsupi) ayy Jo wo/ uoidas 01 Jupnsind ‘uonoafiiou v,

8M

;|eAoadde UoISIAIPANS 3Y3 Uo pasodull 31e 9eA 310U
a%1ApE pue QT PUE A SUOIHIPUGY piepuels SUIMO||o) 3y3 Jey) pajdadxa sty

*SUONYIPUOD SNOLIBA

|esodsip 28emas a)1s-uo
8uisodoid  uolsIAIpgns 7

asuodsay

juswaiinbay

uondag

5310U 3IAPE PUE SUOKEJIOU ‘SUOIIIPUOI UOISIAIPGNS [SPOIAl i 3INPaYIS

‘aA0GE PaUIIN0 SjUaWAIINDbaI Y} 193w
0] BaJE UIRLI3) B WOJJ PAPNJIXa 3q 01 355 10 pue f uejd aun1anuis |eul
3yl Ag paJinbal aiaym 1da0xa ‘sydedqias Suljjamp 3yl apisino seale
Ul seaJe |esodsip pue swalsAs N1y asoidde |m Juawulanod |30
3y) pajadxa si )1 ‘eale uonedijdde puej jo uoneso| ayj o} 1adsal u|

“Jo-uni uaaa.id o) palsauldus o) eade uonedldde pue)
8y} oy paau ou si 313y} ‘A[Buiplodoy ‘(G:T) @Al Ul BUO PaBIXA JoU S0P
adojs ayl moys AlJeajp pue ue|d in}anJis Ay} U0 UMOYS JB SINOJUOD
ajeuns ‘ease uoneddde pue| ay) jo juaipesd ayl o) Jradsas u)

‘wa)sAs [esodsip ay3 JO 3duBUIIUIEW
pue SJupdiaJas s2|qeUd  Yaym Jauuew e ul jday aq -

pue !seaie aul| sayjop
pue sAemyied se yons dyjed) 100) Jendal o1 Palgns ag 1ou -

{{4amowume| paj|osuod
-uenysapad e uelyy Jayio) ayjedy Jejndiyaa oy Palgns sq Jou -

(6T02) AJ170d 3DVHIM3IS LNIWNYIAOD J0 SLNIWIHINDIY DNISSIYAAY LINIWILYLS
140d34 NY1d 38NLINYLS OL WNAN3aay




19 October 2022

Statement addressing the Government Sewerage Policy

237

Attachment H

€z

L Juaabpuow
26bmas Jnsawop aNs-uQ LHST PIDPUDIS PUBIDEZ M3N/UDIDASNY
uj papinoid si adapid jsag "Adjod 3604aMas JUSWUIBACD {IM
JU3)5I5U0 3G 0] 31p sD24D [psodsip abomas Jo uolipdo| pup azis ayf,,

L[1uawuianon
|0207/y3jpaH fo juawppdag) osodsip abomas ays-uo Jof uonpio|
aioudoiddn ayy pup painbas wajsAs juawipal) abomas ajis-uo fo
adA} ayj auwiajap 03 uoIIDNIDAS [10S PUR 33Is D apinoid 03 st Jupsyddo
/A3UMOPUD] 341 ‘SYIOM [DUOISINIPGNS O JUBWISIUSWILLIOD 34} OF JOlid,,

L(Iuawuwianog p207) , uciouwiioful
dayunf Jof juswuianob |pdoj ay1 1pUE) Csuonpinbal  yipay

9EM

(90

Council
13.1

(6T02) AJ170d 3DVHIM3IS LNIWNYIAOD J0 SLNIWIHINDIY DNISSIYAAY LINIWILYLS
140d34 NY1d 38NLINYLS OL WNAN3aay



Council 238 19 October 2022
13.1 Attachment | Concept Network Vasse East
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Wastewater Conceptual Plan
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Attachment L Bendjar Grove connection

Development Guide Plan — Lot 27 Redezvous Road, Vasse
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Schedule of Submissions

Attachment M - Schedule of Submissions DP19/0004
PROPOSAL: Local (Standard) Structure Plan — LOT 176, 201 and 9000 Redezvous Road
VASSE WA 6280
SUBMISSIONS CLOSE: 15 Jun 2022
OFFICER: David Sands

No | NAME & ADDRESS NATURE OF SUBMISSION STAFF COMMENT STAFF RECOMMENDATION
1. Water Corporation Water Supply is not provided by Water | Noted. That the submission be noted.
Corporation.
The Water Corporation has a long term conceptual
vacuum wastewater plan for this area (as per
attached diagram).
2. Department of Health Water Supply and Wastewater Disposal

It is noted that the proposal intends to have onsite
wastewater treatment systems and disposal areas
and the lots are proposed to be greater than
1,800m? It is also noted that deep sewerage is
located in very close proximity to this proposal,
being only 22 metres away from the boundary of
Lot 176, House Number 604 Rendezvous Road,
Vasse. Clause 5.1 of the Government Sewerage
Policy (GSP) 2019 details the requirement to
connect to reticulated sewerage and states
“Planning proposals are required to connect to or
provide for reticulated sewerage” and 5.1.1, 3,
states “Where the responsible authority
determines any future or proposed subdivision or
development can be reasonably connected to
reticulated sewerage”.

The Health Act 1911 also provides for local
government to request connection to deep
sewerage when it is located less than 91 metres
away. On this basis the DOH does not support this
proposal using onsite wastewater treatment
systems and disposal areas where deep sewerage
is readily available in support of the GSP
requirements. Furthermore, the lots are very

The available sewer connection to the structure
plan area is by a vacuum sewer which is
approximately 1km from the subject land. The
sewer connection adjacent Lot 176 (at Bendjar
Grove) — is not planned for extension.

The provisions of the Health Act, with regard to
Local Government request for sewer connection,
are noted, however, they cannot be applied to
require connection to Bendjar Grove due to the
above circumstance.

Further to requiring a sewer connection, Special
Provision Area 4 allows for the Structure Plan to
proceed provided reticulated sewer connection is
not prejudiced. This is further considered in the
assessment.

For notifications on certificates of title and a
Mosquito Management Plan no specific Structure
Plan conditions are required as this process will
occur by agency consultation at subdivision stage.

19 October 2022
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Schedule of Submissions

Attachment M - Schedule of Submissions DP19/0004
PROPOSAL: Local (Standard) Structure Plan — LOT 176, 201 and 9000 Redezvous Road

VASSE WA 6280
SUBMISSIONS CLOSE: 15 Jun 2022
OFFICER: David Sands

19 October 2022

closely surrounded by environmentally sensitive
areas as restricted by the GSP and the proposed
sites are very likely to experience high water
tables. The lots may require to be reduced in

size in order to obtain support from the local
service provider.

Should all new development proposals be
connected to reticulated sewerage in accordance
with the GSP, the DOH has no objections.

The DOH is satisfied that the additional loading of
wastewater production from this proposal could
be adequately managed by the service provider's
existing wastewater treatment plant, pump
stations and associated infrastructure thus
minimising public health risk. Should existing
infrastructure be deemed not sufficient, it could be
readily upgraded to meet increasing demands.

Medical Entomology

The subject land is in a region that regularly
experiences significant problems with nuisance
and disease carrying mosquitoes. These
mosquitoes can disperse several kilometres from
breeding sites and are known carriers of Ross River
(RRV) and Barmah Forest (BFV) viruses. Human
cases of RRV and BFV diseases occur annually in
this general locality.

The subject land is also within 3km of mosquito
dispersal distance from mosquito breeding sites
along Vasse River and its tributaries. Mosquitoes
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Schedule of Submissions

Attachment M - Schedule of Submissions DP19/0004
PROPOSAL: Local (Standard) Structure Plan — LOT 176, 201 and 9000 Redezvous Road

VASSE WA 6280
SUBMISSIONS CLOSE: 15 Jun 2022
OFFICER: David Sands

19 October 2022

will disperse from these sites to the subject land
under favourable environmental conditions. There
may also be seasonal freshwater mosquito
breeding habitat within proximity to the subject
land. Additionally, there is the potential for
mosquitoes to breed in onsite infrastructure and
constructed water bodies if they are poorly
designed.

The above disease risks, as well as the lifestyle
impacts of nuisance mosquitoes, will inevitably
result in demands for the application of chemicals
to control larval and/or adult mosquitoes.
Environmental agencies may not automatically
approve the use of such measures in and around
environmentally significant wetlands. Therefore, it
will be important that in-principle approval for
effective mosquito control measuresin and around
these wetlands is obtained from the relevant
environmental agencies before planning decisions
are finalised.

Prior to development, the DOH recommend a
mosquito management plan (MMP) be developed
and approved by both the DOH and the local
government in which the proposal is based to
ensure the risk to the community of exposure to
nuisance and/or disease carrying mosquitoes is
considered. This MMP is to be approved by the
local government and DOH prior to any
subdivision.
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Attachment M - Schedule of Submissions DP19/0004
PROPOSAL: Local (Standard) Structure Plan — LOT 176, 201 and 9000 Redezvous Road
VASSE WA 6280
SUBMISSIONS CLOSE: 15 Jun 2022
OFFICER: David Sands

The DOH has provided guides and templates for
the development of suitable MMPs to assist land
developers meet these requirements. Please see:
Mosquito management (health.wa.gov.au) for
additional support.

In addition, due to the high-risk nature of the
proposed development, the DOH require the
following wording to be placed on all land title
documents:

“This lot is located near extensive mosquito
breeding habitat and can experience substantial
numbers of nuisance mosquitoes after certain
environmental conditions. The mosquito species in
the region are known vectors of Ross River virus
and other mosquito-borne diseases and the region
is subject to annual outbreaks of these diseases.”

Land Use Planning for Natural Hazards

A document ‘Land Use Planning for Natural
Hazards can also guide the use of land to
effectively reduce risk and enhance sustainability
for areas prone to hazards such as flooding
(including storm surge), fire, landslide, earthquake,
strong wind and erosion.

Available for download from:
https://knowledge.aidr.org.au/resources/land-
use-planning-for-natural-hazards-hanbook/

3. | Department of Water and | The LWMS does not meet the requirements of the 1. A modification to Part 1 is
Environmental Regulation | Department. recommended to require ATU
systems to have secondary
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Attachment M - Schedule of Submissions DP19/0004
PROPOSAL: Local (Standard) Structure Plan — LOT 176, 201 and 9000 Redezvous Road
VASSE WA 6280
SUBMISSIONS CLOSE: 15 Jun 2022
OFFICER: David Sands

Page 2 — Section 2.3.2

The requirement for further testing to better
outline the phosphorus absorption qualities for
each lot is noted and should be required as part of
the S&SE report to support the subdivision. As
such an advice note to Model Subdivision condition
W10 is recommended to clarify the level of detail
required.

Page 3 - Section 2.2.3

Permeability testing was undertaken in February,
and should be tested in late winter/early spring
when the soils are saturated. While itis noted that
the borehole was filled with water but it is unclear
how long was allowed to ensure sufficient extent
of the soil matrix was saturated to ensure the test
results were not representative of true winter
conditions. This is deemed sufficient information
to support the structure plan, however the S&SE
report to support the subdivision should have
results from permeability testing in late
winter/early spring.

Page 3 — Section 2.4

It is noted that the Bushfire Management Plan
referenced Wetland Management Plan (Accendo,
2017). This plan has not been supplied in the
documents to support the structure plan nor
LWMS.

Page 4 - Section 2.7.2
The observations and analysis of the groundwater
regime is deemed appropriate.

Section 2.3.2

A Site and Soil Evaluation has been prepared and
submitted for the structure plan and forms part of
the technical appendices to the Structure Plan. The
requirement for modification to the Site and Soil
Evaluation can be further assessed at subdivision
stage and it is not recommended as a Structure
Plan condition.

The timing of late winter/early spring testing
required for on-site testing is noted. The on-site
testing will be required to determine phosphorus
absorption qualities and permeability testing as
per DWER advice.

Section 2.4
Noted. BMP to be further assessed.

treatment units with nutrient
removal.

A modification of section 3.3 of
the LWMS outlining that the
superficial water aquifer is fully
allocated with Lot 201
Rendezvous Rd Vasse, for 1500
kL/annum and a note that water
use for dust suppression would
require licensing noting the
above situation.

A modification to the stormwater
management plan to consider
pre and post development
catchments and 1 in 100 year
flood levels.

In consultation with DWER, the
basin chain arrangement
proposed by the LWMS is to be
modified to incorporate the use
of a vegetated systems,
particularly adjacent wetland
systems.
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Table 3

The requirement for ATUs is noted, it is further
recommended that secondary treatment units
with nutrient removal be specified.

The LWMS has not detail of local flood risks. The
Busselton regional flood study suggests a 1% AEP
flood level of 1.65m AHD, noting this has not
consider sea level rise. However, the land here is
at approx. 5 mAHD and as such a vertical
separation is already adequately achieved.

Page 8 — Section 3.3

It is stated that "Future lot owners will need to
install rainwater tanks", is this a mandatory
requirement? If so why is this not mentioned in
Section 5.3.1?

"The following is noted and supported ""The tanks
have not been incorporated into the
development’s stormwater modelling."""

The statement that "there is limited information
available regarding the allocation of the superficial
aquifer" is incorrect and this resources is fully
allocated. As shown on the Water Register.

Groundwater licence 66003 has expired, however
there is a licence no.180858 associated with Lot
201 Rendezvous Rd Vasse, for 1500 kL/annum.

Section 2.7.2
Noted.

Table 3
The requirement for secondary treatment units
with nutrient removal is supported.

Section 3.3

Water Supply to be provided in future
development and will be required at subdivision
stage. The LWMS reference to installation of
rainwater tanks is to reduce the use of mains water
for irrigation and other outdoor use. This will be at
the discretion of the future land owner. The DoW
have further advised that, as water tanks are not
mandatory, the modelling is not required to be
updated.

The comments regarding the water licencing are
noted.

It is considered that clarification that the
superficial aquifer is fully allocated and that dust
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The statement that "Depending on the period of
construction this license may be used for dust
suppression” is invalid. The existing licenses are for
stock and domestic use and the South West
Groundwater Allocation Plan Policy 4.5.2 states
"Where a licence is required for domestic, stock
and garden use in semi-rural and rural areas and
scheme water is not available, a maximum of
1500kL/yr entitlement applies." Dust suppression
is not an entitled use under this policy measure,
and being a commercial use would require
licensing noting that the resources are fully
allocated.

Page 12 - Section 6

Discussion will be required with DBCA to agree a
wetland buffer, and the management of this
including any revegetation and/or expansion is to
be detailed in the Landscaping and Revegetation
Plan, and this should be developed concurrently
with the Bushfire Management Plan.

Table 5

The action and responsibilities presented are
related to subdivision stage not structure plan
stage.

Page 13 — Section 7.2

The following statement is supported "No post
development monitoring is proposed as part of this
LWMS since the development is of a rural nature
and poses a low risk to the receiving environment.”

suppression would require licencing is to be
provide in the LWMS.

Page 12 — Section 6
DBCA yet to advise

Table 5

Noted.

Page 13 — Section 7.2
Noted.
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Page 13 - Section 7.3

The following statement is supported "It is
recommended that a UWMP is completed for the
entire Structure Plan area regardless of whether
subdivision occurs on a staged basis.”

Page 14 - Section 7.3

Reserve  management including proposed
revegetation methods and species needs to be
understood to support the structure plan, to
ensure an appropriate wetland buffer is provided
and to avoid conflict with Bushfire management
plan requirements at subdivision.

Appendix E

The statement in Table 6 that "The wetlands
located within the subject site are not included in
this definition therefore a 100 m buffer is not
required" is not supported. Significant effort was
undertaken to protect and enhance the
wetland/waterway systems surrounding Heron
Lake structure plan as these were seen as high
value assets. These are protected by reserves and
as such they are classified as "other wetlands that
have been identified for protection during the land
planning process".

Appendix C

The stormwater management plan provides no
detail of pre and post development catchments,
pre and post development model parameters
applied, pre and post discharge rates, and/or

Page 13 —Section 7.3
Noted. For further consideration at subdivision
stage.

Page 14 — Section 7.3
Noted. To be established as part of a foreshore
management plan in consultation with DBCA.

Appendix E
Noted. See comments which relate to wetlands
and DBCA.

Appendix C
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detention required to ensure post development
discharge rates are acceptable.

There is also no detail of the City of Busselton
requirements for stormwater management on lots,
and whether this has been considered in post
development modelling.

A plan of the small, minor and major event
inundation extent has not been provided.
Specifically, the typical road and swale cross
section indicates the outer edge of the swales will
be at ground level. Will this result in any water
ponding during a major event within the lots?

The typical basin chain arrangement shown is not
supported. This system offers no water quality
treatment other than sediment control. It would
be expected that a vegetated system would be
adopted. There should also be details to prove
that the land provided for the water quality and
outlets control systems is sufficient.

General

The above comments need to be reviewed at the
same time as reviewing LGA comments, if there are
any conflicts in LGA and DWER comments it is
expected that the consultant will mediate an
agreed position.

Noted. The Stormwater Management Plan is to be
revised as per the recommendations of DWER.

General
Noted

4. Department of Fire and

Emergency Services

Vegetation Classification

Vegetation areas 4 and 11 cannot be substantiated
as Class B Woodland with the limited information
and photographic evidence available.

Further evidence to be provided from the applicant
to address the matters raised by DFES. This
includes:

Further modification is required
to the BMP to provide evidence
to address the matters raised by
DFES, which include
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PROPOSAL: Local (Standard) Structure Plan — LOT 176, 201 and 9000 Redezvous Road

e Area 4: Photo ID 4b depicts vegetation cover
that appears to exceed 30%.

e Area 11: the BMP refers to post development
Class B Woodland classification, associated
with a vegetated drainage reserve. The BMP
should be modified to include evidence
consistent with AS3959.

The BMP should detail specifically how the Class B
Woodland classifications were derived as opposed
to Class A Forest.

If unsubstantiated, the vegetation classification
should be revised to consider the vegetation as per
AS3959, or the resultant BAL ratings may be
inaccurate.

Location and Siting & Design (A1.1 & A2.1)

The BAL ratings cannot be validated, as the
vegetation classification inputs require
modification as per the above table.

DFES notes the BMP has assumed, post
development, that the entire site will be cleared
and managed to a low threat state, as per AS3959.

DFES recommends any commitments contained
within the BMP regarding clearing of vegetation at
the subdivision stage are supported by text within
the structure plan to ensure all assumptions in the
BMP can be achieved.

Vehicle Access (A3.4a & A3.5)

e The vegetation classification in areas 4
and 11 as they cannot be substantiated as
Class B Woodland with the limited
information and photographic evidence
available.

e Post development Class B Woodland
classification, associated with vegetated
drainage reserves.

Further to the above, the layout of external road
connections does not allow for a perimeter road in
certain areas of the site, in addition.

substantiating the vegetation
classifications in areas 4 and 11
and the post development of
Class B Woodland associated
with vegetated drainage
reserves, in accordance with
AS3959.
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The BMP has not provided an assessment
regarding provision of a perimeter road, or why the
proposed battle-axe access legs cannot be
avoided.

Summary of comments

DFES has assessed the BMP for the proposed
structure plan and has identified a number of
issues that need to be addressed prior to support
of the proposal. DFES is not satisfied the BMP

has adequately considered how compliance with
the bushfire protection criteria can be achieved

at subsequent planning stages.

DFES recommends amendments to the proposed
Structure Plan are consistent with any future
madifications to the BMP. The proposed changes
include commitments to ensure that no residential
lots are impacted by BAL40/FZ; and vehicular
access in the form of perimeter roads and
vegetation management meets the requirements
of SPP 3.7 and Guidelines at all stages of the
development.

5. ATCO GAS Australia

No objection to the proposed application.

Advice Notes

1. Anyone proposing to carry out construction or
excavation works must contact ‘Dial Before You
Dig’ (Ph 1100) to determine the location of buried
gas infrastructure, Refer to ATCO document AGA-
0&M-PR24- Additional Information for Working
Around Gas Infrastructure

An advice note is relevant at subdivision stage.

That the submission be noted.
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https://www.atco.com/en-au/for-home/natural-
gas/wa-gas-network/working-around-gas.html

6. Department of
Biodiversity Conservation
and Attractions.

Wetlands

The western portion of Lot 176 contains an area
mapped as a resource enhancement wetland, and
the northern portions of Lots 176 and 9000 contain
areas mapped as multiple use wetlands on Parks
and Wildlife Service’s Geomorphic Wetlands Swan
Coastal Plain dataset.

A review of the Geomorphic Wetlands of the Swan
Coastal Plain dataset has indicated that the Lot 176
western wetland has values commensurate with a
conservation category wetland (CCW), and that the
wetlands within the northern portions of Lots 176
and 9000 require further evaluation to determine
their wetland category. CCW are wetlands with
high ecological values and are the highest priority
wetlands for protection.

Heron Lake is adjacent to the western boundary of
Lot 176. The adjacent former Lot 27 wetland
understorey vegetation had been significantly
altered by past land uses and weed invasion.
During the structure planning and subdivision of
the adjacent former Lot 27, a wetland and buffer
rehabilitation plan was prepared to protect and
enhance the site’s wetland environmental values.
The Lots 176 and 9000 wetlands are also described
in the application as lacking understorey
vegetation. Mo wetland boundary surveys, or
wetland buffer studies, have been undertaken to
support the proposed structure plan layout. The

Wetlands

Liveable Neighbourhoods recommends 30m buffer
for a Resource Enhancement wetland, which starts
at the edge of the mapped geomorphic boundary
of the wetland. A wetland buffer investigation and
rehabilitation plan is required to be prepared by
the applicant, and is recommended to be
undertake by a modification to the Local Structure
Plan.

A modification to Part 1 Clause 7
to include additional information
of a wetland buffer investigation
and rehabilitation plan be
submitted with the subdivision in
consultation with Department of
Biodiversity, Conservation
Environment and Attractions.

The Structure Plan Map be
updated to show the Pedestrian
Access Way to continue around
the southern boundary of the
western wetland.
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Lot 176 wetland would be hydrologically
connected to the adjacent Heron Lake wetland and
should also be protected and enhanced to
complement the existing protected wetland area.

DBCA recommends that the Lot 176 western
wetland be subject to a wetland and buffer
rehabilitation  plan  being prepared and
implemented to determine appropriate wetland
buffers and protect and enhance the wetland
environmental values,

The proposed structure plan (Able Planning and
Project Management, 3 April 2022) depicts a road
adjacent to the southern portion of the Lot 176
western wetland. DBCA recommends that the road
be realigned to avoid the wetland vegetation.

Fauna Habitat Corridor

Western Ringtail Possums (WRP) are listed as
critically endangered fauna under Western
Australia's Biodiversity Conservation Act 2016 (BC
Act) and the Commonwealth Environment
Protection and Biodiversity Conservation Act 1999
EPBC Act).

The application refers to a limited Western
Australian Peppermint tree (Agonis flecuosa)
woodland canopy and concludes that WRP would
be unlikely to be present. However, the Lot 176
and 9000 bushland has been mapped as containing
high WRP habitat suitability and WRP animals have
been found in close proximity to the proposal area.

Fauna Habitat Corridor

Following further consultation with DBCA, the
applicant has been made aware of these
responsibilities with respect to Western Ringtail
Possums, however it is not considered necessary to
modify the structure plan documents as this is
governed by separate environmental legislation.
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Lots 176 and 9000 contain bushland corridors
within proposed Lots 101, 106, 119 and 120, and
between Lot 301 to Lot 307 which connect to a
central east-west bushland portion within the site.
These bushland areas form fauna habitat corridor
connections which should be retained to provide
for fauna movement across the site.

Implementation of the proposed subdivision will
require the removal of vegetation that provides
suitable habitat for threatened fauna. A section 40
ministerial authorisation to take or disturb
threatened fauna under the Biodiversity
Conservation Act 2016 should be obtained by a
qualified fauna spotter, prior to clearing occurring,
with a post clearing report being forwarded to
DBCA.

Lot 2004 Reserve for Pedestrian Access and
Drainage

Lots 102 to 105 and 301 to 303, adjoin the
proposed northern Lot 2004 Reserve for
Pedestrian  Access and  Drainage. DBCA
recommends that a pedestrian access way (PAW)
be provided adjacent to the southern boundary of
the proposed reserve. The PAW would demarcate
the boundary between the lots and the proposed
reserve area, minimizing potential encroachment
and disturbance within the reserve bushland by
adjacent landowners.

Lot 2004 Reserve for Pedestrian Access and
Drainage

The continuation of the Pedestrian Access Way
around the southern boundary of the western
wetland is recommended as a modification to the
Local Structure Plan.
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Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this
application. Please contact Tracy Teede at the
Parks and Wildlife Service South West Region office
on 9725 4300 or
swlanduseplanning@dbca.wa.gov.au if you have
any queries regarding this advice.

7. | Department of Education

The Department notes an estimated yield of 37
residential lots is proposed with an average lot size
of 2,207m2. The subject structure plan is proposed
within the vicinity of Vasse Primary School. It is
expected there will be minimal impact to the public
primary school to accommodate the number of
students yielded from the proposal.

In view of the above, the Department has no
objections to the proposal.

Noted.

8. | Casey Wallace - 17
Tortoise Rise, Vasse.

With this development will come a substantial
increase in traffic on both Cockatoo Loop and
Tortoise rise. The layout of these roads are quite
poor in several areas (as below) which already have
many near misses between vehicles particularly
with a passenger v's a light truck. | feel with a large
increase in traffic on these roads the chances of a
vehicle collision will also increase. The main areas
of consent are below.

1- Intersection of Oaks Drive and Tortoise Rise.
Vehicles turning off Oaks Drive onto Tortoise Rise
already veer onto the wrong side of Tortoise Rise
when entering the road due to the current layout
of the intersection and the alignment of Tortoise
Rise to Oaks drive. This is where | see most of the
near misses. There is also a blind spot to see

Noted. A Transport Impact Statement will be
required at subdivision stage as per the WAPC
transport guidelines.

In the absence of this information, from a
movement network perspective the impact on
Bendjar Grove is not considered to be significant.
The classification of Bendjar Grove which will
become a through road will have capacity for
future traffic movements generated from within
the Structure Plan area. The traffic impacts from
development further east of the proposed
Structure Plan will be further assessed by a
separate planning process.

As future development continues to the east, the
proposed LSP provides a road reserve of 15m
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vehicles approaching along Oaks Dive when trying
to turn off Oaks Drive onto Tortoise when
approaching from a westerly direction.

2- The bend in the road on Tortoise Rise after the
roundabout when entering the estate. For two cars
to safely pass around this bend at the same time is
quite difficult. The road with barely seem
compliant here as cars are touching the curbs to
allow a safe distance between vehicles. | feel like
the absolute bare minimum has been allowed for
in regards to the road widths into and through the
estate which in my opinion is not suitable in its
current layout to sustain the increased traffic flow
that will come with this development.

which has capacity to be upgraded for an increase
in traffic volume. This can further be assessed at
the time of subdivision and a transport impact
assessed as required by the WAPC transport
guidelines will be required as part of orderly and
proper planning. No modifications to the proposed
LSP is recommended.

The principle of supporting/not supporting the
through connection to Bendjar Grove will be
further assessed in planning report.

9. Richelle Searles -

Cockatoo Loop, Vasse.

42

My main concern about this proposal relates to the
secondary access road planned to connect this new
estate via Bendjar Grove of Heron lakes, which is
currently a cul-de-sac. Residents of Heron Lake
payed premium prices to buy lots in an estate that
has one main access road and a small community
of around 60 houses. The residents, me included,
do not want additional traffic coming thru this
estate! The lots were marketed as "private". In
addition, there are young families with children
living in this estate who ride bicycles and play
around these roads, and as they should be able to,
as they paid a lot of money to buy lots on quiet
roads. If this proposed estate goes ahead, i could
only support it if the access road to Bendjar Grove
is not included. Additional traffic is noisy, polluting,
and has impacts on the environment, Lots 8002 (43
cockatoo Ip) and 2013 (alongside tortoise rise &

Noted. In relation to the Bendjar Grove through
connection the assessment as above in regard to
Submission 8.

The Wetlands will be maintained within a Local
Planning Scheme reservations.

The keeping of pets will be further regulated by
Ranger services and are not a direct consideration
for this structure plan decision.
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cockatoo Ip) are nature reserves, where there are
many bird species living. These birds have included
Herons, ducks, wrens, honey eaters, wag tails, etc.
Additionally, there are snakes and other small
species that depend on their living environment
staying as it is. The addition of traffic and new
houses will impact the local nature environment
here from risk of being ran over, noise, and litter.
Please do not put the road through. It is a risk to
human and animal safety. Additionally, | would ask
that if the housing estate goes in, that the lots
adjoining the Heron lake (Lot 8002 /43 cockatoo
loop) itself are larger, and fewer. The reason is that
the current Heron lake maintains quite a natural
feel toit, and increases in houses behind the estate
increase noise, and fencing and houses change the
feel of the estate to a more suburban and concrete
look. We have bought a house here to look onto
nature, not to look at more Concrete, rooves and
colorbond fences. Even if large lots do go ahead i
would like it if there is a restriction placed on cat
ownership please.

Recently, | have already spotted roaming cats in
the area stalking small birds such as wrens. The
existing nature and species are already under
pressure from this. Please do not allow cats in the
new residences, or if you do, please introduce laws
that they be kept indoors. Overall, | ask that there
are less lots to adjoin Heron lake, and that the
Bendjar grove road is NOT used for access to the
new estate, and remains a cul-de-sac as the owners
of these lots expected when they purchased here.
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Help keep children and other species safe. Be fair
to local residents please.

10

Peter Bourne — 12 Bendjar
Close

The decision to purchase and invest in property in
the Heron Lake area was based on it being a
'spacious' residential development without the
density of other local developments. At the time of
purchase we invested a higher price to secure

this and | do not want this compromised.
Additionally the natural surrounds and mature tree
line on the eastern boundary of our property was
the main motivator to purchase this block - | would
request that this tree line of mature trees adjoining
12 Bendjar and LOT 176 be retained in the
development as a nature strip. | would also request
that the development have large bock sizes in
keeping with the original Heron Lake proposal. Will
Bendjar Close become a main access road? It was
not anticipated that high traffic volumes would be
using this road in our decision to invest in this area.
Sincerely Peter Bourne

Noted. In relation to the Bendjar Grove through
connection the assessment as above in regard to
Submission 8.

Based on the tree survey provided by the applicant,
the trees which adjoin Lot 12 will be within a
“development exclusion zone” designated by the
Structure Plan and be maintained in private
ownership. Overall in the Structure Plan area, the
RS blocks, being larger in size, allow for vegetation
retention as blocks are developed and houses
constructed. There will be removal of vegetation
following subdivision approval to allow for road
connections and the grade and stabilising of future
lots, however there is also further opportunity to
retain trees within the verge of the road proposed
to be connected with Bendjar Grove.

11

Brad Baggetta — 9 Bendjar
Grove

A major concern of mine is how much traffic
Bendjar grove is going to receive. We already have
a issue with sharp blind corners at the start of
Bendjar Grove, | believe these roads are not
designed for the proposed traffic. Every house in
this new estate will end up using Bendjar as it
offers the path of least resistance and is the most
direct route for most occasions.

There has been a number of close calls with car v
car and also car v children. If this estate goes ahead
and | truly hope it doesn’t Bendjar grove needs to
be shut off in the construction phase with access

Noted. In relation to the Bendjar Grove through
connection the assessment as above in regard to
Submission 8.

In relation to vegetation retention the assessment
is above in regard to Submission 10.

The requirements to manage dust and vibration
during construction and development will be
further considered at subdivision stage and by
relevant environmental regulations administered
by State agencies. The Structure Plan itself does
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from Rendezvous road only and upgrades to Heron
Lake entrance road and associated blind corners
near Bendjar / cockatoo loop before opening up. |
also have concerns with sewage being adjacent to
lot 101 and weather this will affect me. Aesthetics
is another concern as | see it looks like you will be
bulldozing all the beautiful trees, why not keep
them and work around them. With all this there is
also the question, does this all devalue what we
have bought into? there seems to be no benefit to
the existing residents here at all. Structurally |
believe my property is going to take a hit with all
the dust, vibrations, noise. How are you going to
address this and if | have structural issue, who is
going to pay for damages/rectification works?

not provide any direct permission for site works
associated with land development.

12

Tania Hobson — 4 Bendjar
Grove, Vasse

| cannot understand why this thoroughfare is
necessary and cannot understand why there is no
other alternative access points that can be
identified along a road as long as Rendezvous
Road. Surely there is a safer alternative that would
be less concerning for existing home owners. A
major concern of mine is how much traffic Bendjar
grove is going to receive.

Bendjar Grove has sharp blind corners at the
entrance from Cockatoo Loop, the road is not
designed for the volume of traffic the new estate
will bring. Most houses in this proposed new estate
will end up using Bendjar as it offers the path of
least resistance and is the most direct route out of
the proposed estate.

Noted. In relation to the Bendjar Grove through
connection the assessment as above in regard to
Submission 8.
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A major concern is the sweeping bend on the entry
road to Heron Lake Private Estate (Tortoise Rise
from Oaks Drive). Our children ride/walk/scoot this
road daily. It is already dangerous with the current
traffic load alone. | have personally seen a child
that has been struck by a car on a scooter on this
entrance. Almost every truck or car (unfamiliar
with the area or not) cuts across and causes
vehicles exiting the estate to need to stop or drive
off the road. As mentioned, | have personally been
involved in and witnessed too many close calls
between children and local traffic due to the
increased volume of trades within Heron Lake
Private Estate currently.

All of the roads in the whole of our estate are
extremely narrow and have a lot of blind bends.
There are no street parking options as the area is
definitely not designed or planned for a
thoroughfare. If Bendjar Grove is planned to
remain as it is, in a cul-desac rounded shape, | am
concerned it poses a problem and will attract anti-
social/reckless driving behaviour. The plans
indicate that all of the beautiful trees would be
removed at the end of Bendjar Grove, why not
keep them and work around them, all of the
existing trees at the end of the cul-de-sac should
have to remain untouched.

We have a lot of beautiful wildlife that live within
these trees, in the Bendjar Grove area and the Lake
surroundings. Their homes will be destroyed and
the wildlife will disappear. We love this area and
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chose it with the wildlife and quiet cul-de-sac in
mind, my children love the birds and kangaroos
that live in these areas. It is such a shame no
consideration seems to have been given to this.

At the very, very least, if this estate goes ahead,
which | sincerely hope it doesn’t, there is no
question Bendjar Grove needs to be shut off for the
duration of the construction phase with access
from Rendezvous Road only and upgrades to
Heron Lake entrance road and associated blind
corners near Bendjar / Cockatoo Loop before
opening up.

13

Matthew Peschel — 22
Tortoise Rise, Vasse

A major concern of mine is how much traffic
Bendjar grove is going to receive. We already have
a issue with sharp blind corners at the start of
Bendjar Grove, | believe these roads are not
designed for the proposed traffic. Every house in
this new estate will end up using Bendjar as it
offers the path of least resistance and is the most
direct route for most occasions. There has been a
number of close calls with car v car and also car v
children Along Tortoise Rise as well as roads are
narrow. If this estate goes ahead and | truly hope it
doesn’t Bendjar grove needs to be shut off in the
construction phase with access from Rendezvous
road only and upgrades to Heron Lake entrance
road and associated blind corners near Bendjar /
cockatoo loop before opening up.

Aesthetics is another concern as | see it looks like
you will be bulldozing all the beautiful trees, why
not keep them and work around them. With all this

Noted. In relation to the Bendjar Grove through
connection the assessment as above in regard to
Submission 8.
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there is also the question, does this all DEVALUE
what we have bought into? AS | WAS SOLD A
PROMISE ITS A PRIVATE ESTATE WITH ONE WAY IN
ONE WAY OUT there seems to be no benefit to the
existing residents here at all. Structurally | believe
my property is going to take a hit with all the dust,
vibrations, noise. How are you going to address this
and if | have structural issues? Hope there’s a win
for everybody in

this new world of 2022,

14

Jessica Notte - 68
Cockatoo Loop

Heron Lakes is a private estate and we bought here
specifically due to the minimal traffic and the fact
the estate has no-through roads. Not only do we
not have our own sign at the front of our estate to
make a through road would make it apart of Vasse
Newtown, which | believe Heron Lakes should
remain its own private estate, for several reasons.

Noted. In relation to the Bendjar Grove through
connection the assessment as above in regard to
Submission 8.

15

Simon Whitehouse — 18
Cockatoo Loop

Mainly concerned with the extra traffic relating to
the extension of Bendjar Grove. Heron Lake Estate
Entry / Exit via Tortise Rise and the blind corner on
Cockatoo Loop, are both locations that can be
congested for vehicles, and an obstacle for

larger vehicles (e.g. tucks). Vehicle access for
construction will need to be ensured it utilises
Rendezvous Road. With the increase in traffic for
the are, is there anything that can be done
regarding the Tortise Rise Entry to Heron Lake
Estate to make it safer. When there are vehicles
exiting and entering the estate at the same time,
the 'Dog-Leg' entry makes the road very narrow for
two vehicles. Can the road entry point be widened
to provide a better and safer entry / exit.

Noted. In relation to the Bendjar Grove through
connection the assessment as above in regard to
Submission 8.
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16

Gillian  Neville - 12
Tortoise Rise, Vasse

| am a property owner and reside on Heron Lake
Estate and would be horrified if Bendjar grove was
opened up as this cul de sac is a quiet sanctuary for
local families to gather safely. You will damage our
quality of life irreversibly, let alone the habitat of
birds and other established native flora and fauna.
The estate has enough traffic on it as it is, with
roads that are too narrow to service the existing
houses within this estate. We do not need it to
become a thoroughfare when access off
rendezvous road is a perfectly acceptable and
sustainable alternative. Why are planners so
opposed to keeping cul de sacs? Indeed there have
been some near misses around cockatoo loop and
into Bendjar given the poor visibility this area
presents to road users so to increase traffic flow
with this proposal is a stupid and unsafe move. As
there are no street parking options in this estate
this is also a major issue for the increased traffic
volume this unnecessary thoroughfare would
bring. Plus the increased dust, air pollution, noise
and vibrations this thoroughfare would result in -
who will compensate us for any damage arising
from these issues? This proposal will also devalue
the properties in this quiet sanctuary so there is
absolutely NO benefit to the existing residents
here at all.

Noted. In relation to the Bendjar Grove through
connection the assessment as above in regard to
Submission 8.

In relation to dust and vibration management the
assessment is above in regard to Submission 10.

17

Jonathan Chipchase — 12
Tortoise Rise.

| am a property owner and live on Tortoise Rise in
Heron Lake Estate. | would be strongly opposed to
the planned development near Bendjar Grove as
this is clearly a quiet sanctuary for local families to
gather safely. It will have a significant impact on

Noted. In relation to the Bendjar Grove through
connection the assessment as above in regard to
Submission 8.

In relation to dust and vibration management the
assessment is above in regard to Submission 10.
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our quality of life the habitat of birds and other
established native flora and fauna.

The estate has enough traffic on it as it is, with
roads that are too narrow to service the existing
houses within this estate. We do not need it to
become a thoroughfare when access off
Rendezvous Road is a perfectly acceptable and
sustainable alternative. As there are no street
parking options in this estate this is also a major
issue for the increased traffic volume this
unnecessary thoroughfare would bring. Plus the
increased dust, air pollution, noise and vibrations
this thoroughfare would result in — who will
compensate us for any damage arising from these
issues? This proposal will also devalue the
properties in this quiet sanctuary so there is
absolutely NO benefit to the existing residents
here at all.

18

Justin  Grasso -
Cockatoo Loop, Vasse

56

As stated, the greatest concern is the Heron Private
Estate losing it's 'Private Estate' identity by
becoming a thoroughfare to access adjoining
proposed estates. This will increase road traffic and
increase number of non-local persons accessing
the estate. Private estates are developed by
private developers where there are no public
housing allocations and are favoured by owner-
occupiers looking to build their own homes. Private
Estates require residents to adhere to particular
design guidelines, these often relate to the look of
a home and also dictate the sustainability and
conservation principles that builders must follow
as well. For us homeowners, this is a huge benefit,

Noted. In relation to the Bendjar Grove through
connection the assessment as above in regard to
Submission 8.
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as it makes for a more cohesive and attractive
neighbourhood setting.

Private estates such as Heron Lake are often well-
regarded for invoking a sense of civic pride —
residents take good care of their homes and great
care is often taken to plan and maintain public
spaces. Heron Lake Estate is unique in that all
families over time have become to know one
another and that includes our children who spend
considerable time moving about the estate playing
at each other houses and within the beautiful
landscape areas of the estate. This is a safe and
respected estate, hence giving parents the
confidence in allowing our children to mingle with
their mates and not being locked up inside. If there
is increased traffic, this will become unsafe,
particularly for those residents in Bendjar Grove
who harness the privilege of living in a cul-de-sac.
Residents of Heron Lake Estate invested in living in
this estate because of the fact it was advertised as
a Private Estate with the benefits of a private
estate, it's location, it's aesthetics, immersion with
nature and the larger family blocks. The issue is
predominately with the opening up of Bendjar

Grove. Would it not be possible to provide an
access road to the new estate from Kathleen Cres
in Vasse Newtown and designed similarly to the
access road that serves Heron Lake Estate from
Oakes Drive. This would maintain the expectations
of residents in Heron Lake but provides ease of
access from the new estate directly through Vasse
Newtown. Some creativity would make this work.
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Let’s please work together for a solution that
benefits all stakeholders regarding this matter.

19

Rodney Gibson -3
Bendjar Grove, Vasse

To whom it may concern. | hoping this survey does
get looked at and my family views are taken into
consideration, and not just a box to tick for the
developer. My main concern is the increase traffic
flow through bendjar grove, cockatoo loop and
onto tortoise rise, Especially with narrow roads 3
really tight bends a blind corner are only adequate
for local traffic. The housing setback on bendjar
grove and cockatoo loop is only 3 meters to
footpath making this unsafe for children, when
cars are cutting through from rendezvous rd which
they will, offering the shortest route to vasse
shopping area. | hope there is other alternatives to
opening up bendjar grove, if not may be obstacles
(speed bump’s ) to deter people looking for the
shorter route, Thank you Regards Rodney gibson.

Noted. In relation to the Bendjar Grove through
connection the assessment as above In regard to
Submission 8.

20

Scott Hughes - 36
Cockatoo Loop

This will add more traffic to the private estate we
all paid good money for to keep secluded. "Heron
Lake Private Estate" Not Heron Lake Street. The
whole point of building here is to have a nice quiet
neighbourhood to raise our family and children.
The new entrance will devalue our home price.
Crime will rise and the environment will be
damaged

Noted. In relation to the Bendjar Grove through
connection the assessment as above in regard to
Submission 8.

21

Kiah Bourne — 12 Bendjar
Grove, Vasse

We do not wish the access point for the new
development to be via Bendjar Grove. We are
building at the end of this street and when we
purchased the land, it was not gazetted as a
thoroughfare.

Noted. In relation to the Bendjar Grove through
connection the assessment as above in regard to
Submission 8.
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Bendjar Grove is unsuitable as a thoroughfare as it
is a small street and has been established as a quiet
culdesac. We purchased our block with that and
have paid the value of the block due its appeal
which will be severely undermined if it is

utilised as an access road to a new estate. There
are other more viable access points to the estate
that have better capacity.

22

Annette and Steve
Kontogeorgis

This area is full of residents with young families and
the streets are very often full of them playing as it
is so safe, private and quiet. We bought in here (at
a premium) for this very reason. The current road
structure and widths are of major concern of mine.
| don’t believe they have the capacity to safely
manage the increase in traffic flow that this
proposal will create. There are already sharp blind
corners at the start of Bendjar Grove and through
Cockatoo Loop, where if you are not travelling at
20-30kms per hour are an accident risk for both
traffic and pedestrians, especially children who
rightly or wrongly currently feel it safe enough to
play on. | have a firm belief that the roads within
the Estate are simply not designed for the
proposed traffic. There are other alternate access
routes to the new estate without accessing
through Heron Lake. Bendjar Grove should remain
a cul-de-sac with the new proposed estate to have
access from Rendezvous Road only.

| would suggest that upgrades to Heron Lake
entrance road and associated blind corners near
Bendjar/Cockatoo loop are needed well before
considering using this estate as a throughfare now

Noted. In relation to the Bendjar Grove through
connection the assessment as above in regard to
Submission 8.
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or ever. Opening up this estate will only serve to
destroy the private, safe feel of Heron Lake,
bulldozing of tree’s putting wildlife at risk and it
won’t add value or convenience to the proposed
new estate. There is absolutely no benefit to the
current residents of Heron Lake or future residents
of new estate to have an thoroughfare through
Bendjar Grove. | would have to ask the developers,
what are the positive outcomes to anyone for
creating the route Bendjar, into Heron Lake and
forcing additional traffic through not only Heron
Lake but the small Vasse community with traffic
entering on Oaks Drive and having nowhere else to
go but through a high density residential area,
versus routing traffic via Rendevous Road that is
already adequately designed to cope with any
additional traffic flow?

23

Peter Byrne — 58
Cockatoo Loop

We are in a closed residential estate of which I'd
say was designed for the existing lots and not
designed as a thoroughfare to this planned
subdivision. When you leave Oaks Drive and enter
Tortoise Rise the road definitely decreases in width
and tight corners around Cockatoo Loop will make
it a dangerous route for all who will use it. To me it
would make a lot more sense to enter and exit this
planned estate to be via Rendezvous Rd which is
designed for extra traffic. This would make the
planned estate more private and attractive to
buyers just like Heron Lake was designed.

Noted. In relation to the Bendjar Grove through
connection the assessment as above in regard to
Submission 8.

24

Hannah Smith — 36
Cockatoo Loop Vasse

We specifically brought our block in Heron Lake (at
a premium) because of the small estate is
secluded. Children often play in the street, which |
wish my own child can do when she's a bit older,

Noted. In relation to the Bendjar Grove through
connection the assessment as above in regard to
Submission 8.
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we have our own sense of community in the estate.
| feel as though we have been cheated out of what
we wanted in a home, street and community by
this new road.

25

Neil Beckwith - 38
Cockatoo Loop, Vasse

Object to the opening of Bendjar Grove to through
traffic. Existing streets in Heron Lake estate are
unsuitable for increased traffic flow. Access to the
new subdivision should be restricted to via
Rendezvous Road. Existing trees to the east of
Heron lake and the end of Bendjar Grove need to
be preserved as they provide separation from the
new subdivision and are the habitat of many bird
species. Provision of further public open space in
the area east of Heron Lake rather that housing lots
would facilitate this.

Noted. In relation to the Bendjar Grove through
connection the assessment as above in regard to
Submission 8.

26

Philipa Mooney — 28
Cockatoo Loop, Vasse

| feel that opening up Bendjar Street as per the
submission will have a detrimental affect on
Herron Lake private estate. | feel that the roads will
not handle the increased traffic and the wild life in
the area will most certainly be affected. Please
reconsider and this estate could have access via
Rendezvous Road Many thanks Robert and Pippa
Mooney.

Noted. In relation to the Bendjar Grove through
connection the assessment as above in regard to
Submission 8.

27

Isobelle MacAulay — 38
Cockatoo Loop, Vasse

| strongly oppose the proposed new development
having an access / through road via Bendjar to
Heron Lake. | do support further housing
development, so that others can enjoy the
wonderful surroundings we have; but NOT at the
expense of the wildlife reserves, mature trees that
are breeding territory for many birds ( Heron,
Straw neck Ibis , white Ibis to name a few).

Noted. In relation to the Bendjar Grove through
connection the assessment as above in regard to
Submission 8.

In relation to vegetation retention the assessment
is above in regard to Submission 10.
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Also not at the expense of the wonderful
community formed in Heron lake, where children
play freely in our narrow streets and cul-de-sacs
Heron Lake has a one way in & one way out, which
| believe has contributed to the community feel of
our area, and neighbours have formed tight
networks and look out for each other. A village like
atmosphere which would be ruined by through
roads that turn it into just another thorough- fare.

The new development could also benefit from
having planning infrastructure that supports such a
community environment (as Heron Lake) by having
access only via Rendezvous road. We have 3
wetland reserves in our area which would be
disrupted by any increase in traffic. Not just the
bird breeding trees & wetland , but this ground is
home to numerous frogs and native wildlife.

| strongly urge that no more mature trees are
removed or negatively impacted by any future
development and for that reason, | believe the
proposed lots beside the Heron Lake are removed
or reduced in size, to be further back from the
breeding / wildlife reserves. In summary:

| strongly oppose any through road at Bendjar
between Heron Lake and the new estate, as it
would:

* Put the lives of children at risk from increased
traffic and potential potential hoon drivers using it
as a ‘shortcut between rendezvous Rd and the
highway




Council
13.1

Attachment M

PROPOSAL: Local (Standard) Structure Plan — LOT 176, 201 and 9000 Redezvous Road

272

Schedule of Submissions

Attachment M - Schedule of Submissions DP19/0004

VASSE WA 6280
SUBMISSIONS CLOSE: 15 Jun 2022
OFFICER: David Sands

19 October 2022

*negatively impact the wildlife reserves and bird
breeding areas

*negatively affect the community that has formed
in heron lakes, partly by nature of being a one road
in & out community

* it would create a potential pathway for short-cut
drivers going between rendezvous road and the
bypass; thus, in turn affecting the many hundreds
of residents of Newtown Vasse Development.

Having the proposed new development as an
access via Rendezvous road ONLY; preserving all
mature trees near the lake ( and maybe creating
more reserve areas), and restricting any lots by the
lake (or reducing size so they are further back from
native areas) would avoid all the negative impacts
mentioned. And also would provide the

opportunity for occupants of the proposed
development to form their own safe community,
among the wonderful habitat we have left! So
please NO ACCESS VIA BENDJAR & preserve our
trees, wildlife and community. Thank you Isobelle

28

Andrea Wilson — 48
Cockatoo Loop Vasse

We brought into Heron Lake Private Estate
because it was a private estate. It is a family area
and a safe area for children to play in the streets.
The roads are narrow and there are some blind
spots around corners. If Bendjar Grove is extended
beyond the current cul de sac layout, it will no long
be safe for those children in that street with an
increase in traffic. The roads were not designed
efficiently for through road traffic. We would be
very disappointed if it were no longer a private

Noted. In relation to the Bendjar Grove through
connection the assessment as above in regard to
Submission 8.
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estate as | feel the community that we have now
would be lost.

29

Andrew Mahoney — 32
Cockatoo Loop, Vasse

| am concerned at the increase in traffic through
Bendjar Grove. There is already a sharp bend on
Cockatoo Loop just before Bendjar Grove and this
is difficult to negotiate passing vehicles. | have had
a number of near misses not just with local traffic
but with trucks and trades vehicles. We purchased
our block in this so called “private estate” under
the pretence that it would be one entrance in and
out? By opening up through to Rendevous Rd we
believe that it opens up access to the rest of Vasse
Newtown to use this as a thoroughfare to get to
the waste facility. This increase in traffic devalues
the area that we have bought into, and means an
increased risk of accidents to vehicles and
pedestrians.

Noted. In relation to the Bendjar Grove through
connection the assessment as above in regard to
Submission 8.

30

David McTaminey -7
Bendjar Grove, Vasse

As a resident of Bendjar Grove in Heron Lake
estate, | am opposed to the opening up of Bendjar
Grove through to the new estate. The increased
traffic flow will reduce the peace & tranquility of
not only Bendjar Grove, but also for residents along
Cockatoo Loop and beyond.

The value of my property will decrease as it is no
longer in a cul de sac. If an additional access/exit is
required for fire & emergencies, why can that not
be an additional point on Rendevous Road? Under
no circumstances should Bendjar Grove cease
being a cul de sac. Any and all vehicles, plant &
machinery, associated with the construction of the
estate & subsequent housing, should access the
new estate only via Rendevous Road. Some

Noted. In relation to the Bendjar Grove through
connection the assessment as above in regard to
Submission 8.
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residents park their vehicles permanently on the
roadside of Bendjar Grove and easy access will
most likely not be available anyway.

31

Michael Ponsford — 1
Bendjar Grove, Vasse

As owner/occupiers of the property at the
intersection of Bendjar and Cockatoo my wife and
| would like to register our strong objection to
Bendjar becoming a through road to Norfolk farm
estate and subsequent subdivisions. We were led
to believe we were purchasing a property in an
exclusive PRIVATE estate. Bendjar grove is a minor
street unsuitable for the extra traffic it would carry
and the noise associated with it. After speaking
with the other residents of Bendjar grove we all
have the same concerns and expect this street to
be no more than a gated fire access connection to
future subdivisions.

Yours sincerely Michael and Rosemary Ponsford

Noted. In relation to the Bendjar Grove through
connection the assessment as above in regard to
Submission 8.

32

John & Beverley
Zabaznow - 550
Rendezvous Road, Vasse

RE: LOTS 176, 201 & 9000 RENDEZVOUS ROAD
VASSE STRUCTURE PLAN We (John & Beverley
Zabaznow) are the current owners of Lot 178
Rendezvous Road. Our property has a boundary
with Lot 9000 Rendezvous Road as well ascurrently
backs onto the Vasse Newtown subdivision. We
support the proposed sub-division of the blocks at
176, 201 and9000 Rendezvous Road as this is
within the keeping of the local area’s development
of the land into residential properties.

Under the previous Vasse East Amendments for
the rezoning of our block (Lot 178 Rendezvous
Road) the Concept Plan for the Vasse East Public
Open Space consisted of a very large parcel of our
land at the rear and west of the property to

Noted. In relation to the Bendjar Grove through
connection the assessment as above in regard to
Submission 8.
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bedeemed as Public Open Space. Under the Road
Hierarchy map for the proposed subdivision of Lots
176, 201 and 9000 Rendezvous Road, they have
also included nearly 50% of our land as public open
space. Our future plan for when our

property is subject to a structure plan along with
the neighbouring property Lot 1445, we had
planned to excise the backportion from the
wetland area through to the Vasse Newtown sub-
division boundary as our “retirement home area.”
The parcel of land has a very large portion of land
which is cleared pasture land with pockets of
natural bushland leading into the wetland lake
area. Our future plan was to continue to protect
the wetlands and conserve the bushland and
manage future pests (i.e., rabbits) as well as
removing the Arum Lily infestation. We have been
able to reduce all of this in the last couple of years
with maintaining the vermin under control and
reducing the Arum Lily with regular mowing to
decrease the re-growth.

We have avoided using sprays so as to keep a
healthy environment for the eco-system. Whilst
we acknowledge that both of these map’s state as
proposed public open space, we feel that the
general public when purchasing land nearby will
have false information and this is only a concept
plan at this time and not the formalized by a future
structure plan. We would like this to be noted and
if possible, to re-view information. The particular
area backing onto Vasse Newtown is very high
ground and as can be seen by the aerial photo and
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the concept plan is mainly cleared of vegetation
and very habitable land.

33 | James and Dawn Philips — | We Object to the proposed road connecting | Noted. In relation to the Bendjar Grove through
S Bendjar Grove, Vasse Bendjar Grove to the New Norfolk Farm | connection the assessment as above in regard to
development for the following reasons: - Submission 8.

Unsuitable roadways- The roadways throughout
Heron Lake are narrow with blind bends and
bottlenecks that are not suitable as a throughway
to the new Norfolk Farm development and the
additional developments in the future as noted on
the plan. The surface drains at Bendjar Grove are
susceptible to flooding causing hazardous driving
conditions (see attached photo) The Heron Lake
Private Estate is a secluded residential area that is
an idyllic place for humans, Flora, and Fauna to
coexist. A Haven for wildlife with protective home
and movement corridors for wildlife to access the
lake. (The proposed roadway will cut through one
of these corridors). We regularly see Kangaroos,
Long Neck Turtles, Skinks, frogs, Butterflies, Bees,
Waterfowl, and Native Birds. (See attached
photos) Increased traffic flow will impact the
quality of life of all the residents of Heron Lake due
to the additional noise and pollution from vehicles.
The safety of our Grandchildren and the

resident's children will be impacted severely a
once-safe place to play and meet will be
compromised. Non-residents will have easy access
and egress increasing the potential for
opportunistic crime. Heron Lake was marketed as
a Private Estate and the Bendjar Grove lots were
sold at a premium price due to their location in a
quiet Bushland Cul de sac a thoroughfare that may
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impact the future value of our property. (See
Attached Marketing Site Plan) We strongly believe
that the new development does not require
additional access through Heron Lake. It can be
accessed solely via Rendezvous Road. Kind Regards
James, and Dawn Phillips. Please kindly confirm the
receipt of this document and attachments.

34

Geoffrey Badart - 15
Temby Avenue,
Kalamunda

| present my absolute objections to the above draft
proposal for the following reasons:

We purchased our house in Heron Lake specifically
because of the small and quiet location with low
density traffic as a key element of choice for our
new home location.

The proposal with current access along Cockatoo
Loop and Bendjar Grove will severely diminish that
quiet and safe neighbourhood. These roads will be
used as a main thoroughfare road unless “forced
use of alternative category of “Local Distributor”
type roads” are provided prior to land
development and subsequent land sales to the
public.

The access proposed is the minimal approach
suggested by developers which in my opinion is
unacceptable, especially with the returns on
investment they will make from the proposed
development. Access roads along Rendezvous
Road and even entering from the Busselton Bypass
road should be mandatory before this
development begins. Failure to do so will allow
Cockatoo Loop and Bendjar Grove to become the
default main entry points to the proposed area

Noted. In relation to the Bendjar Grove through
connection the assessment as above in regard to
Submission 8.

The principle aims of Liveable Neighbourhoods are
noted and underpin the assessment of the
Structure Plan. The principles provided in Liveable
Neighbourhoods are further considered in the
assessment of the planning report.
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adjacent to the cul-de-sac at Bendjar Grove and
this is unacceptable.

Further, | believe that this development as
proposed with the current road access points,
which are insufficient, is in contradiction to the
aims  and goals of  the “LIVEABLE
NEIGHBOURHOOD" policy as adopted by the West
Australian Planning Commission.

| have copied in below the portion used in the
“Structure Plan Report” by the City of Busselton for
this proposal. My reasons are given in red ink [have
used italics] in the below extract.

LIVEABLE NEIGHBOURHOODS (2009) Liveable
Neighbourhoods is an operational policy adopted
by the WAPC for the design, assessment and
approval of urban development. This operates as a
development control policy, or code to facilitate
the development of sustainable communities.
Amongst the principal aims of the Liveable
Neighbourhoods adopted by the WAPC are: "

1. To provide for an urban structure of walkable
neighbourhoods clustering to form towns of
compatibility mixed uses in order to reduce car
dependence for access to employment, retail and
community facility . Car dependence and traffic
volume will not decrease due to Cockatoo Loop and
Bendjar Grove as currently located being the key
access roads to the shopping zone at the main
bypass where Coles and MacDonald’s and other
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shops are located . This will increase the volume
and density of traffic of these two roads for both
residents living along Cockatoo Loop and Bendjar
Grove as well as those who may live in the new
development. Alternative access must be provided
BEFORE these two roads, Cockatoo Loop and
Banjar Grove become the main entry roads by
default due to lack of higher class access roads such
as an “INTEGRATOR B being used instead of
Bendjar Grove.

3. To foster a sense of community and strong local
identity and sense of place in neighbourhoods and
towns . It is very unlikely that a strong sense of
community will be developed between residents of
Heron Lake and the proposed area when access
roads will severely diminish the experience of
neighbourhoods with traffic and road safety issues
expanding due to insufficient and well thought out
traffic flow through them.

4, To provide for access generally by way of an
interconnected network of streets which facilitate
safe, efficient and pleasant walking, cycling and
driving. Because Cockatoo Loop and Bendjar Grove
will be the default main thoroughfare, especially as
they will form the shortest path to Coles and the
shopping area for all residents and construction
traffic, this is NOT consistent with the goals of point
4 that state “safe, efficient and pleasant walking
and cycling”.
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5. To ensure active street-land use interfaces, with
building frontages to streets to improve personal
safety through increased surveillance and activity.

8. To provide a variety of lot sizes and housing
types to cater for the diverse housing needs of the
community at a density that can ultimately support
the provision of local services.

10. To provide for a more integrated approach to
the design of open space and water management.
Structure Plan - Llots 176, 201 and 9000
Rendezvous Road, Vasse 29

11. To ensure cost-effective and resource efficient
development to promote affordable housing.

12. To maximise land efficiency wherever
possible." The proposed structure plan maintains
the principal structural elements embodied by the
above aims, including those that guide movement
network and general lot configuration. Much of the
design is focussed on achieving principal aim 8 of
the Liveable Neighbourhoods, that being to provide
a variety of lot sizes and housing types to cater for
the diverse housing needs of the community.
However, none of this design effort has been at the
expense of upholding the other equally important
principal aims of the Liveable Neighbourhoods.

This last paragraph of the above plan that | have
underlined is pure opinion. It does not recognise
the natural behaviour of humans who will seek out
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the shortest and quickest routes to and from their
intended shopping areas. This is a key argument of
mine as offered for point 4 above.

The flow of traffic will increase the risk of
accidents, congestion and reduce the safety of the
area. As children already play an active part of the
community and often cross the roads and pathway
at Heron Lake, increased traffic flow increases the
risk of accidents., especially on small roads.

1 also object to the proposal because it will diminish
the overall experience of this area. We chose to
move here from Kalamunda to experience a quiet
and low traffic environment around our house. On
such a small street as Cockatoo Loop with a tight
right-hand bend at the end when driving toward
Bendjar Grove, we can envisage traffic problems
and road safety issues at this main right-hand turn.
It is almost a “blind corner” road and will be at risk
of increased problems with increased traffic flow
on it. Cockatoo Loop is not designed for such flow
and alternative road access should be mandatory
for the new development.

| strongly believe and feel that road access to the
new proposed development should NOT be via
Bendjar Grove at all. Access needs to be increased
via Rendezvous Road and more “Local Distributor”
class roads should be installed from the “Busselton
Bypass Road” into the estate as proposed. And
they should be installed before other works.
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| would also question the removal of many trees
from the existing land given the high-water table in
this area. Is it really wise to remove these trees in
light of current “Climate Change” concerns and the
resulting change in water table when trees are
removed from such a table?

In conclusion and in summary, | object to this
proposal based on the fact that | will be diminished
on Cockatoo Loop due to the increased traffic
along that road by those entering and leaving the
proposed development. It will increase traffic in
that location which is NOT designed for it and these
roads, Cockatoo Loop and Bendjar Grove will
become the default main access points to and from
the proposed development. This is NOT why we
chose to invest a lot of money in the Heron Lake
Estate and the actions of the proposed
development going ahead will affect us negatively
from a safety and social perspective.
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No. | MODIFICATION REASON

1. A modification to Part 1 is recommended to require ATU systems to have | As recommended by Department of Water and
secondary treatment units with nutrient removal. Environmental Regulation.

2. A modification of section 3.3 of the LWMS outlining that the superficial water | As recommended by Department of Water and
aquifer is fully allocated with Lot 201 Rendezvous Rd Vasse, for 1500 kL/annum | Environmental Regulation.
and a note that water use for dust suppression would require licensing noting the
above situation.

3. A modification to the stormwater management plan to consider post development | As identified by Department of Water and
catchments and 1 in 100 year flood levels. Environmental  Regulation, the  Stormwater

Management Plan has not included a consideration of
flood events (i.e. 1 in 100 events) for post
development.

4. In consultation with DWER, the basin chain arrangement proposed by the LWMS | Supported by the WAPC Better Urban Water
is to be modified to incorporate the use of a vegetated systems, particularly | Management Guideiines. As recommended by
adjacent wetland systems. Department of Water and Environmental Regulation.

5. The BMP to be modified to provide further evidence in relation to: As recommended by Department of Fire and

E Services.
o The vegetation classification in areas 4 and 11 as they cannot be fEISEnLy SEvices
substantiated as Class B Woodland with the limited information and
photographic evidence available.
¢ Post development Class B Woodland classification, associated with
vegetated drainage reserves.
6. A modification to Part 1 Clause 7 to include additional information of a wetland | The applicant seeks to reduce the geomorphic

buffer investigation and rehabilitation plan be submitted with the subdivision in
consultation with Department of Biodiversity, Conservation Environment and
Attractions.

boundary and subsequent buffer requirements as
recommended by Liveable Neighbourhoods for a
Resource Enhancement Wetland. As such this
recommendation by Department of Biodiversity,
Conservation and Attractions is supported.

19 October 2022
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7. The Structure Plan Map be updated to show the Pedestrian Access Way to | As recommended by Department of Biodiversity,
continue around the southern boundary of the western wetland to provide for | Conservation and Attractions

increased separation and buffer distance between the wetland and surrounding

development.
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13.2 SMITHS BEACH SIGNIFICANT DEVELOPMENT APPLICATION (PART 17 OF PD ACT 2005) - CITY
OF BUSSELTON SUBMISSION

STRATEGIC THEME LEADERSHIP - A Council that connects with the community and is
accountable in its decision making.

STRATEGIC PRIORITY 4.3 Make decisions that respect our strategic vision for the District.

SUBJECT INDEX Development/Planning Applications

BUSINESS UNIT Planning and Development Services

REPORTING OFFICER Director, Planning and Development Services - Paul Needham

AUTHORISING OFFICER Director, Planning and Development Services - Paul Needham
NATURE OF DECISION Advocacy: to advocate on its own behalf or on behalf of its
community to another level of government/body/agency
VOTING REQUIREMENT  Simple Majority
ATTACHMENTS Attachment A Location Mapd &
Attachment B Smiths Beach Development Guide PIanQ
Attachment C Explanatory Memorandumg
Attachment D Planning Reform Fact SheetQ
Attachment E  Ministerial Statement 831§
Attachment F Comments - Smiths Beach Proposed DevelopmentQ
Attachment G Peer Review of TIAg

Prior to the meeting Cr Riccelli foreshadowed a motion that was different to the officer
recommendation. In accordance with clause 10.18(7) of the City of Busselton Standing Orders Local

Law 2018, it was taken to be an alternative recommendation and moved first.

There was opposition, and debate ensued. The alternative recommendation was carried.

COUNCIL DECISION

C2210/265 Moved Councillor S Riccelli, seconded Councillor M Love

That the Council, with respect to the Significant Development Application (Proposal) for Lot 4131,
Smiths Beach Road, Yallingup (Site), support the City making a submission to the WAPC in the
following terms —

OVERALL RECOMMENDATION

Indicate that the City is not supportive of the Proposal and recommends that the WAPC,
should it determine the application, refuse to grant development approval, for the
following reasons —

1. The Proposal is inconsistent with the relevant planning framework and the outcomes
of earlier planning and environmental processes associated with the Site; and

2. The Proposal will have unacceptable landscape and environmental impacts in some
areas and does not include a completed EIA; and

3. The Proposal is not sufficiently tourism oriented and focused; and

4. It has not been demonstrated that an acceptable wastewater management solution
can be implemented; and

5. It has not been demonstrated that an acceptable bushfire safety outcome is possible,
particularly given the Site is subject to an extremely high level of bushfire risk; and

6. The need to consider the proposal in the context of the City’s adopted Coastal Hazard
Risk Management and Adaptation Plan (CHRMAP) and that more detail is required
before an assessment can be made to determine whether proposed approach to
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coastal hazards and management is acceptable; and
7. The need to indicate that a larger foreshore reserve is required other than what is
proposed, with a total useable foreshore area of a minimum of 1.0 ha being seen as
appropriate to meet community needs: and
8. Identify the need to resolve Aboriginal Heritage processes before the planning
assessment can be completed for any proposal relating to the Site, because
development in the area where the identified Aboriginal Heritage site is located is a
critical element of the development, and should development in that area not be
possible, significant changes to the proposal would be required.
MORE DETAILED COMMENTS

Concerns about use of the SDA process for Proposal

a.

Indicate that the Proposal is not considered to be ‘development ready’ to the extent
contemplated by the Explanatory Memorandum supporting the amendment to the
P&D Act that introduced the SDA process.

Reiterate earlier concerns about the very limited scope for local government and local
community input, relative to what would have occurred with a normal planning
process.

Strongly urge the WAPC, if and when it makes a decision on the Proposal, to do so from
a premises located within the City of Busselton, at a meeting open to the public, and
for WAPC members to undertake a site visit prior to making their decision.

Reiterate earlier concerns about the capacity of the SDA process to undermine the
integrity of the WA planning system, especially local government town planning
schemes.

Concerns about consultation on the development application proceeding ahead of the completion

of the EIA process

e.

Reiterate earlier concerns about consultation occurring ahead of completion of the EIA
process, and request that there be a further formal opportunity for the City,
community and State agencies to consider and comment on the Proposal prior to
formal WAPC consideration, and following the completion of the EIA process.

Note that subject to the receipt of necessary further information from the proponent
on the proposal by the WAPC, as identified in the staff report, and the provision of that
to the City along with all referral authority responses, the City will use this further
opportunity to comment and provide any conditions of approval it considers necessary,
if appropriate at that time.

The proposed development footprint and density (including landscape/visual impact considerations,

flora and fauna considerations, and the extent of land to be ceded to the Crown)

8.
h.

Identify that the westward extension of the development footprint is not supported.
Make the following additional comments with respect to this issue -

i. The extension is contrary to the planning intent for the site and to the
identifiable developable area on the approved Structure Plan (DGP).

iii. The landscape and environmental assessments submitted with the
application provide no evidence to support such an extension.

iii. The fact that the EIA process, which will substantially deal with this issue,
has not been completed and it would therefore be premature for any
planning authority to indicate support for that westward extension;
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iv. Detailed assessment and advice from landscape and visual assessment
experts within DBCA and DPLH is not currently available publicly;

V. The unresolved nature of the assessment of the flora values of the area
where the Western Villas are proposed; and

Vi. Uncertainty around whether the assumptions/assertions made by the
Proponent around vegetation retention/landscaping and building design
control are assumptions that a reasonable planning decision-maker should
accept, and as such a reasonable planning decision-maker should base
their landscape assessment on the basis of more conservative and risk
averse assumptions about the potential landscape and visual impact of
the Proposal.

Note the significant reduction in development proposed in the south-western part of
the development footprint determined through earlier environmental and planning
assessment processes for the Site.

Note that, within the eastern part of the Site, the level of landscape and visual impact
does look to be less than what would reasonably be expected to result from
implementation of development in accordance with the outcomes of the earlier
planning processes associated with the Site.

Note that although there has been a significant reduction in the development of the
south west corner, this area has been earmarked for the onsite water treatment plant
and associated effluent disposal that the proponent has failed to provide adequate
details on (see point v.) and is likely to have substantial and ongoing direct and indirect
impacts to the surrounding landscape. As such, this area cannot be considered to be
retained for conservation purposes or to significantly contribute to the retention of
landscape character.

Note the reduced density proposed in the eastern portion of the Site may result in
some reduction of visual impact from that which what would reasonably be expected
to result from implementation of development in accordance with the outcomes of the
earlier planning processes associated with the Site, however this was not an area that
was identified of being of significant conservation value in the 2009 EPA report.

Note that the reduction in density of development in the south-eastern part of the Site
and the south-western part of the development area determined through earlier
planning processes associated with the site does not offset impacts on visual or
environmental values associated with the proposed westward expansion, and should
not be used as a rationale to support any westward expansion.

Bushfire safety and management

n.

Identify that —
i.  The Site is subject of a very high level of bushfire risk.
ii.  Thereis only a single means of access and egress to Smiths Beach.

iii. At peak times, there is already a large number of people at Smiths Beach,
creating significant management challenges in the event of a bushfire
emergency. Adding a further (potential) 22808 1500 people into this area
significantly increases these challenges.

iv. It has not been adequately demonstrated that an acceptable and sustainable
bushfire safety outcome can be achieved.

Identify that it is unclear whether the proposed approach to bushfire management will
be consistent with environmental and landscape values or provide for immediate or
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ongoing acceptable levels of risk.

p. Identify that there is a significant level of uncertainty around ongoing BMP
implementation.

q. Note that the City is not in receipt of sufficient expert advice to enable a full
assessment of and/or support for significant elements of the BMP.

r. Indicate that sustainable bushfire safety outcomes that appropriately balance bushfire
safety, environmental and amenity considerations may be better achieved through

constructing buildings to the BAL-

40 standard;,—and-note-that,—given-that-the-WARCis

S D ’

S. Note that it is not practicable to develop a second means of access and egress for
Smiths Beach.

t. Note concerns about the use of a Refuge Building, including uncertainty about the
proposed construction standard and how it will ensure occupant safety in a bushfire
event, as well as concerns about the means by which ongoing maintenance of
construction standards and operational procedures will be ensured.

Wastewater, stormwater and water infrastructure

u. Note that the Proposal involves connection to reticulated water services.

V. Indicate that furtherinformation-isrequired-te-assess inadequate information has been

provided to demonstrate the suitability of proposed approaches to stormwater and
wastewater management and, as such, the proposed approaches cannot be supported
at this stage.

w. Indicate that, given the planning framework and the significance of the issues, the
proposed approaches to stormwater and especially wastewater management should
have been set out, resolved and determined to be appropriate at a high level of detail
as part of the application. The extent of application areas outside individual residential
sites is still unclear and unspecified as are the related landscape and environmental

impacts associated with this. and—certainty—before—the—granting—of—development

’

X. Note the unresolved nature of potential routes to connect the Site to reticulated water
and/or wastewater services.

Residential / tourism mix / length of stay controls

y. The Proposal is not sufficiently tourism oriented and focused, in that a majority of the
land area and a majority of the proposed floorspace would be capable of being used for
residential, rather than short stay or tourism purposes.

z. Identify that, should approval be granted, conditions achieving the following could be
applied -
i. Identify that a portion of the Villas cannot be used for long stay purposes;
or

ii. Decrease the number of Villas and/or increase the number of Hotel rooms
proposed.

aa. Identify that, should approval be granted, conditions achieving the following should be
applied -

i. Ensuring that any of the Villas being leased, for either short or long stay
purposes, is managed through a common letting pool and through a single
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managing agent; and

iii. Ensuring tight controls on modification or redevelopment of the Villas,
setting out a need to maintain a consistent appearance and quality over
time.

Coastal hazards and management

ab. Note the need to consider the proposal in the context of the City’s adopted Coastal
Hazard Risk Management and Adaptation Plan (CHRMAP) and that more detail is
required before an assessment can be made to determine whether the proposed
approach to coastal hazards and management is acceptable.

ac. Note that the City is likely to be granted a management order over the UCL where the
proposed seawall/beach access ramp is located.

ad. Identify that, with respect to the proposed seawall/beach access ramp —
i. More detailed plans are required;

ii. As part of the Proponent developing, and the City then assessing those
more detailed plans, consideration needs to be given to designing the
structure to minimise potential erosion impacts on other parts of the coast
and foreshore, and to what measures and costs will be associated with
managing those impacts, including costs associated with managing the
impacts of the structure on other parts of the coast and foreshore;

iii.  There needs to be an appropriate mechanism to approve the development
occurring on Crown Land;

iv. The Proponent to meet the costs of constructing and maintaining the
structure for a significant period, including costs associated with managing
the impacts of the structure on other parts of the coast and foreshore; and

V. There needs to be a clear and unambiguous capacity to transfer that
responsibility from the Proponent to any subsequent owners of the Site.

Traffic and parking

ae. Note that the Caves Road/Canal Rocks Road intersection requires upgrading, and the
WAPC will need to determine the extent to which that upgrade should be funded by
the Proponent and the extent to which it should be funded by the State.

af.  Identify that elements of parking supply and demand require further consideration,
including —

i. Surf Life Saving Club associated demand; and

ii. Identified supply on the track to Smiths Point, the road reserve to the
south of the Site and within the north-south oriented section of Smiths
Beach Road.

Foreshore reserve and management, and proposal to accommodate SBSLC

ag. Indicate that the location of the SBSLC facility outside the foreshore reserve is seen as
appropriate, but that it also may be appropriate for the facility to be a free standing or
separate building, rather than being fully integrated into the Proposal.

ah. Indicate that appropriate perpetual tenure arrangements for the SBSLC facility need to
be identified.

ai.  Given the small number of significant coastal access nodes on the City’s western coast,
and the pressures created by a growing residential population and tourism numbers,
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aj.

indicate that a larger foreshore reserve than what is proposed is considered
appropriate, with a total useable foreshore area of a minimum of 1.0 ha being seen as
appropriate to meet community needs, in additional to any foreshore area that may be
needed to support development on the Site.

Note that continued vehicle access to Smiths Point looks to be inconsistent with the
Proposal and with the creation of pleasant and safe foreshore amenity.

Community Title

ak.

Note planned use of Community Title, but indicate that should approval be granted,
conditions would need to be applied that would require appropriate ongoing
management and development should the Proponent choose not to make use of
Community Title.

Aboriginal heritage

al.

Reasons:

Note the need to resolve Aboriginal Heritage processes before the planning assessment
can be completed for any proposal relating to the Site, due to the fact that
development in the area where the identified Aboriginal Heritage site is located is of
crucial importance to the development. Therefore should it be determined that
development in that area is not possible, this would require significant changes to the
application.

CARRIED 7/2
FOR: CR RICCELLI, CR LOVE, CR CRONIN, CR PAINE, CR COX, CR RICHARDS, CR CARTER
AGAINST: CR HENLEY, CR RYAN.

Whilst the Officer Recommendation identifies some of the concerns around certain
aspects of the Proposal, there are further areas that need highlighting, as per my
recommended track changes.

Given the extent of these concerns, and the lack of necessary documentation to
accompany the Proposal, it culminates in the need to recommend ‘refusal’ to the
WAPC.

| have briefly outlined my primary concerns below:

° The Proposal is inconsistent with the relevant planning framework and the
outcomes of earlier planning and environmental processes associated with the
Site; and

. The Proposal will have unacceptable landscape and environmental impacts in

some areas and does not include a completed EIA; and
. The Proposal is not sufficiently tourism oriented and focused; and

° It has not been demonstrated that an acceptable wastewater management
solution can be implemented; and

° It has not been demonstrated that an acceptable bushfire safety outcome is
possible, particularly given the Site is subject to an extremely high level of bushfire
risk; and

° The need to consider the proposal in the context of the City’s adopted Coastal

Hazard Risk Management and Adaptation Plan (CHRMAP) and that more detail is
required before an assessment can be made to determine whether proposed
approach to coastal hazards and management is acceptable; and

° The need to indicate that a larger foreshore reserve is required other than what is
proposed, with a total useable foreshore area of a minimum of 1.0 ha being seen
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as appropriate to meet community needs: and

° Identify the need to resolve Aboriginal Heritage processes before the planning

assessment can be completed for any proposal relating to the Site, because
development in the area where the identified Aboriginal Heritage site is located is
a critical element of the development, and should development in that area not be
possible, significant changes to the proposal would be required.

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION

That the Council, with respect to the Significant Development Application (Proposal) for Lot 4131,
Smiths Beach Road, Yallingup (Site), support the City making a submission to the WAPC in the
following terms —

Concerns about use of the SDA process for Proposal

a.

Indicate that the Proposal is not considered to be ‘development ready’ to the extent
contemplated by the Explanatory Memorandum supporting the amendment to the P&D
Act that introduced the SDA process.

Reiterate earlier concerns about the very limited scope for local government and local
community input, relative to what would have occurred with a normal planning process.

Strongly urge the WAPC, if and when it makes a decision on the Proposal, to do so from
a premises located within the City of Busselton, at a meeting open to the public, and for
WAPC members to undertake a site visit prior to making their decision.

Reiterate earlier concerns about the capacity of the SDA process to undermine the
integrity of the WA planning system, especially local government town planning
schemes.

Concerns about consultation on the development application proceeding ahead of the completion of

the EIA process

e.

Reiterate earlier concerns about consultation occurring ahead of completion of the EIA
process, and request that there be a further formal opportunity for the City, community
and State agencies to consider and comment on the Proposal prior to formal WAPC
consideration, and following the completion of the EIA process.

The proposed development footprint and density (including landscape/visual impact considerations,

flora and fauna considerations, and the extent of land to be ceded to the Crown)

f.

Do not support the westward extension of the development footprint relative to what
was determined through earlier environmental and planning assessment processes for
the Site, as there is insufficient information currently available to allow a planning
decision-maker to express such support, particularly in terms of —

i The fact that the EIA process, which will substantially deal with this issue,
has not been completed and it would therefore be premature for any
planning authority to indicate support for that westward extension;

ii. Detailed assessment and advice from landscape and visual assessment
experts within DBCA and DPLH is not currently available publicly;

iii. The unresolved nature of the assessment of the flora values of the area
where the Western Villas are proposed; and

iv. Uncertainty around whether the assumptions/assertions made by the
Proponent around vegetation retention/landscaping and building design
control are assumptions that a reasonable planning decision-maker should
accept, and as such a reasonable planning decision-maker should base their
landscape assessment on the basis of more conservative and risk averse
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assumptions about the potential landscape and visual impact of the
Proposal.

Note that some westward extension of the development footprint relative to what was
determined through earlier environmental and planning assessment processes for the
Site may, subject to more detailed assessment, be appropriate, but not the full extent
proposed.

Note the significant reduction in development proposed in the south-western part of
the development footprint determined through earlier environmental and planning
assessment processes for the Site.

Note that, within the eastern part of the Site, the level of landscape and visual impact
does look to be less than what would reasonably be expected to result from
implementation of development in accordance with the outcomes of the earlier
planning processes associated with the Site.

Bushfire safety and management

j.

Identify that it is unclear whether the proposed approach to bushfire management will
be consistent with environmental and landscape values.

Identify that there is a significant level of uncertainty around ongoing BMP
implementation.

Note that the City is not in receipt of sufficient expert advice to enable a full assessment
of and/or support for significant elements of the BMP.

Indicate that sustainable bushfire safety outcomes that appropriately balance bushfire
safety, environmental and amenity considerations may be better achieved through
constructing buildings to the BAL-40 standard, and note that, given that the WAPC is not
bound by the planning framework in the same as a normal planning decision-maker, it
would be open to the WAPC to impose such a requirement.

Note that it is not practicable to develop a second means of access and egress for
Smiths Beach.

Note that, whilst it is too early to accept the case put by the Proponent, it is not
considered unreasonable to suggest that a better overall bushfire risk outcome may be
achieved through development of the Site, although that has not been clearly
demonstrated by the Proponents at this stage.

Wastewater, stormwater and water infrastructure

Note that the Proposal involves connection to reticulated water services.

Indicate that further information is required to assess proposed approaches to
stormwater and wastewater management and, as such, the proposed approaches
cannot be supported at this stage.

Indicate that, given the planning framework and the significance of the issues, the
proposed approaches to stormwater and especially wastewater management should be
set out, resolved and determined to be appropriate at a high level of detail and
certainty before the granting of development approval, and not left to be resolved
through conditions of approval.

Note the unresolved nature of potential routes to connect the Site to reticulated water
and/or wastewater services.

Residential / tourism mix / length of stay controls

t.

Identify that, should be approval be granted, conditions achieving the following should
be applied —
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i. Ensuring that any of the Villas being leased, for either short or long stay
purposes, is managed through a common letting pool and through a single
managing agent; and

ii. Ensuring tight controls on modification or redevelopment of the Villas,
setting out a need to maintain a consistent appearance and quality over
time.

u. Identify that, once other aspects of the Proposal are closer to resolution, consideration
may need to be given to —

i. Identifying that a portion of the Villas cannot be used for long stay
purposes; or

ii. Decreasing the number of Villas and/or increasing the number of Hotel
rooms proposed.

Coastal hazards and management

V. Note the proposed approach to coastal hazards and management looks to be broadly
sound.

w. Note that the City is likely to be granted a management order over the UCL where the
proposed seawall/beach access ramp is located.

X. Identify that, with respect to the proposed seawall/beach access ramp —
i. More detailed plans are required;

ii. There needs to be an appropriate mechanism to approve the development
occurring on Crown Land;

iii.  The Proponent to meet the costs of constructing and maintaining the
structure for a significant period; and

iv.  There needs to be a clear and unambiguous capacity to transfer that
responsibility from the Proponent to any subsequent owners of the Site.

Traffic and parking

y. Note that the Caves Road/Canal Rocks Road intersection requires upgrading, and the
WAPC will need to determine the extent to which that upgrade should be funded by the
Proponent and the extent to which it should be funded by the State.

z. Identify that elements of parking supply and demand require further consideration,
including —

i. Surf Life Saving Club associated demand; and

ii. Identified supply on the track to Smiths Point, the road reserve to the south
of the Site and within the north-south oriented section of Smiths Beach
Road.

Foreshore reserve and management, and proposal to accommodate SBSLC

aa. Indicate that the location of the SBSLC facility outside the foreshore reserve is seen as
appropriate, but that it also may be appropriate for the facility to be a free standing or
separate building, rather than being fully integrated into the Proposal.

bb. Indicate that appropriate perpetual tenure arrangements for the SBSLC facility need to
be identified.

cc. Indicate that a larger foreshore reserve than what is proposed is considered
appropriate, with a total useable foreshore area of around 1.0 ha being seen as
appropriate to meet community needs.
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dd. Note that continued vehicle access to Smiths Point looks to be inconsistent with the
Proposal and with the creation of pleasant and safe foreshore amenity.

Community Title

ee. Note planned use of Community Title, but indicate that should approval be granted,
conditions would need to be applied that would require appropriate ongoing
management and development should the Proponent choose not to make use of
Community Title.

Aboriginal heritage

ff. Note the need to resolve Aboriginal Heritage processes before the planning assessment
can be completed.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

The City has an opportunity to make a submission with respect to a Significant Development
Application that has been lodged with and is being assessed by the Western Australian Planning
Commission. It is recommended that the Council support the City making a submission in the terms
described in the report.

BACKGROUND

The Council is asked to determine the content of the City’s submission on a ‘Significant Development
Application’ (SDA) that has been lodged with and is being assessed by the Western Australian
Planning Commission (WAPC), pursuant to Part 17 of the Planning & Development Act 2005 (PD Act).
The proposed development (Proposal) subject of the SDA process is also currently subject of a formal
Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) process by the (State) Environmental Protection Authority
(EPA), pursuant to the Environmental Protection Act 1986 (EP Act). The applicant is Smiths 2014 Pty
Ltd (Proponent).

The City had initially been asked by the WAPC to provide a submission by 21 September 2022. A
request to extend that to 26 October 2022 was, however, subsequently approved by the Chair of the
WAPC. The period for broader community consultation closed on 8 September 2022.

Key background is set out below under the following sub-headings —
1. The SDA and EIA processes;
The Site;

2
3. The Proposal; and
4 Planning history of the Site.
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The SDA and EIA processes

More information about the SDA process and context is set out elsewhere in this report, including in
the Statutory Environment section, but for the purposes of this report, the most important elements
of the SDA process are considered to be —

1. The decision-maker is the WAPC and not the City (or a Development Assessment Panel —
‘DAP’);
2. The WAPC must give consideration to, but is not bound by, the relevant planning

framework (the City or a DAP can often exercise discretion within the planning
framework, but under Part 17 the WAPC has the capacity to exercise discretion beyond
the planning framework, including beyond the discretion allowed for in the City of
Busselton Local Planning Scheme 21 — ‘Scheme’);

3. Prior to making a decision, the WAPC must seek and give consideration to the input of
the relevant local government, but it is not bound or constrained by the local
government’s input; and

4, In common with other planning decision-makers, where a proposal is subject of a formal
EIA process, as is the case with this proposal, the WAPC cannot make a decision before
the EIA process is complete, and it cannot make a decision that is inconsistent with the
outcome of the EIA process.

As part of the SDA process, consultation with the community and relevant State Government
agencies was undertaken by the WAPC. The WAPC has provided the City with a very high level
summary of the submissions received, as set out in the Stakeholder Consultation section of this
report.

In parallel with the lodgement of the development application, the Proponent also referred the
Proposal to the EPA. The EPA was then required to determine whether the Proposal should be
subject of a formal EIA process and, if so, what ‘level of assessment’ should be undertaken. On 23
May 2022, having considered submissions made on the matter, the EPA determined that a formal EIA
process was required, and that the level of assessment should be set at ‘Public Environmental
Review’ (PER). PER is considered the highest of three potential levels of assessment. The City had
itself lodged a submission, advocating that the Proposal should be assessed under the PER level of
assessment.

The next step in the EIA process involves preparation of a ‘scoping document’ by the Proponent,
setting out the nature of information required to facilitate the assessment. There is then a two week
consultation period before the EPA formally considers the scoping document. Guided by the EPA’s
decision, the Proponent then prepares and submits the required reports and other information, with
a further six week consultation period before the EPA makes a formal decision. The City and
community will also have an opportunity to provide input during both of those consultation periods.

The EPA, however, is not the final decision-maker. The EPA’s decision is a recommendation to the
(State) Minister for Environment — who is the final decision-maker. There are also opportunities for
either proponents or third parties to lodge appeals with respect to some EPA decisions. In addition,
as already noted above, WAPC cannot make a decision on the Proposal until the EIA process is
complete. Given the timeframes associated with the EIA process, it is therefore considered that the
WAPC is unlikely to make a decision prior to mid-2023.

Prior to and following the formal lodgement of the development application, the City has been in
regular communications with —

1. The Proponent and their consulting teams (e.g. planning consultants);
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2. The State Government officers that are facilitating the assessment and are expected to
be responsible for preparing a report for consideration by the WAPC (i.e. staff at the
Department of Planning, Lands and Heritage — ‘DPLH’ — within what is known as the
State Development Assessment Unit — ‘SDAU’);

3. Other relevant State Government officers (e.g. Department of Biodiversity Conservation
and Attractions — ‘DBCA’);

4, Surf Life Saving WA (SLSWA) and Smiths Beach Surf Life Saving Club (SBSLC); and
5. Members of the Smiths Beach Action Group (SBAG).

Communications have included officer level meetings, written communications and site visits.
Communications have also included several informal briefings of the Council by the Proponent, by
SDAU and by SBAG. City officers have also attended (as observers only, although with an opportunity
to provide written information beforehand) meetings of the State Design Review Panel (SDRP) where
the Proposal has been presented. City officers have also had an opportunity to attend and provide
input into ‘Development Assessment Forum’ meetings organised by SDAU, and attended by the
Proponent and a range of State Government agencies.

The Site

The land subject of the development application (‘the Site’) is Lot 4131, Smiths Beach Road,
Yallingup. The Site is 40.5 hectares in area. The Site is approximately three kilometres south of
Yallingup townsite ‘as the crow flies’, or seven kilometres by road. A location plan is provided at
Attachment A.

The Site is bound to the north by foreshore reserve (currently Unallocated Crown Land — ‘UCL’), or by
existing privately owned tourism developments at Smiths Beach, in the form of the Canal Rocks
Beachfront Apartments and Smiths Beach Resort. To the west, the Site is also bound by foreshore
reserve which is currently UCL. The Cape to Cape Track traverses the foreshore reserve to the west
and north of the Site.

The Site is bound to the south by an unnamed and mostly undeveloped road reserve which is 20
metres wide (there is a mineral earth track that runs within the Site at the eastern end and partly
within the road reserve at the western end). The unnamed road reserve provides access to the
‘natural aquarium’ located at the northern end of Winjee Sam Bay.

To the south of the unnamed road reserve, the land is incorporated into the Leeuwin-Naturaliste
National Park (‘LNNP’), extending south to Canal Rocks Road. On the opposite side of Canal Rocks
Road, a little over 200 metres from the southern boundary of the Site, there are two private
‘Conservation’ Zoned land parcels (due south of the eastern part of the Site) and a further portion of
the LNNP.

The Site is bound to the east by Smiths Beach Road, to the east of which is a ‘Rural’ Zoned property
which accommodates the Chandlers Smith Beach Villas, with a further privately owned lot to the
north which accommodates a dwelling. The Gunyulgup Brook flows through both lots, before
reaching the beach. To the north-east of those lots is a further portion of the LNNP, which extends to
Yallingup Beach Road and the southern edge of the Yallingup Townsite.

The Site itself is essentially undeveloped and completely vegetated with natural vegetation (although
some weed species are also present). The vegetation consists of Peppermint Woodland in much of
the eastern part of the Site, with generally lower coastal heath vegetation in the western part of the
Site. The topography is characterised by two key features: a relatively low ‘amphitheatre’ in the
eastern and central part of the site; and an elevated ridge in the western part of the site.
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There are a series of mineral earth tracks in the southern and eastern parts of the Site, in particular a
north-south oriented ‘firebreak’ that runs through the centre of the site from the northern to the
southern boundary. That firebreak was the western boundary of the potential development footprint
identified through earlier planning processes associated with the Site (the Site’s planning history is
set out in more detail later in this report).
The Proposal
The Proposal can be summarised as follows -
° Hotel / tourist development inclusive of:
- 61 x hotel rooms;
- Restaurant, lounge and bar;
- Swimming pool; and
- Wellness Centre.
° ‘Community Hub’ inclusive of:
- Cape to Cape ‘Welcome Centre’;
- Surf Life Saving Club;
- Café, General Store and bakery;
- Hire Shop;
- Function centre;
- Artist studio; and
- Public amenities.
° Campground inclusive of:
- 36 camp sites on raised platforms;
- Central camper facilities including amenities and camp kitchen; and
- Camper parking.

. 61 x ‘Villas’ or Holiday Homes (to be used for either extended/long-stay or short-stay
purposes) — split into groups, with 15 ‘Western Villas” and 46 ‘Eastern Villas'.

° ‘Bushfire refuge’ integrated across the tourist development and community hub
buildings.
. Foreshore reserve extension and beach access ramp.

. Approximately 200 car parking bays on the Site.
° National Park extension (land to be ceded to the Crown).

. Applicable services (power, water, lighting), including the extension of Water
Corporation’s Dunsborough reticulated water network to service the Site.

° On-site effluent disposal systems.

° Planned use of a Community Titles Scheme for ongoing management of the site.

The Proposal is described and supported by the following documents prepared for the Proponent -

1. Development Application Report

2. Development Plans

3. Architectural Design Report



https://online.planning.wa.gov.au/data/sdau_transfer/SDAU-016-20%20-%20Public%20Consultation%20%20Referral%20Links-%20Stamped/1.%20Applicant%20Development%20Application.pdf
https://online.planning.wa.gov.au/data/sdau_transfer/SDAU-016-20%20-%20Public%20Consultation%20%20Referral%20Links-%20Stamped/2.%20Applicant%20Development%20Plans%20(Appendix%20C).pdf
https://online.planning.wa.gov.au/data/sdau_transfer/SDAU-016-20%20-%20Public%20Consultation%20%20Referral%20Links-%20Stamped/3.%20Applicant%20Architectural%20Design%20Report%20(Appendix%20D).pdf
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Visual and Landscape Assessment

Landscape Report

Bushfire Management Plan

Bushfire Emergency Evacuation Plan

Transport Impact Assessment

Waste Management Plan

Noise Assessment

Heritage Report

Environmental Assessment Report

Foreshore Management Plan

Coastal Hazard Assessment

Engineering Report

Urban Water Management Plan

Economic Benefit Study

Sustainability Strategy

R-Codes Assessment

Planning history

The Site has a fairly long, complicated and at times controversial planning history. Key elements of
that history are set out below -

1988 - initial scope for expansion of tourist development at Smiths Beach was provided
as part of the Leeuwin Naturaliste Region Plan — Stage One (Final) report.

1998 - the progression of the strategic framework for expansion of Smiths Beach was
facilitated by gazettal of State Planning Policy No. 6.1 — Leeuwin-Naturaliste Ridge
Policy (SPP6.1), then called the Leeuwin-Naturaliste Ridge Statement of Planning Policy
(LNRSPP).

The LNRSPP identified Smiths Beach as a 'Tourist Node' and the Site predominantly
within a 'Development Investigation Area' and partly within a 'Principal Ridge Protection
Area'. The LNRSPP set out that up to 500 permanent residents or approximately 230
dwellings (i.e. representing a maximum one third of the total accommodation units)
could be facilitated within the development.

1999 - Shire of Busselton District Town Planning Scheme No. 20 (DTPS20) was gazetted
applying ‘Tourist’, ‘Additional Use — Residential’, ‘Recreation Reserve’ and ‘Development
Investigation Area’ designations to the Site.

2003 - Amendment No. 1 to the LNRSPP was gazetted and incorporated a number of
provisions relating to short-stay and permanent populations, including the
determination of an 'identified developable area(s)' in which subdivision and
development would have a ratio of not less than 70% tourist development and not more
than 30% residential development. The policy also required that development at Smiths
Beach is to reinforce the primary tourism function and not compromise the natural
landscape, with the size, nature and location of development being determined having
regard to the need to protect the visual amenity and environmental values of the area.


https://online.planning.wa.gov.au/data/sdau_transfer/SDAU-016-20%20-%20Appendix%20E/4.%20Applicant%20Visual%20and%20Landscape%20Assessment%20(Appendix%20E).pdf
https://online.planning.wa.gov.au/data/sdau_transfer/SDAU-016-20%20-%20Public%20Consultation%20%20Referral%20Links-%20Stamped/5.%20Applicant%20Landscape%20Report%20(Appendix%20F).pdf
https://online.planning.wa.gov.au/data/sdau_transfer/SDAU-016-20%20-%20Public%20Consultation%20%20Referral%20Links-%20Stamped/6.%20Applicant%20Bushfire%20Management%20Plan%20(Appendix%20G).pdf
https://online.planning.wa.gov.au/data/sdau_transfer/SDAU-016-20%20-%20Public%20Consultation%20%20Referral%20Links-%20Stamped/7.%20Applicant%20Bushfire%20Emergency%20Management%20Plan%20(Appendix%20G).pdf
https://online.planning.wa.gov.au/data/sdau_transfer/SDAU-016-20%20-%20Public%20Consultation%20%20Referral%20Links-%20Stamped/8.%20Applicant%20Transport%20Impact%20Assessment%20(Appendix%20H).pdf
https://online.planning.wa.gov.au/data/sdau_transfer/SDAU-016-20%20-%20Public%20Consultation%20%20Referral%20Links-%20Stamped/9.%20Applicant%20Waste%20Management%20Plan%20(Appendix%20I).pdf
https://online.planning.wa.gov.au/data/sdau_transfer/SDAU-016-20%20-%20Public%20Consultation%20%20Referral%20Links-%20Stamped/10.%20Applicant%20Noise%20Assessment%20(Appendix%20J).pdf
https://online.planning.wa.gov.au/data/sdau_transfer/SDAU-016-20%20-%20Public%20Consultation%20%20Referral%20Links-%20Stamped/11.%20Applicant%20Heritage%20Report%20(Appendix%20K).pdf
https://online.planning.wa.gov.au/data/sdau_transfer/SDAU-016-20%20-%20Public%20Consultation%20%20Referral%20Links-%20Stamped/12.%20Applicant%20Environmental%20Assessment%20Report%20(Appendix%20L).pdf
https://online.planning.wa.gov.au/data/sdau_transfer/SDAU-016-20%20-%20Public%20Consultation%20%20Referral%20Links-%20Stamped/13.%20Applicant%20Foreshore%20Management%20Plan%20(Appendix%20M).pdf
https://online.planning.wa.gov.au/data/sdau_transfer/SDAU-016-20%20-%20Public%20Consultation%20%20Referral%20Links-%20Stamped/14.%20Applicant%20Coastal%20Hazard%20Assessment%20(Appendix%20N).pdf
https://online.planning.wa.gov.au/data/sdau_transfer/SDAU-016-20%20-%20Public%20Consultation%20%20Referral%20Links-%20Stamped/15.%20Applicant%20Engineering%20Report%20(Appendix%20O).pdf
https://online.planning.wa.gov.au/data/sdau_transfer/SDAU-016-20%20-%20Public%20Consultation%20%20Referral%20Links-%20Stamped/16.%20Applicant%20Urban%20Water%20Management%20Plan%20(Appendix%20P).pdf
https://online.planning.wa.gov.au/data/sdau_transfer/SDAU-016-20%20-%20Public%20Consultation%20%20Referral%20Links-%20Stamped/17.%20Applicant%20Economic%20Benefit%20Study%20(Appendix%20Q).pdf
https://online.planning.wa.gov.au/data/sdau_transfer/SDAU-016-20%20-%20Public%20Consultation%20%20Referral%20Links-%20Stamped/18.%20Applicant%20Sustainability%20Strategy%20(Appendix%20R).pdf
https://online.planning.wa.gov.au/data/sdau_transfer/SDAU-016-20%20-%20Public%20Consultation%20%20Referral%20Links-%20Stamped/19.%20Applicant%20R%20Codes%20Assessment%20(Appendix%20S).pdf
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. 2006 - a draft Development Guide Plan (DGP) was adopted by Council for advertising
(DGPs were the equivalent of what are now called Structure Plans under current
planning regulations).

° 2007 - the DGP was advertised and 8,709 submissions were received. The submissions
were the subject of an independent audit which found that 7,531 submissions were
deemed to be valid, and of that number, 88% (6,674) objected to the proposal.

° 2008 — the then proponent lodged an application for review to have the advertised DGP
determined by the State Administrative Tribunal (SAT) on the basis of ‘deemed refusal’
as the DGP had not been determined within statutory time limits. A modified DGP was
submitted through this process. The Council subsequently refused to adopt the modified
DGP and a further application for review of the Council’s decision was lodged by the
proponent with the SAT.

. 2009 — the Council resolved to settle the SAT proceedings on the advertised DGP (2007)
by way of a consent determination supporting the modified DGP. This modified DGP
arose from mediation on the advertised plan and the Environmental Protection
Authority’s earlier determination of a reduced footprint for the development of the Site
relative to that proposed under the advertised plan.

° 2011 - WAPC endorsed the DGP, subject to modifications (see Attachment B). The DGP
remains a relevant planning instrument.

° 2010 - 2013 — an application for subdivision approval was lodged with the WAPC and
ultimately approved following further SAT proceedings. The subdivision approval has not
been implemented and has now lapsed.

° 2014 - ownership of the Site changes when it is acquired by Smiths 2014 Pty Ltd.

OFFICER COMMENT

The Proposal is of significant community interest and the Site is strategically significant. Whilst the
City is not a decision-maker with respect to the Proposal, it is expected that the WAPC will place
significant weight on the submission from the City, especially if the WAPC perceives that the City’s
submission is based upon a sound and considered understanding and application of the planning
framework, and sound strategic thinking.

This report seeks to assist the Council in determining the content of the City’s submission, setting out
and applying the planning framework to the Proposal. Because of the nature of the SDA process,
however, application of the planning framework to the Proposal requires a broader perspective than
would ordinarily be the case when assessing a development application. Discussion of the key issues
considered relevant to assessment of the Proposal at this stage, or which may otherwise be of
significant interest to the Council, is set out below, under the following sub-headings —

1. Concerns about use of the SDA process for the Proposal;

2. The extent to which the Proposal could be lawfully considered under the current
planning framework if the SDA process had not been introduced by the State;

3. Concerns about consultation on the development application proceeding ahead of the
completion of the EIA process;

4, The fundamental elements of the planning framework relating to the Site;

5. The proposed development footprint and density (including landscape/visual impact
considerations, flora and fauna considerations, and the extent of land to be ceded to the
Crown);

6. Bushfire safety and management;

7. Wastewater, storm water and water infrastructure;
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8. Residential / tourism mix / length of stay controls;

9. Coastal hazards and management;

10. Traffic and parking;

11. Foreshore reserve and management, and proposal to accommodate SBSLC;
12. Aboriginal heritage; and

13. Proposed use of Community Title.

At the end of each sub-section, there is a brief summary of the recommended response with respect
to each set of issues. There is then a further sub-section raising the question as to whether, in an
overall sense, the City should support or object to the Proposal, or not indicate overall support or
objection, but instead identify aspects of or issues with the proposal which are seen as being positive
and/or resolved, or negative and/or unresolved.

It should be noted that this report does not seek to identify and assess all aspects of the Proposal or
all of the relevant issues, instead focusing on what are considered to be the key issues at this stage.
In substantial part that is because many of these key issues are considered unresolved, and it is
therefore neither necessary nor possible to undertake a detailed assessment of all elements of the
Proposal.

Concerns about use of the SDA process for the Proposal

There appear to be two key sets of concerns about use of the SDA process for the Proposal —

1. Concerns that it is not consistent with the stated intent of the SDA process, when the
P&D Act was amended to create that process; and

2. Concerns about the SDA process in general, as it —
a. Provides only a limited place for local government and local community input; and
b. Gives the WAPC power to exercise discretion beyond the normal planning
framework.

Whilst, given the fact that the SDA process does exist and the Proposal is being advanced through
that process, these concerns are unlikely to have any bearing on the outcome, it is still seen as
appropriate to briefly explore the issues in this report, as they have been matters of significant
community interest.

The SDA process was facilitated via the introduction of Part 17 through a June 2020 amendment to
the P&D Act. Part 17 sets out ‘Special provisions for COVID-19 pandemic relating to development
applications’. At the time of its introduction, the rationale for Part 17 set out by the State
Government included that the powers provided to the WAPC —

1. Would be temporary;
2. Were intended to support ‘economic recovery’; and
3. Would be for ‘development ready’ proposals.
That rationale was reflected in the Explanatory Memorandum supporting the amendment to the

P&D Act (Attachment C) and a ‘Planning Reform Fact Sheet’ (Attachment D) published at the same
time.

The temporary nature of the powers was directly reflected in the legislation itself, but the economic
recovery and development ready elements of the rationale were not. There has, however, been a
further amendment to extend the operating period, albeit the powers remain temporary in nature.
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It has, however, been suggested that support for ‘economic recovery’ is not required, principally on
the basis that WA’s economy did not suffer to the same degree as many other places over the last
few years. Employment and housing markets in much of Australia, including in WA and locally in
particular, have in fact been tight for around two years, and there is an expectation that will continue
for some time. There has also been a significant acceleration in inflation over that period. Economic
growth in WA since June 2020 has also been fairly consistent with what had been experienced since
around 2014 (the end of the ‘mining boom’). On that basis, there does not seem to be a particular
need for ‘economic recovery’ at the present time.

It is not, however, clear that economic growth will necessarily continue at its current rate. It is also
the case that there has not been much significant investment in new tourism accommodation
product, especially hotel accommodation, in the region for over a decade. It therefore remains
arguable that investment in tourism product is desirable to support the WA and local economies in
the future. It is also arguable that the SDA process, by allowing a project that might otherwise
require a town planning scheme amendment and/or structure planning and/or subdivision approval
process to occur prior to assessment of a development application, to instead proceed straight to the
development application phase can result in planning decisions being made more efficiently,
potentially facilitating investment that may not otherwise have occurred.

With respect to the development ready concern, the Proposal has not, in all aspects, been developed
and documented to the extent necessary to lodge and assess a development application through
normal planning procedures. From that perspective, the Proposal is not as development ready as
might be expected of a ‘normal’ development application assessed by either a local government or
development assessment panel. Given that, it is not considered to be ‘development ready’ to the
extent contemplated by the Explanatory Memorandum supporting the amendment to the P&D Act.

Concerns about the SDA process more broadly, however, are considered to have more merit — and
the Council may wish to reiterate earlier concerns it has raised with respect to the process. The
potential basis for such concerns is set out in a little more detail below.

In terms of the involvement of the local government and local community, a ‘normal’ planning
process to consider development on the Site consistent with the Proposal would involve —

1. Possibly, a town planning scheme amendment to change land use permissibility’s in
some parts of the Site, and potentially other town planning scheme provisions too. That
process would involve technical assessment by City officers and the preparation of at
least two formal reports for formal consideration of the Council, as well as a formal
community consultation period. The planning consultation period would also be
preceded by an EPA assessment process, which would also likely involve multiple
opportunities for community input.

2. A structure plan process that would also involve technical assessment by City officers
and, given the context of the Proposal and the Site, the preparation of at least two
formal reports for formal consideration of the Council. The process would also include a
formal community consultation period (although that could conceivably occur in parallel
with the town planning scheme amendment process).

3. A subdivision application process, as part of which the City’s comment would be sought,
and the City would later have a role in ‘clearing’ some conditions of approval. There
would not, however, be any community consultation or formal role for the Council as
part of that process, and the City may still have a role in clearing conditions as part of
the SDA and/or an involvement in a subsequent Community Title process.
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4. A development application process, with the determining authority being the Regional
Joint Development Assessment Panel (RJDAP). That process would involve technical
assessment by City officers and the preparation of a formal report for consideration by
the RIDAP (two members of which are local government Councillors), and would be
preceded by a further phase of community consultation.

5. Council meetings referred to above would be open to the public, held locally, and
provide opportunities for direct involvement by the local community. RIDAP meetings
would probably also be held locally, and would certainly be open to the public and
provide opportunities for direct involvement by the local community.

It is clear that the SDA process, where there may be only one opportunity for the community to make
comment as part of the planning process, and where there is no formal assessment or decision-
making role for either local government officers or Councillors, provides significantly less scope for
local community and local government input than would a normal planning process. It is also
expected that when the WAPC makes a decision, it may do so from a premises in Perth, rather than
locally, further limiting the capacity of the local community to be involved in the process.

Given the above, it is seen as appropriate that the Council reiterates earlier concerns about the
limited capacity for local communities and local governments to be involved in the SDA process. In
doing so, it is seen as appropriate that the Council not target that concern at the DPLH staff that have
been involved in the process or, indeed at the Proponent, as in both cases their communications and
relationships with the City have been appropriate and respectful. Rather, it is considered that it
should be made clear that the concern is with the legislation that has created the SDA process, rather
than those involved in implementing the legislation.

From a more practical perspective, however, it is also recommended that the Council request that, if
and when the WAPC makes a formal decision on the Proposal, that it does so from a premises in the
City of Busselton, at a meeting that is open to the public. That would assist, albeit in a small way, in
allowing the local community to have more involvement in the process. In addition, given the nature
of the issues likely to require consideration, it would be appropriate for all WAPC members involved
in the decision to visit the Site prior to making their decision.

The most significant concern with the SDA process, however, is considered to be the capacity for the
WAPC to exercise discretion beyond the planning framework. Through a normal planning process,
approval of some elements of the Proposal may require a town planning scheme amendment, and at
the end of that process, it must be tabled in Parliament and can be subject of a disallowance motion.

Whilst it may be the case that the WAPC has and will continue to be conservative and responsible in
the use of its discretion, and also that disallowance motions with respect to town planning scheme
amendments are exceedingly rare, it is unusual and concerning that an administrative body has, in a
significant sense, been given a power to make decisions that would otherwise be subject of
Parliamentary scrutiny. Further, should a proponent be aggrieved by a WAPC decision, it has the
capacity to lodge an application for review (i.e. an ‘appeal’) in the State Administrative Tribunal
(SAT). That means that the SAT also has the power to make decisions that would otherwise require
Parliamentary scrutiny, should there be an application for review.

Given the above, it is considered that the SDA process does have the theoretical capacity to
undermine the integrity of the WA planning system, in particular the controls on development set
out in local planning schemes, which have been subject of formal decisions by local government
councils and the responsible Minister, and then subject of Parliamentary scrutiny.
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Although there are a number of other perspectives through which this issue could be considered,
there is not considered to be a need to further explore the issue here. It is, however, seen as
appropriate that the Council reiterate earlier concerns about the capacity of the SDA process to
undermine the integrity of the WA planning system, especially local government town planning
schemes.

Recommended response to this issue:

a. Indicate that the Proposal is not considered to be ‘development ready’ to the extent
contemplated by the Explanatory Memorandum supporting the amendment to the P&D
Act that introduced the SDA process.

b. Reiterate earlier concerns about the very limited scope for local government and local
community input, relative to what would have occurred with a normal planning process.

c. Strongly urge the WAPC, if and when it makes a decision on the Proposal, to do so from a
premises located within the City of Busselton, at a meeting open to the public, and for
WAPC members to undertake a site visit prior to making their decision.

d. Reiterate earlier concerns about the capacity of the SDA process to undermine the
integrity of the WA planning system, especially local government town planning schemes.

The extent to which the Proposal could be lawfully considered under the current planning
framework if the SDA process had not been introduced by the State

Given the breadth of discretion available to the WAPC through the SDA process, concerns have been
raised about the extent to which the Proposal could be lawfully approved under the current planning
framework if the SDA process had not been introduced by the State.

Whilst there are some elements of the Proposal that may not be able to be lawfully approved in the
absence of the SDA process, they are limited to ‘land use controls’ (see towards the end of this sub-
section of this report for more details), and not to other aspects of the development, such as the
development footprint, visual impact or effluent disposal — all of which broadly fall into the category
of ‘development standards’, rather than land use controls. There are two key reasons for that.

Firstly, those development standards, where they are set out in the Scheme itself, are set out in —
1. The main body of the Scheme text:

2. ‘Schedule 8: Provisions Applying to Sussex Location 413 Smiths Beach Road, Yallingup’;
or

3. For much of the Site, in ‘Schedule 2: Additional Uses’ (specifically, Additional Use 36).

Clause 4.5.1 of the Scheme, however, sets out that —

Except for development in respect of which the R-Codes apply, if a development is the
subject of an application for development approval and does not comply with a standard
or requirement prescribed under the Scheme (including a policy or plan adopted
pursuant to the Scheme), the local government may, despite the non-compliance,
approve the application unconditionally or subject to such conditions as the local
government thinks fit.

Whilst clause 4.5.1 does not apply to some development standards set out in the Scheme, it is not
the case with development standards set out in either Schedule 2 or Schedule 8. As such, any
development standards set out in the Scheme could be lawfully varied by a planning decision-maker
through a normal planning process. The fact that a lawful discretion exists to approve something,
however, does not necessarily mean that it should be approved.
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Secondly, the other development standards set out in the planning framework that the Proposal is
inconsistent with are set out in a Structure Plan (i.e. the approved ‘Development Guide Plan’ or
‘DGP’, see Attachment B — note that the DGP also provides guidance about land use). Whilst the
City’s town planning scheme did, at times in the past, give Structure Plans or equivalent ‘the force
and effect of provisions of the Scheme’, since at least 2015 that has not been the case.

In October 2015, the Planning and Development (Local Planning Schemes) Regulations 2015
(Regulations) came into effect. Schedule 2 of the Regulations is the ‘Deemed Provisions’. By virtue of
Regulation 10 (4) of the Regulations and S257B of the P&D Act, the Deemed Provisions are applicable
to all local planning schemes in WA, and if they are inconsistent with a provision of a local planning
scheme, the Deemed Provisions will prevail.

Clause 27 (1) of the Deemed Provisions sets out the effect of a structure plan in the determination of
an application for development approval, establishing that —

A decision-maker for an application for development approval...in an area that is covered
by a structure plan that has been approved by the Commission is to have due regard to,
but is not bound by, the structure plan when deciding the application.

That means that a planning decision-maker clearly has a capacity to approve development that is not
‘compliant’ with a Structure Plan. Again, however, the fact that a lawful discretion exists to approve
something, however, does not necessarily mean that it should be approved.

Turning to land use controls, there may be some elements of the Proposal that a planning decision-
maker in a normal planning process could not lawfully approve. This matter is addressed on pages
159-164, section 8.2.1, of the Development Application Report, although City officers reach
somewhat different conclusions to those set out in that report.

Most of the Site is Zoned ‘Tourism’ in the Scheme. That includes all portions of the Site where
development is proposed. Most, but not all, of the area in the Tourism Zone is also subject of the
‘Additional Use 36’ (A36) designation. A36 sets out that, in addition to the uses normally permissible
in the Tourism Zone, that uses normally permissible in the ‘Residential’ Zone are also permissible.
Significantly, some of the area where the Villas are proposed is not subject of A36 (portions of the
western and south-western portions of the Site are also identified as ‘Recreation’ Reserve, but there
is no development proposed in that area — note that the area so identified is smaller than the area
identified for transfer to National Park through the earlier planning process and, to a lesser extent, as
part of the current Proposal).

In the Development Application, four aspects of the development are identified that could
potentially be considered to be prohibited, or ‘X’, land uses, or otherwise as a ‘use-not-listed’ —

1. The Hire Shop;

2 The Wellness Centre;
3. The liquor sales component of the General Store; and
4 The Villas.

The Hire Shop would, as a stand-alone use or development, clearly fall into the ‘Shop’ land use
designation in the Scheme. Shop is a prohibited use in both the Tourism and Residential Zones. Given
its relatively small-scale relative to the Hotel, Restaurant and some other uses, however, it could
potentially be considered as a use that was ancillary to those uses, pursuant to clause 3.3.3 of the
Scheme.


https://online.planning.wa.gov.au/data/sdau_transfer/SDAU-016-20%20-%20Public%20Consultation%20%20Referral%20Links-%20Stamped/1.%20Applicant%20Development%20Application.pdf
https://online.planning.wa.gov.au/data/sdau_transfer/SDAU-016-20%20-%20Public%20Consultation%20%20Referral%20Links-%20Stamped/1.%20Applicant%20Development%20Application.pdf
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The Wellness Centre would, as a stand-alone development, clearly fall into the ‘Recreation — Private’
land use designation in the Scheme. Recreation — Private is a permissible use (‘D’ or ‘discretionary’) in
the Tourism Zone. Given its relatively small-scale relative to the Hotel, Restaurant and some other
uses, however, it could also potentially be considered as a use that was ancillary to those uses,
pursuant to clause 3.3.3 of the Scheme. It is not clear why the report in the Development Application
has identified the Wellness Centre as being a prohibited use.

The liquor sales component of the General Store would clearly fall into the ‘Liquor Store — Small’ land
use designation in the Scheme. Liquor Store — Small is a prohibited use in both the Tourism and
Residential Zones. Given its relatively small-scale relative to the Hotel, Restaurant and some other
uses, however, it could potentially be considered as a use that was ancillary to those uses, pursuant
to clause 3.3.3 of the Scheme. In fact, if the liquor sales component of the General Store is not an
ancillary element, then the General Store itself would also not be ancillary and would, itself, be a
Shop and would therefore be a prohibited use in its entirety.

The Villas, if they were being used for long-stay/permanent residential purposes only would fall into
the ‘Grouped Dwelling’ use in the Scheme. As they are proposed to be used for both long-stay and
short-stay purposes, however, they would, were it not for the fact that accommodation of more than
six people for short-stay purposes is proposed, instead fall into the ‘Holiday Home (Multiple/Grouped
Dwelling)’ land use classification. Whilst both of those land uses is permissible in the Residential Zone
and therefore in the portion of the site subject of A36, both are, in fact, prohibited (or ‘X’) land uses
in the Tourism Zone and therefore could not be approved in the portion of the site not subject of
A36.

Because accommodation of more than six people for short-stay purposes is proposed, however, with
up to 12 being proposed, the Villas cannot fall into the ‘Holiday Home (Multiple/Grouped Dwelling)’
land use classification. Instead, it is possible that they would fall into the ‘Tourist Accommodation’
land use classification, which is a permissible land use in the Tourism Zone. The Proponent has
instead argued that the Villas constitute a ‘use-not-listed’, pursuant to clause 3.4.2 of the Scheme,
and that is considered the only reasonable alternative to the Tourist Accommodation classification.
In either case, however, the end result is the same — there is the lawful discretion to approve the
Villas both within and outside the area affected by A36.

All other land uses included in the Proposal are permissible in the Tourism Zone and therefore across
the whole of the portion of the Site where development is proposed. As such, it is clear those land
uses could be lawfully approved. As with development standards, however, the fact that a planning
decision-maker could lawfully approve something does not mean that it should, and it is clear that
approval of the Proposal within the current planning framework would require the exercise of a
significant level of discretion with respect to land use controls.

Recommended response to this issue:

a. Not considered to be a need to include specific reference to this issue in the City’s
submission.

Concerns about consultation on the development application proceeding ahead of the completion
of the EIA process

Where proposed development is subject of a formal EIA process a planning decision-maker, including
the WAPC through the SDA process, cannot determine an application unless and until the EIA process
is complete. All subsequent planning decisions must also be consistent with the outcome of the EIA
process. An earlier development proposal for the Site has also already been subject of a formal EIA
process and, whilst noting that the current Proposal is a different development proposal, the
Proposal does look to be inconsistent with some outcomes of the earlier EIA process (see Ministerial
Statement No. 831 — Attachment E).
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In particular, the Proposal —

1. Involves development outside the ‘Identified Development Land Area’ (Condition 4-2);
and
2. Does not provide for all of the ‘National Park Extension’ (Condition 5-1).

As will become apparent later in this report, the issues those conditions sought to address are also
considered two of the most critical issues for planning assessment of the current Proposal. Those
issues being, in simple terms: (1) visual and landscape impacts; and (2) flora and fauna impacts. Both
of those issues are also expected to be central to the current EIA process for the Proposal and, in
fact, it seems likely that it is the EIA process that will largely determine the regulatory position on
those issues, rather than the planning process.

As will also become apparent later in this report, a third critical issue for the planning assessment of
the current Proposal is related to water management, especially wastewater management. It is less
clear that the EIA process will determine the regulatory position on that issue, but it is an issue that is
clearly within the scope of the EIA process, and one where the EIA process may result in important
and possibly binding guidance for the subsequent planning decision.

The outcome of the EIA process could also result in a need to modify the Proposal and/or impact the
Proponent’s willingness to proceed. Such change could conceivably be quite significant, including
changes to the development footprint, density of development or approach to providing services,
matters that are fairly fundamental to the Proposal.

Especially given the level of resourcing required at both State and local government level as part of
the planning assessment, as well as the level of community interest in the process, it is considered
that it would have been preferable that the planning consultation did not occur until after the EIA
process had been completed. It is also considered that it would be appropriate for the State to re-
consult as part of the planning process after the EIA process has been completed, before making a
formal planning decision. The City has expressed similar views to both the WAPC and the Proponent
in the past, and it is considered those views should be reiterated.

Recommended response to this issue:

a. Reiterate earlier concerns about consultation occurring ahead of completion of the EIA
process, and request that there be a further formal opportunity for the City, community
and State agencies to consider and comment on the Proposal prior to formal WAPC
consideration, and following the completion of the EIA process.

The fundamental elements of the planning framework relating to the Site
The planning framework relating to the site is principally set out in —
1. State Planning Policy 6.1: Leeuwin-Naturaliste Ridge (SPP6.1);
2 Leeuwin-Naturaliste Sub-regional Strategy (LNSS);
3 City of Busselton Local Planning Strategy (LPS);
4, City of Busselton Local Planning Scheme 21 (Scheme); and
5 Smiths Beach Development Guide Plan (DGP).
Both the LNSS and LPS, however, do not provide any guidance beyond what is set out in SPP6.1

and/or the DGP, meaning that the key strategic direction is set out in SPP6.1, direction which is then
reflected in the Scheme and DGP.
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Key planning outcomes that arise from application of that framework to determine the development
potential of the Site are that —

. The Site is identified as a location where development is supported;
. The primary function of such development should be for tourism purposes;
. Landscape and environmental values are critical factors to be considered and addressed

before development can be approved; and

. In the assessment and approval of the DGP, it had been determined that development
should be restricted to the eastern part of the site, and the balance of the site should be
ceded to the Crown and subsequently incorporated into the LNNP.

The application of more detailed elements of the planning framework is set out as necessary
elsewhere in this report.

Recommended response to this issue:

b. No response considered necessary.

The proposed development footprint and density (including landscape/visual impact
considerations, flora and fauna considerations, and the extent of land to be ceded to the Crown)

Earlier EIA and planning processes (specifically the process associated with the DGP), identified that
development should be restricted to the eastern part of the site, and the balance of the site should
be ceded to the Crown and subsequently incorporated into the LNNP. The boundary between those
two areas was determined as being the firebreak that runs through the centre of the site on a north-
south orientation, with a public road intended to run essentially along the alighment of that
firebreak. There are understood to have been three key reasons as to why that was identified as a
logical boundary—

1. It protected what was understood to be an important coastal heath vegetation
community in the western part of the site (including the area where some of the
Western Villas are now proposed);

2. It meant that development did not extend further west towards Smiths Point or up the
ridge in the western part of the Site, thereby reducing the landscape and visual impact
of development from viewpoints along the coast within the LNNP; and

3. It provided a clear, ‘hard’ boundary between areas that would be developed and areas
that would not be developed.

The initial focus in this section of this report is on considering the current Proposal in the context of
these three key factors, as they are still considered to be useful as a basis for considering this set of
issues.

With respect to the first factor (coastal heath vegetation community), as noted earlier in this report,
it is an issue that will be considered and fundamentally determined by the EIA process. Accordingly, it
would clearly be premature for any planning authority to indicate support for the proposed
westward extension of the development footprint, given the fact the EIA process is incomplete. That
is particularly the case with respect to some of the Western Villas, although it is a less significant
issue with the Hotel component of the Proposal. As part of preparing this report, the author also
sought advice from a City officer with particular expertise in relation to flora, fauna and some other
environmental matters, and a copy of their advice is provided as Attachment F.
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With respect to the second factor (landscape and visual impact), again, as noted earlier in this report,
it is an issue that will be considered and fundamentally determined by the EIA process. Similarly, it
would clearly be premature for any planning authority to indicate support for the proposed
westward extension of the development footprint on that basis too. The City does not have the
internal technical capacity to fully assess this issue and, in circumstances where the City itself has to
determine applications in similar contexts, the City will seek and often rely to a significant degree on
expert advice provided by DPLH and/or DBCA — but as the City is not the decision-maker, it has not
been in a position to seek and consider such advice.

With respect to the third factor outlined above — the fact earlier planning had identified that a road
would be developed along the western boundary of the development area, to provide a clear
boundary between the development area and the land proposed to be included in the LNNP - the
current Proposal also provides a roadway where the development area adjoins areas not proposed to
be developed, although it does not align in all cases with the proposed tenure boundary, and is also
in a different, generally more westward, location. Aside from the different location, however, a ‘hard’
boundary in the form of a public road is not necessarily considered to be the best outcome, as it
would allow the public to access the LNNP with or from their vehicles in an area where that may not
be appropriate. It is worth noting that unmanaged or unapproved access by vehicles in the LNNP is a
management challenge and, in fact, unapproved access to the Site by people in vehicles and/or
campers has in fact long been an issue of concern to the owners, the City and DBCA.

Notwithstanding the above, it is considered that the City can provide some substantive input that the
WAPC may find useful in considering the Proposal. There are in fact some elements of the Proposal
that, from a landscape and visual assessment proposal, are considered to be appropriate and, in fact,
can be expected to deliver a better outcome than the earlier planning processes associated with the
Site. Those elements are set out below.

Firstly, across most of the areas of the Site proposed to be developed, the overall density of
development (in terms of the proportion of the land that would be built upon, or be covered in hard
surfaces, as well as the potential height and bulk of buildings) will be less than what would
reasonably have been expected with the earlier planning process. In addition, more vegetation
should be able to be retained and/or planted, and there can be greater control and consistency in
terms of building colours, finishes and materials. As set out later in this section of the report,
however, those factors may not be as significant as the Proponent has suggested in their
documentation.

It is considered clear that, in the portion of the site to the east of the firebreak, the Proposal would
have less visual impact than would arise from development proceeding in accordance with the earlier
planning processes. It is, in fact, fairly clear that development could occur at a density somewhat
higher than what is currently proposed in that eastern area and the visual impact would still be less
than what would likely arise from development proceeding in accordance with the outcome of those
processes.

In addition, the Proposal does not involve development of buildings in the south-western corner of
the development area identified through the earlier planning processes. Wastewater infrastructure is
proposed in part of that area and would have some visual impact, but would have less visual impact
than the buildings and roadways provided for through the earlier process. That south-western area is
higher and more visible from at least some key vantage points than the area where some of the
Western Villas are proposed and, as such, the fact development of buildings and roadways is not
proposed in this area is considered to be an advantage of the Proposal relative to the outcome of the
earlier processes.
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The two aspects of the Proposal outlined above form part of the Proponent’s rationale for the
westward extension of the development area relative to the outcome of the earlier planning
processes associated with the Site. Reiterating that the City does not have the internal technical
capacity to fully assess the landscape and visual impact assessment, it is noted that the Proponent’s
rationale for justifying the Proposal in visual and landscape terms turns to a significant degree on
there being a very high capacity to retain and/or plant vegetation, and control building design and
the aesthetics of the development more generally.

Whilst it is considered reasonable to assume that the Proposal will provide for a higher level of
control than what would result from the outcome of the earlier processes, it is not considered that
the WAPC can reasonably assess the Proposal accepting that the degree of control contemplated by
the Proponent will be achievable for the life of the development. Identifying exactly what degree of
control can be assumed is somewhat difficult, but it is considered that a reasonably conservative
approach should be taken, for the following key reasons -

1. Development approval ‘runs with the land’, and it cannot be assumed that, should an
approval be granted, the Proponent will actually have a role in implementation,
especially on a long term basis.

2. Assuming such a high level of control for the purposes of planning assessment would
require the identification of clear, enforceable mechanisms that the planning authority
can reasonably expect to be able to enforce, regardless of the responsible entity at the
time — meaning that judgements about the capacity of the proponents per se are not
relevant considerations.

3. Making an assumption of a high degree of control would require that the assessing
planning authority was confident there would be a proactive, resourced and motivated
planning authority in the development compliance space for the life of the
development. Whilst it may be possible for DPLH/WAPC to develop that capacity, given
that at this stage one can only assume that there will be a small and finite number of
SDA sites, and that they will be scattered around the State, that seems unlikely. The
experience with other State agencies with development compliance functions would
suggest that such a capacity may not be developed and then maintained to the extent
necessary.

4, Developments generally and often necessarily evolve over time, in response to a wide
range of factors, including fashions and varying individual preferences, and in WA our
capacity to maintain tight controls on design/presentation over long periods of time has
not been well established outside some very narrow contexts.

5. There may be unforeseen issues or practical reasons why variations are required in
future — e.g. something in future that is equivalent to the emergence of rooftop solar, or
a need to replace and modify on-site effluent disposal systems in the future with
different systems with different requirements.

6. There could be legislative or other regulatory change outside the control of the planning
authority, or the proponents or owners at the time, which override conditions of
approval. A possibility is State level guidance / requirements in terms of bushfire safety,
in particular the potential for consistent, State level guidance around the establishment
of APZs or similar around dwellings. Multiple reviews/inquiries have recommended
establishment of such guidance, including Recommendation 5 of the recent Wooroloo
Review (although it is understood that, rightly in the view of City officers, the State
Government has not accepted that recommendation of the Review, but more
considered and appropriate recommendations of earlier reviews/inquiries following
major bushfires have been accepted by Government in the past — this particular issue is
discussed in more detail later in this report).
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Given the above, whilst it is agreed that all parties should aim to achieve a high degree of ongoing
control over design and other aspects of the Proposal, should approval be granted, it is considered
that landscape and visual impact assessment should be undertaken assuming a somewhat higher
level of visual impact than what the Proponents aspire to, as a reasonable planning authority should
take a more conservative approach.

In closing, it is seen as necessary for City officers to make some overall observations about the
westward extension of the development area — as whilst the City is not in receipt of detailed expert
assessment or critique of the Visual impact Assessment, City officers do have a sufficient
understanding of the issues to provide some substantive comment. In short, consideration of the
documents indicates that some westward expansion of the development footprint may be
appropriate in landscape and visual impact terms, although not to the extent proposed, especially in
the portion of the Site closest to the coast, where the Hotel component of the Proposal is situated.

Some of the westward expansion, in the area where the Western Villas are proposed, is on land that
is within the ‘amphitheatre’ and is proposed to be developed at a fairly low density (and, despite the
uncertainty around exactly how much vegetation may be able to be retained and/or planted, it is
clear that a reasonable amount of vegetation could be incorporated into the development). Where
westward expansion is proposed closer to the coast, however, it is in the form of somewhat denser
development and would increase the horizontal extent of development at Smiths Beach when
viewed from the north.

Recommended response to this issue:

a. Do not support the westward extension of the development footprint relative to what
was determined through earlier environmental and planning assessment processes for
the Site, as there is insufficient information currently available to allow a planning
decision-maker to express such support, particularly in terms of —

i The fact that the EIA process, which will substantially deal with this issue,
has not been completed and it would therefore be premature for any
planning authority to indicate support for that westward extension;

ii. Detailed assessment and advice from landscape and visual assessment
experts within DBCA and DPLH is not currently available publicly;

iii. The unresolved nature of the assessment of the flora values of the area
where the Western Villas are proposed; and

iv. Uncertainty around whether the assumptions/assertions made by the
Proponent around vegetation retention/landscaping and building design
control are assumptions that a reasonable planning decision-maker should
accept, and as such a reasonable planning decision-maker should base their
landscape assessment on the basis of more conservative and risk averse
assumptions about the potential landscape and visual impact of the
Proposal.

b. Note that some westward extension of the development footprint relative to what was
determined through earlier environmental and planning assessment processes for the
Site may, subject to more detailed assessment, be appropriate, but not the full extent
proposed.

c. Note the significant reduction in development proposed in the south-western part of
the development footprint determined through earlier environmental and planning
assessment processes for the Site.
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d. Note that, within the eastern part of the Site, the level of landscape and visual impact
does look to be less than what would reasonably be expected to result from
implementation of development in accordance with the outcomes of the earlier
planning processes associated with the Site.

Bushfire safety and management

Bushfire is a significant hazard across most of the City. There are two key factors, however, that
mean that the hazard and associated risk are relatively high on the Site, when compared with other
locations in the City. Firstly, the Site adjoins highly vegetated areas of the LNNP, and is also in
proximity to highly vegetated private land, as well as other private land that, whilst cleared, could
have dry seasonal grasses present at times during the year, and therefore also be capable of carrying
a running fire. Secondly, Smiths Beach Road is a cul-de-sac, accessed via Canal Rocks Road, which is
also cul-de-sac, meaning that there is only one route available to access the broader road network,
and so only one means of access and egress for people at the Site and/or emergency services, in the
event of a bushfire. That is also true for the existing development at Smiths Beach.

The Proposal would not change either of those risk factors, although it would change several other
factors. Firstly, by significantly increasing the overall scale of development at Smiths Beach, all else
being equal, the bushfire risk would increase — simply because there would be more assets and more
people potentially exposed to the hazard. There are, however, several key factors that could reduce
the overall risk, both for the Proposal as well as for at least some of the existing development at
Smiths Beach —

1. There would be a capacity to establish an Asset Protection Zone (APZ) around the
southern and western perimeters of the Smiths Beach settlement (noting that Smiths
Beach is identified as a ‘Tourism Node’ settlement in the LPS);

2. Because the Proposal involves development of new buildings that will need to be built
to the determined Bushfire Attack Level (BAL) as per Australian Standard AS3959: 2018
Construction of Buildings in Bushfire Prone Areas (AS3959), it would mean that the
buildings along the southern and western perimeters of Smiths Beach would be more
able to withstand bushfire hazard than the existing development at Smiths Beach (which
is generally older and not built to those standards);

3. The Proposal involves the connection of Smiths Beach to reticulated water services, and
so would therefore improve access to water for fire-fighting purposes (note that there is
some complexity with respect to this factor that may be important, but at the most
fundamental level, connection to reticulated water services would improve access to
water for fire-fighting in most situations); and

4, The Hotel and Community Hub buildings would have a significant capacity to provide a
refuge in the event of a bushfire, both for those staying or working on the Site, but also
others who may be at Smiths Beach during a bushfire event (again, note that there is
some complexity with respect to this factor that may be important, but at the most
fundamental level those buildings would have a significant capacity to act as a refuge,
and beyond the capacity of any existing buildings at Smiths Beach).

Consideration of this issue by a planning authority, certainly through a normal planning process,
however, requires assessment against a fairly detailed planning framework, set out in the following
key documents —

1. State Planning Policy 3.7: Planning in bushfire prone areas (SPP3.7);
2. Guidelines for Planning in Bushfire Prone Areas (Guidelines); and

3. AS3959.
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SPP3.7 and the Guidelines provide, inter alia, detailed guidance around five different ‘Elements’,
setting out ‘Acceptable Solutions’ and, where those cannot be met, ‘Performance Principles’, against
which planning proposals should be assessed to determine acceptability in terms of bushfire safety
and management. The five Elements are —

1. Location;
2 Siting and Design of Development;
3 Vehicular Access;

4, Water; and
5

Vulnerable Tourism Land Uses.

The Proponent, in their BMP, has indicated that the Proposal meets the Acceptable Solutions for
Elements 1, 4 and 5, but requires assessment against the Performance Principles for Elements 2 and
3. It is agreed that the Acceptable Solutions for Element 4 are met by the Proposal, and that the
Acceptable Solutions for Elements 2 and 3 are not met. It is not considered entirely clear, however,
that the Acceptable Solutions for Elements 1 and 5 are met.

At the outset it is worth noting that it is not readily apparent what the WAPC is seeking to achieve
through Element 5, which to a significant degree repeats aspects of other Elements, including
Element 1 — the Acceptable Solution for which requires development to be capable of being built to
BAL-29 or below. The BMP sets out how that would be achieved in significant detail and complexity,
but detailed critique of that aspect of the BMP would require advice either from an accredited Level
3 Bushfire Planning and Design (BPAD) Assessor and/or technical advice from the Department of Fire
& Emergency Services (DFES), and, as the City is not the assessing planning authority, the City is not
in receipt of either at this stage.

In addition, however, it needs to be noted that the approach to meeting Elements 1 and 5 may be
affected by the outcome of the EIA process, both in terms of what vegetation may be removed, but
also what vegetation may need to be retained and/or planted to achieve a satisfactory landscape
outcome. Whilst it is clear that, with the nature and location of development proposed within the
Site all buildings could be capable of being built to BAL-29 or below, it is not clear that will be
possible whilst still achieving acceptable environmental and landscape outcomes. This issue, as well
as much of the commentary provided below, is also relevant to assessment of the Proposal against
Element 2.

Further, the BMP, like most BMPs, and in accordance with the Guidelines, indicates that ongoing
compliance with the BMP will be achieved via the City’s ‘Bush Fire Notice’, issued pursuant to Section
33 of the Bush Fires Act 1954 (Bush Fires Act), unless modified by the BMP. That is the normal
practice and the City’s current Bush Fire Notice does provide for normal requirements to be replaced
by the requirements of a BMP. It cannot, however, be assumed that the City’s Bush Fire Notice will
remain in its current form for the life of the Proposal, and multiple State Government
reviews/inquiries into bushfire matters have recommended greater State guidance, control and
standardisation of Bush Fire Notices. This is a matter that has been identified and recommendations
made, but not implemented, through the following reviews/inquiries —

1. The first ‘Keelty Report’ (A Shared Responsibility: The Report of the Perth Hills Bushfire
February 2011 Review, published in June 2011) — Recommendations 38 and 39;

2. The ‘Ferguson Report’ (Report of the Special Inquiry into the January 2016 Waroona Fire,
published in April 2016) — Recommendation 11;

3. The ‘Buti Review’ (Bushfire Planning and Policy Review — A Review into the Western
Australian Framework for Planning and Development in Bushfire Prone Areas, published
in January 2019) — Recommendation 14 and Action 8; and
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4. The ‘Wooroloo Review’ (AFAC Independent Operational Review — A review of the
management of the Wooroloo fire of February 2021, published in December 2021) —
Recommendation 5.

Should the recommendations of those reviews/inquiries be implemented, there is a risk that the
approach to vegetation management set out in the BMP could be superseded by more standardised
approaches set at State level and, whilst it is perhaps less likely, they could also be superseded by a
decision of the City to modify its Bushfire Notice. There are further policy uncertainties related to the
fact that, at the present time, there are no clear mechanisms for the adoption, modification or
revocation of BMPs, which are not mentioned at all in the Bush Fires Act. The Bush Fires Act is also
expected to be reviewed, as part of the planned development of a ‘Consolidated Emergency Services
Act’.

The City has, in fact, been advocating for a number of years, including through a submission made to
the Wooroloo Review, for the State to prioritise implementation of these recommendations. That is
because the lack of consistency and clarity with respect to Bush Fire Notices and BMPs is a significant
issue of concern, given the key role they play in community safety and in ensuring alignment
between planning and building approval decisions on the one hand, and ongoing vegetation and fuel
hazard management requirements on the other. The City has very significant practical experience
with respect to these matters, and reflecting that experience has consistently been advocating for
the introduction of relatively simple and standardised approaches that appropriately balance often
competing bushfire safety, environmental and amenity considerations. That may not, however, be
consistent with the more fine-grained approach set out in the BMP for the Proposal.

Even without the uncertainties outlined above, however, it is generally considered that sustainable
bushfire safety outcomes in locations such as Smiths Beach, especially those that appropriately
balance bushfire safety, environmental and amenity considerations, may be better achieved through
higher building standards, balanced against relatively low expectations for vegetation and fuel hazard
management. In that context, it is considered that it may be preferable to construct the buildings, in
particular the Villas, to the BAL-40 standard. Given that the WAPC is not bound by the planning
framework in the same way as a normal planning decision-maker, it would be open to the WAPC to
impose such a requirement.

The remainder of this sub-section is focused on Element 3, which relates to vehicular access. The key
issue with respect to vehicular access relates to the fact that, as already noted, Smiths Beach Road is
a cul-de-sac, accessed via Canal Rocks Road, which is also a cul-de-sac. That means there is only one
route available to access the broader road network, and so only one means of access and egress for
people at the Site and/or emergency services, in the event of a bushfire. The distance from the Site
to Caves Road is also approximately 1.8km, the first 650m of which passes through an area of
relatively high bushfire hazard, due to the presence of significant vegetation on one or both sides of
the road.

The planning framework, however, creates a very strong expectation that development of the kind
proposed should have at least two means of access and egress. That is so there are multiple routes
available for evacuation of people from a location in the event of a bushfire, as one route may have
been made unsafe by the bushfire. It is also to provide multiple routes for emergency services to
both get into a location to fight a bushfire, and also to leave that location if it becomes unsafe, or to
escort out people who may need to be evacuated.

The planning framework expresses that expectation in a number of ways, perhaps most significantly
in this case in Acceptable Solution A3.2a and Performance Principle P3i, which are as follows —
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e A3.2a Multiple access routes

Public road access is to be provided in two different directions to at least two
different suitable destinations with an all-weather surface (two-way access).

If the public road access to the subject site is via a no-through road which cannot
be avoided due to demonstrated site constraints, the road access is to be a
maximum of 200 metres from the subject lot(s) boundary to an intersection where
two-way access is provided.

The no-through road may exceed 200 metres if it is demonstrated that an
alternative access, including an emergency access way, cannot be provided due to
site constraints and the following requirements are met:

- the no-through road travels towards a suitable destination; and

- the balance of the no-through road, that is greater than 200 metres
from the subject site, is wholly within BAL-LOW, or is within a
residential built-out area — Figure 23.

o P3j

The design and capacity of vehicular access and egress is to provide for the
community to evacuate to a suitable destination before a bushfire arrives at the
site, allowing emergency services personnel to attend the site and/or hazard
vegetation.

The Proponent has identified in their BMP that the Proposal is not consistent with A3.2a and, as
such, certainly in the context of a normal planning process, an assessment against P3i would be
required. The Proponent’s BMP does set out such an assessment — and also provides an assessment
against other relevant provisions of SPP3.7.

Even in the context of a normal planning process, assessment of a proposal against SPP3.7, or against
most provisions of SPPs, though, is not solely about assessing ‘compliance’ with particular provisions.
A broader perspective, focused on intent and objectives is sometimes required. That was a clear
conclusion drawn in Bunnings Group Limited and Presiding Member of the Metro North West Joint
Development Panel [2019] WASAT 121 (Bunnings Decision). The Proponents also reference the
Bunnings Decision in their BMP.

It is clear that there is no practicable means of providing a second means of access and egress for
Smiths Beach. Doing so would mean developing a new road, either to the north, through the LNNP to
Yallingup Beach Road, or south, via Canal Rocks Road, through the LNNP and private properties, to
connect to Wyadup Road. The landscape and environmental impacts of either of those hypothetical
roads would be very significant (and almost certainly unacceptable), and the cost would also be
prohibitive. In addition, it is questionable whether either would actually deliver a significant bush fire
safety outcome, especially the hypothetical southern option, as if the existing route from Smiths
Beach to Caves Road was not safe (i.e. turning west from Smiths Beach Road onto Canal Rocks Road),
then the alternative may also not be safe (i.e. turning east from Smiths Beach Road onto Canal Rocks
Road, before somehow heading south to Wyadup Road via a hypothetical new road).

The same is, however, true with respect to Yallingup, Bunker Bay and, arguably, Eagle Bay. It is also
true of many other small coastal settlements in WA. It is also not just significant new development,
such as what is contemplated by this Proposal, which is expected to have a second means of access
and egress. The requirement also applies to much less significant development (although it should be
noted that it does not apply to development of new houses on existing lots).
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As such, applying such a requirement in an inflexible manner could result in the effective sterilising of
many new development opportunities in those settlements. It is also conceivable that an inflexible
approach could prevent new development occurring that, despite not having a second means of
access and egress, might reduce the overall level of bushfire risk to that area or settlement. The
Minister for Planning has in fact been reported as making statements to that effect with respect to
the Proposal (although, if that reflects the Government’s view, it is certainly not well reflected in the
planning framework).

The Proponent’s BMP is essentially setting out a case that the Proposal will, in an overall sense,
reduce the bushfire risk to people and assets at Smiths Beach. Whilst it is considered somewhat early
for the City to accept that case, principally because of the unresolved nature of the EIA process and
the fact that the City is not in receipt of expert technical analysis, the case set out by the Proponents
in a broad sense is not seen to be unreasonable.

Recommended response to this issue:

a. Identify that it is unclear whether the proposed approach to bushfire management will
be consistent with environmental and landscape values.

b. Identify that there is a significant level of uncertainty around ongoing BMP
implementation.

c. Note that the City is not in receipt of sufficient expert advice to enable a full assessment
of and/or support for significant elements of the BMP.

d. Indicate that sustainable bushfire safety outcomes that appropriately balance bushfire
safety, environmental and amenity considerations may be better achieved through
constructing buildings to the BAL-40 standard, and note that, given that the WAPC is not
bound by the planning framework in the same as a normal planning decision-maker, it
would be open to the WAPC to impose such a requirement.

e. Note that it is not practicable to develop a second means of access and egress for Smiths
Beach.
f. Note that, whilst it is too early to accept the case put by the Proponent, it is not

considered unreasonable to suggest that a better overall bushfire risk outcome may be
achieved through development of the Site, although that has not been clearly
demonstrated by the Proponents at this stage.

Potable water, stormwater and wastewater infrastructure

The Proposal involves the extension of Water Corporation’s Dunsborough reticulated water network
to Smiths Beach, to service the Site, although the Water Corporation may not necessarily be the
licensed water service provider for the infrastructure (which would involve a pipeline and pumping
infrastructure to extend the current Dunsborough network from Yallingup to Smiths Beach). The
exact pipeline route, however, has not been identified. The Proposal is consistent with the outcome
of the earlier planning processes for the site in this regard, and this is considered to be an
appropriate way to provide potable water to service the development.

With respect to stormwater, there is good soil permeability across much of the Site, and clearly a
capacity to manage stormwater within the site. This aspect of the Proposal is, however, not fully
resolved, and additional groundwater monitoring is required. Resolution of this issue may affect
other aspects of the design, for instance if additional land is required for stormwater retention and
treatment, there may need to be changes to the landscaping proposed.
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The matter that is much less resolved, however, is the approach to wastewater, where on-site
effluent disposal is proposed (through a combination of mainly individual ATUs for the Villas, and a
larger, centralised system for the Hotel and other elements of the Proposal). The outcome of the
earlier planning processes for the site, however, was that reticulated wastewater services would be
required, with wastewater ultimately being pumped to Water Corporation’s Anniebrook Waste
Water Treatment Plant (WWTP). Whilst it may be possible to find an on-site solution that could work
effectively and also meet environmental and other objectives, the Proponent has not provided
enough information to assess the adequacy of the Proposal and, as such, the City is clearly not in a
position to support the approach proposed at this stage.

There is also, however, not considered to be enough information available for the City to indicate
that the only appropriate wastewater outcome for this Proposal would involve connection to
reticulated wastewater services. There has been some external commentary suggesting that the
Scheme ‘requires’ that the Site be connected to reticulated sewer/wastewater services. That is,
however, not actually the case. Clause 5 (i) of Schedule 8 of the Scheme sets out that —

5...a Structure Plan must...Ensure that all development is connected to reticulated
sewerage...unless the local government and other relevant responsible authorities are
satisfied that suitable alternative technologies can be implemented.

The Scheme therefore does specifically allow consideration of alternatives to reticulated sewerage,
but there is also a clear need to demonstrate that would result in acceptable outcomes. As set out
above, the Proponent has not demonstrated that at this stage. It is also considered clear that the
approach to and appropriateness of the proposed approach to wastewater should be set out and
assessed to a very high level of detail and confidence before development approval should be
contemplated. Given the planning framework and the significance of the issue, this is not a matter
that should be left to resolution through conditions of approval.

With respect to reticulated water and, should the Proponent modify the Proposal at some stage
wastewater services, there are also some unresolved issues with respect to pipeline routes and /or
pumping infrastructure sites. Development of that infrastructure may also have environmental or
visual impacts.

Recommended response to this issue:
a. Note that the Proposal involves connection to reticulated water services.

b. Indicate that further information is required to assess proposed approaches to
stormwater and wastewater management and, as such, the proposed approaches
cannot be supported at this stage.

C. Indicate that, given the planning framework and the significance of the issues, the
proposed approaches to stormwater and especially wastewater management should be
set out, resolved and determined to be appropriate at a high level of detail and certainty
before the granting of development approval, and not left to be resolved through
conditions of approval.

d. Note the unresolved nature of potential routes to connect the Site to reticulated water
and/or wastewater services.

Residential / tourism mix / length of stay controls

Because of the planning framework, there is a need to consider the extent to which the Proposal is
‘tourism’ development, as distinct from ‘residential’ development. SPP6.1, which establishes the key
strategic planning direction for the Site, contains the following provisions relevant to consideration
of this issue -
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1. Policy Statement PS 1.3, which sets out that —

The coastal settlements at Eagle Bay, Yallingup, Gracetown, Prevelly and
Gnarabup will permit a mix of tourism and residential development. The
Tourist Node of Smiths Beach, defined as being land west of Smiths Beach
Road, has potential for tourist development, including short-stay
accommodation. Residential development will be permitted on Sussex
Location 413 (i.e. the Site) but will be secondary to the predominant tourist
function.

Subdivision and development of the identified developable area(s) of Sussex
Location 413 will have a ratio of not less than seventy percent (70%) tourist
development and not more than thirty percent (30%) residential
development calculated from the developable land area. Mixed residential
densities of up to a maximum R Coding of R25 under Statement of Planning
Policy No 3.1 (Residential Design Codes) for residential development will be
considered. Identifiable developable land will exclude areas to be set aside
for Principal Ridge Protection, national park, public open space, or similar
purposes as designated on an approved Development Guide Plan.

2. Land Use Strategy LS 1.2.1, which sets out that —

Proposed development at Smiths Beach will reinforce the primary tourism
function of the site and not compromise the landscape values of the area.
The size, nature and location of any development in the development
investigation areas at Smiths Beach must be determined having regard to
the overriding need to protect the visual amenity and environmental values
of the area.

Those provisions of SPP6.1 are then reflected in the Scheme, with clause 5 (c) of ‘Schedule 8:
Provisions Applying to Sussex Location 413 Smiths Beach Road, Yallingup’, setting out that -

5..a Structure Plan must:...(c) Ensure that land identified for subdivision and
development of the Identified Developable Land Area(s) is designated so that a ratio of
not less than seventy percent (70%) of the overall Identified Developable Land Area(s) be
used for tourist uses, as may be granted development approval in the 'Tourist' zone, and
not more than thirty percent (30%) residential development be achieved from the overall
Identified Developable Land Area(s).

The provisions are also then reflected in the DGP, with 70% of the developable area identified as
‘Tourist’ and 30% as ‘Residential’. For reasons set out earlier in this report, however, had subdivision
proceeded as per the approved DGP, the DGP would not have had the same impact on development
potential as had been envisaged when it was first adopted, and the zoning and land use controls set
out within the Scheme would have prevailed. As a result of that, within the portion of the site subject
of A36, development of dwellings is permissible, and the development of a Single House is, in fact, a
‘P’ or ‘permitted’ use (although it should also be noted that most development would likely have
taken the form of Grouped Dwellings, which are a ‘D’ or ‘discretionary’ land use). In practice, without
an amendment to the Scheme, there would be no clear way of consistently implementing the land
use controls that the DGP sought to establish.

In addition, at the time SPP6.1 and the DGP were developed, there was a fairly ‘binary’
understanding of the issue in the planning framework, in that accommodation was generally
considered to be either short-stay (and could not be used to accommodate the same people for
more than 90 days in a year) or residential (and, in most cases in law, even if not in fact, not able to
accommodate people for periods of less than 90 days in a year). Further, it was often understood
that, if all else were equal, the returns from short stay development would be less than from
residential development.
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Financial and regulatory risk factors could also significantly impact decision-making, as short stay
development would typically be seen as higher financial risk and so face higher borrowing costs, and
short stay only developments could also be subject of more onerous investment regulation.

There has, however, been a shift away from that binary understanding over the last decade or so.
There are two key reasons for that. Firstly, whilst short term letting of ‘residential’ properties has
long been a feature in the City, the emergence of online booking platforms with national or
international presence has seen that grow, and coincided with an increasing ‘professionalisation’ of
the activity. That has expanded the range of tourism markets making use of that kind of
accommodation. Secondly, the activity has gone from being essentially unregulated in practice to, in
the City and many other locations in WA and elsewhere, becoming an activity that is subject of
evolving systems of regulation.

In some parts of the City, around a third of all housing stock has a current holiday home registration.
There is a further significant and often larger proportion of the housing stock which is not
permanently occupied, but generally used on a short stay basis only, by the owners and their friends
and family. This includes places like Yallingup Townsite, Eagle Bay Townsite, Old Dunsborough and
parts of Quindalup. In short, over half of the housing stock in these areas is not permanently
occupied, and is used for short-stay / tourism purposes only. It is also considered that over the last
decade or so the proportion of housing stock in the short stay letting market has generally increased
in these areas, although good data is not actually available for the period prior to 2013, which was
when the City began regulating the industry.

There is not seen as being any reason why the Villas that form part of the Proposal would have a
higher level of permanent occupancy than the other parts of the City identified above. In fact, for a
range of reasons, it is considered that the level of permanent occupancy would be lower, and the
proportion being actively used as commercially rented holiday homes would be higher. That includes
the fact that the restrictions that the Proponent proposes with respect to the use and development
of the Villas would discourage those looking for a permanent residence. In many cases those wanting
a house to live in would be better served by acquiring a more conventional residential or rural-
residential property. It also includes the fact that the Villas would be physically integrated into a
broader tourism development, meaning that short stay guests would have a different and in most
respects superior amenity and access to facilities than would be the case with a more conventional
‘holiday let’. A fairly conservative assumption would be that at least 50% of the Villas would be
available for short-stay rental, even in the absence of any regulation.

The other accommodation takes the form of hotel rooms, which would be expected to be used for
short stay purposes only, and there is therefore no reason to question whether it is ‘tourist
development’.

The key questions with respect to this set of issues are therefore seen as relating to the Villas, and
the extent to which the Proposal would ‘reinforce the primary tourism function of the site’. There
will be those who would like to see that question addressed in a mostly quantitative fashion, seeking
to identify what percentage of land area, accommodation units and/or building floorspace could only
be used for short-stay purposes, and more specifically that it should be a minimum of 70%. That
would, however, fail to recognise the fact that short-stay and residential are not binary concepts. It is
also more relevant to a planning proposal that, like the earlier planning processes for the Site, would
lead to subdivision of the Site, and a number of subsequent development processes on individual lots
— and therefore a need to avoid the further ‘watering down’ of the tourism element as each lot gets
developed (which, given the current planning framework, would have been difficult to avoid with the
outcome of the earlier planning processes in any case).
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As the Proposal is in the form of a development application, a detailed breakdown of floorspace can
be provided, and there is not the same ‘watering down’ risk to consider (although it should be noted
that future land use change cannot be ruled out, and some changes to design would be likely to
occur over time). At the request of the City, the proponents have provided a somewhat more
detailed floorspace breakdown than what has been provided in the application documents. That
indicates a total development floorspace on the site (excluding the campground platforms) of
39,482m?, of which 10,678 m? would consist of the Hotel and Community Hub, with the balance being
associated with the Villas.

There seems little question that, should the Proposal proceed, it would reinforce the tourism
function of the Site. It is less clear, however, that it does so to the extent envisaged by the planning
framework, as across a majority of the land area across the site where buildings are proposed, those
buildings could be used for residential/long-stay purposes should the owners choose to do so. Given
the unresolved nature of many of the other aspects of the Proposal it is somewhat difficult to
develop firm views on what may be appropriate to ensure the intent is clearly achieved, but there
are several means by which that could be done. Those means include —

1. Ensuring that any of the Villas being leased, for either short or long stay purposes, is
managed through a common letting pool and through a single managing agent;

2. Ensuring tight controls on modification or redevelopment of the Villas, setting out a
need to maintain a consistent appearance and quality over time;

3. Identifying that a portion of the Villas cannot be used for long stay purposes; or

4, Decreasing the number of Villas and/or increasing the number of Hotel rooms proposed.

Certainly points 1 and 2 are considered to be necessary conditions to apply to any approval, should
approval be granted. It is not so clear, however, that points 3 and 4 necessarily have to be addressed,
and it is in fact premature to do so until other elements of the Proposal are better resolved.

Recommended response to this issue:

a. Identify that, should be approval be granted, conditions achieving the following should
be applied —

i. Ensuring that any of the Villas being leased, for either short or long stay purposes,
is managed through a common letting pool and through a single managing agent;
and

ii. Ensuring tight controls on modification or redevelopment of the Villas, setting out
a need to maintain a consistent appearance and quality over time.

b. Identify that, once other aspects of the Proposal are closer to resolution, consideration
may need to be given to —

i. Identifying that a portion of the Villas cannot be used for long stay purposes; or

ii. Decreasing the number of Villas and/or increasing the number of Hotel rooms
proposed.
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Coastal hazards and management

The Site is located close to the coast, and there is therefore a need to consider the potential for the
Proposal to be exposed to coastal hazards i.e. coastal erosion and coastal inundation. The
Proponents have provided a Coastal Hazard Assessment which addresses both hazards, and clearly
identifies that the Site is not at significant risk from coastal inundation. The Site is, however,
identified as being at risk from coastal erosion hazard, and a seawall, integrated into a beach access
ramp, is in fact proposed in the foreshore reserve at the western end of the beach in front of the Site
to manage coastal erosion. That structure would also improve access to the beach for Surf Life Saving
activities.

The approach proposed is consistent with the direction set out in the City’s recently adopted Coastal
Hazard Risk Management and Adaptation Plan (CHRMAP) — noting that the final CHRMAP document,
at the time of writing, had not been finalised, but the Council has made a final decision on the
CHRMAP recommendations. The CHRMAP identifies Smiths Beach as Management Unit MUO1, and
identifies ‘Protect’ as the adaptation pathway for coastal erosion hazard and ‘Avoid’ as the
adaptation pathway for coastal inundation hazard. The Proposal is consistent with direction.

The CHRMAP, in Recommendation 4 (b) (i) also identifies -

4. That the City undertake or support, subject to appropriate assistance from the State
and/or Federal Government, the following associated but additional work...(b) Coastal
erosion modelling, following specific geotechnical investigations (possibly in partnership
with landowners), for the following Management Units: (i) Smiths Beach...

The Proponents have, in fact, undertaken the specific geotechnical investigations and more detailed
coastal erosion assessment contemplated by Recommendation 4 (b) (i). The geotechnical
investigations indicate that there is a significant amount of rock under the Site and adjoining
foreshore reserve, meaning that the level of coastal erosion risk is less than what is indicated by the
modelling undertaken by the City and identified in the CHRMAP, which took a more conservative
approach in the absence of detailed geotechnical information and which had assumed a relatively
sandy and erosion prone geology.

Given the above, in a broad sense the Proposal is considered to appropriately respond to coastal
hazards. There are questions, however, around land tenure, ongoing maintenance of the proposed
seawall/access ramp and the eventual replacement of the proposed structure. Currently, the land
where the structure is proposed is UCL, meaning that the State itself would need to approve the
construction, but in the absence of something to the contrary, management and maintenance
responsibility would rest with the City, through what are sometimes referred to as the ‘otherwise
unvested facilities’ provisions. In practice, though, it is unlikely that the State would agree to the
construction without first identifying how and by whom the structure would be maintained.

Processes are underway that would see the foreshore at Smiths Beach transferred from UCL and into
the LNNP or, in the case of the portion adjacent the beach to the west of Gunyulgup Brook, subject
of a management order granted to the City. That has been contemplated for a long time, and is now
possible because of the broader South West Native Settlement process. For the purposes of this
report it is assumed that, prior to any development proceeding, the City will have a management
order over the portion of the foreshore where the seawall/access ramp is proposed. The structure
would therefore be a private seawall being developed on Crown Land managed by the City.


https://online.planning.wa.gov.au/data/sdau_transfer/SDAU-016-20%20-%20Public%20Consultation%20%20Referral%20Links-%20Stamped/14.%20Applicant%20Coastal%20Hazard%20Assessment%20(Appendix%20N).pdf
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There are other contexts where that has occurred the City, specifically private seawalls in the Siesta
Park and Marybrook areas. In those contexts, the City has ‘power to licence’ over the foreshore
reserve, and, with the consent of the Minister for Lands, enters into a licence agreements with the
landowners that allow the construction to occur and require the landowner to maintain the structure
at their cost. The construction also requires development approval, with more detailed plans than
those currently available for this aspect of the Proposal being provided and assessed. Both the
development approval and licence agreement also typically have finite, ten year periods of validity —
although that does not necessarily mean that extensions may not be granted.

It is envisaged that, should the Proposal be approved, the City would enter into a licence agreement
with the Proponents, with the consent of the Minister, which would allow the Proponent to develop
the structure and take responsibility for its maintenance for a defined period. There would also need
to be a clear and unambiguous responsibility to transfer that responsibility from the Proponent to
any subsequent owners of the Site. A key question, however, would be what the defined period was
and what happens at the end of that period.

The reason that a ten year period is applied to approvals for private seawalls in the Siesta Park and
Marybrook areas is that it is not clear that the approaches being implemented are suitable for the
longer term. The approach proposed for this Site, however, is considered appropriate for a
considerably longer period, although even in this case it may eventually need to be incorporated into
a broader and more integrated approach to erosion protection at Smiths Beach, to protect the
foreshore / foredune itself, as well as existing and potential new public infrastructure and existing
private development.

In such a context, and also because a licence over Crown Land in perpetuity would not be
appropriate, a defined term is considered appropriate, but for a period longer than ten years. It is
considered that a period of around 40 years may be appropriate, as it would be reasonable to
develop infrastructure with such a design life, and integration into a broader protection strategy for
Smiths Beach may be necessary by that time.

Recommended response to this issue:

a. Note the proposed approach to coastal hazards and management looks to be broadly
sound.

b. Note that the City is likely to be granted a management order over the UCL where the
proposed seawall/beach access ramp is located.

c. Identify that, with respect to the proposed seawall/beach access ramp —
i.  More detailed plans are required;

ii. There needs to be an appropriate mechanism to approve the development
occurring on Crown Land;

iii. The Proponent to meet the costs of constructing and maintaining the structure for
a significant period; and

iv. There needs to be a clear and unambiguous capacity to transfer that responsibility
from the Proponent to any subsequent owners of the Site.
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Traffic and parking

Because City managed public parking areas and roads may be affected by the Proposal, the City
obtained an independent peer review of the Transport Impact Assessment. A copy of that review is
provided as Attachment G. It should be noted, however, that Caves Road is managed by Main Roads
WA (MRWA) and, as such, it is expected that the WAPC would largely rely on assessment and advice
by MRWA in relation to any impacts on Caves Road and/or the Caves Road/Canal Rocks Road
intersection. It is noted and agreed, however, that the intersection does require upgrading, the key
issue is the extent to which that would be funded by the Proponent or by the State.

The peer review also identifies some questions around sight lines at other intersections, including
proposed crossovers or new road connections from the Site onto Smiths Beach Road. Whilst not fully
resolved, these are not considered by City officers to be difficult questions to resolve.

The City also needs to provide advice to the WAPC on parking considerations. At peak times, car
parking demand exceeds supply at Smiths Beach. The same is true for many other coastal locations in
the western part of the District, including City managed sites at Yallingup, Bunker Bay, Meelup Beach
and in Quindalup. It is also true at a number of DBCA managed sites, such as at Injidup and Wyadup.
In the case of Smiths Beach and at many of those other locations, there is only a very limited capacity
to increase car parking supply without having unacceptable amenity, environmental or landscape
outcomes. Any significant increase in supply may also result in infrastructure that is still insufficient
to meet peak demand (demand which may simply expand to match any increase in supply — noting
that at peak times many people would be choosing not to visit the sites because of the level of
congestion currently experienced), but which is then underutilised for much of the year.

The Proposal would also result in a net increase in parking demand, as well as providing additional
supply. The Proponent’s assessment indicates that the Proposal would provide somewhat more
additional supply than parking demand. Whilst much of their assessment is seen to be reasonable,
there are some elements that may require further consideration, specifically —

1. An assessment of increased Surf Life Saving Club demand from members/parents, as
opposed to staff/officers, has not been provided — whilst much of the demand may
already exist, the development of the Club facility might be expected to increase
demand, although it is not clear that the Proponent should be responsible for meeting
that demand.

2. Some of the proposed additional supply is on public land, and it is not clear that it
should be allocated to the Proposal and/or that it will actually be developable and/or
useable, this consists of —

a. Parking along the currently informal track out to Smiths Point;

b. Parking along the currently undeveloped and unnamed road reserve to the south
of the Site; and

C. On-street parking along the north-south oriented part of Smiths Beach Road.

It should be noted that the Council has recently made a decision to change parking management
arrangements on the north-south oriented part of Smiths Beach Road. That was in response to safety
concerns generated by inappropriate parking at peak times, with cars being parked on both sides of
the road, partly on the road and partly on the verge, restricting access for other vehicles, including
emergency services. Whilst previously parking was not allowed on either side of the road but was
allowed on the verge on both sides, parking is now not allowed at all on the western side of Smiths
Beach Road, but is allowed on the road and verge on the eastern side. The City will assess the success
of this approach over the 2022/23 summer period.
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In an overall sense, however, it is considered that, at peak times, public parking demand at Smiths
Beach will expand to fill whatever supply is provided, and active management will increasingly be
required.

Recommended response to this issue:

a. Note that the Caves Road/Canal Rocks Road intersection requires upgrading, and the
WAPC will need to determine the extent to which that upgrade should be funded by the
Proponent and the extent to which it should be funded by the State.

b. Identify that elements of parking supply and demand require further consideration,
including —

i. Surf Life Saving Club associated demand; and

ii. Identified supply on the track to Smiths Point, the road reserve to the south of the
Site and within the north-south oriented section of Smiths Beach Road.

Foreshore reserve and management, and proposal to accommodate SBSLC

It is understood that both SLSWA and SBSLC are broadly supportive of the proposal to accommodate
SBSLC within the Proposal. That should not, however, necessarily be interpreted as support for the
Proposal in a broader sense, and it is noted that neither SLSWA nor SBSLC is a planning authority or a
body that has responsibilities with respect to development assessment. In the absence of
development of the Site, it is difficult to see how a facility for SBSLC could be developed other than
through placing a building in the foreshore reserve in front of the existing developed sites. Because
reticulated wastewater is not currently available at Smiths Beach that would also entail on-site
effluent disposal within the foreshore reserve.

SBSLC is a successful and popular club, providing water safety training and services to people in the
western part of the District, and the incorporation of an appropriate facility for SBSLC within the
Proposal is considered to be of significant potential benefit. Should the Proposal proceed, however,
there would be a need to identify appropriate tenure arrangements for the facility. Often, surf
lifesaving clubs operate from facilities on Crown Land, managed by the relevant local government
and leased to Surf Life Saving for a ‘peppercorn’ amount — although operating, maintenance and
sometimes asset replacement/renewal costs would also usually be recovered.

The City has discussed this matter with SLSWA, SBSLC and the Proponents, and it is understood that a
similar arrangement may be appropriate in this instance, although rather than managing Crown
Land, the City would need to own and manage a Community Title lot (see further discussion below),
which it would then lease to Surf Life Saving for a peppercorn amount, as well recovering reasonable
operating, maintenance and asset costs. It is considered likely, however, that the owners of ‘normal’
Community Title lots would have to contribute to the costs of maintaining the Site to a very high
standard (in terms of landscaping/presentation), resulting in costs beyond what the City or Surf Life
Saving would commit to in other contexts.

It is also worth noting that, whilst the Proponents do envisage making use of Community Title to
implement the Proposal, they are not and cannot seek approval for Community Title through the SDA
process, and it needs to be demonstrated that all aspects of the Proposal could be delivered without
use of Community Title. Whilst, in most cases, there are considered to be workable alternatives, it is
difficult to see how the SBSLC facility component of the Proposal could be implemented without
some form of subdivision of the Site, and the creation of a lot or land title owned by the State, City or
SLSWA (noting that Community Title is a form of subdivision, being in essence a form of Strata Title).
A lease between the Proponents and the City, State or SLSWA would not be appropriate, as it could
not provide perpetual tenure.
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An alternative to providing the SBSLC facility integrated into the Proposal would be a separate
building on the additional foreshore reserve that it is accepted should be ceded to the Crown in
association with the development of the Site — although the exact size, dimensions and location of
the land that should be ceded have not yet been determined or agreed. A facility could not, however,
be accommodated within the area proposed to be ceded, certainly not without significantly affecting
other uses of that space, and placing a building in the most important and intensively used part of
the foreshore. It is considered preferable that the SBSLC facility is located outside the foreshore
reserve, although it could conceivably be a free standing or separate building, rather than being fully
integrated into the Proposal.

With respect to the foreshore reserve, notwithstanding the fact that coastal hazard issues appear to
have been appropriately addressed, there is considered to be a need to consider what may be
required to serve the community over the longer term, and to in fact look beyond the life of the
Proposal. Once the Site has been developed, there is unlikely to be another opportunity to require
the ceding of land in association with development. It should also be noted that there are very few
opportunities to expand and essentially no opportunities to create new beach access nodes on City
managed land on the City’s western coast, meaning that Smiths Beach is very strategically important
as a beach access node for the community — as it essentially represents the only significant expansion
opportunity.

It is considered that the area proposed to be ceded would result in a total foreshore reserve area
that would not be large enough to meet community needs, especially when the range of uses
contemplated in association with the Proposal is considered — including a very tight integration with
the Proposal itself and provision of vehicle access to Smiths Point (see discussion below). The total
foreshore area, including both existing UCL and the land proposed to be ceded, would be around
6,000m?. The equivalent areas at Yallingup and Old Dunsborough are currently around 4,000m?, but
do not have the same degree range of uses, and they are quite constrained in the range of activities
possible. It is considered that a useable foreshore area of around 1.0 ha would be appropriate —
noting that along the City’s northern coast there are a significant number of locations where useable
foreshore areas of that or larger size exist.

Continued vehicle access to Smiths Point is also considered to be inconsistent with the Proposal, or
the creation of pleasant and safe foreshore amenity. It is also difficult to see how it would be
consistent with the visitor experience sought by Hotel guests.

Recommended response to this issue:

a. Indicate that the location of the SBSLC facility outside the foreshore reserve is seen as
appropriate, but that it also may be appropriate for the facility to be a free standing or
separate building, rather than being fully integrated into the Proposal.

b. Indicate that appropriate perpetual tenure arrangements for the SBSLC facility need to
be identified.
C. Indicate that a larger foreshore reserve than what is proposed is considered

appropriate, with a total useable foreshore area of around 1.0 ha being seen as
appropriate to meet community needs.

d. Note that continued vehicle access to Smiths Point looks to be inconsistent with the
Proposal and with the creation of pleasant and safe foreshore amenity.
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Proposed use of Community Title

The Proponents have indicated that they intend to use ‘Community Title’ to implement the proposal.
Community Title is a form of Strata Title, that allows for multiple tiers or levels of titles, allowing for
the creation of two or more lots which can then be further subdivided creating ‘second tier’ lots, or
even third or fourth tier lots conceivably, within the context of an overall Community Title Scheme.
That was not possible with earlier forms of Strata Title in WA. Community Title also provides for the
progressive subdivision and development of land, and for a degree of flexibility over time, not
possible under earlier forms of Strata Title. Community Title has become possible in WA through the
Community Titles Act 2018. Whilst similar forms of title have existed in other jurisdictions for some
time, Community Title is therefore a relatively new concept in WA — and there are currently no
Community Title Schemes in the City of Busselton.

The Proponents have set out, in Part 3.8 of the Development Application Report a summary of their
Community Titles concept. As already noted, however, they are not and cannot seek approval for
Community Title through the SDA process, and it needs to be demonstrated that all aspects of the
Proposal could be delivered without use of Community Title. Whilst it may in some cases be more
challenging to do so, it is considered that there are, in most cases, multiple alternative means of
achieving that. In such a context, however, it would be appropriate for any approval to be subject to
a number of conditions requiring the identification of satisfactory arrangements for ongoing
management of things like landscaping and shared infrastructure.

Recommended response to this issue:

a. Note planned use of Community Title, but indicate that should approval be granted,
conditions would need to be applied that would require appropriate ongoing
management and development should the Proponent choose not to make use of
Community Title.

Aboriginal heritage

The Proponents have provided a Heritage Report which indicates they are seeking approval to
disturb an Aboriginal Heritage site pursuant to Section 18 of the Aboriginal Heritage Act 1972. The
City does not have a formal role in that process and is not an authority on Aboriginal Heritage
matters. Should that approval not be granted, however, it may require material changes to the
Proposal. In practice that process will need to be completed before a planning assessment can be
completed.

Recommended response to this issue:

a. Note the need to resolve Aboriginal Heritage processes before the planning assessment
can be completed.

Should the City support or object to the Proposal in an overall sense?

Officers have not recommended that the City support or object to the Proposal in an overall sense. It
is, however, open to the Council to choose to do so. As set out in this report, however, significant
aspects of the Proposal are considered to be unresolved and it would therefore clearly be
inappropriate for the City to indicate overall support without significant caveats and conditions.

Recommended response to this issue:

a. For the Council to determine.


https://online.planning.wa.gov.au/data/sdau_transfer/SDAU-016-20%20-%20Public%20Consultation%20%20Referral%20Links-%20Stamped/1.%20Applicant%20Development%20Application.pdf
https://online.planning.wa.gov.au/data/sdau_transfer/SDAU-016-20%20-%20Public%20Consultation%20%20Referral%20Links-%20Stamped/11.%20Applicant%20Heritage%20Report%20(Appendix%20K).pdf
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Statutory Environment

The key statutory environment is set out in the P&D Act, the Regulations, the Scheme and the EP Act.
Where elements of that statutory environment are considered to have a significant impact on the
assessment of particular aspects of the Proposal or issues requiring consideration, it is set out
alongside the discussion of that aspect or issue.

Relevant Plans and Policies

Key relevant plans and policies are —
1. State Planning Policy 6.1: Leeuwin-Naturaliste Ridge (SPP6.1);
Leeuwin-Naturaliste Sub-regional Strategy (LNSS);
City of Busselton Local Planning Strategy (LPS);

2

3

4, City of Busselton Local Planning Scheme 21 (Scheme);
5 Smiths Beach Development Guide Plan (DGP); and

6

State Planning Policy 3.7: Planning in bushfire prone areas (SPP3.7) and associated
Guidelines.

Where elements of those plans and policies are considered to have a significant impact on the
assessment of particular aspects of the Proposal or issues requiring consideration, it is set out

alongside the discussion of that aspect or issue.

Financial Implications

There are no financial implications associated with the officer recommendation.

Stakeholder Consultation

No external stakeholder consultation was required or undertaken in relation to this matter by the
City. The City is, however, in receipt of feedback on the Proposal from some State agencies, as well as
a high level summary of the outcomes of the community consultation on the Proposal undertaken by
the WAPC, the outcomes of which were as follows —

1. Total valid submissions — 2,562
2 Support — 852

3. Support with changes — 78

4 Do not support—1,632

A more detailed breakdown of submissions is not currently available to the City.

Risk Assessment

An assessment of the potential implications of implementing the officer recommendation has been
undertaken using the City’s risk management framework, with risks assessed taking into account any
controls already in place. Noting that the recommendation involves the making of a submission on
the Proposal to the WAPC, no risks of a medium or greater level have been identified.
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Options

As an alternative to the recommendation the Council could:

1. Choose not to make a submission;

2. Choose to identify different and/or additional comments and/or issues of concern;
and/or

3. Choose to indicate general support or general objection to the proposal, either instead

of or in addition to identify comments and/or issues of concern.

CONCLUSION

It is recommended that the Council make a submission on the Proposal, generally consistent with the
Officer Recommendation.

TIMELINE FOR IMPLEMENTATION OF OFFICER RECOMMENDATION

Should the Council choose to make a submission and determine the terms of that submission, a
submission will be provided to the WAPC by no later than 26 October 2022.



Council 328 19 October 2022
1.1 Attachment A Location Map

LOCATION MAP S\~

City of Busselton
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EXPLANATORY MEMORANDUM
Planning and Development Amendment Bill 2022

OVERVIEW

The purpose of this Bill is to amend the Planning and Development Act 2005 (‘the PD Act’). The
amendments relate to Part 17 — Special provisions for COVID-19 pandemic relating to
development applications.

Part 17 was introduced by the Planning and Development Amendment Act 2020 (‘ Amendment
Act 2020%). This is a temporary system designed to generate economic output to benefit the State
economy, by encouraging major development activities through appropriate regulatory flexibility
and a coordinated assessment process. These reforms introduced a new flexible and streamlined
approval pathway for certain significant development applications (with an estimated cost of $20
million or more in the metropolitan region and $5 million or more in regional areas), as well as
other referred developments.

The benefits of the Part 17 pathway for proponents included:

e a coordinated development assessment process by the Western Australian Planning
Commission (‘“WAPC’ or ‘Commission’);

¢ amore flexible and less prescribed assessment process;

¢ explicit and coordinated management by the Commission of the agency referral process
to ensure referrals are responded to in the timeframe allocated;

e a substantially more flexible application of planning rules, including the ability to
consider non-planning matters in the public interest; and

e a much stronger degree of certainty for proponents who obtain approval, ensuring other
approval regimes administered by other government agencies and authorised persons (for
example, in relation to a building permit, liquor licence, noise permit, or road access etc.)
will not later frustrate any development approval obtained under this pathway without
special authorisation to do so.

To ensure these regulatory benefits are actioned, Part 17 was designed with an 18-month sunset
clause, which precluded new applications being lodged after 7 January 2022. The system also
featured other in-built restrictions, such as prohibiting the Commission from extending the
“substantial commencement” period for development activities, ensuring proponents begin
significant construction activities and not simply “bank™ their planning approvals.

Noting both the fast-changing circumstances since the Amendment Act 2020 was introduced, as
well as a degree of ongoing uncertainty into the future, it has been determined that it is
appropriate to extend temporarily the operation of the Part 17 pathway. Matters have since arisen
that were not foreseen in 2020, such as challenges relating to construction, labour, supply and
transportation constraints.

Planning and Development Amendment Bill 2022 — Explanatory Memorandum
Department of Planning, Lands and Heritage — May 2022 Page 1
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While prudent economic management has seen the State navigate the worse aspects of the last
two years, in light of ongoing uncertainties, both domestically and internationally, it is premature
to say the economic impacts of the pandemic are over. There remains, therefore, a need to
continue to support and facilitate development in response to the economic effects of the
COVID-19 pandemic.

As a consequence, the purpose of these amendments is broadly fourfold:

e Extend the timeframe by which new development applications can be submitted within
the Part 17 system, to 5pm on 29 December 2023,

¢ Enable the Commission to extend the timeframe by which existing development
approvals must be substantially commenced.

e To clarify and “tidy-up” existing ambiguities in Part 17.

e Provide any transitional or other arrangement necessary to achieve these aims.

CLAUSE NOTES
Clause 1. Short title

This clause provides that the name of this Bill when enacted is the Planning and Development
Amendment Act 2022. A standard clause.

Clause 2. Commencement

This clause sets out when different provisions of the Bill become operational. A standard clause.
Clause 3. Act amended.

This clause explains this Part amends the PD Act. A standard clause.

Clause 4. Section 269 amended.

Section 269 provides the definitions section for Part 17. Clause 4 introduces a new term, being
“extended recovery period”. The new extended recovery period will operate from the
commencement of this Bill and expire at 5pm on 29 December 2023, which is the last business

day of 2023,

Rather than attempt to extend the original period, which has since expired, the legislation in
effect will permit two separate periods of operation under Part 17:

e the original “recovery period” (from 7 July 2020 to 7 January 2022); and

e anew “extended recovery period” (from the commencement of this Bill till 29 December
2023).

This will create a gap from 8 January 2022 to the commencement of this Bill, when new
applications under Part 17 cannot be lodged. However, given a number of applications were
lodged just prior to the cut-off date, plus the ongoing effective functioning of the Development
Assessment Panel system, this gap is unlikely to have any significant impact. Nonetheless, this
approach is clearer, compared with potentially dealing with more complicated questions of
retrospective approvals and complex transitional provisions.

Planning and Development Amendment Bill 2022 — Explanatory Memorandum
Department of Planning, Lands and Heritage — May 2022 Page 2
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Clause 5. Section 271 amended.

Section 271 sets out the period in which a development application can be submitted under Part
17. Clause 5 permits certain development applications to be lodged during the new extended
recovery period, in addition to the current recovery period.

Importantly, both the recovery period and extended recovery period only set out when certain
development applications must be initially lodged — not finally determined. Provided an
application is lodged in time, the Commission can continue to deal with such applications, or
amendments to those applications, after the expiry of both periods.

Clause 6. Section 272 amended.

Section 272 provides the Premier and Minister with options to refer certain development
applications to the Commission, in order to be determined under Part 17. There were no such
referrals during the original recovery period, which expired on 7 January 2022. Notwithstanding
that fact, clause 6 has been introduced to replicate the existing referral powers, but with respect
to the new extended recovery period.

Clause 6(3) introduces new subsection (8), and cross-references back to section 268A of the PD
Act. Section 268A sets out a procedure for laying documents before each House of Parliament
when not sitting. This amendment is a “tidy-up”, noting there is some risk of confusion as to how
the Premier is to inform each House under section 268A, when section 268A only deals with the
actions of the Minister. An administrative amendment.

Clause 7. Section 273 amended.

Section 273 sets out what information is provided to the Commission as part of an application
under Part 17. Clause 7 amends section 273(2), by inserting a cross-reference to section 272(3A),
to take into account a potential referral during the new extended recovery period. An
administrative amendment.

Clause 8. Section 274 amended.

Section 274 sets out the Commission’s role in determining a development application under Part
17. Clause 8 amends section 274(1)(a) and (3), to make references to the new extended recovery
period. An administrative amendment.

Clause 9. Section 278 amended.

Section 278 deals with substantial commencement periods. This section requires any
development application approved under Part 17 be substantially commenced either within 24
months or some other period specified in the approval.

The term “substantially commenced” is set out in section 269, and cross-references the definition
in the Planning and Development (Local Planning Schemes) Regulations 2015 (‘LPS
Regulations’), Schedule 2 clause 1. The meaning in effect entails, “that some substantial part of
work in respect of a development approved under a planning scheme or under an interim
development order has been performed.”

Substantial commencement periods are a longstanding feature of the planning system.
Importantly, substantially commenced does not mean substantially completed. Nonetheless,
substantial commencement requirements exist to ensure development approvals are not “banked”
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or “warchoused”, are acted upon within a timely fashion, and there is a commitment of resources
of such proportion relative to the approved development so as to carry the assurance that work
has really commenced.

The original intent, as reflected in sections 278 and 279, was to prevent the Commission from
extending a substantial commencement period. This was a departure from the ordinary planning
framework that exists outside the Part 17 system, where a planning authority usually does retain
the power to grant an extension to the substantial commencement period. Noting the temporary
and time-limited nature of Part 17, proponents were to treat their development approvals as “use-
it-or-lose-it” opportunities, without the prospect of extension.

While this original intent has not changed, unforeseen issues have since arisen in relation to
construction, labour, supply and transportation constraints. It has therefore been deemed
appropriate that there should be some ability to extend the substantial commencement period.

Note both the Commission (under section 279) and the Governor (under section 284, in practice
on advice, through Cabinet processes) will have the power to grant an extension. Clause 9 directs
readers to this dual pathway for extension in a new advice note.

Clause 9 also amends section 278 by inserting new subsections (4) and (5). These provisions
clarify that the power to extend a substantial commencement period can be granted even if the
original approval has lapsed. This largely reflects the intent of current planning legislation
outside the Part 17 system. For example, the LPS Regulations, Schedule 2, clause 77, already
permits an application being made “to amend the approval so as to extend the period within
which any development approved must be substantially commenced”, and being “made during or
after the period within which the development approved must be substantially commenced”.

Clause 10. Section 279 amended.

Section 279 empowers the Commission to amend an existing Part 17 approval. Note subsection
(4) currently prohibits the Commission from extending the substantial commencement period.
Reflecting other changes to section 278, clause 10 will amend section 279 by deleting subsection

(4).

Clause 10 also introduces additional provisions into section 279, which will now explicitly
permit the Commission to extend any existing substantial commencement period.

New subsection (6A) allows for only one application for extension to be made, and limits the
Commission to granting only one extension. This will ensure Part 17 approvals remain
temporary and time-limited in nature, rather than allow approvals to be banked or warehoused,
per the original intent of the framework.

Clause 11. Section 280 amended.

Section 280 introduces conflict resolution provisions into the Part 17 system. Together with
sections 281 and 282, these provisions exist to provide greater regulatory certainty for
proponents, by ensuring other approval regimes administered by other Government agencies and
authorised persons (for example, in relation to a building permit, liquor licence, noise permit, or
road access etc.) will not later frustrate any development approval under Part 17.

Clause 11 includes an amendment to clarify and “tidy-up” potential ambiguities in section 280.
Namely, existing section 280(1)(b) possibly suggests only conditions imposed by the
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Commission made under section 274 can benefit from the conflict-resolution mechanisms.
This in turn may suggest the Commission’s amendments under section 279, or conditions
imposed by the Governor under section 284, might be excluded from the conflict-resolution
provisions. This is not the intent. An administrative amendment.

Clause 12. Section 284 amended.

Section 284 empowers the Governor (in practice on advice, through Cabinet processes) to amend
or cancel approval granted by the Commission under section 279. This remains an important
safeguard or check on the broad decision-making discretion afforded to the Commission under
Part 17. Tt ensures Government oversight of the Commission’s decision-making functions.

Importantly, where the Governor does intervene under section 284, such an order is to be treated
as subsidiary legislation and subject to the procedures set out in section 42 of the Interpretation
Act 1984. That is, the Governor’s order must be laid before each House of Parliament and is
subject to potential disallowance. Thus, while Part 17 affords the Commission’s broad discretion,
that power is ultimately subject to the oversight of Government, and Government to Parliament,
within established Westminster traditions of Responsible Government.

Clause 12 inserts new section 284(2)(a), more explicitly empowering the Governor to extend the
substantial commencement period of an existing approval. Note the Governor is not limited to
granting just one extension, as is the case with the Commission under new section 279(6). In an
unforeseen but extraordinary situation where more than one extension might be warranted, it is
appropriate that the Governor (in practice on advice, through Cabinet processes) alone have such
power, subject to oversight and potential disallowance by Parliament.

Clause 13. Part 19 heading amended

Part 19 contains transitional provisions arising out of the Amendment Act 2020 but is being
amended to include transitional provisions arising from the Bill. Clause 13 deletes the reference
to the Amendment Act 2020 in the current heading. An administrative amendment.

Clause 14, Part 19 Division 1 heading inserted.

Clause 14 makes the current Part 19 heading, referring to the Amendment Act 2020, as a new
Division 1 within Part 19.

Clause 15, Part 19 Division 2 inserted.

Clause 15 provides transitional provisions arising out of the Bill, to be set out in a new Division
2 within Part 19. Division 2 contains two new sections: section 295 and section 296.

Section 295: This transitional provision clarifies that the new powers to extend the substantial
commencement period, as set out in clauses 9 to 12 of this Bill, include existing applications
lodged during the original recovery period and not only future applications to be lodged during
the new extended recovery period. An administrative amendment.

Section 296: This transitional provision clarifies that existing fees imposed by the Planning and
Development (Part 17 Fees) Notice 2020 will apply to new applications lodged during the
extended recovery period. It also clarifies that the existing fees will apply to an application for an
extension of the substantial commencement period, whether relating to applications lodged
during either the original recovery period or the extended recovery period. Finally, while the
transitional provisions automatically extend the operation of the existing fee notice, it does not
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preclude a new or amended fee notice also being prepared in the future. An administrative
provision.
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GOVERNMENT OF
WESTERN AUSTRALIA

Planning Reform

2. Streamline Significant Developments

To assist with COVID-19 recovery initiatives the State Government is reforming the Planning and
Development Act 2005, Planning and Development (Local Planning Scheme) Regulations 2015 and
State planning policies to create a more flexible, responsive and contemporary planning system
that can support Western Australia’s economic recovery. This is a short-term initiative aimed to
stimulate the economy by delivering high quality and sustainable development, create new
employment and business opportunities, in addition to ensuring people have their say early about
future development in their communities.

Certain sites, locations and projects can present opportunities for broad community value.
Expanded approval powers are proposed for the Western Australian Planning Commission to
determine such proposals in the short-term.

Key Reforms

« Proposed amendments to the Planning and Development Act 2005 will temporarily establish the
Western Australian Planning Commission as the new decision-making authority for all development
proposals of State significance. The change in role for the Commission is proposed for a fixed
18-month period from Royal Assent to support our economic recovery from the Coronavirus pandemic.
This proposal is similar to measures adopted in other States.

« Significant developments by their nature are complex and require input from a myriad of technical
experts and authorities as part of the assessment process. In most instances the key referral
authorities are State agencies. To be considered as a significant development, proposals must:

o have an estimated cost of $30 million or more; and
= incorporate 100 or more residential dwellings; or
= include a minimum of 20,000 sgm net lettable area of commercial floor space*.
* Note: this excludes warehouses.
« The Premier, on recommendation of the Minister for Planning, can also refer any proposal deemed to
be of State significance to the Commission for determination. This is important to allow for

consideration of regional and tourism projects and initiatives that may not meet the criteria but are
considered important to assist in COVID-19 recovery.

« Enhanced approval powers for the Commission will enable more strategic assessment of significant
developments that deliver broad economic, social and environmental benefits for the State. In
determining the applications, the Commission will consider a broader range of matters including
non-planning related matters in the public interest.

« Public consultation is considered a key part of the assessment of significant development proposals.

+« The Commission must engage the Environmental Protection Authority on all significant development
proposals and will work to ensure that the referral process is efficient and responsive without extended
referral periods. Without special authorisation to do so, no other authority will be positioned to make a
decision that is inconsistent with the decision of the Commission.

PLANNING CREATES GREAT PLACES FOR PEQPLE + PLANNING IS EASIER TO UNDERSTAND AND NAVIGATE « PLANNING SYSTEMS ARE CONSISTENT AND EFFICIENT
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WESTERN AUSTRALIA

* Proposals will be lodged directly with the Department of Planning, Lands and Heritage who will
facilitate early discussions prior to lodgement of any application, assess proposals and provide
recommendations to the Commission.

« Consultation with local government will also be undertaken as part of the assessment process, with
due regard given to any submission received.

« A sunset clause has been included as part of the new legislation, at which point the necessary
regulatory changes to establish a Special Matters Development Assessment Panel will be complete.

« An applicant’s right of appeal through the State Administrative Tribunal will apply as normal.

Desired Outcomes

« The reform of Western Australia’s planning system will help prepare our State for strong economic
recovery from COVID-19, and support the delivery of strong, high quality development outcomes into
the future.

« The temporary change in approval authority to the Western Australian Planning Commission will
enable the State Government to prioritise projects that have investment certainty, are well designed
and are ready for construction to commence.

« A key focus of these reforms is improving our planning system with robust and responsive measures
that support rigorous and streamlined assessment.

« In the design and planning of significant developments, all applicants will be strongly encouraged and
advised to engage key stakeholders and the community as early as possible in the process. Early
engagement, as opposed to during the final stages when an application has been lodged and under the
pressure of statutory timeframes, will ensure the best possible planning and design outcomes.

« This is not to facilitate speculative development proposals; rather to deliver on development ready
proposals. The Commission will have the ability to reject proposals on the basis that they are not
certain to be delivered in the near term.

« In line with our commitment to Design WA principles, good design will continue to be at the centre of all
development.

+ Together with tourism initiatives, commercial and industrial projects along with “Build to Rent” proposals
will be targeted.

+« These amendments will support development and infrastructure that will create jobs and underpin our
economic recovery and growth, now and into the future.

Implementation

« Amendments to the Planning and Development Act 2005 will be packaged across two Bills to be
considered by State Parliament. The first Bill, including enhancing the decision-making powers of the
Western Australian Planning Commission, will be introduced to Parliament in May 2020.

+ The new approval powers of the Commission will come into effect upon Royal Assent of the Bill.

PLANNING CREATES GREAT PLACES FOR PEQPLE + PLANNING IS EASIER TO UNDERSTAND AND NAVIGATE « PLANNING SYSTEMS ARE CONSISTENT AND EFFICIENT
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STATUS OF THIS DOCUMENT

This document has been produced by the Office of the Appeals Convenor as an clectronic version of the original
Statement for the proposal listed below as signed by the Minister and held by this Office. Whilst every cffort is
made to cnsure its accuracy, no warranty is given as to the accuracy or completeness of this document.

The State of Western Australia and its agents and employees disclaim liability, whether in negligence or
otherwise, for any loss or damage resulting from reliance on the accuracy or completeness of this document.
Copyright in this document is reserved to the Crown in right of the State of Western Australia. Reproduction
except in accordance with copyright law is prohibited.

Published on: 15 June 2010 Statement No: 831

STATEMENT THAT A STRATEGIC PROPOSAL MAY BE IMPLEMENTED
(PURSUANT TO THE PROVISIONS OF THE
ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION ACT 1986)

SMITHS BEACH DEVELOPMENT, SUSSEX LOC 413, YALLINGUP

Proposal: The strategic proposal is to:

a) extend the Leeuwin Naturaliste National Park into the
western part of Sussex Location 413; and

b) develop the eastern part of Sussex Location 413 for tourism
and residential purposes with associated public open space
and foreshore reserves as generally depicted on the
Development Guide Plan.

The strategic proposal and identification of future proposals is
further documented in Schedule 1 of this statement.

Proponent: Canal Rocks Pty Ltd
Proponent Address: Suite A7
435 Roberts Road
SUBIACO WA 6008
Assessment Number: 1597
Report of the Environmental Protection Authority: Report 1318
The future proposals identified in the strategic proposal referred to Schedule 1 of this
statement may be implemented. The implementation of the future proposals shall be subject

to the following conditions and procedures (subject to the Minister for Environment’s
identification of relevant conditions under section 45A(3) of the Environmental Protection

Act 1986):
1 Proponent Nomination and Contact Details
1-1 The proponent for the time being nominated by the Minister for Environment under

sections 38(6) or 38(7) of the Environmental Protection Act 1986 is responsible for
the implementation of the proposal.
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1-2 The proponent shall notify the Chief Executive Officer of the Office of the
Environmental Protection Authority of any change of the name and address of the
proponent for the serving of notices or other correspondence within 30 days of such

change.
2 Time Limit of Authorisation
2-1 The authorisation to implement future proposals provided for in this statement shall

lapse and be void within ten years after the date of this statement if the future
proposals to which this statement relates are not substantially commenced.

2-2 The proponent shall provide the Chief Executive Officer of the Office of the
Environmental Protection Authority with written evidence that demonstrates that
future proposals have substantially commenced on or before the expiration of ten
years from the date of this statement.

3 Compliance Reporting

3-1 The proponent shall prepare and submit a compliance assessment plan to the
satisfaction of the Chief Executive Officer of the Office of the Environmental
Protection Authority at least 6 months prior to the first compliance report required
by condition 3-6 or prior to the commencement of future proposals, whichever is
sooner.

32 The proponent shall implement and maintain to the Chief Executive Officer of the
Office of the Environmental Protection Authority the compliance assessment plan
required by condition 3-1. The compliance assessment plan shall indicate:

a)  the frequency of compliance reporting;

b)  the approach and timing of compliance assessments;

¢) the retention of compliance assessments;

d)  the reporting of potential non-compliances and corrective actions taken;
e) the table of contents of compliance reports; and

f)  the public availability of compliance reports.

3-3 The proponent shall assess compliance with conditions in accordance with the
compliance assessment plan required by condition 3-1.

3-4 The proponent shall retain reports of all compliance assessments described in the
compliance assessment plan required by condition 3-1 and shall make those reports
available when requested by the Chief Executive Officer of the Office of the
Environmental Protection Authority.
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3-5 The proponent shall advise the Chief Executive Officer of the Office of the
Environmental Protection Authority of any potential non-compliance as soon as
practicable.

3-6 The proponent shall submit a compliance assessment report annually from the date
of the Minister for Environment’s notice under section 45A(2) of the Environmental
Protection Act 1986 addressing the previous twelve month period or other period as
agreed by the Chief Executive Officer of the Office of the Environmental Protection
Authority. The compliance assessment report shall:

a) be endorsed by the proponent’s Managing Director or a person, approved in
writing by the Office of the Environmental Protection Authority, delegated to
sign on the Managing Director’s behalf;

b) include a statement as to whether the proponent has complied with the
conditions;

¢) identify all potential non-compliances and describe corrective and preventative
actions taken;

d) be made publicly available in accordance with the compliance assessment
plan; and

e) indicate any proposed changes to the compliance assessment plan required by
condition 3-1.

4 Development

4-1 Development of Sussex Location 413 shall be generally in accordance with the
Smith's Beach - Development Guide Plan (Mediated Plan) Plan No. 160-60K dated
18 June 2009 ("DGP") (Figure 1).

4-2 There shall be no development of Sussex Location 413 outside the Identified

Development Land Area shown on the Smith's Beach - Development Guide Plan

IDLA Plan No. 160-73G dated 18 June 2009 (Figure 2), other than development of

public infrastructure such as works, public facilities, infrastructure and amenities within

foreshores reserves; community facilities; landscape works; stormwater and drainage
infrastructure; and utilities and services.

4-3 Development on Sussex Location 413 shall not exceed the heights indicated on the
Smith's Beach - Development Guide Plan - Special Height Control Area Map Plan No.
160-61M dated 18 June 2009 (Figure 3).

5 National Park Extension

5-1 The 20.97 ha depicted as "National Park Extension" in the DGP (Figure 1) shall be
incorporated into the Leeuwin-Naturaliste National Park prior to any subdivision or
development of Sussex Location 413 (other than subdivision or development
undertaken for the sole purpose of transferring that land to the Crown for
incorporation into the National Park).
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5-2 The Fire Management Plan referred to in Figure 1 shall be to the requirements of the
Department of Environment and Conservation in relation to impacts on the
Leeuwin-Naturaliste National Park and the extension to the Leeuwin-Naturaliste
National Park.

5-3 Public access from the development to the Leeuwin-Naturaliste National Park
extension shall be managed to the requirements of the Department of Environment
and Conservation in order to protect the granite heath vegetation.

6 Revegetation

6-1 Within five years from the date of the Minister for Environment’s first notice under
section 45A(2) of the Environmental Protection Act 1986, the proponent shall
revegetate 20 hectares of the ‘Mt Duckworth Site’ (shaded area in Figure 4) and 2.4
hectares of the ‘Gunyulup Site’ (shaded area in Figure 5) to meet the criterion of
2000 plants per hectare using the species and proportions as listed in Attachment 1
of this statement.

Hon Donna Faragher JP MLC
MINISTER FOR ENVIRONMENT; YOUTH
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Schedule 1
The Strategic Proposal and Identification of Future Proposals (Assessment No. 1597)
The Strategic Proposal is to:

a) extend the Leeuwin-Naturaliste National Park into the western part of Sussex Location
413; and

b) develop the eastern part of Sussex Location 413 for tourism and residential purposes
with associated public open space and foreshore reserves as generally depicted on the
Development Guide Plan (Figure 1).

Future proposals will include:

« Subdivision and development proposals for tourism or residential purposes;

e The provision of public infrastructure within Sussex Location 413 directly related to the
above mentioned derived proposals.

The main characteristics of the strategic proposal and extent of future proposals are
summarised in Table 1 below.

Table 1: Summary of Key Proposal Characteristics

Strategic proposal

Element Description
Overall area Sussex Location 413
Development area The Identified Development Land Area as delineated in

Smith's Beach - Development Guide Plan - IDLA Plan No.
160-73C dated 18 June 2009 (Figure 2).

National Park Extension The National Park Extension as delineated in the Smith’s
area Beach - Development Guide Plan (Mediated Plan) Plan No.
160-60K dated 18 June 2009 (Figure 1).

Future proposals

Type of future proposal Key characteristics

Tourist » generally in accordance with the Smith s Beach -
Development Guide Plan (Mediated Plan) Plan No.
160-60K dated 18 June 2009 (Figure 1).

« within the ‘Identified Development Land Area’
(Figure 2).

« compliant with the Smith’s Beach - Development Guide
Plan - Special Height Control Area Map No. 160-61M
dated 18 June 2009 (Figure 3).

« sets out building envelopes.

« includes Development Guidelines specifying an
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acceptable colour palette.
« prohibits fencing apart from a private courtyard.
« restricts plantings to an approved plant species list of
appropriate native plants.
Residential « generally in accordance with the Smith's Beach -
Development Guide Plan (Mediated Plan) No. 160-
60K dated 18 June 2009 (Figure 1).
« within the ‘Identified Development Land Area’
(Figure 2).
« compliant with the Smith’s Beach - Development Guide
Plan - Special Height Control Area Map Plan No. 160-
6IM dated 18 June 2009 (Figure 3).
« includes Development Guidelines specifying an
acceptable colour palette
« prohibits fencing apart from a private courtyard.
« restricts plantings to an approved plant species list of
appropriate native plants.
Public Infrastructure « generally in accordance with the Smith’s Beach -
Development Guide Plan (Mediated Plan) Plan No.
160-60K dated 18 June 2009 (Figure 1).
Figures:
Figure 1: Smith’s Beach - Development Guide Plan (Mediated Plan) Plan No. 160-60K

Figure 2:

Figure 3:

Figure 4:

Figure 5:

dated 18 June 2009.

Smith’s Beach - Development Guide Plan - IDLA Plan No. 160-73G dated 18 June
2009.

Smith's Beach - Development Guide Plan - Special Height Control Area Map Plan No.
160-61M dated 18 June 2009.

Revegetation - Mt Duckworth Site.

Revegetation - Gunyulup Site.
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Figure 1

Smith’s Beach - Development Guide Plan (Mediated Plan) Plan No. 160-60K dated 18 June 2009
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Figure 2 Smith’s Beach - Development Guide Plan - IDLA Plan No. 160-73G dated 18 June 2009.
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Figure 3 Smith’s Beach - Development Guide Plan - Special Height Control Area Map Plan No. 160-61M dated 18 June 2009.
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Figure 4 Revegetation - Mt Duckworth Site
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Figure 5 Revegetation - Gunyulup Site
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Attachment 1

Species mix for revegetation (percentage of tubestock seedlings)

Mt Duckworth Site Gunyulgup Site
Sandy Soils Whole Site
Agonis flexvosa (WA Peppermint) Agonis flexuosa (75%)
Corymbia calophyila (Marri) Corymbia calophyfia (15%)
Eucalylpus marginata (Jarrah) Banksia grandis (5%)
Shallow Limestone Soils Banksta sessilis var cordata (5%)

Banksia sassilis var cordata

(formerly Dryandra sessilis var cordata)
(Parrot Bush) (50%)

Agonis flexuosa (30%)

Hakea oleifolia (10%)

Corymbia calophyila (10%)
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Comments- Proposed Smith Beach development- June 2022, Kay Lehman

Review-Strategen JBS&G- Smiths 2014 Pty Ltd Environmental Assessment Report, Lot 4131 Smiths
Beach Road, Yallingup WA 6282

e The proposal significantly impacts listed Threatened Species and Ecological Communities
and Listed Migratory Species.

Extent of Vegetation Clearing and Impacts
o Impacts to Regional Significant Vegetation
o Previous advice from the EPA was for the development to be only east of the
firebreak to protect regionally significant vegetation and this is not being adhered to
in this current proposal.
*  Priority Ecological Community vegetation- proposed clearing of PEC-

e The proposal will directly impact 0.31 ha (3.80%) of the “Low
shrublands on acidic grey-brown sands of the Gracetown soil-
landscape system' PEC situated in the western portion of the site. Of
this, 0.11 ha will be fully cleared, and 0.21 ha will be partially
modified. This impact will be confined to the extreme eastern extent
of the PEC. This impact will not cause fragmentation, increase the
potential for edge effects or reduce the viability of the PEC extent.
Given this, the development is not considered to significantly impact
this PEC occurrence”

* The proposed clearing of PEC vegetation will impact the overall remaining
amount of the PEC on the site. Community access through the remaining
PEC needs to be carefully managed to prevent degradation of vegetation
condition. The development should not be impacting PEC vegetation and
should be modified to protect all of the PEC in the study area.

= Impact to PEC P2 Low shrubland on acidic grey-brown sands of the
Gracetown soil-landscape system- impacts from edge effect with potential
new trails, weeds etc. edge effects. There is no/little detail on how this will
be managed.

e Impacts to ‘Managed’ Vegetation within the Site.

o The entire area (18.46ha) of vegetation proposed to be cleared and/or modified
should be assessed by the EPA -as the modified/managed vegetation directly
adjacent to proposed cleared area for development will be subject to various
impacts which will very likely degrade the condition of vegetation. It is proposed to
clear 7.32 ha with an addition 11.14ha subject to modification to allow for fuel
reduction and proposed landscaping works.

o There is a lack of detail on management measures for the ‘managed vegetation’ in
the short and long-term. How long is the Community Corporations management
enforceable?

*  The 7.32ha of modified/managed vegetation is proposed to be managed by
the Community Corporation “which will audit onsite landscaping prior to
bushfire season and conduct spot checks through the season. The
Community Corporation will implement the BMP and BEMP for the entire
precinct.” It is stated that residual impacts to flora and vegetation within the
Site will be managed through the implementation of a Construction EMP
and offset strategy. This may be effective through the construction phase of
the project, but what are the ongoing measures and plans to ensure that
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this native vegetation is not degraded over time. How will the condition of
the vegetation be retained in this area? How will this managed natural
vegetation be managed in the long term?

= The proposal states that “60% of the tree canopy will be retained with the
‘managed vegetation” “but the understorey will be highly modified.

= Areas to be modified/managed will be subject to Bushfire requirements
through Firebreak notices under the Bushfire Act 1954. The proposed
bushfire mitigation includes “retaining canopy cover (trees greater than 4 m
in height) at varying densities, but will have shrubs and understorey cover
reduced as per the specifications in the BMP”. The BMP states: “Low threat
vegetation further from buildings within the park spine and campground,
prioritising tree retention but be highly managed and fragmented to reduce
bushfire spread and impact on buildings”.

* The impacts of landscaping works and ongoing impacts by people pressure
in this modified environment is likely to degrade the condition of the native
vegetation including weed invasion and reduced habitat values. Impacts to
Banksia sessilis var cordata P4 — unlikely that protection can be managed
with construction impacts, susceptibility to dieback etc. The modified native
vegetation to be retained in the development will be subject to bushfire
requirements as part of the bushfire risk minimisation which states: “retain
canopy cover (trees greater than 4 metres in height) at varying densities but
will have shrubs and understorey cover reduced as per specification detailed
in the BMP". Banksia sessilis var cordata is a shrub to 2.5m in height.
Banksia species are sensitive to soil disturbance and highly susceptible to
dieback pathogen.

* There are no details on weed management in the Environment Assessment
Report-for the development area (only in the foreshore area- in the FMP).
Weed control works should be undertaken prior to construction works.
The Construction EMP should include:

*  Weeds-recorded in the study area-

e Schinus terebinthifolius- Brazilian Pepper- although not listed as a
Declared Weed under the Biosecurity and Agriculture Management
Act 2007 or a Weed of National Significance- is an aggressive woody
weed which displaces native vegetation and rapidly invades
disturbed areas. It is dispersed by birds and mammals. Needs
control prior to works.

e In addition, Flinders Ranges wattle Acacia iteaphylla (an invasive
woody weed) should also be controlled prior to works. Given the
proximity to the National Park- these weeds should be controlled
prior to works to prevent their spread.

e Both these above weeds are listed as Priority Weeds for control in
the City's Weed Strategy.

e  Arum Lilies and Bridal Creeper weeds recorded- Declared and WONS
weeds- Should be a condition to control all arum lilies on site prior
to works and release of the biological rust treatment for the bridal
creeper.

« Management of ‘Edge Effects’ to National Park
o Proposed development in the western section -Western Holiday Homes area- likely
impacts from residents/visitors - access tracks developing, impacts to native
vegetation/habitat condition, weed invasion, degradation of PEC vegetation.
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o There are no details on how this will be managed.

« Flora and Vegetation Assessment
o The Spring Flora and Vegetation (Emerge, 2018) was not undertaken in accordance
with EPA guidelines- EPA (2016) Technical Guidance Flora and Vegetation Surveys
for Environmental Impact Assessment.
o The Emerge (2019) Flora and Vegetation Assessment had a number of limitations
including:
®*  Threatened Flora-the flora survey by Emerge was undertaken on 17 Aug
2018 and 26-28 November 2018. Targeted threatened flora survey should
be undertaken in the SW Botanical Province when the majority of species
are flowering in accordance with EPA Technical Guidance. The survey was
not undertaken in Sept/Oct when potentially threatened ephemeral/annual
species flowering such as the spider orchid Caladenia excelsa (flowering
sept-Oct) and Caladenia caesarea subsp. maritima (flowering Aug-Sept)
listed as possible to occur in the study area.
= Of concern another listed limitation of the survey- Pg 36 Emerge Flora
report- “Not all targeted areas where the relevant soil or vegetation
complexes occur could be assessed during the survey due to time
constraints and/or a lack of access to privately owned land. Therefore, some
potential sites could not be ground truthed and it is likely that further
unrecorded occurrences of the ‘low shrublands on acidic grey-brown sands’
PEC occur”.
= Noted botanical Errors in the Flora and Vegetation Report (Emerge, 2019):
o Error in Table 1 of the Emerge Flora and Vegetation Assessment- the
orchid Caladenia viridescens is not a listed P2 it is a Threatened species
under the EPBC Act. o Error in Flora species list- Species listed in the wrong
Family- Chamaescilla corymbosa is listed in Xanthorrhoceae family- should
be in Hemerocallidaceae
= family
o The subsequent Flora and Vegetation Survey (Strategen, 2021) does not detail the type of
vegetation survey or sampling techniques used (as required by EPA guidelines for flora
surveys) and whether potential threatened flora were targeted.
= Do not have access to- Strategen JBS&G (2021b), Smiths Beach Stage 2
Approvals- Vegetation Site Visit, October, prepared for Smiths 2014 Pty Ltd.

* Fauna Management

o The Fauna Assessment (Biologic, 2020) appears to comply with EPA Guidance for
conducting fauna surveys.

o A Fauna Management Plan is proposed to be development- without the
management details it is difficult to comment on. Lighting should be addressed in
terms of impacts to fauna- minimising night light.

o Six fauna species of conservation significance were recarded within the Site
(Biologic, 2021) including Western ringtail possum, Carnaby’s Black Cockatoo,
Baudin Black Cockatoo, Ctenotus ora (skink), Quenda and Brush tailed Phascogale.

o "“WRP dreys 6 and potential black cockatoo habitat trees 5 situated in the
development footprint are expected to be fully retainable through avoidance
measures incorporated into detailed development design”.
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o EPBC Act referral with potential significant impacts to Western Ringtail Possums and
Black Cockatoo habitat trees. Need the EPA Assessment completed to comment
further on this.

o Pet restrictions- Holiday homes, camping. Impact on native wildlife- there should be
restrictions with no pets allowed on site, particularly cats.

o Smiths Beach Sustainability Report- should include the use of ‘Owl- Friendly’
rodent control products. https://owlfriendly.org.au/rodent-control/

Hydrology/Sewerage- in relation to vegetation impacts
o The impacts (including vegetation clearing and habitat loss) of the proposed piping
of water from Yallingup to the development- need to be included in the EPAs
assessment of proposed disturbance areas.
o Onsite sewerage treatment- Western Holiday Homes will dispose of treated
wastewater within its own lot.
*  |mpacts to native vegetation from nutrient load have not been discussed.
= Shallow soil/rock not suitable for onsite sewerage disposal.
* |mpacts to water quality and the marine environment of the Ngari Capes
Marine Park have not been discussed.

Foreshore Plan

e The Priority Ecological Community (PEC) ‘Low Shrubland on acidic grey-brown sands of the
Gracetown soil-landscape system’ is also located in the foreshore area in the north. This
area requires greater protective measures than what is being proposed in the FMP.

e Proposed revegetation in foreshore area- very difficult site to establish vegetation in
rocky/shallow sandy soil.

e Foreshore — primary dunes to be cleared to formalise carparking areas.

e Small northern section of the National Park’s extension included with CoB’s management
responsibility. This include a portion of the Cape to Cape track.

= Track maintenance? Signage, liability? The City to be part of the Community
Title Scheme group to manage. Will need City resourcing.

* 5year management program by Proponent- then ongoing management
handed over to CoB and DBCA. Subject to a separate management
agreement, the Community Corporation may however continue to manage
the area under CoB responsibility.

e Proposed outdoor shower facilities- problematic, water wastage, illegal campers using. The
Urban Water MP (hYd2o, 2021) lists in it design objectives: adoption of waterwise practices!

e Significant modification to the foreshore area with proposed stone seawall, timber staircase-
into water? Erosion? On-going maintenance, costs.

Urban Water MP
e Impacts to the natural, permanent water soak- located in the Foreshore Plan area-
there is little information in the report on the proposed management of this site- is
this the proposed Rock Pool area in the FMP? This natural spring (groundwater
expression) needs protection.
e Encourage the use of rainwater tanks onsite- sustainability.
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Bushfire Management

O Bushfire risk- with proposed housing directly adjacent to the National Park -all
required bushfire clearing requirements should be included in the proposed
development area- and not to impact the National Park.

0 Proposed new public road on the southern boundary- impacts to native vegetation?

Landscape Report

e Only local native flora species should be utilised in landscaping works- on review of the
proposed landscape planting list- there are invasive weed species including Bromus
hordeaceous (introduced grass). This species should be excluded from the final Landscape
Management Plan.

e Native vegetation should be retained with the development as much as possible- and
inclusions of a proposed Community Garden- is out of step and inappropriate in a coastal
beach environment, water use etc.

* The protection and natural enhancement (revegetation) of the natural water soak should be
included in the landscape design.
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City of Busselton
Smith Beach Development

Peer Review of TIA TRAFFIC AND TRANSPORTATION

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
This technical note has been prepared for the City of Busselton to peer review the traffic impact
assessment prepared by Cardno / Stantec for the proposed Smiths Beach project, dated 8
December 2021.
In summary there are some key elements missing from the TIA that shoud be addressed, and
include:

+« Assessment of intersection visibility

« Refining of the Sidra analysis

REVIEW OF TRAFFIC IMPACT ASSESSMENT
The review of the traffic impact assessment (TIA) is undertaken with reference to each section

where comments are made. Sections not shown raise no issues or concerns.

Section 3.2 Existing Parking Supply and Demand

The TIA states that there are currently 64 formal car parking bays provided at Smiths Beach.
Surveys undertaken for the TIA suggest the peak car parking demand is in the order of 130 to
150 cars during peak periods of activity.

Reference to Google Maps confirms 64 parking bays currently exist.

It is noted that current peak parking demand is significantly greater than exiting parking

provision. This is not a matter that is required to be addressed by any development.

Section 3.3 Existing Road Network
The TIA states that Canal Rocks Road has a posted speed of 110kph. This is actually incorrect
based on MRWA web mapping which indicates the 50kph speed applies to Canal Rocks Road

from Caves Road. This should be checked, particularly if used in the Sidra assessment.

Section 3.4 Existing Traffic Volumes

Existing traffic volumes on Caves Road are indicated to be in the order of 2,600vpd based on
MRWA data from 2018. Reference to MRWA data from 21/22 south of Yallingup Beach Road
indicates 3,812vpd. However, the data suggests little change in demand since the 18/19 year.
On this basis the traffic demands shown in table 3.2 can be accepted as being reflective of

current base line demands.

Riley Consulting (WA) Pty Ltd: Mobile 0413 807 779
A.C.N: 606 466 853 PO BOX 25578, Perth WA 6831

1122 Peer Review V1 - Smiths beach TIA 29-08-2022.docx
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It is noted that MRWA traffic data also indicates there are no traditional AM and PM peaks, but

a peak occurring around mid-day.

Section 4.2 Vehicle Access
The access locations appear to be acceptable. However, the TIA makes no comment in regard

to access visibility. This must be addressed.

Section 5.1
The TIA states 64 existing bays currently exist, but in section 5.1 states 133 are provided off-
site. Whilst there are parking areas that can be used, the report does not specify if the

development will create the 133 off-site parking bays. This section is unclear.

Section 5.2 Parking Demand and Reciprocity

The TIA states a reduction of 50% of the peaking demand based on reciprocity of existing land
uses and activity. No reference or evidence is provided to support this assumption. Whilst the
arguments raised in regard to reciprocity are acceptable and may indeed support up to a 50%
reduction, it is considered that the reductions to the hotel and campsite parking are not
supportable. All hotel guests will need a bay per room as will guests at the campsite (it would
be assumed that all campsites would be large enough for a car and separate parking would

not be required except for staff).

The reductions applied to other land uses are considered acceptable. However, it is noted that

the resultant parking provision is less than required by the City's LPP.

Section 7.2 Traffic Generation Estimation
Trips rates reference ITE and RA. Both acceptable sources.
Noted that 1% growth pa applied to background traffic in local area. This is acceptable as the

development will be the actual increase in traffic demand to use local roads.

Section 7.5.2 states the right turn gap has been reset from Sidra to Austroads recommended

values. Need to ensure that these are as per MRWA values, or MRWA will not support results.

Sidra model
Reference to Google maps indicates Canal Rocks Road has a single lane approach of about
3m widening to 7.8m at the stop line by virtue of the approximate 10m corner radius. The sidra

model shows two lanes for 9m of the approach, suggesting 2 vehicles can access the stop

Page 2 of 3
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line. This is not accepted as at 5m from the stop line the lane width is 5m and would require
that a right turn vehicle is hard up to the centre line. The approach should be modelled as a
single lane approach as the ability for 2 vehicles to wait at the stop line is severely restricted.
Further the model shows a dedicated right turn lane which does not exist. Aerial mapping

indicates a southbound carriageway of 5m making passing a turning vehicle slow.

It is noted that the current intersection of Caves Road Canal Rocks Road falls well below the
MRWA standard applied to new development access.

The Sidra results for Scenarios 1 and 2 are acceptable. However, the results for Scenario 3
with a delay of 58.5s for the right turn is a little bit concerning. The level of delay could be likely
to result in a higher incidence of crashes occurring. It is recommended that this be further
investigated as the comment that it occurs on a handful of days need to be further

substantiated.

Section 7.3.4 Smiths Beach Road
The Sidra analysis of this intersection is as to be expected. However, as previously stated no
assessment of visibility has been provided.

Section 8.1 MRWA Warrants

Itis noted that the existing intersection of Caves Road / Canal Rocks Road is substandard and
that the development should not be required to upgrade the intersection. However, given the
Sidra assessment is in need of review, it would be recommended that the matter is raised with
MRWA and timing for the intersection upgrade identified. Based on Scenario 3, the current
intersection is shown to operate poorly, which may increase crash rates. Based on the Sidra
analysis the development may need to provide 2 approach lanes to Caves Road as a minimum
requirement. Any works should be done in liaison with MRWA to get the whole intersection to
a better standard.

Page 3 of 3
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MOTIONS OF WHICH PREVIOUS NOTICE HAS BEEN GIVEN

Nil

URGENT BUSINESS

Nil

CONFIDENTIAL REPORTS

Nil
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CLOSURE

The Presiding Member closed the meeting at 7.09pm.

THESE MINUTES CONSISTING OF PAGES 1 TO 359 WERE CONFIRMED AS A TRUE AND
CORRECT RECORD ON WEDNESDAY, 16 NOVEMBER 2022.

DATE: \7\\\\12 PRESIDING MEMBER: %L\ OA/
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	15.1	ENDORSEMENT OF COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT PLAN STRATEGIC THEME �LIFESTYLE - A PLACE THAT IS RELAXED, SAFE AND FRIENDLY WITH SERVICES AND FACILITIES THAT SUPPORT HEALTHY LIFESTYLES AND WELLBEING � �STRATEGIC PRIORITY �2.1 RECOGNISE, RESPECT AND SUPPORT COMMUNITY DIVERSITY AND CULTURAL HERITAGE. � �SUBJECT INDEX �COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT PLAN � �BUSINESS UNIT �COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT � �REPORTING OFFICER �COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT OFFICER - CASSANDRA ARMSTRONG � �AUTHORISING OFFICER �DIRECTOR, COMMUNITY AND COMMERCIAL SERVICES - NAOMI SEARLE  � �NATURE OF DECISION �EXECUTIVE: SUBSTANTIAL DIRECTION SETTING, INCLUDING ADOPTING BUDGETS, STRATEGIES, PLANS AND POLICIES (EXCLUDING LOCAL PLANNING POLICIES); FUNDING, DONATIONS AND SPONSORSHIPS; REVIEWING COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATIONS � �VOTING REQUIREMENT �SIMPLE MAJORITY  � �ATTACHMENTS �ATTACHMENT A	COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT PLAN 2022-2027   � �   THE OFFICER RECOMMENDATION WAS MOVED AND CARRIED.   COUNCIL DECISION C2210/259	MOVED COUNCILLOR P CRONIN, SECONDED COUNCILLOR M LOVE THAT THE COUNCIL ADOPT THE COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT PLAN 2022-2027 AS PER ATTACHMENT A, AS A GUIDE FOR FUTURE PLANNING. CARRIED 9/0 EN BLOC � �OFFICER RECOMMENDATION THAT THE COUNCIL ADOPT THE COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT PLAN 2022-2027 AS PER ATTACHMENT A, AS A GUIDE FOR FUTURE PLANNING. EXECUTIVE SUMMARY OFFICERS HAVE CONDUCTED A REVIEW OF THE CITY OF BUSSELTON ‘SOCIAL PLAN’ WITH A VIEW TO RESPONDING TO CHANGING SOCIETAL NEEDS AND TO IDENTIFY THE CITY’S RESPONSE TO THOSE NEEDS. THE PLAN HAS BEEN RENAMED ‘COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT PLAN 2022-2027’ AND IS PRESENTED FOR COUNCIL’S ADOPTION AS GUIDING DOCUMENT FOR FUTURE PLANNING. BACKGROUND IN 2011, THE CITY OF BUSSELTON DEVELOPED AND IMPLEMENTED A ‘SOCIAL PLAN’ (‘THE PLAN’) TO MEET THE NEEDS OF A CHANGING COMMUNITY. AS THE CITY AND ITS POPULATION CONTINUES TO GROW RAPIDLY, AND GIVEN THE RECENT SEISMIC CHANGES IN SOCIETY, WITH COVID-19 IN PARTICULAR HAVING HAD A SIGNIFICANT IMPACT, THERE ARE NEW AND GREATER OPPORTUNITIES AND CHALLENGES FOR THE CITY IN ADDRESSING ITS COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT NEEDS. IT IS THEREFORE TIMELY TO REVIEW THE PLAN, WHICH HAS BEEN RENAMED THE ‘COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT PLAN 2022-2027’, TO OUTLINE WHERE THE CITY’S KEY FOCUS SHOULD LIE. THIS REVIEW HAS IDENTIFIED CURRENT SOCIAL ISSUES, CLARIFIED WHAT PRIORITIES ARE STILL RELEVANT, AND HAS CONSIDERED THE ROLE THE CITY NEEDS TO PLAY IN THESE IDENTIFIED PRIORITIES TAKING INTO ACCOUNT CURRENT COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT RESOURCING. �OFFICER COMMENT THE REVIEWED ‘COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT PLAN 2022-2027’ ENHANCES AND CONSOLIDATES THE CITY’S STRATEGIC DIRECTION AND HAS A FOCUS ON THE KEY THEMES ALIGNED TO THE CITY’S VISION.    THE PLAN HAS A LIFE SPAN OF FIVE YEARS (2022-2027), HOWEVER, IT IS A “LIVING DOCUMENT” WHICH WILL BE REVIEWED ANNUALLY AND UPDATED ON A BIENNIAL BASIS TO EVALUATE CURRENT ISSUES AND TO CAPTURE NEW TRENDS AND ACTIONS. THE SECOND REVIEW OF THE PLAN WILL COINCIDE WITH THE REVIEW OF THE CITY’S STRATEGIC COMMUNITY PLAN (2021-2031).   THE PLAN WILL FORM AN INTEGRAL PART OF THE CITY’S INTEGRATED PLANNING FRAMEWORK AND SUPPORT ACHIEVEMENT OF THE COMMUNITY’S VISIONS AND ASPIRATIONS AS SET OUT IN THE CITY’S STRATEGIC COMMUNITY PLAN, AND THE STRATEGIES THE CITY WILL IMPLEMENT TO ACHIEVE THOSE ASPIRATIONS. THE PLAN IS DESIGNED TO COMPLEMENT, NOT DUPLICATE, THE CITY’S EXISTING PLANNING FRAMEWORKS AND STRATEGIES. THE PLANS AND STRATEGIES WHICH MAKE UP THE EXISTING FRAMEWORK ARE LISTED AT ‘RELEVANT PLANS AND POLICIES’, BELOW.  AS AN OUTCOME OF THE REVIEW OF THE PLAN, IT WAS IDENTIFIED BY OFFICERS THAT THE DOCUMENT WAS COMPLEX AND DIFFICULT TO REFERENCE AND NAVIGATE. IN REVISING THE DOCUMENT, OFFICERS SIMPLIFIED ITS FORMAT AND LANGUAGE, TO ENABLE EASY REFERENCE TO THE KEY AREAS OF FOCUS. THIS WILL ENABLE CITY OFFICERS, COUNCILLORS AND COMMUNITY MEMBERS TO QUICKLY IDENTIFY WHAT THE CITY’S POSITION IS ON KEY TOPICS.   IN CONDUCTING THE REVIEW OF THE PLAN, OFFICERS HAVE IDENTIFIED THE FOLLOWING OPPORTUNITIES THAT HAVE RECENTLY ARISEN OR ARE EXPANDING IN THE CITY OF BUSSELTON: 	DISABILITY SECTOR (INCREASE IN SERVICE PROVIDERS, ACTIVITIES AND LEGISLATIVE CHANGES) 	EXPANSION OF BUSSELTON SENIOR CITIZEN’S CENTRE 	EXPANSION OF YOUTH SERVICES INTO DUNSBOROUGH 	BUSSELTON PERFORMING ARTS CENTRE (BPAC) 	INCREASED COLLABORATION AND PARTNERSHIPS THROUGH VASSE HUMAN SERVICE ALLIANCE, SALTWATER & ARTS AND CULTURE.  EMERGING AND EXPANDING TRENDS, ON BOTH A LOCAL AND STATE LEVEL, HAVE ALSO BEEN IDENTIFIED AS FOLLOWS: 	OUT OF HOURS LOCAL SUPPORT SERVICES 	AFFORDABLE HOUSING 	DOMESTIC VIOLENCE 	MENTAL HEALTH / SUICIDE PREVENTION  OUT OF THE ABOVE OPPORTUNITIES AND EMERGING TRENDS, WHILST THERE ARE MYRIAD AREAS OF INTEREST, THE FOLLOWING ISSUES HAVE BEEN IDENTIFIED AS KEY PRIORITIES:  	ARTS AND CULTURE 	COMMUNITY SAFETY 	COMMUNITY WELLBEING 	SENIORS 	SPORT, RECREATION AND LEISURE 	YOUTH AND CHILDREN 	COVID-19  OFFICERS WILL ALSO BE CONDUCTING A REVIEW OF THE DISABILITY ACCESS AND INCLUSION PLAN TO REFLECT AN INCLUSIVE COMMUNITY (SUCH AS RENAMING TO THE ACCESS AND INCLUSION PLAN AND REFLECTING THE LGBTQIA+ COMMUNITY) AND THE FUTURE DEVELOPMENT OF A LGBTQIA+ PLAN.  A CHANGING LANDSCAPE IN FUNDING OPPORTUNITIES HAS ALSO SHAPED THE IMPLEMENTATION OF PROGRAMS AND SERVICES IN THE CITY OF BUSSELTON. THE SHIFTING OF FUNDING HAS LIMITED THE NUMBER OF COMMUNITY GROUPS SECURING ADDITIONAL FUNDING TO DELIVER PROGRAMS THAT BENEFIT THE COMMUNITY. THE CITY HAS BEEN FORTUNATE TO SECURE A SIGNIFICANT AMOUNT OF INFRASTRUCTURE FUNDING FOR COMMUNITY FACILITIES INCLUDING THE RECENT EXPANSION OF THE BUSSELTON SENIOR CITIZEN’S CENTRE, THE YOUTH AND COMMUNITY ACTIVITY CENTRE IN DUNSBOROUGH, BUSSELTON FORESHORE REDEVELOPMENT AND THE FUTURE BUSSELTON PERFORMING ARTS CENTRE (BPAC). THESE FACILITIES OFFER OPPORTUNITY FOR COMMUNITY LED ACTIVITIES AND INITIATIVES THAT ADD TO THE CITY’S VIBRANCY AND ATTRACTIVENESS.  THE CITY WILL ASSIST COMMUNITY GROUPS DEVELOP THEIR STRATEGIC PLANS AND BUILD ON THEIR GOVERNANCE AND OTHER SKILL-SETS TO IMPROVE THEIR PROSPECTS OF GAINING FUTURE FUNDING OPPORTUNITIES THROUGH COMMUNITY CAPACITY BUILDING.   IN RESPONDING TO COMMUNITY ASPIRATIONS AND SETTING PRIORITIES, THERE IS A LIMIT TO WHAT CAN BE ACHIEVED SOLELY BY THE CITY OF BUSSELTON AS A LOCAL GOVERNMENT AUTHORITY.  WHERE ASPIRATIONS AND PRIORITIES CANNOT BE ACHIEVED BY THE CITY ALONE, THE PLAN OUTLINES THAT WE WILL WORK COLLABORATIVELY WITH THE COMMUNITY AND KEY PARTNERS TO ACHIEVE THE BEST POSSIBLE RESULTS. THE CITY WILL DO THIS IN FOUR MAIN WAYS:  1.	ADVOCATE - RAISE AWARENESS TO THE RESPONSIBLE CUSTODIAN 2.	PARTNER - ASSIST OTHERS IN DELIVERING AN ACTION 3.	FACILITATE -  ASSIST IN DELIVERY BY REMOVING BARRIERS 4.	DELIVER - LEAD THE DELIVERY OF AN ACTION  / IT IS IMPORTANT TO NOTE THAT THERE ARE MANY OTHER AREAS OF INTEREST THAT HAVE NOT BEEN IDENTIFIED IN THE PLAN AND THE CITY IS NOT LIMITED BY THE PLAN IF REQUIRED TO RESPOND TO CHANGING SOCIAL NEEDS AND LEGISLATION.   �FUTURE REVIEWS AND PLANNING  THE SUCCESS OF THE COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT PLAN WILL BE MEASURED EVERY TWO YEARS THROUGH A COMMUNITY SATISFACTION SURVEY WHICH WILL BE UNDERTAKEN AS PART OF THE REVIEW OF THE CITY’S STRATEGIC COMMUNITY PLAN. THIS SURVEY FEEDBACK WILL DETERMINE WHAT CHANGES ARE REQUIRED TO THE CITY’S STRATEGIC GOALS AND OBJECTIVES, AND HOW THIS IMPACTS UPON THE COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT PLAN. DEMOGRAPHIC AND ECONOMIC MOVEMENTS WILL ALSO BE MAPPED THROUGH THE DATA AVAILABLE FROM THE AUSTRALIAN BUREAU OF STATISTICS. THIS DESKTOP REVIEW IS SCHEDULED FOR 2024, WITH A FULL REVIEW OF THE COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT PLAN TO BE UNDERTAKEN IN 2027.  ANY NEW KEY PRIORITIES OUTSIDE OF THOSE DETAILED IN THE PLAN WOULD NEED TO BE PRIORITISED TO THE POSSIBLE EXCLUSION OF AN EXISTING PRIORITY.   STATUTORY ENVIRONMENT THE OFFICER RECOMMENDATION SUPPORTS THE GENERAL FUNCTION OF A LOCAL GOVERNMENT UNDER THE LOCAL GOVERNMENT ACT 1995 TO PROVIDE FOR THE GOOD GOVERNMENT OF PERSONS IN ITS DISTRICT.  RELEVANT PLANS AND POLICIES  THE OFFICER RECOMMENDATION ALIGNS TO THE FOLLOWING ADOPTED PLAN OR POLICY: 	CITY OF BUSSELTON STRATEGIC COMMUNITY PLAN  (2021-2031) 	CITY OF BUSSELTON CORPORATE BUSINESS PLAN 2022 - 2026  	CITY OF BUSSELTON LONG TERM FINANCIAL PLAN (LTFP) 	CITY OF BUSSELTON DISABILITY, ACCESS AND INCLUSION PLAN (2018-2022) 	CITY OF BUSSELTON SPORT AND RECREATION FACILITIES STRATEGY (2020-2030) 	CITY OF BUSSELTON YOUTH PLAN & FORUM (2021) 	CITY OF BUSSELTON EARLY YEARS NETWORK STRATEGY (2018) 	CITY OF BUSSELTON COVID-19 RECOVERY PLAN 	CITY OF BUSSELTON BUSHFIRE RISK MANAGEMENT PLAN 	LIBRARY SERVICES STRATEGY 	LOCAL EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT ARRANGEMENTS 	SAFETY & SECURITY STRATEGY BUSSELTON & DUNSBOROUGH CENTRAL BUSINESS DISTRICT 	CITY OF BUSSELTON PUBLIC HEALTH PLAN (IN DRAFT STAGE) 	CITY OF BUSSELTON LGBTQIA+ INCLUSIVE PLAN (IN DRAFT STAGE) 	CITY OF BUSSELTON HOMELESSNESS PLAN (IN DRAFT STAGE) 	LOCAL CULTURAL PLANNING STRATEGY 	RECONCILIATION ACTION PLAN (2020-2021) 	CITY OF BUSSELTON ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT STRATEGY 2022-2027  FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS  THERE ARE NO FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS ASSOCIATED WITH THE OFFICER RECOMMENDATION. �STAKEHOLDER CONSULTATION OFFICERS UTILISED THE COMMUNITY CONSULTATION RESULTS SOURCED IN THE LAST REVIEW OF THE STRATEGIC COMMUNITY PLAN, WHICH INCLUDED AN INDEPENDENT MARKET RESEARCH SURVEY CONDUCTED BY CATALYSE WHERE 4,000 RANDOMLY SELECTED HOUSEHOLDS WERE SENT INVITATIONS TO TAKE PART IN THE SURVEY WITH 1,000 SENT BY MAIL AND 3,000 BY EMAIL. 584 RANDOMLY SELECTED RESIDENTS COMPLETED THE SURVEY WITH A FURTHER 247 RESIDENTS (INCLUDING 121 NON-RESIDENT RATEPAYERS), VISITORS AND 66 CITY-AFFILIATED RESPONDENTS PARTICIPATED IN THE SURVEY.  ADDITIONAL CONSULTATION VERIFIED AND ADDED TO THESE SURVEY RESULTS.  THERE WAS FURTHER CONSULTATION CONDUCTED WITH THE VASSE HUMAN SERVICES ALLIANCE, WHICH ENCOMPASSED 97 LOCAL SERVICE PROVIDERS. THERE WAS ALSO EXTENSIVE ENGAGEMENT WITH THE YOUTH OF BUSSELTON VIA THE YOUTH FORUM HELD IN 2021.    OTHER CITY DIRECTORATES IDENTIFIED IN THE ESTABLISHMENT OF THIS PLAN WERE ALSO CONSULTED WITH VIA EMAIL AND INTERNAL WORKSHOPS AND MEETINGS FOR THE PURPOSE OF INPUT AND FEEDBACK.  RISK ASSESSMENT  AN ASSESSMENT OF THE POTENTIAL IMPLICATIONS OF IMPLEMENTING THE OFFICER RECOMMENDATION HAS BEEN UNDERTAKEN USING THE CITY’S RISK MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK, WITH RISKS ASSESSED TAKING INTO ACCOUNT ANY CONTROLS ALREADY IN PLACE. NO RISKS OF A MEDIUM OR GREATER LEVEL HAVE BEEN IDENTIFIED. OPTIONS  AS AN ALTERNATIVE TO THE PROPOSED RECOMMENDATION THE COUNCIL COULD DECIDE NOT TO ENDORSE THE ADOPTION OF THE COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT PLAN 2022-2027 AND REMAIN WITH THE EXISTING SOCIAL PLAN OR REQUIRE EDITS TO THE PLAN.  CONCLUSION THE REVISED COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT PLAN 2022-2027 PROVIDES CLEAR DIRECTION ON KEY PRIORITIES AND WILL ENABLE CITY OFFICERS, COUNCILLORS AND COMMUNITY MEMBERS TO EASILY IDENTIFY WHAT THE CURRENT PRIORITIES ARE AND THE CITY’S POSITION ON THESE PRIORITIES. TIMELINE FOR IMPLEMENTATION OF OFFICER RECOMMENDATION THE COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT PLAN HAS BEEN PREPARED AND CAN BE PUBLISHED UPON ENDORSEMENT BY COUNCIL.    �/�/� /� /� /� /� /� /� /� /� /� /� /� /� /� /� /� /� /� /� /� /� /�/ �15.2	NAMING OF THE BUSSELTON PERFORMING ARTS AND CONVENTION CENTRE  STRATEGIC THEME �LIFESTYLE - A PLACE THAT IS RELAXED, SAFE AND FRIENDLY WITH SERVICES AND FACILITIES THAT SUPPORT HEALTHY LIFESTYLES AND WELLBEING � �STRATEGIC PRIORITY �2.4 ESTABLISH A PERFORMING ARTS FACILITY FOR THE DISTRICT. � �SUBJECT INDEX �PERFORMING ARTS AND CONVENTION CENTRE � �BUSINESS UNIT �COMMUNITY SERVICES  � �REPORTING OFFICER �MANAGER, EVENTS AND CULTURAL SERVICES - MAXINE PALMER  � �AUTHORISING OFFICER �DIRECTOR COMMUNITY AND COMMERCIAL SERVICES - NAOMI SEARLE  � �NATURE OF DECISION �EXECUTIVE: SUBSTANTIAL DIRECTION SETTING, INCLUDING ADOPTING BUDGETS, STRATEGIES, PLANS AND POLICIES (EXCLUDING LOCAL PLANNING POLICIES); FUNDING, DONATIONS AND SPONSORSHIPS; REVIEWING COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATIONS � �VOTING REQUIREMENT �SIMPLE MAJORITY  � �ATTACHMENTS �ATTACHMENT A	COUNCIL POLICY: NAMING OF CITY ROADS AND ASSETS   � �   THE OFFICER RECOMMENDATION WAS MOVED AND CARRIED.   COUNCIL DECISION C2210/260	MOVED COUNCILLOR P CRONIN, SECONDED COUNCILLOR M LOVE THAT THE COUNCIL ENDORSES THE NAMING OF THE BUSSELTON PERFORMING ARTS AND CONVENTION CENTRE AS SALTWATER BUSSELTON. CARRIED 9/0 EN BLOC � �OFFICER RECOMMENDATION THAT THE COUNCIL ENDORSES THE NAMING OF THE BUSSELTON PERFORMING ARTS AND CONVENTION CENTRE AS SALTWATER BUSSELTON. EXECUTIVE SUMMARY THE BUSSELTON PERFORMING ARTS AND CONVENTION CENTRE (BPACC WORKING TITLE) IS CURRENTLY UNDER CONSTRUCTION AND REQUIRES TO BE FORMALLY NAMED SO THAT THE VENUE CAN BE PROMOTED AND FUTURE PROGRAMMING SECURED, AND SO THAT THE BRAND AROUND THE NAME CAN BE ESTABLISHED AND GROWN.    THE PURPOSE OF THIS REPORT IS TO SEEK COUNCIL ENDORSEMENT TO NAME THE NEW BUILDING, SALTWATER BUSSELTON, FOLLOWING A PROCESS OF CONSULTATION AND IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE COUNCIL POLICY NAMING OF CITY ROADS AND ASSETS.  BACKGROUND IN 2020 THE CITY DEVELOPED A CULTURAL INTERPRETATION STRATEGY (THE STRATEGY) FOR THE BUSSELTON CULTURAL PRECINCT (THE PRECINCT). THE PURPOSE OF THE STRATEGY WAS TO IDENTIFY A UNIFYING AND DEFINING PLACE ESSENCE, SENSED AND EXPERIENCED BOTH TANGIBLY AND INTANGIBLY, FOR THE CULTURAL PRECINCT. A PROCESS OF COMMUNITY CONSULTATION IDENTIFIED THE THINGS PEOPLE VALUE MOST ABOUT BUSSELTON’S CULTURE AND IDENTITY, WHAT THEY WANTED THE CITY TO CELEBRATE STORIES OF, AND WHAT PEOPLE WANT TO EXPERIENCE WHEN THEY VISIT THE CULTURAL PRECINCT.    THE STRATEGY HAS BEEN USED TO INFORM THE DEVELOPMENT OF THE BUSSELTON PERFORMING ARTS AND CONVENTION CENTRE (BPACC) LANDSCAPING, OTHER INFRASTRUCTURE AND THE PRECINCT PROGRAMMING DIRECTION. IT WAS ALSO DESIGNED TO BE OVERLAYED IN OTHER CITY OF BUSSELTON PLACE MAKING PROJECTS AND DEVELOPMENTS. BRANDING AGENCY, INK STRATEGY, WAS ENGAGED BY THE CITY TO TAKE FORWARD THE STRATEGY RECOMMENDATIONS IN DEVELOPMENT OF A NAME FOR THE BPACC.  OFFICER COMMENT THE STRATEGY INFORMED THE RECOMMENDED BRAND DIRECTION, COLOUR PALETTE AND POSSIBLE GRAPHICS TREATMENTS TO BE FURTHER EVOLVED DURING THE BRAND DEVELOPMENT PROCESS. FOUR TERRITORIES WERE ALSO RECOMMENDED TO BE CONSIDERED WHEN SELECTING A NAME.  1.	GEOGRAPHIC/ENVIRONMENTAL – DRAWING FROM THE PRECINCT’S LOCATION AND GEOGRAPHY. 2.	WADANDI NOONGAR – TRADITIONAL CUSTODIANS’ LANGUAGE AND CULTURE. 3.	FLORA/FAUNA/THE BAY – WATERWAYS, ENDEMIC SPECIES AND REGIONAL BIODIVERSITY. 4.	CONTEMPORARY/ABSTRACT – MODERN CULTURAL REFERENCES INCLUDING CONSTRUCTED WORDS.   GOOD EXAMPLES OF THE USE OF SIMILAR TERRITORIES WERE CITED AS RED EARTH ARTS PRECINCT, MUSEUM OF OLD AND NEW ART (MONA) AND GLASSHOUSE PORT MACQUARIE.  INK STRATEGY RECOMMENDED THE VENUE BE GIVEN A NAME THAT IS POWERFUL, MEANINGFUL, MEMORABLE AND GROUNDED, GENUINE AND AUTHENTIC, INCLUSIVE BUT ALSO INSPIRATIONAL.    THE NAME THAT EVOLVED WAS SALTWATER WHICH IS DEEPLY CONNECTED TO COUNTRY AND THE TRADITIONAL OWNERS OF THE LAND, THE WADANDI (SALTWATER) PEOPLE. IT CONNECTS THE COMMUNITY, FROM THE FIRST SETTLERS, TO THOSE WHO BUILT THE JETTY, TO MODERN DAY ENTREPRENEURS AND BUSINESS PEOPLE, WITH THE SURROUNDING WATERWAYS, THE REASON WHY PEOPLE PAST AND PRESENT CALL THIS PLACE HOME AND CHOOSE TO LIVE HERE. STATUTORY ENVIRONMENT THE OFFICER RECOMMENDATION SUPPORTS THE GENERAL FUNCTION OF A LOCAL GOVERNMENT UNDER THE LOCAL GOVERNMENT ACT 1995 TO PROVIDE FOR THE GOOD GOVERNMENT OF PERSONS IN ITS DISTRICT.  RELEVANT PLANS AND POLICIES  COUNCIL POLICY ‘NAMING OF CITY ROADS AND ASSETS’ (THE POLICY) OUTLINES CONSIDERATIONS TO ASSIST COUNCIL IN THE APPROPRIATE ASSESSMENT OF PROPOSALS TO NAME SIGNIFICANT CITY ASSETS.  THE POLICY OUTLINES THAT WHEN DEVELOPING AND NAMING A COMMUNITY FACILITY, THE USE OF ABORIGINAL NAMES AND WORDS FOR NAMING FEATURES ARE A WAY OF RECOGNISING THE DIFFERENT ENDURING CULTURAL AND LANGUAGE GROUPS. THE POLICY ALSO STATES THAT IT IS IMPORTANT TO CONSIDER THE GEOGRAPHICAL LOCATION OF THE FACILITY. OFFICERS HAVE ALSO RESPONDED TO THE CITY OF BUSSELTON’S RECONCILIATION ACTION PLAN IN DEVELOPING THE NAME SALTWATER.  OFFICERS CONSIDER THE PROCESS, EXPERT ADVICE AND COMMUNITY CONSULTATION UNDERTAKEN TO NAME THIS FACILITY MEETS THE REQUIREMENTS OF THE POLICY. THE NAME SALTWATER BUSSELTON IS MEMORABLE, AUTHENTIC AND DEEPLY CONNECTED TO THE CULTURE OF BUSSELTON, THE ENVIRONMENT, LOCAL COMMUNITY, RICH HISTORY AND COUNTRY. FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS  THERE ARE NO FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS ASSOCIATED WITH THE OFFICER RECOMMENDATION. �STAKEHOLDER CONSULTATION SINCE 2020, REGULAR CONSULTATION WITH THE BPACC COMMUNITY REFERENCE, COUNCILLOR WORKING GROUP AND ABORIGINAL ADVISORY GROUP HAS INFORMED AND DEVELOPED THE PROPOSED NAME FOR THE VENUE. CONSULTATION WHICH INFORMED THE CULTURAL INTERPRETATION STRATEGY AND THE NAMING TERRITORIES CONSISTED OF OVER 20 INTERVIEWS, WORKSHOPS AND INTERVIEWS INCLUDING WITH THE TRADITIONAL CUSTODIANS REPRESENTING THE WADANDI PEOPLE.   DURING DECEMBER 2020 AND JANUARY 2021 COMMUNITY MEMBERS WERE SURVEYED TO CONSIDER THE NAME SALTWATER ALONG WITH THE WORKING TITLE BUSSELTON PERFORMING ARTS AND CONVENTION CENTRE (BPACC) AND THE PREVIOUS WORKING TITLE BUSSELTON ENTERTAINMENT ARTS AND CREATIVE HUB (BEACH). THERE WAS ALSO OPPORTUNITY TO SUGGEST OTHER NAMES. OVER 250 SUBMISSIONS WERE RECEIVED AND WHILE THE RESULTS WERE NOT CONCLUSIVE, COMMENTS AND SUGGESTIONS DID SHOW SUPPORT FOR THE NAME TO CONNECT TO LOCAL ABORIGINAL CULTURE, AND OVER 40 NAMES WERE SUGGESTED.   THE BPACC COMMUNITY REFERENCE GROUP AND ABORIGINAL ADVISORY GROUP SHORTLISTED THE NAMES SUGGESTED USING THE FOUR TERRITORIES RECOMMENDED IN THE STRATEGY. ULTIMATELY THERE WAS SUPPORT FOR THE NAME SALTWATER, BUT THAT IT SHOULD SIT WITHIN A BROADER BRAND HIERARCHY OF THE BUSSELTON CULTURAL PRECINCT.   IN   FEBRUARY 2022 THE BPACC COUNCILLOR WORKING GROUP GAVE THEIR SUPPORT TO PROCEED WITH THE NAME SALTWATER BUSSELTON.  THE BPACC COMMUNITY REFERENCE GROUP AND ABORIGINAL ADVISORY GROUP ALSO PROVIDED SUPPORT TO THIS NAME.   ON 17 MARCH 2022, COUNCIL WERE BRIEFED ON THE NAMING CONSULTATION OUTCOMES AND BRAND DEVELOPMENT RECOMMENDATIONS AND ON 10 AUGUST 2022 RECEIVED AN UPDATE ON HOW A SALTWATER BUSSELTON BRAND DESIGN COULD BE DEVELOPED. RISK ASSESSMENT  AN ASSESSMENT OF THE POTENTIAL IMPLICATIONS OF IMPLEMENTING THE OFFICER RECOMMENDATION HAS BEEN UNDERTAKEN USING THE CITY’S RISK MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK, WITH RISKS ASSESSED TAKING INTO ACCOUNT ANY CONTROLS ALREADY IN PLACE. NO RISKS OF A MEDIUM OR GREATER LEVEL HAVE BEEN IDENTIFIED. OPTIONS  AS AN ALTERNATIVE TO THE PROPOSED RECOMMENDATION THE COUNCIL COULD CONSIDER ADDITIONAL CONSULTATION TO INFORM THE DEVELOPMENT OF AN ALTERNATIVE NAME FOR ADOPTION. CONCLUSION THE BUSSELTON PERFORMING ARTS AND CONVENTION CENTRE (BPACC WORKING TITLE) IS CURRENTLY UNDER CONSTRUCTION.  THE PROCESS AND CONSULTATION CONDUCTED TO DEVELOP A NAME FOR THE BPACC IS ALIGNED WITH COUNCIL’S POLICY NAMING OF CITY ROADS AND ASSETS, AS DETAILED IN THIS REPORT.   OFFICERS RECOMMEND COUNCIL FORMALLY ENDORSE THE BUSSELTON PERFORMING ARTS AND CONVENTION CENTRE TO BE CALLED SALTWATER BUSSELTON WHICH IS A NAME THAT IS MEMORABLE, AUTHENTIC AND DEEPLY CONNECTED TO THE CULTURE OF BUSSELTON, THE ENVIRONMENT, LOCAL COMMUNITY, RICH HISTORY AND COUNTRY. TIMELINE FOR IMPLEMENTATION OF OFFICER RECOMMENDATION UPON COUNCIL APPROVAL OF THE NAME SALTWATER BUSSELTON ALL COMMUNICATIONS WILL BE UPDATED WITH THE NAME AND A NAMING CEREMONY HELD TO RECOGNISE ITS CONNECTION TO LOCAL HERITAGE AND CULTURE.   �/� /� /   �16.1	LOCAL GOVERNMENT REFORMS - ELECTION TRANSITION ARRANGEMENTS  STRATEGIC THEME �LEADERSHIP - A COUNCIL THAT CONNECTS WITH THE COMMUNITY AND IS ACCOUNTABLE IN ITS DECISION MAKING. � �STRATEGIC PRIORITY �4.2 DELIVER GOVERNANCE SYSTEMS THAT FACILITATE OPEN, ETHICAL AND TRANSPARENT DECISION MAKING. � �SUBJECT INDEX �ELECTIONS � �BUSINESS UNIT �CORPORATE SERVICES  � �REPORTING OFFICER �ACTING DIRECTOR FINANCE AND CORPORATE SERVICES - SARAH PIERSON  � �AUTHORISING OFFICER �ACTING DIRECTOR FINANCE AND CORPORATE SERVICES - SARAH PIERSON  � �NATURE OF DECISION �EXECUTIVE: SUBSTANTIAL DIRECTION SETTING, INCLUDING ADOPTING BUDGETS, STRATEGIES, PLANS AND POLICIES (EXCLUDING LOCAL PLANNING POLICIES); FUNDING, DONATIONS AND SPONSORSHIPS; REVIEWING COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATIONS � �VOTING REQUIREMENT �SIMPLE MAJORITY  � �ATTACHMENTS �ATTACHMENT A	LETTER FROM HON JOHN CAREY - LG REFORMS   � �   THE OFFICER RECOMMENDATION WAS MOVED AND CARRIED.   COUNCIL DECISION C2210/261	MOVED COUNCILLOR P CRONIN, SECONDED COUNCILLOR M LOVE THAT THE COUNCIL ELECT TO FOLLOW THE REFORM ELECTION PATHWAY IN RELATION TO LOCAL GOVERNMENT REFORMS AND ELECTION TRANSITION ARRANGEMENTS. CARRIED 9/0 EN BLOC � �OFFICER RECOMMENDATION THAT THE COUNCIL ELECT TO FOLLOW THE REFORM ELECTION PATHWAY IN RELATION TO LOCAL GOVERNMENT REFORMS AND ELECTION TRANSITION ARRANGEMENTS. EXECUTIVE SUMMARY ON 3 JULY 2022 THE MINISTER HON JOHN CAREY MLA ANNOUNCED A FINAL PACKAGE OF REFORMS WHICH INCLUDES THE REQUIREMENT FOR BAND 1 AND BAND 2 COUNCILS TO HOLD A PUBLIC VOTE FOR THE MAYOR OR PRESIDENT AND THE IMPLEMENTATION OF COUNCILLOR NUMBERS BASED ON POPULATION.  THE MINISTER HAS OFFERED LOCAL GOVERNMENTS TWO REFORM PATHWAYS – A VOLUNTARY PATHWAY AND A REFORM ELECTION PATHWAY.  THE PURPOSE OF THIS REPORT IS TO OUTLINE THE EXPECTED IMPACT OF THE REFORMS ON THE COUNCIL COMPOSITION AND TO RECOMMEND THAT THE COUNCIL ELECTS TO FOLLOW THE REFORM ELECTION PATHWAY. BACKGROUND LOCAL GOVERNMENT REFORMS HAVE BEEN PROGRESSIVELY PROPOSED AND / OR IMPLEMENTED BY THE STATE GOVERNMENT SINCE 2019 AS PART OF A STAGED APPROACH.   ON 27 JUNE 2019 THE LOCAL GOVERNMENT LEGISLATION AMENDMENT ACT 2019 (AMENDMENT ACT) WAS PASSED BY PARLIAMENT BRINGING IN 	NEW GIFT FRAMEWORK  	UNIVERSAL TRAINING FOR COUNCIL MEMBERS  	ONLINE INDUCTION COURSE FOR PROSPECTIVE LOCAL CANDIDATES 	CHANGES TO THE STANDARDS PANEL 	GREATER TRANSPARENCY EASIER ACCESS TO INFORMATION (IN PART). THE FOLLOWING REGULATIONS TOOK EFFECT ON 3 FEBRUARY 2021 TO IMPLEMENT THE REMAINDER OF THE AMENDMENT ACT, AND IN PARTICULAR CHANGES RELATING TO CODES OF CONDUCT AND THE INTRODUCTION OF CEO STANDARDS: 	LOCAL GOVERNMENT (ADMINISTRATION) AMENDMENT REGULATIONS 2021,  	LOCAL GOVERNMENT REGULATIONS AMENDMENT (EMPLOYEE CODE OF CONDUCT) REGULATIONS 2021; AND 	LOCAL GOVERNMENT (MODEL CODE OF CONDUCT) REGULATIONS 2021    IN NOVEMBER 2021 THE MINISTER FOR LOCAL GOVERNMENT ANNOUNCED A FURTHER PACKAGE OF REFORM PROPOSALS. THESE PROPOSALS WERE BASED ON PREVIOUS WORK, INCLUDING REVIEWS AND INVESTIGATIONS, PUBLIC CONSULTATION, PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRIES AND REPORTS TO GOVERNMENT. FOLLOWING THE MINISTER’S ANNOUNCEMENT, A PUBLIC CONSULTATION PERIOD WAS HELD, WHICH CLOSED AT THE END OF FEBRUARY 2022.  ON 3 JULY 2022 THE MINISTER – HON JOHN CAREY MLA - ANNOUNCED THE FINAL PACKAGE OF REFORMS WHICH RELEVANTLY INCLUDE: 	INTRODUCTION OF OPTIONAL PREFERENTIAL VOTING FOR ALL COUNCIL ELECTIONS; 	REQUIRING BAND 1 AND BAND 2 COUNCILS TO HOLD A PUBLIC VOTE FOR THE MAYOR OR PRESIDENT; 	ABOLISHING WARDS FOR SMALLER LOCAL GOVERNMENTS (BAND 3 AND 4 COUNCILS); AND 	COUNCILLOR NUMBERS BASED ON POPULATION  WORK ON A BILL TO AMEND THE LOCAL GOVERNMENT ACT 1995 (THE ACT) IS ONGOING AND EXPECTED TO BE INTRODUCED INTO PARLIAMENT IN EARLY 2023.    OFFICER COMMENT THE CITY RECEIVED A LETTER FROM THE MINISTER ON 28 SEPTEMBER 2022 (ATTACHMENT A) ADVISING THE CITY OF THE IMPACTS OF THE REFORMS ON CITY COUNCIL NUMBERS / MAKE-UP.  THE CITY WILL NEED TO CHANGE TO A DIRECTLY ELECTED MAYOR (AS A BAND 1 COUNCIL) AND WILL CONSEQUENTLY NEED TO REDUCE THE SIZE OF THE ELECTED COUNCIL BY ONE TO ACCOUNT FOR THE MAYOR BEING DIRECTLY ELECTED.  THIS WILL RESULT IN THERE BEING 4, NOT 5, VACANCIES FOR ELECTION IN 2023 PLUS 1 MAYORAL VACANCY.  AS OUTLINED IN THE MEMORANDUM, THERE ARE TWO PATHWAYS BY WHICH COUNCIL MAY MAKE THESE ELECTION TRANSITION ARRANGEMENTS – THE VOLUNTARY PATHWAY AND THE REFORM ELECTION PATHWAY.  COUNCIL IS REQUIRED TO CONSIDER WHICH PATHWAY IT WISHES TO FOLLOW AND PROVIDE FORMAL WRITTEN ADVICE ON THE PREFERRED PATHWAY TO THE DEPARTMENT OF LOCAL GOVERNMENT SPORT AND CULTURAL INDUSTRIES (DLGSC) BY 28 OCTOBER 2022.  GIVEN THE CITY DOES NOT HAVE WARDS, AND THAT THE IMPACT OF THE REFORMS WILL BE RELATIVELY MINOR IN TERMS OF ELECTED MEMBER NUMBERS, WITH THE LOSS OF ONE COUNCILLOR POSITION ONLY, OFFICERS RECOMMEND THAT COUNCIL CHOOSE THE REFORM ELECTION PATHWAY.  THIS WILL REQUIRE THE COUNCIL TO ABOLISH ONE VACANCY ARISING NEXT YEAR WHILE ALSO DECLARING THAT THE MAYOR IS TO BE ELECTED BY A VOTE OF THE ELECTORS OF THE DISTRICT.  BY CHOOSING THE REFORM PATHWAY, THE CITY WILL NOT NEED TO DO ANYTHING FURTHER; ALL OF THE CHANGES WILL BE MADE ONCE THE AMENDMENT ACT PASSES.    BY COMPARISON, THE VOLUNTARY PATHWAY REQUIRES COUNCIL TO, BY 28 OCTOBER 2022: 	ADVISE THE DLGSC OF ITS INTENTION TO UNDERTAKE A VOLUNTARY PROCESS. THIS ADVICE SHOULD INCLUDE A HIGH-LEVEL PLAN OUTLINING THE POTENTIAL CHANGES TO BE IMPLEMENTED FOR THE ORDINARY ELECTIONS TO BE HELD IN 2023; 	PASS A RESOLUTION TO CHANGE THE METHOD OF ELECTING THE MAYOR OR PRESIDENT TO A VOTE BY THE ELECTORS OF THE DISTRICT UNDER SECTION 2.11(2) OF THE ACT; AND 	INITIATE A WARD AND REPRESENTATION REVIEW TO DETERMINE THE SPECIFIC CONSEQUENTIAL CHANGES TO THE STRUCTURE OF THE COUNCIL FOR THE 2023 ORDINARY ELECTIONS, TO BE COMPLETED NO LATER THAN 14 FEBRUARY 2023.  SIGNIFICANT EFFORT IS REQUIRED TO COMPLETE A WARD AND REPRESENTATION REVIEW, AND OFFICERS DO NOT CONSIDER A REVIEW NECESSARY AT THIS STAGE, GIVEN THAT THE CITY DOES NOT CURRENTLY HAVE WARDS (AND HAS NOT SINCE 2007) AND THE PROPOSED CHANGES WILL NOT RESULT IN ANY OVERALL CHANGE TO THE NUMBER OF ELECTED REPRESENTATIVES, RETAINING A TOTAL OF 9 INCLUSIVE OF THE ELECTED MAYOR (THE MAXIMUM NUMBER PERMITTED UNDER THE CHANGES BASED ON OUR POPULATION).   STATUTORY ENVIRONMENT PART 2 OF THE ACT DEALS WITH THE CONSTITUTION OF LOCAL GOVERNMENT.  DIVISION 1 PROVIDES THAT DISTRICTS MAY BE SPLIT INTO WARDS AND THE REVIEW PROCESS REQUIRED, IN ACCORDANCE WITH SCHEDULE 2.2 (WARD AND REPRESENTATION REVIEW).  DIVISION 2 SETS OUT THE STRUCTURE OF LOCAL GOVERNMENTS AS BODY CORPORATES TO BE RUN BY ELECTED COUNCILS, AND THE ROLE OF COUNCIL, THE MAYOR OR PRESIDENT AND COUNCILLORS.  DIVISION 3 SETS OUT HOW OFFICES ON THE COUNCIL ARE FILLED, INCLUDING THE METHOD FOR FILLING THE OFFICE OF MAYOR OR PRESIDENT AND HOW THIS CAN BE CHANGED.  DIVISION 4 OF THE ACT SETS OUT THE PROVISIONS RELATING TO THE MEMBERSHIP AND SIZE OF THE COUNCIL.    WORK ON A BILL TO AMEND THE RELEVANT PROVISIONS OF ACT IS ONGOING AND EXPECTED TO BE INTRODUCED INTO PARLIAMENT IN EARLY 2023.  THE RESULTING AMENDMENT ACT WILL IMPLEMENT THE PROPOSED REFORMS FOR THE 2023 ELECTIONS.    RELEVANT PLANS AND POLICIES  THERE ARE NO RELEVANT PLANS OR POLICIES TO CONSIDER IN RELATION TO THIS MATTER. FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS  THERE ARE NO FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS ASSOCIATED WITH THE OFFICER RECOMMENDATION. STAKEHOLDER CONSULTATION NO EXTERNAL STAKEHOLDER CONSULTATION WAS REQUIRED OR UNDERTAKEN IN RELATION TO THIS MATTER. RISK ASSESSMENT  AN ASSESSMENT OF THE POTENTIAL IMPLICATIONS OF IMPLEMENTING THE OFFICER RECOMMENDATION HAS BEEN UNDERTAKEN USING THE CITY’S RISK MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK, WITH RISKS ASSESSED TAKING INTO ACCOUNT ANY CONTROLS ALREADY IN PLACE. NO RISKS OF A MEDIUM OR GREATER LEVEL HAVE BEEN IDENTIFIED. OPTIONS  AS AN ALTERNATIVE TO THE PROPOSED RECOMMENDATION THE COUNCIL COULD TO ELECT FOR THE VOLUNTARY PATHWAY.  THIS WILL REQUIRE COUNCIL TO RESOLVE TO PASS A RESOLUTION TO CHANGE THE METHOD OF ELECTING THE MAYOR OR PRESIDENT TO A VOTE BY THE ELECTORS OF THE DISTRICT UNDER SECTION 2.11(2) OF THE ACT, AND INITIATE A WARD AND REPRESENTATION REVIEW TO DETERMINE THE SPECIFIC CONSEQUENTIAL CHANGES TO THE STRUCTURE OF THE COUNCIL FOR THE 2023 ORDINARY ELECTIONS, TO BE COMPLETED NO LATER THAN 14 FEBRUARY 2023.  FOR THE REASONS OUTLINED IN THE OFFICER COMMENT THIS OPTION IS NOT RECOMMENDED. CONCLUSION COUNCIL IS ASKED TO RESOLVE ON THE REFORM ELECTION PATHWAY TO IMPLEMENT THE CHANGES THAT WILL BE REQUIRED AS PART OF THE NEXT STAGE OF LOCAL GOVERNMENT REFORMS.   TIMELINE FOR IMPLEMENTATION OF OFFICER RECOMMENDATION OFFICERS WILL WRITE TO THE DLGSC BY 28TH OCTOBER 2022, ADVISING OF COUNCIL’S DECISION.  IF THE OFFICER RECOMMENDATION IS ADOPTED BY COUNCIL NO FURTHER ACTION BY THE CITY WILL BE NECESSARY.   �/� /� /� /� /  �16.2	MICROSOFT 365 LICENSING RENEWAL STRATEGIC THEME �LEADERSHIP - A COUNCIL THAT CONNECTS WITH THE COMMUNITY AND IS ACCOUNTABLE IN ITS DECISION MAKING. � �STRATEGIC PRIORITY �4.4 GOVERN A PROFESSIONAL ORGANISATION THAT IS HEALTHY, CAPABLE AND ENGAGED. � �SUBJECT INDEX �CONTRACTS AND AGREEMENTS � �BUSINESS UNIT �INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY � �REPORTING OFFICER �MANAGER INFORMATION SERVICES - TIM ALLINGHAM  � �AUTHORISING OFFICER �ACTING DIRECTOR FINANCE AND CORPORATE SERVICES - SARAH PIERSON  � �NATURE OF DECISION �EXECUTIVE: SUBSTANTIAL DIRECTION SETTING, INCLUDING ADOPTING BUDGETS, STRATEGIES, PLANS AND POLICIES (EXCLUDING LOCAL PLANNING POLICIES); FUNDING, DONATIONS AND SPONSORSHIPS; REVIEWING COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATIONS � �VOTING REQUIREMENT �SIMPLE MAJORITY  � �ATTACHMENTS �NIL � �   THE OFFICER RECOMMENDATION WAS MOVED AND CARRIED.   COUNCIL DECISION C2210/262	MOVED COUNCILLOR P CRONIN, SECONDED COUNCILLOR M LOVE THAT THE COUNCIL  1.	ACCEPTS THE QUOTATION FROM DATA#3 AS THE MOST ADVANTAGEOUS QUOTATION FOR THE PROVISION OF MICROSOFT LICENSING UNDER AN ENTERPRISE AGREEMENT; AND  2.	AUTHORISES THE CEO TO ENTER INTO A CONTRACT WITH DATA#3 FOR A TERM OF THREE YEARS TO A TOTAL VALUE OF $1,199,381.52. CARRIED 9/0 EN BLOC � �OFFICER RECOMMENDATION THAT THE COUNCIL  1.	ACCEPTS THE QUOTATION FROM DATA#3 AS THE MOST ADVANTAGEOUS QUOTATION FOR THE PROVISION OF MICROSOFT LICENSING UNDER AN ENTERPRISE AGREEMENT; AND  2.	AUTHORISES THE CEO TO ENTER INTO A CONTRACT WITH DATA#3 FOR A TERM OF THREE YEARS TO A TOTAL VALUE OF $1,199,381.52. EXECUTIVE SUMMARY THE CURRENT ENTERPRISE AGREEMENT (EA) THROUGH WHICH THE CITY LICENSES MICROSOFT PRODUCTS IS DUE TO END IN NOVEMBER 2022.  A NEW AGREEMENT WILL NEED TO BE ENTERED INTO TO CONTINUE USE OF THESE PRODUCTS.  THIS REPORT RECOMMENDS THAT COUNCIL ENDORSE THE CONTINUED USE OF THE MICROSOFT PRODUCT SUITE AND UPGRADES ITS E3 LICENSES TO E5 LICENSES AND ADDS 100 F1 LICENSES. BACKGROUND THE CITY HAS USED MICROSOFT APPLICATIONS INCLUDING THE OFFICE SUITE AND SERVER PRODUCTS FOR MORE THAN FOURTEEN (14) YEARS.  THE CURRENT EA THROUGH WHICH THE CITY LICENSES MICROSOFT PRODUCTS IS DUE TO END IN NOVEMBER 2022.  A NEW AGREEMENT WILL NEED TO BE ENTERED INTO TO CONTINUE USE OF THESE PRODUCTS. �A PRESENTATION WAS GIVEN TO COUNCIL ON WEDNESDAY 14 SEPTEMBER 2022 BY OFFICERS, OUTLINING THE REQUIREMENTS FOR MICROSOFT LICENSING AND UPGRADE OPTIONS AVAILABLE THAT WILL PROVIDE BENEFICIAL OPPORTUNITIES TO THE CITY, PARTICULARLY IN RELATION TO CYBER SECURITY.  THIS REPORT SEEKS TO FORMALISE A RECOMMENDATION IN RELATION TO THE ONGOING USE OF MICROSOFT PRODUCTS. OFFICER COMMENT THE CITY HAS MULTIPLE INTEGRATIONS WITH AND DEPENDENCIES ON THE MICROSOFT PRODUCTS THAT WOULD INCUR A SIGNIFICANT EFFORT AND COST TO CHANGE.  SINCE 2020, THE CITY HAS ADDITIONALLY EMBRACED THE OFFICE 365 ONLINE SUITE OF APPLICATIONS, INCLUDING TEAMS, SHAREPOINT, ONEDRIVE, FORMS AND POWER AUTOMATE.  CONSIDERATIONS FOR MIGRATING TO A NEW PLATFORM WOULD NEED TO INCLUDE:  •	TRAINING AND CHANGE MANAGEMENT FOR PERSONNEL; •	COST AND EFFORT FOR REBUILDING INTEGRATIONS (IF EVEN POSSIBLE); •	IMPACT ON PRODUCTIVITY ORGANISATION-WIDE AS PEOPLE ADOPT THE CHANGE; •	COST OF LICENSING NEW PRODUCTS; AND •	MIGRATION OF DATA TO A NEW PLATFORM.  REMAINING WITH MICROSOFT ALSO BRINGS OTHER BENEFITS, SUCH AS: •	EASIER TO RECRUIT SKILLED TECHNICAL PERSONNEL IN A SINGLE SUITE OF APPLICATIONS RATHER THAN THE CORRECT COMBINATION OF 3RD-PARTY ONES; •	PROFESSIONAL AND COMPLETE TRAINING MATERIALS ON ALL OF THE APPLICATIONS ARE READILY AVAILABLE; •	INTEGRATED TOOLS REDUCE THE TIME AND EFFORT REQUIRED TO ACHIEVE TASKS; •	EVERY CITY EMPLOYEE WILL HAVE ACCESS TO THE INTRANET AND TECHNOLOGY ONE, IMPROVING THE AVAILABILITY OF INFORMATION.  FOR THESE REASONS OFFICERS RECOMMEND THAT THE CITY CONTINUES TO USE THE MICROSOFT PRODUCT SUITE.  IN ADDITION, THERE IS AN OPPORTUNITY TO UPGRADE OUR LICENSES TO IMPROVE CYBER SECURITY AND PROVIDE FOR ADDITIONAL FUNCTIONALITY.    THREE QUOTES FOR MICROSOFT LICENSING HAVE BEEN OBTAINED THROUGH WALGA FROM: •	DATA #3  •	INSIGHT ENTERPRISES AUSTRALIA PTY LTD •	CRAYON PTY LTD  DATA #3 ALSO PROVIDED A FOURTH QUOTE THROUGH THE STATE COMMON USER AGREEMENT (CUA).    THE MOST ADVANTAGEOUS QUOTE FOR THE CITY FOR ALL LICENCING OPTIONS CAME FROM DATA#3, WITH DATA #3 PROVIDING THE BEST PRICE.  OTHER PRICES RANGED BETWEEN 7.5% AND 1.2% MORE.  FOR THE PREFERRED E5 + F1 OPTION THE PRICE FROM DATA#3 UNDER THE CUA IS $399,793.84 EXCLUSIVE OF GST PER ANNUM, OR $1,199,381.52 EX. GST OVER THREE YEARS (TOTAL CONTRACT COST).  THE TABLE BELOW SHOWS THE THREE OPTIONS AND THE COSTS QUOTED BY DATA#3 FOR EACH.  ADDITIONALLY THE TABLE INDICATES THE POTENTIAL SAVING ON CURRENT SOFTWARE WHICH CAN BE REPLACED WITH OFFICE 365 FUNCTIONALITY OVER THE COURSE OF THE NEXT 12 MONTHS.    / THE E5 + F1 LICENSE OPTION IS PREFERRED OPTION.  THIS WILL PROVIDE A NUMBER OF BENEFITS, INCLUDING: •	AUDIT IMPROVEMENTS - ADDITIONAL TOOLS TO RESPOND TO AUDIT FINDINGS FROM RECENT OAG AUDITS, WITH 2 GENERAL COMPUTER CONTROLS AND 1 CYBER SECURITY AUDIT HAVING BEEN UNDERTAKEN IN THE LAST 24 MONTHS.  IT IS ALSO AUDITED AS PART OF THE FINANCIAL MANAGEMENT SYSTEMS REVIEW AUDIT. THE E5 LICENSES WOULD ALSO PROVIDE A CENTRALISED, INTEGRATED TOOLKIT THAT COULD BE USED TO PROVIDE INFORMATION TO AUDITORS FASTER AND MORE COMPLETELY;   •	IMPROVED CYBER SECURITY TOOLS - ENHANCED SECURITY TOOLS TO ENABLE THE CITY TO BE MORE SECURELY WHILST REDUCING THE ADMINISTRATIVE EFFORT REQUIRED TO DO SO.  CURRENTLY THE REVIEW OF LOGS, VULNERABILITIES AND THREATS REPORTED BY THE DISPARATE SOFTWARE SYSTEMS IS A MANUAL PROCESS.  THE ENHANCED SECURITY TOOLS ENABLES THESE TASKS TO BE PERFORMED AUTOMATICALLY BY THE SYSTEM AND REPORTED ON THROUGH A SINGLE DASHBOARD; •	ENGAGEMENT WITH FRONTLINE WORKFORCE - THE ABILITY FOR FIELD STAFF TO ACCESS THE INTRANET, TECHNOLOGY ONE, TEAMS AND OTHER MICROSOFT APPLICATIONS SECURELY, IMPROVING COMMUNICATIONS AND EFFICIENCY OF WORK PROCESSES; •	REPLACEMENT OF SOME 3RD-PARTY END-USER APPLICATIONS WITH INTEGRATED ONES; AND •	INCREASED AVAILABILITY OF 365 FUNCTIONALITY – THIS INCLUDES TOOLS FOR IMPROVING INFORMATION CLASSIFICATION AND MANAGEMENT, ASSISTING THE EFFICIENCY AND EFFECTIVENESS OF RECORD KEEPING, TEAMS TELEPHONY OPTIONS. WHILE THE OTHER OPTIONS CONSIDERED DO PROVIDE BENEFITS OVER AND ABOVE OUR CURRENT EA, THESE BENEFITS ARE NOT AS GREAT WHEN COMPARED WITH THE E5 + F1 OPTION, AS DETAILED BELOW: E3 + F1 •	NO ADDITIONAL SECURITY TOOLS OFFERED, MEANING THAT THE CITY’S CYBER SECURITY WOULD NOT BENEFIT FROM THE ENHANCEMENTS AVAILABLE; •	THE DISPARATE TOOLS WOULD CONTINUE TO PROVIDE CHALLENGES WHEN PROVIDING INFORMATION AND REPORTS TO AUDITORS; AND •	THERE WOULD BE LIMITED OPPORTUNITY TO REPLACE EXISTING 3RD-PART END USER APPLICATIONS WITH MICROSOFT ONES THAT ARE INTEGRATED INTO THE OFFICE 365 PLATFORM.  �E3 + SECURITY + F1 •	ALTHOUGH THIS OPTION OFFERS SOME SECURITY ENHANCEMENTS, THERE WOULD STILL BE A SIGNIFICANT SHORTFALL FROM THOSE OFFERED BY THE E5 + F1 LICENSE OPTION. •	THERE WOULD BE LIMITED OPPORTUNITY TO REPLACE EXISTING 3RD-PART END USER APPLICATIONS WITH MICROSOFT ONES THAT ARE INTEGRATED INTO THE OFFICE 365 PLATFORM. THEREFORE, OFFICERS RECOMMEND THAT THE CITY CONTINUES TO LICENSE THE MICROSOFT PRODUCT SUITE AND UPGRADES ITS E3 LICENSES TO E5 LICENSES, AS WELL AS ADDING 100 F1 LICENSES (E5 + F1) STATUTORY ENVIRONMENT IN TERMS OF THE LOCAL GOVERNMENT (FUNCTIONS AND GENERAL) REGULATIONS 1996 (THE REGULATIONS) A LOCAL GOVERNMENT MUST PUBLICLY INVITE TENDERS WHERE THE CONSIDERATION FOR THE SUPPLY OF THE RELEVANT GOODS OR SERVICES IS LIKELY TO EXCEED THE STATUTORY THRESHOLD (CURRENTLY $250,000), UNLESS ONE OR MORE OF THE EXEMPTIONS UNDER LG REGULATION 11(2) APPLY.    IN TERMS OF LG REGULATION 11(2)(B) AND (E) RESPECTIVELY, TENDERS DO NOT HAVE TO BE PUBLICLY INVITED IF THE SUPPLY OF THE GOODS OR SERVICES ARE TO BE OBTAINED THROUGH THE WALGA PREFERRED SUPPLIER PROGRAM OR ARE TO BE SUPPLIED BY OR OBTAINED THROUGH THE GOVERNMENT OF THE STATE OR THE COMMONWEALTH OR ANY OF ITS AGENCIES.  QUOTES WERE SOUGHT FROM WALGA SUPPLIERS THROUGH VENDORPANEL WITH THREE (3) SUPPLIERS PROVIDING RESPONSES. AN ADDITIONAL QUOTE WAS SOUGHT THROUGH THE CUA, AND IS THE RECOMMENDED QUOTE FOR ACCEPTANCE.  THE ESTIMATED EXPENDITURE IS IN EXCESS OF $500,000 WHICH IS ABOVE THE CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER’S DELEGATED AUTHORITY, THEREFORE THE ACCEPTANCE OF THE QUOTATION REQUIRES A DECISION OF COUNCIL. RELEVANT PLANS AND POLICIES  THERE ARE NO RELEVANT PLANS OR POLICIES TO CONSIDER IN RELATION TO THIS MATTER. FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS  THERE IS SUFFICIENT FUNDING AVAILABLE WITHIN THE CITY’S OVERALL 2022/23 IT BUDGET TO COVER THE ADDITIONAL COSTS OF THE UPGRADED LICENCING FROM E3 TO E5 IN YEAR ONE OF THE CONTRACT, NOTING THAT SAVINGS WILL BE ACHIEVED THROUGH THE IMPLEMENTATION OF THE 365 FUNCTIONALITY – AS NOTED IN THE TABLE.  THE ADOPTED LTFP INCLUDES AN ALLOCATION EQUAL TO 0.5% OF RATES FOR CORPORATE IT REQUIREMENTS FROM 2023/24.  THIS EQUATES TO APPROXIMATELY $300K ADDITIONAL FUNDING FROM 2023/24, WHICH WILL PROVIDE FOR THE ADDITIONAL COSTS IN FUTURE YEARS. STAKEHOLDER CONSULTATION NO EXTERNAL STAKEHOLDER CONSULTATION WAS REQUIRED OR UNDERTAKEN IN RELATION TO THIS MATTER. RISK ASSESSMENT  AN ASSESSMENT OF THE POTENTIAL IMPLICATIONS OF IMPLEMENTING THE OFFICER RECOMMENDATION HAS BEEN UNDERTAKEN USING THE CITY’S RISK MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK, WITH RISKS ASSESSED TAKING INTO ACCOUNT ANY CONTROLS ALREADY IN PLACE.  THE OFFICER RECOMMENDATION HELPS TO MITIGATE THE CURRENTLY IDENTIFIED CYBER RISK THROUGH THE USE OF IMPROVED AND INTEGRATED TOOLS. �OPTIONS  AS AN ALTERNATIVE TO THE PROPOSED RECOMMENDATION THE COUNCIL COULD: 1.	CONTINUE WITH MICROSOFT LICENSING USING ONE OF THE ALTERNATE OPTIONS; OR  2.	NOT CONTINUE WITH LICENSING MICROSOFT PRODUCTS.  THIS OPTION IS NOT RECOMMENDED DUE TO THE SIGNIFICANT OPERATIONAL IMPACTS THAT MOVING AWAY FROM THE MICROSOFT PRODUCTS WOULD HAVE, KNOWING THAT IT IS, BY FAR, THE MOST COMMONLY USED SUITE OF BUSINESS APPLICATIONS. CONCLUSION OFFICERS RECOMMEND THAT COUNCIL ACCEPT THE QUOTATION FROM DATA#3 FOR CONTINUED LICENCING OF THE MICROSOFT PRODUCT SUITE INCLUSIVE OF AN UPGRADE TO E5 LICENSES TO IMPROVE CYBER SECURITY, AS WELL AS ADDING 100 F1 LICENSES TO IMPROVE AVAILABILITY OF INFORMATION TO FIELD STAFF. TIMELINE FOR IMPLEMENTATION OF OFFICER RECOMMENDATION IF COUNCIL ADOPT THE OFFICER RECOMMENDATION IT WILL BE ADOPTED AT THE POINT OF LICENSE RENEWAL IN NOVEMBER 2022.   �17.1	COUNCILLORS INFORMATION BULLETIN  STRATEGIC THEME �LEADERSHIP - A COUNCIL THAT CONNECTS WITH THE COMMUNITY AND IS ACCOUNTABLE IN ITS DECISION MAKING. � �STRATEGIC PRIORITY �4.2 DELIVER GOVERNANCE SYSTEMS THAT FACILITATE OPEN, ETHICAL AND TRANSPARENT DECISION MAKING. � �SUBJECT INDEX �COUNCILLORS' INFORMATION BULLETIN � �BUSINESS UNIT �EXECUTIVE SERVICES  � �REPORTING OFFICER �REPORTING OFFICERS - VARIOUS  � �AUTHORISING OFFICER �ACTING CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER - OLIVER DARBY  � �NATURE OF DECISION �NOTING: THE ITEM IS SIMPLY FOR INFORMATION PURPOSES AND NOTING � �VOTING REQUIREMENT �SIMPLE MAJORITY  � �ATTACHMENTS �ATTACHMENT A	COMMUNITY ASSISTANCE PROGRAM - ROUND 1 2022_23  ATTACHMENT B	CURRENT STATE ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL REVIEWS   � �   THE OFFICER RECOMMENDATION WAS MOVED AND CARRIED.   COUNCIL DECISION C2210/263	MOVED COUNCILLOR P CRONIN, SECONDED COUNCILLOR M LOVE THAT THE ITEMS FROM THE COUNCILLORS’ INFORMATION BULLETIN BE NOTED:  17.1.1	MINOR DONATIONS PROGRAM – SEPTEMBER 2022 17.1.2	COMMUNITY ASSISTANCE PROGRAM 2022/23 ROUND 1 17.1.3	CURRENT ACTIVE TENDERS 17.1.4	STATE ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL REVIEWS CARRIED 9/0 EN BLOC � �OFFICER RECOMMENDATION THAT THE ITEMS FROM THE COUNCILLORS’ INFORMATION BULLETIN BE NOTED:  17.1.1	MINOR DONATIONS PROGRAM – SEPTEMBER 2022 17.1.2	COMMUNITY ASSISTANCE PROGRAM 2022/23 ROUND 1 17.1.3	CURRENT ACTIVE TENDERS 17.1.4	STATE ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL REVIEWS  EXECUTIVE SUMMARY THIS REPORT PROVIDES AN OVERVIEW OF A RANGE OF INFORMATION THAT IS CONSIDERED APPROPRIATE TO BE FORMALLY PRESENTED TO THE COUNCIL FOR ITS RECEIPT AND NOTING. THE INFORMATION IS PROVIDED IN ORDER TO ENSURE THAT EACH COUNCILLOR, AND THE COUNCIL, IS BEING KEPT FULLY INFORMED, WHILE ALSO ACKNOWLEDGING THAT THESE ARE MATTERS THAT WILL ALSO BE OF INTEREST TO THE COMMUNITY.  ANY MATTER THAT IS RAISED IN THIS REPORT AS A RESULT OF INCOMING CORRESPONDENCE IS TO BE DEALT WITH AS NORMAL BUSINESS CORRESPONDENCE, BUT IS PRESENTED IN THIS BULLETIN FOR THE INFORMATION OF THE COUNCIL AND THE COMMUNITY. INFORMATION BULLETIN 17.1.1	MINOR DONATIONS PROGRAM – SEPTEMBER 2022  THE COUNCIL ALLOCATES AN ANNUAL BUDGET ALLOWANCE TO THE MINOR DONATIONS PROGRAM. THIS IS PROVIDED SUCH THAT ELIGIBLE GROUPS AND INDIVIDUALS CAN APPLY FOR AND RECEIVE SPONSORSHIP TO ASSIST THEM IN THE PURSUIT OF ENDEAVORS THAT BRING DIRECT BENEFIT TO THE BROADER COMMUNITY.  ALLOCATION OF FUNDS IS DELEGATED TO THE CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER, IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE PUBLISHED GUIDELINES AND FUNDING AVAILABILITY.  NINE APPLICATIONS WERE APPROVED IN SEPTEMBER 2022, TOTALING $3,050, AS OUTLINED BELOW.  RECIPIENT �PURPOSE �AMOUNT � �DARCY RUDDELL TROY BENNETT JOHN ISAACSON SUSAN ISAACSON NICHOLAS FUCILE  �THE FIVE RECIPIENTS WERE SELECTED TO REPRESENT WA IN THE AFL MASTERS CHAMPIONSHIPS IN ADELAIDE, SA, 25 SEPTEMBER – 1 OCTOBER 2022. THE DONATIONS ASSISTED WITH TRAVEL RELATED EXPENSES.  �$250 PER RECIPIENT � �DADS GROUP AUSTRALIA �A LOCAL COMMUNITY GROUP, SUPPORTED BY DADS GROUP AUSTRALIA HELD THE MAN WITH A PRAM COMMUNITY EVENT ON 11 SEPTEMBER. THE DONATION ASSISTED WITH VARIOUS EVENT COSTS.  �$500 � �BUSSELTON SQUASH CLUB �THE SQUASH CLUB ARE HOSTING THE BUSSELTON INDIVIDUAL SQUASH TOURNAMENT IN OCTOBER/NOVEMBER 2022. THIS DONATION WILL ASSIST THE GROUP TO PURCHASE EQUIPMENT TO LIVESTREAM THIS AND FUTURE TOURNAMENTS.   �$500 � �THE BUSSELTON HORTICULTURAL SOCIETY �THE HORTICULTURAL SOCIETY ARE HOSTING THE 90TH SPRING FLOWER SHOW 21 – 22 OCTOBER 2022. THE DONATION WILL ASSIST WITH VARIOUS EVENT COSTS.  �$600 � �GP DOWN SOUTH �GP DOWN SOUTH HOSTED THE MENTAL HEALTH WEEK BUSSELTON JETTY WALK ON 10 OCTOBER 2022. THE DONATION ASSISTED THE GROUP TO PURCHASE 50 JETTY WALK PASSES FOR THE EVENT.  �$200 � � �SEPTEMBER TOTAL �$3,050 � � 17.1.2	COMMUNITY ASSISTANCE PROGRAM 2022/23 ROUND 1 ATTACHMENT A OUTLINES THE APPLICATIONS RECEIVED AND FUNDED IN ROUND ONE OF THE COMMUNITY ASSISTANCE PROGRAM 2022/23.  �17.1.3	CURRENT ACTIVE TENDERS  NOTE: INFORMATION IN ITALICS HAS PREVIOUSLY BEEN PROVIDED TO COUNCIL, AND IS PROVIDED AGAIN FOR COMPLETENESS.   PQS 04/22 SUPPLY ELECTRICAL SERVICES 	REQUIREMENTS – A PANEL OF PRE-QUALIFIED SUPPLIERS TO SUPPLY THE CITY’S ONGOING REQUIREMENTS FOR ELECTRICAL SERVICES.   	A REQUEST FOR APPLICATIONS WAS ADVERTISED ON 30 JULY 2022, CLOSED ON 18 AUGUST 2022.  	10 APPLICATIONS WERE RECEIVED AND CITY OFFICERS ARE IN THE PROCESS OF FINALISING THEIR EVALUATION.  	THE CEO HAS DELEGATED POWER TO APPOINT CONTRACTORS TO PANELS OF PRE-QUALIFIED SUPPLIERS.  RFT 08/22 CAUSEWAY RD SHARED PATH 	REQUIREMENTS – A CONTRACTOR TO CONSTRUCT A DUAL USE PEDESTRIAN/CYCLE PATH BETWEEN STRELLY ST AND KOORDEN PL, BUSSELTON.  	A REQUEST FOR TENDER WAS ADVERTISED ON 17 SEPTEMBER 2022, CLOSING ON 5 OCTOBER 2022.  	EXPENDITURE FOR THE PROJECT WILL NOT EXCEED THE CEO’S DELEGATED AUTHORITY TO APPOINT A SUCCESSFUL TENDERER.     RFT 09/22 BPACC CIVIL AND LANDSCAPING WORKS 	REQUIREMENTS – A CONTRACTOR TO PROVIDE CIVIL AND LANDSCAPING SERVICES TO BPACC.   	A REQUEST FOR TENDER WAS ADVERTISED ON 17 SEPTEMBER 2022, CLOSING ON 12 OCTOBER 2022.  	EXPENDITURE FOR THE PROJECT WILL NOT EXCEED THE CEO’S DELEGATED AUTHORITY TO APPOINT A SUCCESSFUL SUPPLIER.    RFT 10/22 CONTAMINATION INVESTIGATION SERVICES 	REQUIREMENTS – A CONSULTANT TO PROVIDE CONTAMINATION INVESTIGATION AND RELATED SERVICES IN THE VICINITY OF DUNSBOROUGH WASTE FACILITY.   	A REQUEST FOR TENDER WAS ADVERTISED ON 17 SEPTEMBER 2022, CLOSING ON 18 OCTOBER 2022.  	EXPENDITURE FOR THE PROJECT WILL NOT EXCEED THE CEO’S DELEGATED AUTHORITY TO APPOINT A SUCCESSFUL CONSULTANT.     RFT 12/22 NORTH JINDONG RD RECONSTRUCTION 	REQUIREMENTS – A CONTRACTOR TO RECONSTRUCT 1.7KMS OF NORTH JINDONG ROAD INCLUDING CLEARING, EARTHWORKS, PAVEMENT WORKS, SEALING AND LINE MARKING. 	A REQUEST FOR TENDER WAS ADVERTISED ON 12 OCTOBER 2022, CLOSING ON 3 NOVEMBER 2022.  	IT IS ANTICIPATED THAT A REPORT TO COUNCIL FOR A DECISION ON THE TENDER WILL BE PRESENTED AT THE 21 DECEMBER 2022 COUNCIL MEETING.     17.1.4	STATE ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL REVIEWS  THE CURRENT STATE ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL REVIEWS IS AT ATTACHMENT B.    �/�/� /� /  �ITEMS FOR DEBATE 13.1	DRAFT LOCAL STRUCTURE PLAN, LOTS 176, 201 AND 9000 RENDEZVOUS ROAD, VASSE - REPORT FOR ADOPTION FOR FINAL APPROVAL  STRATEGIC THEME �LIFESTYLE - A PLACE THAT IS RELAXED, SAFE AND FRIENDLY WITH SERVICES AND FACILITIES THAT SUPPORT HEALTHY LIFESTYLES AND WELLBEING � �STRATEGIC PRIORITY �2.8 PLAN FOR AND FACILITATE THE DEVELOPMENT OF NEIGHBOURHOODS THAT ARE FUNCTIONAL, GREEN AND PROVIDE FOR DIVERSE AND AFFORDABLE HOUSING CHOICES. � �SUBJECT INDEX �STRUCTURE PLANS � �BUSINESS UNIT �STRATEGIC PLANNING COORDINATOR  � �REPORTING OFFICER �STRATEGIC PLANNING COORDINATOR - DAVID SANDS  � �AUTHORISING OFFICER �STATUTORY PLANNING COORDINATOR - JOANNA WILSON  � �NATURE OF DECISION �REGULATORY: TO DETERMINE AN APPLICATION/MATTER THAT DIRECTLY AFFECTS A PERSON’S RIGHT AND INTERESTS E.G. DEVELOPMENT APPLICATIONS, APPLICATIONS FOR OTHER PERMITS/LICENCES, AND OTHER DECISIONS THAT MAY BE REVIEWABLE BY THE STATE ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL � �VOTING REQUIREMENT �ABSOLUTE MAJORITY  � �ATTACHMENTS �ATTACHMENT A	LOCATION PLAN  ATTACHMENT B	AERIAL PHOTO  ATTACHMENT C	STRUCTURE PLAN MAP  ATTACHMENT D	STRUCTURE PLAN PART 1  ATTACHMENT E	SITE AND SOIL EVALUATION  ATTACHMENT F	LOCAL WATER MANAGEMENT STRATEGY  ATTACHMENT G	BUSHFIRE MANAGEMENT PLAN  ATTACHMENT H	STATEMENT ADDRESSING THE GOVERNMENT SEWERAGE POLICY  ATTACHMENT I	CONCEPT NETWORK VASSE EAST  ATTACHMENT J	SP 4 MAP  ATTACHMENT K	WASTEWATER CONCEPTUAL PLAN  ATTACHMENT L	BENDJAR GROVE CONNECTION  ATTACHMENT M	SCHEDULE OF SUBMISSIONS  ATTACHMENT N	SCHEDULE OF MODIFICATIONS   � �  PRIOR TO THE MEETING, OFFICERS FORESHADOWED AN ALTERNATIVE TO THE OFFICER RECOMMENDATION. THE ALTERNATIVE RECOMMENDATION WAS MOVED FIRST AND CARRIED.   COUNCIL DECISION C2210/264	MOVED COUNCILLOR A RYAN, SECONDED COUNCILLOR S RICCELLI THAT THE COUNCIL DEFER FOR CONSIDERATION, ITEM 13.1 ‘DRAFT LOCAL STRUCTURE PLAN FOR LOTS 176, 201 AND 9000 RENDEZVOUS ROAD, VASSE – REPORT FOR ADOPTION FOR FINAL APPROVAL’, UNTIL THE 16TH NOVEMBER 2022 ORDINARY MEETING OF COUNCIL, TO PROVIDE THE OPPORTUNITY FOR FURTHER COMMUNITY CONSULTATION. CARRIED 9/0 REASONS: 	TO ALLOW ADDITIONAL TIME FOR SURROUNDING LAND OWNERS TO ENGAGE WITH COUNCIL PRIOR TO 		THE ITEM BEING CONSIDERED AT THE NEXT ORDINARY MEETING OF COUNCIL.  � �   �OFFICER RECOMMENDATION THAT THE COUNCIL: 1.	APPROVE THE PROPOSED STRUCTURE PLAN FOR LOTS 176, 201 AND 9000 RENDEZVOUS ROAD, VASSE AND THE ASSOCIATED SCHEDULE OF SUBMISSIONS AND SCHEDULE OF MODIFICATIONS AT ATTACHMENTS M AND N RESPECTIVELY. 2.	REFER THE STRUCTURE PLAN TO THE WESTERN AUSTRALIAN PLANNING COMMISSION FOR FINAL APPROVAL, PURSUANT TO PART 4 OF THE DEEMED PROVISIONS (SCHEDULE 2) OF THE PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT (LOCAL PLANNING SCHEMES) REGULATIONS 2015. EXECUTIVE SUMMARY THE COUNCIL IS REQUESTED TO CONSIDER ADOPTING FOR FINAL APPROVAL A STRUCTURE PLAN FOR LOTS 176, 201 AND 9000 RENDEZVOUS ROAD, VASSE AS THE PRIMARY PLANNING INSTRUMENT GUIDING RESIDENTIAL DEVELOPMENT. THIS ALIGNS WITH THE PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT (LOCAL PLANNING SCHEME) REGULATIONS 2015.   THE KEY PURPOSE OF THE PROPOSED DRAFT STRUCTURE PLAN IS TO PROVIDE A BASIS FOR THE FUTURE SUBDIVISION AND DEVELOPMENT OF THE LAND INTO 37 LOTS RESIDENTIAL LOTS AT A DENSITY CODE OF ‘R5’.  THE STRUCTURE PLAN WAS ADVERTISED FOR 42 DAYS, ENDING 6 JULY 2022, AND 34 SUBMISSIONS WERE RECEIVED, 7 FROM STATE AGENCIES AND 27 FROM SURROUNDING LANDOWNERS.   OFFICERS ARE RECOMMENDING THAT THE STRUCTURE PLAN IS ADOPTED FOR FINAL APPROVAL IN ACCORDANCE WITH FURTHER CHANGES PROPOSED IN RESPONSE TO MATTERS RAISED IN SUBMISSIONS (ATTACHMENT M), AS SET OUT IN THE SCHEDULE OF MODIFICATIONS (ATTACHMENT N), AND REFERRAL TO THE WESTERN AUSTRALIAN PLANNING COMMISSION (WAPC) FOR FINAL APPROVAL. BACKGROUND THE SUBJECT LAND IS LOCATED APPROXIMATELY 1.6KM (BY ROAD) SOUTH EAST OF THE VASSE VILLAGE CENTRE AND IS 10.22 HECTARES IN AREA. THE SITE IS BOUNDED BY RENDEZVOUS ROAD TO THE SOUTH, AND IS EAST OF EXISTING URBAN DEVELOPMENT AT VASSE AND HERON LAKE (ATTACHMENT A – LOCATION PLAN, ATTACHMENT B – AERIAL PHOTO). THE SUBJECT LAND IS ZONED ‘URBAN DEVELOPMENT’ AND IDENTIFIED AS ‘SPECIAL PROVISION AREA 4’ PURSUANT TO LOCAL PLANNING SCHEME 21 (LPS 21) WHICH WAS INTRODUCED BY AMENDMENT 36 TO THE LPS 21. THE LAND IDENTIFIED AS ‘VASSE EAST’ WITHIN THE LOCAL PLANNING STRATEGY.  THE DRAFT STRUCTURE PLAN PROPOSES THE FOLLOWING: I.	A ‘RESIDENTIAL’ CLASSIFICATION WITH AN R-CODE DENSITY OF ‘R5’ AND INDICATIVE LOTS ARE SHOWN RANGING IN SIZE FROM 1,800M2 TO 3,305M2 AND EXISTING LOT 201 OF 7,588M2.  II.	AN INTERNAL MOVEMENT NETWORK TO FACILITATE ACCESS ONTO RENDEZVOUS ROAD TO THE SOUTH AND BENDJAR GROVE TO THE WEST.  III.	TWO CONNECTION POINTS ARE PROVIDED FOR FUTURE ACCESS TO THE ‘URBAN DEVELOPMENT’ ZONED LAND TO THE EAST.  IV.	ONSITE WASTEWATER (NO CONNECTION TO RETICULATED SEWER).  V.	A RESERVE FOR RECREATION IS IDENTIFIED FOR THE RESOURCE ENHANCEMENT WETLAND TO THE WEST.  VI.	A PEDESTRIAN ACCESS AND DRAINAGE RESERVE ADJACENT MULTIPLE USE WETLANDS TO THE NORTH. VII.	A PEDESTRIAN ACCESSWAY FOR ACCESS TO HERON LAKE.  VIII.	DEVELOPMENT EXCLUSION AREAS WHICH RESPOND TO THE STRATEGIC SETBACKS AND BUSHFIRE CONSTRAINTS.   THE PROPOSED STRUCTURE PLAN MAP AND PART 1 EXPLANATORY DOCUMENT ARE PROVIDED AT ATTACHMENTS C AND D.  SUPPORTING TECHNICAL ASSESSMENTS THE STRUCTURE PLAN PROPOSAL IS SUPPORTED BY THE FOLLOWING TECHNICAL ASSESSMENTS: I.	SITE AND SOIL EVALUATION – ACCENDO AUSTRALIA (ATTACHMENT E) II.	LOCAL WATER MANAGEMENT STRATEGY – ACCENDO AUSTRALIA (ATTACHMENT F) III.	BUSHFIRE MANAGEMENT PLAN – BUSHFIRE PRONE PLANNING (ATTACHMENT G) IV.	A STATEMENTS ADDRESSING THE GOVERNMENT SEWERAGE POLICY (ATTACHMENT H) V.	DESKTOP REVIEW OF THE VASSE EAST DEVELOPMENT ROAD NETWORK PLAN (ATTACHMENT I)  THE MAIN FINDINGS OF THE TECHNICAL ASSESSMENTS ARE SUMMARISED BELOW UNDER APPROPRIATE SUBHEADINGS.  SITE AND SOIL EVALUATION THE SITE AND SOIL EVALUATION (SSE) EXAMINES THE EXISTING ENVIRONMENT AND THE SUITABILITY OF THE SITE FOR ONSITE EFFLUENT DISPOSAL INCLUDING IDENTIFICATION OF THE APPROPRIATE LOCATION FOR ONSITE DISPOSAL. THE SSE CONCLUDES THAT THE DEVELOPMENT IS CONSIDERED SUITABLE TO PROVIDE ONSITE WASTEWATER DISPOSAL PROVIDED THE USE OF AEROBIC TREATMENT UNITS (ATUS) WITH SUBSURFACE OR DRIP IRRIGATION SYSTEMS ARE USED. ALSO THE SSE RECOMMENDS THE LAND BEING FILLED TO RAISE THE GROUND SURFACE TO ENSURE THAT 0.6M SEPARATION TO GROUNDWATER CAN BE ACHIEVED. IN ADDITION, DEPARTMENT OF WATER AND ENVIRONMENTAL REGULATION (DWER) HAS RECOMMENDED A MODIFICATION TO PART 1 TO ADDRESS WATER MONITORING WITHIN WINTER MONTHS AND PHOSPHORUS ABSORPTION. IN ADDITION, ATUS WITH NUTRIENT REMOVAL ARE RECOMMENDED AS A MODIFICATION TO PART 1.  LOCAL WATER MANAGEMENT STRATEGY  THE LOCAL WATER MANAGEMENT STRATEGY (LWMS) PROVIDES AN INTEGRATED TOTAL WATER CYCLE MANAGEMENT APPROACH FOR THE DEVELOPMENT OF THE SUBJECT LAND AND INCLUDES AN ASSESSMENT OF PRE-DEVELOPMENT ENVIRONMENT AND A STORM AND GROUND WATER MANAGEMENT STRATEGY. THE LWMS RECOMMENDS WETLAND MANAGEMENT BY A LANDSCAPING AND REVEGETATION PLAN, PERIODIC MAINTENANCE AND PREPARATION OF AN URBAN WATER MANAGEMENT PLAN AT SUBDIVISION STAGE. DWER HAVE RECOMMENDED MODIFICATIONS TO THE LWMS AND STORMWATER MANAGEMENT PLAN TO ADDRESS MODELLING OF FLOOD LEVELS AND IMPROVEMENTS TO PROPOSED DRAINAGE SYSTEM.   BUSHFIRE MANAGEMENT PLAN  THE SUBJECT LAND IS DESIGNATED AS ‘BUSHFIRE PRONE’. IN RESPONSE A BUSHFIRE MANAGEMENT PLAN (BMP) HAS BEEN PREPARED FOR THE PROPOSAL BY A SUITABLY QUALIFIED FIRE CONSULTANT IN ACCORDANCE WITH WAPC STATE PLANNING POLICY 3.7 – PLANNING IN BUSHFIRE PRONE AREAS 2015. THE INDICATIVE BAL CONTOUR MAP IS FOUND AT ATTACHMENT G.  THE KEY FINDINGS OF THE BMP ARE SUMMARISED AS FOLLOWS: 	AN INDICATIVE BAL RATING OF BAL-29 CAN BE ACHIEVED FOR THE INDICATIVE LOTS SHOWN WITHIN THE RESIDENTIAL AREAS OF R5.    	TWO WAY VEHICLE ROAD ACCESS TO TWO DIFFERENT LOCATIONS CAN BE ACHIEVED: VASSE VILLAGE TO THE NORTH-WEST BY BENDJAR GROVE AND BUSSELTON VIA RENDEZVOUS ROAD.   WITH ADDITIONAL EVIDENCE PROVIDED AS RECOMMENDED BY DEPARTMENT OF FIRE AND EMERGENCY SERVICES AS A MODIFICATION TO THE BUSHFIRE MANAGEMENT PLAN, THE BUSHFIRE RISK IS CONSIDERED TO BE MANAGEABLE AND WILL BE ACHIEVED BY THE IDENTIFIED STAKEHOLDERS IMPLEMENTING AND MAINTAINING THE BUSHFIRE RISK MANAGEMENT MEASURES THAT ARE PRESENTED IN THIS PLAN.    STATEMENT ADDRESSING THE GOVERNMENT SEWERAGE POLICY A STATEMENT ADDRESSING THE VARIOUS REQUIREMENTS OF THE GOVERNMENT SEWERAGE POLICY WAS PROVIDED AND INCLUDES JUSTIFICATION AGAINST CLAUSE 5.1.1 REQUIREMENT TO CONNECT TO RETICULATED SEWERAGE AND CLAUSE 5.2 ON-SITE SEWAGE DISPOSAL AND CLAUSE 5.2.2 SEPARATION FROM WATER RESOURCES. THIS STATEMENT PROVIDES DETAILED CONSIDERATION OF THE GOVERNMENT SEWERAGE POLICY AND PROVIDES A VINDICATION THAT SEWERAGE CONNECTION IS COST PROHIBITIVE AND ENVIRONMENTALLY CHALLENGING TO CONNECT, AND PROPOSES AN ON-SITE SEWER CONNECTION THAT THE SITE AND SOIL CONDITIONS ARE FAVOURABLE TO SUPPORT. THIS STATEMENT WILL REQUIRE FURTHER REVIEW AND CONSIDERATION BY EXTERNAL AGENCIES, AND ULTIMATELY THE WAPC DURING THE DEVELOPMENT PROCESS, IN COMBINATION WITH THE SSE, AS DISCUSSED ABOVE.  DESKTOP REVIEW OF THE VASSE EAST DEVELOPMENT ROAD NETWORK PLAN  IN CONSULTATION WITH THE CITY THE APPLICANT HAS PREPARED AN INDICATIVE CONCEPTUAL ROAD NETWORK PLAN FOR THE REMAINING LOTS WITHIN THE SP 4 AREA TO THE EAST OF THE PROPOSED LSP. THE ROAD NETWORK PLAN SHOWS AN INDICATIVE HIERARCHY WHICH IS CONCEPTUAL AND IS NOT BINDING FOR FUTURE DEVELOPMENT AND THE PREPARATION OF A STRUCTURE PLAN FOR THE REMAINING AREA OF SP 4.   THE ROAD NETWORK PLAN IDENTIFIES FUTURE CONNECTION POINTS FOR THE MOVEMENT NETWORK WHICH INCLUDES A NORTH TO SOUTH LINK BETWEEN BUSSELTON BYPASS AND RENDEZVOUS ROAD, WHICH PROVIDES FOR KEY CONNECTION POINTS TO THE SURROUNDING ROAD NETWORK. IN ADDITION AN EAST-WEST FUTURE NEIGHBOURHOOD LEVEL CONNECTION IS IDENTIFIED BETWEEN BENDJAR GROVE AND NORWOOD PASS.  OFFICER COMMENT THE PROPOSED LOCAL STRUCTURE PLAN (LSP) IDENTIFIES THE LAND FOR RESIDENTIAL DEVELOPMENT AT A DENSITY CODE OF R5 TO FACILITATE LOW DENSITY SUBDIVISION. THE STRUCTURE PLAN ALSO PROPOSES TO CEDE TWO PORTIONS OF RESERVE FOR RECREATION ASSOCIATED WITH WETLANDS TO THE SOUTH WEST AND TO THE NORTH. A PEDESTRIAN ACCESS WAY (PAW) IS ALSO PROPOSED WHICH CONNECTS TO A FOOTPATH NETWORK ADJACENT HERON LAKE. ONSITE SEWERAGE SYSTEMS (PREDOMINATELY AEROBIC TREATMENT UNITS) ARE PROPOSED.  LOCAL PLANNING SCHEME 21 LOTS 176, 9000 AND 201 ARE WITHIN SPECIAL PROVISION AREA NO. 4 (SP 4) WHICH WAS INSERTED BY AMENDMENT NO.36 INTO LOCAL PLANNING SCHEME 21 (LPS 21) INCLUDES SURROUNDING LOTS 634 AND 224 TO THE WEST AND LOTS 501, 178 AND 1445 TO THE EAST (ATTACHMENT J – SP 4 MAP). THE DEVELOPMENT OF THE REMAINING LOTS WILL REQUIRE THE PREPARATION OF A SEPARATE LSP. SP 4 ALLOWS FOR AN LSP FOR LOTS 176, 9000 AND 201 TO BE PROGRESSED ON THE BASIS THAT IT DOES NOT PREJUDICE THE FUTURE PROVISION OF RETICULATED SEWER AND AN INTEGRATED ROAD NETWORK WHEN THE SURROUNDING LAND WITHIN THE BALANCE OF SP 4 IS DEVELOPED.  CONSIDERATIONS OF SEWER SERVICING  FOLLOWING FURTHER CONSULTATION WITH THE WATER CORPORATION IT IS NOT CONSIDERED THAT THE ABSENCE OF A SEWER CONNECTION TO THE LAND, VIA A VACUUM SEWER TO THE WEST, WILL PREJUDICE FUTURE RETICULATED SEWERAGE CONNECTION OF LAND WITHIN SP 4. THIS IS OUTLINED IN THE WATER CORPORATION’S CONCEPTUAL WASTEWATER PLAN FOR THIS AREA (ATTACHMENT K). RESIDENTIAL DEVELOPMENT CAN OCCUR FROM THE EASTERN BOUNDARY OF SP 4 (ADJACENT THE WOODS ESTATE) VIA A GRAVITY SEWER MAIN.   CONSIDERATIONS OF AN INTEGRATED ROAD NETWORK  THE APPLICANT HAS SUBMITTED A ROAD HIERARCHY PLAN FOR LAND TO THE EAST AND THIS PROVIDES A CONCEPTUAL LAYOUT OF STREET BLOCKS AND MOVEMENT NETWORK FOR FUTURE CONNECTIONS BETWEEN HERON LAKE AND RENDEZVOUS ROAD AND THE BUSSELTON BYPASS WHICH SERVE THE NEW URBAN DEVELOPMENT AREA OF VASSE EAST. ALTHOUGH ROAD HIERARCHY HAS NOT BEEN SUBSTANTIATED BY ANY TECHNICAL TRAFFIC ASSESSMENT, THE CONCEPTUAL APPROACH IS GENERALLY IN ACCORDANCE WITH LIVEABLE NEIGHBOURHOODS GUIDELINES. THE STRUCTURE PLAN PROPOSES TWO CONNECTIONS TO THE EAST TO ALLOW FOR FUTURE CONNECTIONS IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE CONCEPT PLAN, TO BE TEMPORARY CUL-DE-SACS UNTIL THEY ARE ABLE TO BE EXTENDED TO THE EAST.  A CONNECTION TO THE SOUTH, TO RENDEZVOUS ROAD IS IDENTIFIED AND ROAD ACCESS IS TO BE CONNECTED TO THE WEST THROUGH THE SUBURBAN AREA OF VASSE SOUTH (HERON LAKE), MADE POSSIBLE VIA BENDJAR GROVE. THE LEVEL OF CONNECTIVITY PROPOSED BY THE LSP IS CONSIDERED TO PROVIDE ADEQUATE FUTURE CONNECTIONS TO THE REMAINING SP4 AREA.  THROUGH ROAD CONNECTION TO BENDJAR GROVE A NUMBER OF SUBMISSIONS WERE RECEIVED WHICH OBJECT TO THE THROUGH ROAD CONNECTION TO HERON LAKE ESTATE, SPECIFICALLY THE EXTENSION OF BENDJAR GROVE (WHAT IS CURRENTLY A CUL-DE-SAC) TO CONNECT TO THE MOVEMENT NETWORK OF THE PROPOSED LSP. THE ASSESSMENT OF THE THROUGH ROAD CONNECTION FROM THE PROPOSED LSP TO BENDJAR GROVE CAN BE BROKEN DOWN TO THE FOLLOWING KEY MATTERS -   	THE IMPACT OF TRAFFIC FROM THE MOVEMENT ROAD OF THE PROPOSED LSP ON HERON LAKE ESTATE. THE ADDITIONAL VEHICLE TRIPS GENERATED BY THE PROPOSED LSP ARE ESTIMATED BY USING THE WAPC TRANSPORT IMPACT ASSESSMENT GUIDELINES, WHICH STATES RESIDENTIAL DEVELOPMENT GENERATED IS APPROXIMATELY 0.8 TRIPS PER DWELLING IN THE AM AND PM PEAK HOUR PERIOD. THEREFORE, WITH 37 ESTIMATED LOTS, IT IS ESTIMATED THAT 29 VEHICLE TRIPS IN THE PEAK HOUR WILL BE GENERATED (LIKELY MORNING AM). THIS AMOUNT OF VEHICLE TRIPS IS CONSIDERED RELATIVELY LOW AND THE WAPC GUIDELINES CLASSIFIED AS ‘MODERATE IMPACT’ WHICH REQUIRES A TRANSPORT IMPACT STATEMENT TO BE PREPARED AT SUBDIVISION STAGE. IT IS FURTHER CONSIDERED THAT FOR A TRAVEL ROUTE TO SURROUNDING AREAS, VEHICLES WOULD UTILISE RENDEZVOUS ROAD AND NOT BENDJAR GROVE AS THIS PROVIDES A DIRECT AND HIGHER SPEED CONNECTION. THERE IS SOME EXCEPTION IN THE CASE OF ACCESS TO VASSE CENTRE, AS CONNECTION CAN BE UTILISED THROUGH ORLANDO BOULEVARD.   	BENDJAR GROVE BEING MAINTAINED AS A CUL-DE-SAC. IT IS UNDERSTOOD FROM A REVIEW OF SUBMISSIONS THAT THE ENVIRONMENT WHICH A CUL-DE-SAC CREATES HAS BEEN APPRECIATED BY RESIDENTS ON BENDJAR GROVE. THE PLANNING FRAMEWORK HAS IDENTIFIED A CONNECTION POINT BETWEEN ‘VASSE VILLAGE’ AND ‘EAST VASSE’ SINCE THE AMENDMENTS WERE PROGRESSED TO THE LOCAL PLANNING SCHEME IN THE LATE 1990S. RECENTLY, THE BENDJAR GROVE WAS IDENTIFIED AS A FUTURE CONNECTION POINT ON THE STRUCTURE PLAN FOR HERON LAKE WHICH WAS APPROVED IN 2015 (ATTACHMENT L).  	IN ADDITION TO THE ABOVE, NEIGHBOURHOOD CONNECTIONS (BETWEEN NEW AND OLD AREAS) ARE GENERALLY ENCOURAGED BY STATE PLANNING POLICY (E.G. LIVEABLE NEIGHBOURHOODS) AND CUL-DE-SACS ARE TO BE LOCATED WHERE THEY DO NOT IMPEDE CONNECTIVITY AND SHOULD PROVIDE FOR FUTURE STREET CONNECTION. AS DISCUSSED ABOVE, BENDJAR GROVE CONNECTION WILL PROVIDE ACCESS TO VASSE CENTRE AND OTHER LOCATIONS SUCH AS VASSE PRIMARY SCHOOL. 	PROVISION OF TWO-WAY ACCESS FOR BUSHFIRE PROTECTION. SPP 3.7 REQUIRES THAT THROUGH ACCESS IS PROVIDED FOR NEW DEVELOPMENT WITHIN A BUSHFIRE PRONE AREA. IF NO CONNECTION IS PROVIDED AT BENDJAR GROVE APPROXIMATELY HALF THE PROPOSED LSP AREA WOULD HAVE ROAD ACCESS WHICH IS FURTHER THAN THE 200M THAT IS RECOMMENDED BY THE BUSHFIRE GUIDELINES FOR A THROUGH-ROAD CONNECTION. IN ADDITION, THE HERON LAKE ESTATE CURRENTLY HAS ‘ONE ROAD IN’ AND WAS APPROVED ON THE BASIS THAT A SECONDARY CONNECTION FROM DEVELOPMENT TO THE EAST WOULD BE PROVIDED IN THE FUTURE.   ENVIRONMENTAL CONSIDERATIONS THE SPECIAL PROVISION AREA NO.4 SETS A NUMBER OF ENVIRONMENTAL CONSIDERATIONS (I.E. FLORA, FAUNA AND WETLAND) WHICH WERE ESTABLISHED BY AMENDMENT 36. THE APPLICANT HAS PROVIDED JUSTIFICATION THAT THERE IS NO THREATENED ECOLOGICAL COMMUNITIES ON THE SITE (TECS), ALTHOUGH IT IS NOTED THAT AN ENVIRONMENTAL INVESTIGATION (TECHNICAL STUDY) WAS NOT COMPLETED BY THE APPLICANT. HOWEVER THE APPLICANT HAS FURTHER ADVISED THAT A TREE SURVEY HAS BEEN UNDERTAKEN AND ENVIRONMENTAL ADVICE HAS BEEN FURTHER SOUGHT TO PROTECT SIGNIFICANT TREES SUCH AS TUARTS, PEPPERMINTS AND PAPERBARK TREES, WITHIN THE PERIPHERY OF LOTS, OUTSIDE OF BUILDING ENVELOPES, AND ALSO DURING SITE WORKS.  GEOMORPHIC WETLANDS HAVE NOT BEEN SUBJECTED TO AN ENVIRONMENTAL INVESTIGATION AND THE BOUNDARY OF THE WETLAND, SPECIFICALLY THE ‘RESOURCE ENHANCEMENT’ WETLAND TO THE WEST OF THE SUBJECT SITE HAS BEEN IDENTIFIED BY CONTOURS. IT IS NOTED THAT THERE IS NO PROPOSED BUFFER AND, GENERALLY, A 30M BUFFER WOULD BE APPLIED TO THE GEOMORPHIC WETLAND EDGE. THIS CAN BE REFINED THROUGH FURTHER INVESTIGATION. THE APPLICANT CONTESTS THAT THE WETLAND HAS BEEN DEGRADED AND THEREFORE A BUFFER OF A ROAD RESERVE AND PEDESTRIAN ACCESS IS APPROPRIATE WHEN COMBINED WITH ADDITIONAL BUFFERING PROVIDED BY BUILDING SETBACKS ON PRIVATE PROPERTY. THIS CANNOT BE SUBSTANTIATED WITHOUT FURTHER INVESTIGATION AND IT IS RECOMMENDED THAT THE STRUCTURE PLAN IS MODIFIED TO REQUIRE A WETLAND BUFFER INVESTIGATION AND REHABILITATION PLAN TO BE UNDERTAKEN PRIOR TO SUBDIVISION.  DEVELOPMENT CONTRIBUTIONS  ALTHOUGH SPECIAL PROVISION 4 REQUIRED THE PROPONENT TO PREPARE A DEVELOPMENT CONTRIBUTION PLAN PRIOR TO SUBDIVISION AND DEVELOPMENT, THE SUBJECT SITE IS WITHIN DCA 1 (BROADWATER) AND WILL BE REQUIRED TO PAY PREVIOUSLY DETERMINED DEVELOPMENT CONTRIBUTIONS FOR COMMUNITY INFRASTRUCTURE. THE CITY IS ALSO PROGRESSING A BROADER REVIEW OF DEVELOPER CONTRIBUTIONS ARRANGEMENTS, AND THERE IS NOT SEEN TO BE A NEED FOR AN ESTATE-SPECIFIC PLAN FOR THIS LAND.   STATUTORY ENVIRONMENT PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT (LOCAL PLANNING SCHEMES) REGULATIONS (2015) THE REGULATIONS CAME INTO OPERATIONAL EFFECT ON 19 OCTOBER 2015 AND INTRODUCED DEEMED PROVISIONS FOR THE PREPARATION, ADVERTISING AND APPROVAL OF STRUCTURE PLANS. THE DEEMED PROVISIONS ARE ADOPTED INTO LPS21 AND DEFINE THE PROCESS FOR RECEIVING AND ASSESSING PROPOSED STRUCTURE PLANS AND/OR MODIFICATIONS TO SAME. LOCAL GOVERNMENTS ARE TO HAVE ‘DUE REGARD’ TO APPROVED STRUCTURE PLANS WHEN MAKING DECISIONS RELATING TO SUBDIVISION AND DEVELOPMENT.   CITY OF BUSSELTON LOCAL PLANNING SCHEME NO. 21 (2014) IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE ‘URBAN DEVELOPMENT’ LOCAL PLANNING SCHEME NO.21 A STRUCTURE PLAN HAS BEEN PREPARED FOR THE SUBJECT LAND. IN ACCORDANCE WITH SPECIAL PROVISION AREA NO.4, A SEPARATE STRUCTURE PLAN MAY BE PREPARED IN ISOLATION OF THE SURROUNDING ‘URBAN DEVELOPMENT’ ZONED LAND PROVIDED CERTAIN CRITERIA IS SATISFIED.   RELEVANT PLANS AND POLICIES THE KEY PLANS AND POLICIES MOST RELEVANT TO THE PROPOSAL INCLUDE: 	CITY OF BUSSELTON LOCAL PLANNING STRATEGY. 	STATE PLANNING POLICY 3.7 PLANNING IN BUSHFIRE PRONE AREAS AND THE GUIDELINES FOR PLANNING IN BUSHFIRE PRONE AREAS. 	LEEUWIN-NATURALISTE RIDGE SUB-REGIONAL STRATEGY. 	LIVEABLE NEIGHBOURHOODS (2015). 	GUIDANCE STATEMENT 33 (EPA). 	GOVERNMENT SEWERAGE POLICY.  EACH IS DISCUSSED BELOW UNDER APPROPRIATE SUBHEADINGS.  �CITY OF BUSSELTON LOCAL PLANNING STRATEGY THE LOCAL PLANNING STRATEGY (LPS) IDENTIFIES THE SUBJECT LAND WITHIN VASSE EAST AND APPROPRIATE FOR FUTURE URBAN DEVELOPMENT FOLLOWING REZONING AND A STRUCTURE PLANNING. THE LPS PROVIDES A JUSTIFICATION FOR THE DEVELOPMENT OF THIS LAND FOR RESIDENTIAL PURPOSES AS IT: 	HAS POTENTIAL FOR INCREASED DENSITY AND WILL ADD TO THE CONSOLIDATION OF THE VASSE SETTLEMENT AND EXISTING TOWN CENTRE; 	GIVEN THE CONSTRAINTS PRESENT ON THE LAND AND ITS PROXIMITY TO EXISTING SERVICES RESIDENTIAL DEVELOPMENT IS LIKELY TO REPRESENT THE HIGHEST AND BEST USE; AND 	PROVISION OF RETICULATED SEWERAGE CONNECTION MAY PROVIDE FOR BETTER ENVIRONMENTAL OUTCOMES THAN PREVIOUSLY ENVISAGED BY UNSEWERED RURAL RESIDENTIAL DEVELOPMENT.   STATE PLANNING POLICY 3.7 PLANNING IN BUSHFIRE PRONE AREAS AND GUIDELINES FOR PLANNING IN BUSHFIRE PRONE AREAS STATE PLANNING POLICY 3.7 PLANNING IN BUSHFIRE PRONE AREAS (SPP 3.7) AND THE ASSOCIATED GUIDELINES ASSIST IN REDUCING THE RISK OF BUSHFIRE TO PEOPLE, PROPERTY AND INFRASTRUCTURE BY ENCOURAGING A CONSERVATIVE APPROACH TO STRATEGIC PLANNING, SUBDIVISION, DEVELOPMENT AND OTHER PLANNING PROPOSALS IN BUSHFIRE PRONE AREAS.   THE PROPOSAL HAS HAD DUE REGARD TO SPP 3.7 AND DEMONSTRATES THAT BUSHFIRE RISK CAN BE MANAGED WITHIN THE SUBJECT LAND.  SPP 3.7 REQUIRES THAT A PUBLIC ROAD ACCESS TO A LSP WHICH IS A NO-THROUGH ROAD (WHICH CANNOT BE AVOIDED) IS TO BE A MAXIMUM OF 200 METRES FROM THE SUBJECT LOT(S) BOUNDARY TO AN INTERSECTION WHERE TWO-WAY ACCESS IS PROVIDED.  LEEUWIN-NATURALISTE RIDGE SUB-REGIONAL STRATEGY  THE LEEUWIN-NATURALISTE RIDGE SUB-REGIONAL STRATEGY IS AN OVERARCHING STRATEGIC LAND USE PLANNING DOCUMENT OUTLINING THE WAPC APPROACH TO FUTURE PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT WITHIN THE CITY OF BUSSELTON AND SHIRE OF AUGUSTA-MARGARET RIVER FOR THE NEXT 20 YEARS. IT WILL ALSO INFORM A REVIEW OF STATE PLANNING POLICY 6.1 LEEUWIN-NATURALISTE RIDGE.  THE STRATEGY’S SETTLEMENT HIERARCHY IDENTIFIES VASSE AS A ‘TOWN’ THAT OFFERS A LEVEL OF SERVICE THAT GENERALLY DEALS WITH THE DAILY NEEDS OF THEIR SERVICE POPULATION. THE STRUCTURE PLAN PROPOSAL IS GENERALLY CONSISTENT WITH THIS INTENT.   LIVEABLE NEIGHBOURHOODS (2015) LIVEABLE NEIGHBOURHOODS IS THE PRIMARY POLICY FOR THE DESIGN AND ASSESSMENT OF STRUCTURE PLANS AND SUBDIVISION FOR NEW AND INFILL URBAN AREAS. THE POLICY PROMOTES AN URBAN STRUCTURE OF WALKABLE NEIGHBOURHOODS. COMMUNITY FACILITIES AND SERVICES ARE ACCESSED BY WALKING, CYCLING AND PUBLIC TRANSPORT THROUGH AN EFFICIENT, INTERCONNECTED MOVEMENT NETWORK. EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITIES AND ECONOMIC SUSTAINABILITY ARE FACILITATED THROUGH A COHERENT HIERARCHY OF ACTIVITY CENTRES. RESOURCE ENHANCEMENT AND MULTIPLE USE WETLAND BUFFERS ARE ALSO REFERRED TO BE 30M.   OF RELEVANCE TO THE PROPOSAL, THE POLICY DIRECTS THAT ACTIVITY CENTRES ARE TO BE DESIGNED AS PEDESTRIAN-SCALE MIXED USE CENTRES WITH COMMERCIAL, RETAIL AND PUBLIC OPEN SPACE THAT SUPPORTS ECONOMIC AND SOCIAL ACTIVITY. THE RETAIL COMPONENT IS TO BE IDEALLY CONSTRUCTED FACING THE MAIN STREET(S) TO ENCOURAGE PEDESTRIAN TRAFFIC, STREET ACTIVATION AND IMPROVED PASSING TRADE OPPORTUNITIES. THE PROPOSAL GENERALLY AIMS TO DELIVER THIS OUTCOME.  �LIVEABLE NEIGHBOURHOODS (2009) PROVIDES POLICY GUIDANCE FOR THROUGH ENCOURAGING THROUGH ROAD CONNECTIONS BETWEEN OLD AND NEW SUBURBS: 	ELEMENT 2 (R17) – STREET CONNECTIONS TO EXISTING AREAS SHOULD BE MAXIMISED TO FACILITATE INTERCONNECTION BETWEEN NEW AND EXISTING COMMUNITIES. STREET CONNECTIONS TO EXISTING AREAS SHOULD ENSURE THAT THE TRAFFIC VOLUMES ON CONNECTED LOCAL RESIDENTIAL STREETS ARE COMMENSURATE WITH THE DESIGN. WHERE NOT PRACTICAL OR ACHIEVABLE PEDESTRIAN, BUS AND CYCLE ACCESS SHOULD BE PROVIDED. 	ELEMENT 2 (R39) - THE LOCAL STREET NETWORK SHOULD PROVIDE A PERMEABLE NETWORK AND CYCLING SHOULD BE ON STREET IN LOW TRAFFIC VOLUME AREAS CYCLING.   GUIDANCE STATEMENT 33 GUIDANCE STATEMENT 33 (GS 33), IS A COMPREHENSIVE POLICY PREPARED TO ASSIST THE INTEGRATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AND LAND USE PLANNING. GS 33 PROVIDES GUIDANCE ON WETLANDS AND IS RELEVANT TO THE STRUCTURE PLAN WHICH ABUTS A RESOURCE ENHANCEMENT WETLAND AND A MULTIPLE USE WETLAND WHICH RECOMMENDS A MINIMUM 50M BUFFER DISTANCE WHICH MAY VARY BASED ON BIOPHYSICAL ASSESSMENT OF AN INDIVIDUAL WETLAND. THE APPLICANT IS SEEKING A REDUCTION TO THE REQUIREMENT OF 50M AND THIS WILL BE ADDRESSED THROUGH FURTHER ENVIRONMENTAL INVESTIGATIONS PRIOR TO SUBDIVISION.   GOVERNMENT SEWERAGE POLICY THE GOVERNMENT SEWERAGE POLICY (GSP) IS THE GOVERNMENT’S POSITION ON THE PROVISION OF SEWERAGE SERVICES IN THE STATE THROUGH PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT OF LAND. THE GSP REQUIRES THAT THE SUBDIVISION OF RESIDENTIAL LAND BE PROVIDED WITH RETICULATED SEWERAGE AT SUBDIVISION STAGE, HOWEVER, RECOGNISES THE ABILITY OF THE RESPONSIBLE AUTHORITIES TO APPROVE ON-SITE WASTEWATER CONNECTIONS IN CERTAIN SITUATIONS.  THE MINIMUM SITE REQUIREMENTS FOR ON-SITE SEWAGE DISPOSAL ARE OUTLINED IN THE GSP, THIS INCLUDES SEWERAGE SENSITIVE AREAS, WHICH HAVE BEEN IDENTIFIED IN MAPPING WHICH SUPPORTS THE IMPLEMENTATION OF THE GSP.   A SEPARATION DISTANCE OF 100M IS RECOMMENDED FROM A WETLAND, FROM THE EDGE OF THE RIPARIAN VEGETATION. FURTHER GUIDANCE IS PROVIDED FOR LAND ALREADY ZONED FOR URBAN DEVELOPMENT INCLUDING THOSE CIRCUMSTANCES WHERE SEWERAGE IS NOT PLANNED TO BE PROVIDED.  THE TIP OF LOT 578 IS DESIGNATED AS SEWERAGE SENSITIVE WHICH IS CONSIDERED TO BE OUTSIDE OF DEVELOPMENT AREAS. THE STRUCTURE PLAN HAS PROVIDED A STATEMENT WHICH INCLUDES JUSTIFICATION AGAINST CLAUSE 5.1.1 REQUIREMENT TO CONNECT TO RETICULATED SEWERAGE AND CLAUSE 5.2 ON-SITE SEWAGE DISPOSAL AND CLAUSE 5.2.2 SEPARATION FROM WATER RESOURCES.   FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS  THERE ARE NO FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS ASSOCIATED WITH THE OFFICER RECOMMENDATION.  STAKEHOLDER CONSULTATION STAKEHOLDER CONSULTATION WAS UNDERTAKEN IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT (LOCAL PLANNING SCHEMES) REGULATIONS 2015. THE STRUCTURE PLAN WAS ADVERTISED FOR A PERIOD OF 42 DAYS AND 34 SUBMISSIONS WERE RECEIVED.  RISK ASSESSMENT  AN ASSESSMENT OF THE POTENTIAL IMPLICATIONS OF IMPLEMENTING THE OFFICER RECOMMENDATION HAS BEEN UNDERTAKEN USING THE CITY’S RISK MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK, WITH RISKS ASSESSED TAKING INTO ACCOUNT ANY CONTROLS ALREADY IN PLACE. NO RISKS OF A MEDIUM OR GREATER LEVEL HAVE BEEN IDENTIFIED. �OPTIONS  AS AN ALTERNATIVE TO THE PROPOSED RECOMMENDATION THE COUNCIL COULD: 1.	SEEK FURTHER INFORMATION FROM THE PROPONENT BEFORE MAKING A DECISION. 2.	DECLINE TO ADOPT THE DRAFT LOCAL STRUCTURE PLAN. 3.	RECOMMEND CHANGES PRIOR TO WAPC APPROVAL OF THE DRAFT LOCAL STRUCTURE PLAN.  CONCLUSION OFFICERS ARE RECOMMENDING THAT THE DRAFT LOCAL STRUCTURE PLAN BE ADOPTED FOR FINAL APPROVAL AND FORWARDED TO THE WESTERN AUSTRALIAN PLANNING COMMISSION. TIMELINE FOR IMPLEMENTATION OF OFFICER RECOMMENDATION IMPLEMENTATION OF THE OFFICER RECOMMENDATION WILL OCCUR WITHIN ONE MONTH OF THE DATE OF THE DELEGATED DECISION.   �/�/�/� / �/� /� /� /� /� /� /� /� /� /� /� /� /� / �/� /� /� /� /� /� /� /� /� /� /� /� /� /� /� /� /� /� / �/� /� /� /� /� /� /� /� /� /� /� /� /� /� /� /� /� /� /� /� /� /� / �/� /� /� /� /� /� /� /� /� /� /� /� /� /� /� /� /� /� /� /� /� /� /� /� /� /� /� /� /� /� /� /� /� /� /� /� /� /� /� / �/� /� /� /� /� /� /� /� /� /� /� /� /� /� /� /� /� /� /� /� /� /� / �/�/�/�/�/� /� /� /� /� /� /� /� /� /� /� /� /� /� /� /� /� /� /� /� /� /� /� /� /� /� /� /� /� /� /� /� /� /� /� /� /� /� /� /� / �/� /  �
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