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SHIRE OF YORK 
 

DISCLAIMER 
 
No responsibility whatsoever is implied or accepted by the Shire of York for any act, omission or 
statement or intimation occurring during Council meetings. 
 
The Shire of York disclaims any liability for any loss whatsoever and howsoever caused arising 
out of reliance by any person or legal entity on any such act, omission or statement or intimation 
occurring during Council meetings. 
 
Any person or legal entity who acts or fails to act in reliance upon any statement, act or 
omission made in a Council meeting does so at that person’s or legal entity’s own risk. 
 
In particular and without derogating in any way from the broad disclaimer above, in any 
discussion regarding any planning application or application for a license, any statement or 
intimation of approval made by any member or Officer of the Shire of York during the course of 
any meeting is not intended to be and is not taken as notice of approval from the Shire of York. 
 
The Shire of York notifies that anyone who has any application lodged with the Shire of York 
must obtain and should only rely on WRITTEN CONFIRMATION of the outcome of the 
application, and any conditions attaching to the decision made by the Shire of York in respect of 
the application. 
 
 
RAY HOOPER 
CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER 
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SHIRE OF YORK 
 

THE ORDINARY MEETING OF THE COUNCIL  
HELD ON MONDAY, 15 June 2009, COMMENCING AT 

3.02PM IN THE Lesser Hall, YORK. 
 
The York Shire Council acknowledges the traditional owners of the land on which this meeting 
will be held. 
 
1. OPENING 
  
1.1 Declaration of Opening  

The Shire President, Cr Pat Hooper, welcomed all in attendance and declared the 
meeting open at 3.02pm. 
 

1.2 Chief Executive Officer read the disclaimer 
 
1.3 Announcement of Visitors 
 Nil 
 
1.4 Announcement of any Declared Financial Interests 

Tyhscha Cochrane – MATS – Item 9.2.7 
 
2. ATTENDANCE  
 
2.1 Members 
 Cr Hooper, Cr Lawrance, Cr Boyle, Cr Randell, Cr Walters 
 
2.2 Staff 

R Hooper - CEO, T Cochrane – MATS, P Ruettjes – Shire Planner, J Treloar – ESO,  
N McNamara – DSO. 
 

2.3 Apologies 
  G Stanley – DCEO, P Stevens – EHO/BS 
 
2.4 Leave of Absence Previously Approved 

Cr Fisher  
 

2.5 Number of People in Gallery at Commencement of Meeting 
9 
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3. RESPONSE TO PREVIOUS PUBLIC QUESTIONS TAKEN ON NOTICE 
 
3.1 Previous Public Questions Taken on Notice 
 Nil 
 
3.2 Written Questions – Current Agenda 
 Nil 
 
4. PUBLIC QUESTION TIME 
 
 Mr Andrew Fraser – 17 Pelham Street.  
 Equal Opportunities Commission – Disability access in Council Chambers. 

RESPONSE 
Shire followed procedures in SAT. The Minister recommended that the Shire apply for 
exemption (under State law). Had no need to go to public consultation as only one 
person had put in an objection.  
 
Ms Roberta Garlick – Lot 7/ 2 Eighth Road.  
RE: Mt Bakewell Resort 
Why has Lot 573 Eighth Rd York been singled out to have a noise and vibration 
notification from the rail line registered on our Land Title Certificate as per Scheme 
Amendment 42 - Special Use Zone, which has forwarded to Environmental Protection 
Authority. 
RESPONSE 
No scheme amendment would go through unless noise attenuation plan was put 
through. It is the same for all of the subdivisions along the railway line – if you purchase 
the property you must do noise attenuation processes so the Minister does not receive 
complaints regarding noise – this only applies to new buildings.  
 
Mrs Carole Bozich – 2 Mansfield Street.  
1. Where are the pots that were removed from the CBD?  
2. Are they all going to be reinstated, if so, when? 
3. Where are the wrought iron tree surrounds removed from the CBD and paid for by 

ratepayers?  
4. Where and when are they going to be used?  
RESPONSE 
1. The pots and surrounds removed from the Avon Terrace CBD are currently located 

in the Shire Council yards, and will be returned very soon.  
2. When the trees are re-planted the surrounds will also be returned.  
3. They are at the depot. 
4. They will be used wherever it may be appropriate. 
 
Mr Kevin Guelfi – Georgiana Street.  
Could Council please look into the culvert at the corner of Georgiana and South Street 
as I believe it is very dangerous. 
RESPONSE 
Put in a request for action at the Council office.  

 
5. APPLICATIONS FOR LEAVE OF ABSENCE 
 Nil 
 
6. PETITIONS / PRESENTATIONS / DEPUTATIONS 

Nil 
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7. CONFIRMATION OF MINUTES OF PREVIOUS MEETING 
 
7.1 Minutes of the Ordinary Meeting of Council held May 18, 2009 

 
 Corrections - NIl 
 

Confirmation 
 
RESOLUTION  
010609 
 
Moved: Cr Walters     Seconded: Cr Boyle 
 
“That the minutes of the Ordinary Council Meeting held May 18, 2009 be confirmed 
as a correct record of proceedings.” 

CARRIED (5/0)  
 
 
7.2 Minutes of the Special Meeting of Council held May 25, 2009 

 
 Corrections - Nil 
 

Confirmation 
 
RESOLUTION  
020609 
 
Moved: Cr Randell     Seconded: Cr Boyle 
 
“That the minutes of the Special Council Meeting held May 25, 2009 be confirmed 
as a correct record of proceedings.” 

CARRIED (5/0) 
 

 
8. ANNOUNCEMENTS BY PRESIDING MEMBER WITHOUT DISCUSSION 

A public meeting regarding the structural reform debate is to be held soon. This will be 
advertised in the near future and we are hoping to have somebody from WALGA to chair 
and facilitate the meeting. All members of the public are invited to attend and provide 
their comments.  
 
1 August 2009 – Launch of Days of Change – University of WA. 
29 August 2009 – Concert to be run to thank York for their support.  
 
I would like to thank Council staff and other Councillors for their patience, understanding 
and support over the past month whilst I have been occupied.  

 
9. OFFICER’S REPORTS  
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9.1 Development Services  
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9. OFFICER’S REPORTS 
9.1 DEVELOPMENT REPORTS 
9.1.1 Lot 500 Greenhills Road 
 
When acting as a planning authority in accordance with the powers conferred by the 
Planning and Development Act 2005 and any relevant scheme, the Council of the Shire is 
entitled to make decisions based only on proper planning considerations. 
 
FILE NO:    Gr3.3050 
COUNCIL DATE:   15 June 2009 
REPORT DATE:   5 June 2009 
LOCATION/ADDRESS:  Lot 500 (444) Greenhills Road, Greenhills 
APPLICANT:    Dick Turpin Pty Ltd 
SENIOR OFFICER:   Ray Hooper, CEO 
REPORTING OFFICER:  Patrick Ruettjes, Shire Planner 
DISCLOSURE OF INTEREST: Nil 
APPENDICES: Site Plan 
DOCUMENTS TABLED:  Nil 
 
Summary: 
Council is asked to consider an application for a caravan park at Lot 500 (444) Greenhills Road, 
Greenhills.  The application is recommended for approval, subject to conditions. 
 
Background: 
The proposed caravan park is located next to the Greenhills Inn at Greenhills East.  The 
property has been amalgamated into the Greenhills Inn site last year and now comprises a total 
area of 7082 m2.  The previous Lots 5, 6 and 7 were purchased by the owners of the Greenhills 
Inn prior to the amalgamation with Lots 8 and 22. 
 
A condition of sale was the drafting of a concept plan for the future use of the site.  This concept 
plan is attached to this report. 
 
Consultation: 
The application has been advertised in accordance with clause 7.3 of the Shire of York Town 
Planning Scheme No. 2. 
 
The following submissions have been received: 
 
Submission 1: 
 

Dear Councillors, 
 
It is with great concern that I am sending you this email.  
 
About three years ago, The hotel at Greenhills was offered the land between the Fire Station 
and the Hotel at a very reasonable price, with the provision that within two years they had 
fulfilled their proposal to construct a caravan park with powered sites , ablution block and 
drainage for the vans. At the time, I wished that the land be made available for private 
residences. But we live in a democracy, so the majority won the day.  
 
Now THREE years later and not one thing done to progress towards the proposed caravan 
park, The hotel want to try to get the land again with the same proposal, only this time, not as 
grand as model No. 1. 
 
Will I have this same concern in another two years? I would hope not. Let us move ahead and 
do the best thing for Greenhills, and make available some land so as to populate the town and 
make more of a community of our town. 
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Submission 2: 
 

After viewing your $2 landscaping plan for the proposed Greenhills caravan park, I have concerns 
regarding the following: 
 
• Waste water management – how is waste water from vans, etc going to be dealt with. No toilet 

blocks appear on the plan.  Will the residents of Greenhills have to continue putting up with 
smelly effluent as we have done for the past 10 years. (significant health issue) 

• Van sites – there does not appear to be any site allocation for caravans 
• Delivery of essential services, electricity/water to sites – there doesn’t appear to be any. Will the 

residents have to listen to generators, once again. 
 
Submission 3: 
 

A Conservation Officer, with delegated authority from the Heritage Council, has assessed the 
development referral in the context of the identified heritage significance of the place. 
We confirm that we have no objections to the proposed works and offer the following advice: 
1. In regards to the proposed upgrade to the existing toilets and shower facilities, all works shall 
be carefully undertaken to ensure that minimal damage occurs to original building fabric. 

 
Submission 4: 
 

The Department of Water is constraint from commenting on flood levels, and therefore 
recommending building levels, at this location due to there being no flood study conducted for 
this site. 
The Draft Country Sewerage Policy indicates that “the depth to the highest known groundwater 
level from the underside of a septic tank effluent drainage receptacle shall be a minimum of 1.2 
metres”.  In the absence of projected flood levels the distance of the proposal from the nearest 
watercourse exceeds the minimum buffer distance as described in the Draft Country Sewerage 
Policy. 

 
Submission 5: 
 

The Water Corporation has no objection to the proposed development. 
The water supply scheme serving Greenhills and surrounds was a Government sponsored 
rural water strategy project.  These type schemes are limited in capacity and were not 
designed for large scale development.  However, we do not consider the proposed caravan 
park would pose a significant demand above the existing demands of the Hotel. 
If necessary, the developer would be responsible for all costs associated with any upgrading 
required to the existing scheme to meet the proposed demands of the development. 
A full assessment of service requirements and related charges for the proposed development 
will be made on submission of building plans to the Corporation for approval. 

 
The submissions will be discussed in the ‘Comment’ section of this report. 
 
Statutory Environment: 
Shire of York Town Planning Scheme No. 2. 
 
Policy Implications: 
Nil. 
 
Financial Implications: 
Fees have been collected for the assessment of the development application. 
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Strategic Implications: 
Key Result Area 2 – Economic Development and Tourism – Objectives 1, 4 & 5 state: 
 
“To encourage a sustainable community by increasing employment opportunities in York, 
attracting investment and businesses to the town, and achieving diversification of industries.” 
 
“To utilise the unique features of York’s heritage and rural lifestyle, where appropriate, as the 
basis for economic development.” 
 
“To ensure that economic development does not conflict with York’s heritage, lifestyle and 
environment.”  
 
Key Result Area 1 – Objective 1: 
 
“To develop a framework to facilitate planning and decision-making in order to identify and meet 
community needs, develop opportunities and implement change.” 
 
Key Result Area 5 – History and Heritage 
 
“To encourage development which is appropriate to York’s history and heritage.” 
 
Voting Requirements: 
Absolute Majority Required:  No 
 
Site Inspection: 
Site Inspection Undertaken:   Yes. 
 
Triple bottom Line Assessment: 
Economic Implications: 
Following the sale of the land, the owners were required to submit a concept plan to guide 
further development.  It is anticipated that the proposed caravan park will attract more tourists to 
Greenhills. 
 
Social Implications: 
The proposed caravan park will add much needed vibrancy to the Greenhills townsite and 
complement the area with a compatible land use. 
 
Environmental Implications: 
The existing onsite effluent disposal systems need upgrade and/or replacement to cater for the 
additional tourists/caravan park users, as reticulated sewer is not available in Greenhills. 
 
Comment: 
The application for a caravan park is recommended for approval, subject to appropriate 
conditions.  Stormwater/drainage, landscaping and effluent disposal issues will need to be 
addressed in more detail at the building licence stage. 
 
The concerns expressed in the submissions have been addressed with the proposed planning 
conditions. 
 
 
No Submission/Concerns  Response 
1 About three years ago, The hotel at 

Greenhills was offered the land between the 
Fire Station and the Hotel at a very 
reasonable price, with the provision that 

Acknowledged. 
 
 
Any additional residential development 
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within two years they had fulfilled their 
proposal to construct a caravan park with 
powered sites , ablution block and drainage 
for the vans. At the time, I wished that the 
land be made available for private 
residences. But we live in a democracy, so 
the majority won the day. 
 
Now THREE years later and not one thing 
done to progress towards the proposed 
caravan park, The hotel want to try to get 
the land again with the same proposal, only 
this time, not as grand as model No. 1. 
 
 
 
 
Will I have this same concern in another two 
years? I would hope not. Let us move 
ahead and do the best thing for Greenhills, 
and make available some land so as to 
populate the town and make more of a 
community of our town. 

requires upgrade of infrastructure by the 
developer which might impact on existing 
residents as well. 
 
 
 
 
 
The application subject to this report 
proposes the establishment of a caravan 
park and is the first step followed by the 
necessary building and health approval.  
The land was sold to the hotel owner and 
subsequently amalgamated as per original 
conditions.  This application simply follows 
due process. 
 
Land availability in Greenhills is severely 
constrained by the absence of infrastructure 
and historic lot boundaries and road 
patterns.  The Shire has initiated an Outline 
Development Plan for Greenhills outlining 
possible land assembly and opening up 
additional land for residential development.  
This requires significant upgrade to the 
existing infrastructure, which has to be paid 
for by existing and future residents. 

2 After viewing your $2 landscaping plan for 
the proposed Greenhills caravan park, I 
have concerns regarding the following: 
 
 
• Waste water management – how is 
waste water from vans, etc going to be dealt 
with. No toilet blocks appear on the plan.  
Will the residents of Greenhills have to 
continue putting up with smelly effluent as 
we have done for the past 10 years. 
(significant health issue) 
 
• Van sites – there does not appear 
to be any site allocation for caravans 
 
 
 
• Delivery of essential services, 
electricity/water to sites – there doesn’t 
appear to be any. Will the residents have to 
listen to generators, once again? 

The concept plan was prepared for the 
landowner and submitted with the 
application.  The Shire has assessed it and 
proposes adequate conditions. 
 
The plan shows the existing toilet block at 
the rear of the hotel to be upgraded.  It is 
also proposed to upgrade the effluent 
disposal systems accordingly.  This has 
been addressed in advice notes a) and c).  
It will be assessed in detail at the building 
licence stage. 
 
There are two areas marked ‘proposed 
caravan sites’ and an area marked 
‘proposed caravan/carparking’ on the 
concept plan. 
 
The service provider for electricity in this 
area of Western Australia is Western 
Power.  The service provider for reticulated 
water is the Water Corporation.  The 
applicant has to contact these providers to 
get relevant infrastructure 
upgraded/connected at their cost.  The 
Shire of York does not provide electricity or 
reticulated water service. 
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3 No objection to the proposed works. 

 
All works shall be carefully undertaken to 
ensure that minimal damage occurs to 
original building fabric 

Acknowledged 
 
Acknowledged.  See proposed condition 14. 

4 No flood study data available for the 
proposal. 
 
Sewerage issues in accordance with the 
Draft Country Sewerage Policy. 

Acknowledged. 
 
 
Acknowledged.  See proposed advice note 
c). 

5 No objection to the proposed development. 
 
We do not consider the proposed caravan 
park would pose a significant demand 
above the existing demands of the Hotel. 
 
If necessary, the developer would be 
responsible for all costs associated with any 
upgrading required to the existing scheme 
to meet the proposed demands of the 
development. 
 
A full assessment of service requirements 
and related charges for the proposed 
development will be made on submission of 
building plans to the Corporation for 
approval. 

Acknowledged. 
 
Acknowledged. 
 
 
 
Acknowledged. 
 
 
 
 
 
Acknowledged.  See advice notes a) and g). 
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OFFICER RECOMMENDATION  
 
RESOLUTION  
030609 
 
Moved:  Cr Boyle    Seconded: Cr Lawrence  
 
“That Council advise the Applicant(s) that it approves a use not listed (caravan park), in 
accordance with clause 3.2.4 (b) of the Shire of York Town Planning Scheme No. 2, at Lot 
500 (444) Greenhills Road, Greenhills, subject to the following conditions: 
1. Development must substantially commence within twelve months from the date of 

this decision; 
2. Development taking place in accordance with the approved plan; 
3. An emergency management plan is to be prepared and submitted for approval by 

FESA and the local government; 
4. Prior to commencement of the development, a detailed plan addressing the upgrade 

of the toilet and shower facilities and the upgrade/replacement of the onsite effluent 
disposal systems to be submitted to the satisfaction of the local government; 

5. Prior to commencement of the development, a detailed landscaping plan is to be 
submitted to the satisfaction of the local government; 

6. Prior to commencement of the development, detailed drainage plans shall be 
submitted including all necessary calculations and be approved by the local 
government; 

7. Prior to occupation of the development, vehicle crossover(s) shall be constructed to 
the satisfaction of the local government; 

8. Prior to occupation of the development, the car parking, vehicle access and 
circulation areas shown on the approved site plan, including the provision of 
disabled car parking, are to be constructed, sealed, drained and line marked to the 
satisfaction of the local government; 

9. Prior to occupation of the development, stormwater drainage works must be 
completed to the satisfaction of the local government; 

10. Prior to occupation of the development, landscaping is to be completed in 
accordance with the approved plans or any approved modifications thereto to the 
satisfaction of the local government; 

11. All car parking, pedestrian access, vehicle access and circulation areas are to be 
maintained and available for car parking, pedestrian access, vehicle access and 
circulation on an ongoing basis to the satisfaction of the local government; 

12. The on-site drainage system shall be maintained on an ongoing basis to the 
satisfaction of the local government; 

13. All landscaped areas are to be maintained on an ongoing basis to the satisfaction of 
the local government; 

14. The development to be in accordance with the Shire of York’s Local Planning Policy 
on Heritage Precincts and Places; 

15. All boundary fencing to be confined within the property boundaries and to the 
satisfaction of the local government; and 

16. All buildings and effluent disposal systems having the necessary clearance from 
the boundaries as required under the relevant legislation. 
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Advice Notes: 
 
a) In accordance with the provisions of the Local Government (Miscellaneous 

Provisions) Act 1960, an application for a building licence for the upgrade of the 
toilet and shower facilities must be submitted to, and approval granted by the local 
government prior to the commencement of the development hereby permitted 
within 90 days. 

 
b) In accordance with the provisions of the Caravan Park and Camping Ground Act 

1997, an application for a caravan park licence must be submitted to, and approval 
granted by, the local government prior to the commencement of the development 
hereby permitted within 90 days. 

 
c) An approved effluent disposal system is to be installed, this must be approved by 

the State Department of Health in accordance with r.4A(2) of the Health (Treatment 
of Sewage and Disposal of Effluent and Liquid Waste) Regulations 1974 and be of 
sufficient size to cater for additional uses.  A geotechnical report may be required 
which provides details on the site suitability for onsite effluent disposal. 

 
d) An application for a vehicle crossover must be submitted to, and approval granted 

by, the local government prior to the commencement of the development hereby 
permitted. 

 
e) The development hereby permitted must comply with the access and facilities for 

disabled requirements of the Building Code of Australia and all other relevant 
Australian Standards in respect of access and facilities for the disabled. 

 
f) Any proposed signage is not subject of this application and will require a separate 

application for planning consent and an application for a building licence. 
 
g) The applicant is required to contact infrastructure providers, such as the Water 

Corporation and Western Power, for the relevant approvals and information on 
service capacity within 90 days. 

 
h) Application for clearing of trees in accordance with the Clearing of Native 

Vegetation Regulations to be submitted within 90 days.  
 
i) In relation to condition 8, the minimum standard is a 30 mm hotmix bitumen 

surface. 
 
j) In relation to condition 16, the shed located south of the toilet block to be removed 

from the property within 60 days, as it appears to encroach onto the neighbouring 
property. 

 
k) Noise levels created are not to exceed the requirements of the Environmental 

Protection (Noise) Regulations 1997.” 
 
l) In relation to condition 1, “substantially” means at least 50% of the development 

being commenced.  
 

CARRIED (5/0) 
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ITEM 9.1.1 
APPENDIX A 



 
 

 
 

 
MINUTES – SPECIAL COUNCIL MEETING 15 JUNE 2009 

22



 
 

 
 

 
MINUTES – SPECIAL COUNCIL MEETING 15 JUNE 2009 

23

9. OFFICER’S REPORTS 
9.1 DEVELOPMENT REPORTS 
9.1.2 Balladong Country Estate – Aged Care Facility - Amendment 
 
When acting as a planning authority in accordance with the powers conferred by the 
Planning and Development Act 2005 and any relevant scheme, the Council of the Shire is 
entitled to make decisions based only on proper planning considerations. 
 
FILE NO:    Ba1.31590, Re1.31550/31560/31570 
COUNCIL DATE:   15 June 2009 
REPORT DATE:   9 June 2009 
LOCATION/ADDRESS:  Balladong Road/Redmile Road, York.  
APPLICANT:    Morley Davis Architects on behalf of 

City of Swan Aged Persons’ Homes Trust (Inc)  
SENIOR OFFICER:   Ray Hooper, CEO 
REPORTING OFFICER:  Patrick Ruettjes, Shire Planner 
DISCLOSURE OF INTEREST: Nil 
APPENDICES:   Site plan, floor plans and elevation plans 
DOCUMENTS TABLED:  Printouts of plans in A1 
  
Summary: 
Council is asked to consider an amendment to a previously approved application for planning 
consent for aged or dependent persons’ dwelling units and a Residential Aged Care Facility 
between Balladong Street and Redmile Road in York. 
 
Background: 
The proposed development, located on Lot 3 (45) Balladong Street, Lots 11 (14), 12 (18) and 13 
(20) Redmile Road, York, has received planning consent at the Shire of York Ordinary Council 
Meeting of March 2009. 
 
Following the March Council Meeting and subsequent discussions between Councillors and the 
applicants and landowners, it was agreed to integrate the adjacent Reserve 39205 into the 
proposed development.  The management order over the reserve was revoked at the May 
Council Meeting. 
 
The landowner, City of Swan Aged Persons’ Homes Trust (Inc), through Morley Davis 
Architects, has submitted an amended proposal which shifts the Residential Aged Care Facility 
from its previously proposed location on Redmile Road onto Reserve 39205.  The residential 
units have been regrouped on the remainder of the site.  The number of units has been 
increased from 35 to 43 (35 3-bedroom units, 8 2-bedroom units).  The amended planning 
application also contains a proposal to construct a senior citizens’ centre on Redmile Road. 
 
As stated previously, the proposed aged or dependent persons’ dwellings are a discretionary 
use in the Shire of York Town Planning Scheme No. 2 (the ‘Scheme’) in an area zoned 
‘Residential’ while the 27-bed Residential Aged Care Facility is a use not listed in accordance 
with clause 3.2.4 of the Scheme (see Statutory Environment). 
 
The 43 unit component of the proposed development has been re-assessed against the 
Acceptable Development Criteria set out in the Residential Design Codes of Western Australia 
(‘R-Codes’).  The development does not comply with relevant Acceptable Development Criteria, 
relating to streetscape (clause 6.2), boundary setbacks (clause 6.3), access/car parking (clause 
6.5), site works requirements (excavation or fill, clause 6.6), privacy (clause 6.8) and the special 
requirements of aged or dependent persons’ dwellings (clause 7.1.2).  The proposal complies 
with all other relevant Acceptable Development Criteria. 
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It should be noted that inconsistency with one or more of the Acceptable Development Criteria 
set out in the R-Codes is not, in and of itself, reason to refuse or require modification of an 
application for planning consent.  Instead, the application must be assessed in the context of the 
relevant Performance Criteria.  The table below sets out the relevant Acceptable Development 
Criteria, inconsistencies and Performance Criteria of the amended proposal. 
 
 

 

Acceptable 
Development 
Criteria Inconsistency Performance Criteria 

A
ge

d 
or

 d
ep

en
de

nt
 

pe
rs

on
s’

 d
w

el
lin

gs
 Maximum plot ratio 

area = 100 m2 
 

Proposed plot 
ratio area varies 
between 110 m2 
and 165 m2 
 

 P2 Dwellings that accommodate the special 
needs of aged or dependent persons and which: 

• are designed to meet the needs of aged or 
dependent persons; 

• are located in proximity to public transport 
and convenience shopping; 

• have due regard to the topography of the 
locality in which the site is located; and 

• satisfy a demand for aged or dependent 
persons’ accommodation. 

    

St
re

et
sc

ap
e 

Setback from 
primary street = 4 
m; setback from 
secondary street = 
1.5 m 
 

Proposed 
primary street 
setback of 1.5 m 

P1 Buildings setback from street boundaries 
an appropriate distance to ensure they: 

• contribute to the desired streetscape 
• provide adequate privacy and open space 

for dwellings; and 
• allow safety clearances for easements for 

essential service corridors. 

    

B
ou

nd
ar

y 
se

tb
ac

k 

Setback for 
retaining walls less 
than 3.5 m high = 
1.5 m 
 

Proposed 
retaining wall 
setback (height 
to eastern 
boundary 
between 0.38 m 
and 1.96 m) = 0 
m instead of 1.5 
m; proposed 
retaining wall 
setback (height 
to western 
boundary max. 
0.61 m) = 0 m 
instead of 1.5 m 

P3 Retaining walls designed or setback to 
minimise the impact on adjoining properties. 
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A

cc
es

s 
an

d 
C

ar
 p

ar
ki

ng
 

On-site car parking 
requirements for 
the development (2 
spaces per 
dwelling) = 86; plus 
11 visitors’ car bays 
for the residential 
component plus 8 
for the aged care 
facility (incl. 1 
disabled car bay), – 
total 105. 

Proposed on-site 
car bays = 88 
(incl. 1 disabled 
car bay, 10 
visitors’ car bays, 
3 caravan bays 
and 5 staff car 
bays), proposed 
off-site car bays 
= 14 (incl. 1 
disabled car bay) 
– total 102 (3 
less than 
required). 

 P1 Adequate car parking provided on-site in 
accordance with projected need related to: 

• The type, number and size of dwellings; 
• The availability of on-street and other off-

site parking; and 
• The location of the proposed development 

in relation to public transport and other 
facilities. 

Si
te

 w
or

ks
 re

qu
ire

m
en

ts
 Filling behind a 

street setback line 
and within 1 m of a 
common boundary 
not more than 0.5 
m above the 
natural level at the 
boundary. 
 

Proposed 
maximum fill at 
eastern end of 
property = 2.1 m 
above natural 
ground level 
(NGL), proposed 
maximum fill at 
western end of 
property = 0.63 
m above NGL 

P1 Development that retains the visual 
impression of the natural level of a site, as seen 
from the street or other public place, or from an 
adjoining property. 

    

Pr
iv

ac
y 

Habitable rooms 
other than 
bedrooms and 
studies (such as 
kitchens and dining 
rooms) setback 6 m 
where floor level > 
0.5 m above 
natural ground level 
(NGL); bedrooms 
setback 4.5 m 
where floor level > 
0.5 m above NGL; 
outdoor living areas 
setback 7.5 m 
where floor level > 
0.5 m above NGL 

Units 1, 3, 5, 7 
and 9 have 
bedrooms, other 
rooms and/or 
outdoor living 
areas all setback 
2 m from the 
boundary and 
are all elevated 
more than 0.5 m 
above NGL, 
screening is 
proposed by a 
1.8 m colourbond 
fence 

P1 Avoid direct overlooking between active 
habitable spaces and outdoor living areas of the 
development site and the habitable rooms and 
outdoor living areas within adjoining residential 
properties taking account of: 

• the positioning of windows to habitable 
rooms on the development site and the 
adjoining property; 

• the provision of effective screening; and 
• the lesser need to prevent overlooking of 

extensive back gardens, front gardens or 
areas visible from the street. 

 

 
The inconsistencies of the relevant Acceptable Development Criteria have been discussed in 
the context of the relevant Performance Criteria in the previously presented report to the March 
Council Meeting in great detail.  The same considerations apply for the proposed modifications. 
 
The proposed development has been re-assessed in accordance with the provisions of the 
Shire of York Local Planning Policy - Heritage Precincts and Places. 
 
Consultation: 
The proposal has been subject to extensive community consultation prior to its original planning 
consent in March 2009.  Subsequently, the proposal has been discussed a number of times 

 

Acceptable 
Development 
Criteria Inconsistency Performance Criteria 
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between the proponents, Councillors and staff.  The modifications proposed follow some of the 
recommendations from the previous consultation and subsequent approval. 
 
Statutory Environment: 
Planning and Development Act 2005; 
Residential Design Codes of Western Australia (2002), Variation 1 (2008) [R-Codes]; 
Shire of York Town Planning Scheme No. 2; and 
Shire of York Local Planning Policy Heritage Precincts and Places. 
 
Policy Implications: 
Nil  
 
Financial Implications: 
Planning fees have been paid and building licence fees will be required. 
 
Strategic Implications: 
Key Result Area 2 – Economic Development and Tourism – Objectives 1, 4 & 5 state: 
 
“To encourage a sustainable community by increasing employment opportunities in York, 
attracting investment and businesses to the town, and achieving diversification of industries.” 
 
“To utilise the unique features of York’s heritage and rural lifestyle, where appropriate, as the 
basis for economic development.” 
 
“To ensure that economic development does not conflict with York’s heritage, lifestyle and 
environment.”  
 
Key Result Area 1 – Objective 1: 
 
“To develop a framework to facilitate planning and decision-making in order to identify and meet 
community needs, develop opportunities and implement change.” 
 
KRA5 – History and Heritage 
 
“To encourage development which is appropriate to York’s history and heritage.” 
 
Voting Requirements: 
Absolute Majority Required:  No 
 
Site Inspection: 
Site Inspection Undertaken:  Several site inspections have been carried out during the 
assessment of the proposal.  
 
Triple bottom Line Assessment: 
Economic Implications: 
As stated previously, the proposal constitutes a significant development investment in the Shire 
of York with an investment amount of more than $10,000,000.  Additional jobs in the growth 
areas of health and aged care are expected to be created. 
 
Social Implications: 
In addition to the expected creation of new jobs, the proposals will cater for an ageing 
population and therefore tap into a growth market.  Offering aged care infrastructure and 
independent living units in the Wheatbelt will enable senior citizens to stay or resettle in a 
sought after country area close to all amenities.  There are many local residents already 
expressing interest in the development. 
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Environmental Implications: 
The factors of landscaping and stormwater runoff have been addressed in the relevant 
conditions.  Discussions with the proponents’ engineers are continuing to address adequate 
drainage.  Potential noise issues from Balladong Street and Avon Terrace will be addressed in 
more detail at the building licence stage and have been addressed in condition 26. 
 
Comment: 
The proposed variations to the Acceptable Development Criteria of the R-Codes have been 
addressed in great detail in the report presented and approved at the March Council Meeting. 
 
The amended proposal addresses most issues in a similar way, and therefore the very same 
considerations apply to these proposed modifications to the original proposal, relating to 
boundary setbacks, site works, retaining walls, privacy, access/car parking and the 
requirements for aged and dependent persons’ dwellings.  The additional criterion of the 
reduced street setback to Redmile Road is not considered to have any adverse impact on the 
streetscape as there is a relatively wide verge on Redmile Road that will be used for offsite car 
parking and landscaping by the proponents. 
 
As stated before, the largest impact (fill, retaining walls, privacy) will be on Lots 9 and 10 
Redmile Road in their undeveloped state.  The owner of those two lots, however, is in the 
process of developing the lots for residential purposes and will have to fill the block to a similar 
level as it is proposed by the proponents of the aged care facility and therefore reducing the 
possible impact significantly. 
 
It is proposed to impose the same conditions as in the previously granted planning consent.  
The additional condition relating to traffic circulation has been removed as the new plans are 
considered to address this issue in sufficient detail.  The other change relates to the previous 
condition regarding the formerly proposed turning circles.  As there is only one cul-de-sac 
proposed (adjacent to the cemetery), the relevant requirements have been included into 
condition 15. 
 
It is therefore considered to vary the relevant Acceptable Development Criteria and enable the 
development, subject to appropriate conditions. 
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OFFICER RECOMMENDATION  
 
RESOLUTION 
040609 
 
Moved: Cr Randell      Seconded: Cr Hooper  
 
 
“That Council advise the Applicant(s) that it approves a use not listed (residential aged 

care facility), in accordance with clause 3.2.4 (b) of the Shire of York Town Planning 
Scheme No. 2, at Reserve 39205, Balladong Street, York, and aged or dependent 
persons’ dwellings and a senior citizens’ centre at Lot 3 (45) Balladong Street and 
Lots 11 (14), 12 (18) and 13 (20) Redmile Road, York, subject to the following 
conditions: 

1. Development must substantially commence within two years from the date of this 
decision; 

2. Development taking place in accordance with the approved plans; 
3. Vehicular access to the development hereby permitted shall be via Redmile Road 

only.  There is to be no direct vehicular access from Balladong Street to the 
development hereby permitted. 

4. An emergency entry/exit is to be established to Balladong Street to the satisfaction 
of Main Roads and the local government; 

5. An emergency management plan is to prepared and submitted for approval by FESA 
and the local government; 

6. Prior to commencement of the development, satisfactory arrangements being made 
with the local government for contributions to the upgrading of Redmile Road; 

7. Prior to commencement of the development, a geotechnical report covering the area 
affected by the proposed development to be submitted to the satisfaction of the local 
government addressing soil stability and earthquake issues. 

8. Prior to commencement of the development, satisfactory arrangement being made 
for the development of on-street car parking, as shown on the approved plans, and 
the appropriate paving and landscaping of the verge; 

9. Prior to commencement of the development, a detailed landscaping plan is to be 
submitted to the satisfaction of the local government; 

10. Prior to commencement of the development, satisfactory arrangements being made 
for the amalgamation of Lot 3 (45) Balladong Street and Lots 11 (14), 12 (18) and 13 
(20) Redmile Road, York; 

11. Prior to commencement of the development, detailed drainage plans shall be 
submitted to the satisfaction of the local government; 

12. Prior to commencement of the development, the standpipe located on Lot 3 shall be 
relocated to a place to the satisfaction of the local government and the Water 
Corporation; 

13. Prior to occupation, the development hereby permitted shall be connected to an 
approved effluent disposal system to the specifications of the local government and 
the Water Corporation;  

14. Prior to occupation of the development, vehicle crossover(s) shall be constructed to 
the satisfaction of the local government; 

15. Prior to occupation of the development, the car parking, pedestrian access, vehicle 
access, turning and circulation areas shown on the approved site plan, including the 
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provision of disabled car parking, are to be constructed, sealed, drained, and line 
marked to the satisfaction of the local government; 

16. Prior to occupation of the development, stormwater drainage works must be 
completed in accordance with the approved plans to the satisfaction of the local 
government; 

17. Prior to occupation of the development, landscaping is to be completed in 
accordance with the approved plans or any approved modifications thereto to the 
satisfaction of the local government; 

18. All car parking, pedestrian access, vehicle access and circulation areas are to be 
maintained and available for car parking, pedestrian access, vehicle access and 
circulation on an ongoing basis to the satisfaction of the local government; 

19. The on-site drainage system shall be maintained on an ongoing basis to the 
satisfaction of the local government; 

20. All landscaped areas are to be maintained on an ongoing basis to the satisfaction of 
the local government; 

21. The development to be in accordance with the Shire of York’s Local Planning Policy 
on Heritage Precincts and Places; 

22. The area subject to the 100 year ARI being filled to the levels as recommended by the 
Department of Water; 

23. All boundary fencing to be in accordance with the Shire of York Local Planning 
Policy on Heritage Precincts and Places and to the satisfaction of the local 
government; 

24. The development being in compliance with AS4299:1995 as per the Residential 
Design Codes of Western Australia 2002, Variation 1 (2008), clause 7.1.2; 

25. A memorial being placed on the title(s) that ensure that at least one occupant is a 
disabled or physically dependent person or aged over 55, or is the surviving spouse 
of such a person, and the owner of the land agrees to enter into a legal agreement, 
binding the owner, their heirs and successors in title requiring that this provision be 
maintained; and 

26. A memorial being placed on the title(s) advising of possible noise impact from traffic 
from Balladong Street and from neighbouring properties zoned ‘Mixed Business’. 

 
Advice Notes: 
 
a) In accordance with the provisions of the Local Government (Miscellaneous 

Provisions) Act 1960, an application for a building licence must be submitted to, 
and approval granted by the local government prior to the commencement of the 
development hereby permitted. 

 
b) An application for a vehicle crossover must be submitted to, and approval granted 

by, the local government prior to the commencement of the development hereby 
permitted. 

 
c) In relation to Condition 10 the applicants are advised that this condition may be 

cleared: 
    i) Via the amalgamation of (or granting of appropriate easements over each lot if the 

lots are in separate ownership) the lots: or 
   ii) By the landowner/s entering into a legal agreement with the local government under 

which the landowner/s undertake/s not to sell one or more of the lots unless all are 
sold to one purchaser and the new landowner enters into a similar deed; or the 
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landowner makes the individual lots compliant with appropriate planning 
requirements (including by the registration of easements where necessary for car 
parking, or via the demolition of the development and clearing of the site); 

 
         and which entitles the local government to lodge a caveat to secure the landowner’s 

obligations. 
 
d) In accordance with the provisions of the Main Roads Act 1930, an application for 

approval to develop within or adjoining major highways must be submitted to, and 
approval granted by Main Roads Western Australia prior to the commencement of 
the development hereby permitted. 

 
e) The development hereby permitted must comply with the access and facilities for 

disabled requirements of the Building Code of Australia and all other relevant 
Australian Standards in respect of access and facilities for the disabled. 

 
f) The incorporation of noise attenuation measures as detailed in AS2021 is 

recommended. 
 
g) Any proposed signage is not subject of this application and will require a separate 

application for planning consent and an application for a building licence. 
 
h) In relation to conditions 4 and 5 special consideration needs to be given to 

emergency vehicle access and egress. 
 
i) In relation to conditions 15 and 18, satisfactory arrangements being made for the 

access and circulation of municipal waste collection vehicles. 
CARRIED (5/0) 
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9.2 Administration Reports 
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9. OFFICER’S REPORTS 
9.2 ADMINISTRATION REPORTS   
9.2.1 Monger Street - Road Closure 
 
FILE NO:    Mo 2  
COUNCIL DATE:   15 June 2009 
REPORT DATE:  25 May 2009 
LOCATION/ADDRESS:  Monger Street  
SENIOR OFFICER:   R Hooper, CEO 
REPORTING OFFICER:  T Cochrane, MATS 
DISCLOSURE OF INTEREST: Nil. 
APPENDICES:   Appendix A – Map    
DOCUMENTS TABLED:  Nil 
  
Summary: 
It is appropriate to close a portion of Monger Street that is not constructed being from Balladong 
Road to Stephen Street, as shown on Appendix A.  
 
Background: 
The majority of the land adjoining both sides of the unconstructed portion of Monger Street is 
owned by the Council. 
  
Consultation: 
In relation to the road closure consultation will be carried out and Government Departments 
notified of Council’s intent for a period of 35 days. 
 
Statutory Environment: 
Land Administration Act. 
 
Land Administration Act, 1997 (as amended) Section 58. 
 
“Closure of roads 
 
58. 
 
(1) When a local government wishes a road in its district to be closed permanently, the local 

government may, subject to subsection (3), request the Minister to close the road. 
 
(2) When a local government resolved to make a request under subsection (1), the local 

government must in accordance with the regulations prepare and deliver the request to 
the Minister. 

 
(3) A local government must not resolve to make a request under subsection (1) until a 

period of 35 days has elapsed from the publication in a newspaper circulating its district 
of notice of motion for that resolution, and the local government has considered any 
objections made to it within that period concerning the proposals set out in that notice. 

 
(4) On receiving a request delivered to him or her under subsection (2), the Minister may, if 

he or she is satisfied that the relevant local government has complied with the 
requirements of subsections (2) and (3) - 

 
(a) by order grant the request; 
(b) direct the relevant local government to reconsider the request, having regard to 

such matters as he or she thinks fit to mention in that direction; or 
(c) refuse the request. 
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(5) If the Minister grants a result under subsection (4) -  
 

(a) the road concerned is closed on and from the day on which the relevant order is 
registered; 

(b) any rights suspended under section 55 (3) (a) cease to be so suspended; and 
(c) the Minister must cause notice of the registration of the relevant order to be 

published in a newspaper circulating in the district of the relevant local 
government. 

 
(6) When a road is closed under this section, the land comprising the former road - 
 

(a) becomes unallocated Crown land; or 
(b) if a lease continues to subsist in that land by virtue of section 57 (2), remains 

Crown land.” 
 
Land Administration Regulations, 1998 (as amended), Part 2 – General, Regulation 9 – 
Preparation and Delivery by Local Government of Request to close a road permanently. 
 
“9. Preparation and delivery by local government of request to close a road permanently  
 
For the purposes of preparing and delivering under section 58(2) of the Act a request to the 
Minister to close a road permanently, a local government must include with the request; 
 

(a)  written confirmation that the local government has resolved to make the request, details 
of the date when the relevant resolution was passed and any other information relating 
to that resolution that the Minister may require;  

(b)  sketch plans showing the location of the road and the proposed future disposition of the 
land comprising the road after it has been closed;  

(c)  copies of any submissions relating to the request that, after complying with the 
requirement to publish the relevant notice of motion under section 58(3) of the Act, the 
local government has received, and the local government's comments on those 
submissions;  

(d) a copy of the relevant notice of motion referred to in paragraph (c);  

(e) any other information the local government considers relevant to the Minister's 
consideration of the request; and  

(f) written confirmation that the local government has complied with section 58(2) and (3) of 
the Act.” 

 
Policy Implications: 
Nil. 
 
Financial Implications: 
The road closure will incur administration costs associated with staff time and advertising.  
 
If the Minister agrees to the closure, the road reserve becomes Crown land and then 
negotiations may begin regarding purchasing the closed road. 
 
Fees associated with amalgamating the lots may be required after approval from the Minister.  
 
Strategic Implications: 
Community Services – Key Result Area 7 – Objective 1 states: 
 
“To meet community needs in terms of physical infrastructure and overall community services.” 
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Voting Requirements: 
Absolute Majority Required:   No 
 
Site Inspection: 
Site Inspection Undertaken:  Yes - Various  
 
Triple bottom Line Assessment: 
Economic Implications: 
If the Minister agrees to the closure, the road reserve becomes Crown land and then 
negotiations may begin. 
 
Social Implications: 
The road closure would not appear to impact on future developments within this area, however 
an advertising period will flush out any concerns. 
 
Environmental Implications: 
Nil. 
 
Comment: 
It is Council’s intent to have this land available for development and this is the first stage.  
 
OFFICER RECOMMENDATION  
 
RESOLUTION 
050609 
 
Moved: Cr Lawrence    Seconded: Cr Randell 
 
“That Council: 
 
1. accede to the proposed road closure of a portion of the road reserve known as 

Monger Street that is not constructed being from Balladong Road to Stephen Street, 
as shown on the attached map labelled “Appendix A”, for the purpose of facilitating 
public advertising in accordance with Section 58 of the Land Administration Act 1997 
(as amended); and 

 
2. in the event that no adverse submissions are received during the advertising period, 

delegate authority to the Chief Executive Officer to finalise the road closure and 
commence negotiations regarding the purchase of the land.” 

CARRIED (5/0) 
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9. OFFICER’S REPORTS 
9.2 ADMINISTRATION REPORTS   
9.2.2 Sale of Brick Pavers – Main Street 
 
FILE NO:    Av 1 
COUNCIL DATE:   15 June 2009 
REPORT DATE:  8 June 2009 
LOCATION/ADDRESS:  Avon Terrace 
SENIOR OFFICER:   R Hooper, CEO 
REPORTING OFFICER:  T Cochrane, MATS 
DISCLOSURE OF INTEREST: Nil 
APPENDICES:   Nil 
DOCUMENTS TABLED:  Nil 
  
Summary: 
Council has approximately 45 pallets of paving bricks that were removed from the Main Street 
project. The intent of this report is to obtain approval to dispose of the property in accordance 
with Section 3.58 of the Local Government Act 1995 (as amended). 
 
Background: 
The first choice has been given to Council and community groups to retain for public benefit as 
much as possible and this has included the Residency Museum, Scouts, York Society etc.  
 
Interest was shown by the public when the works were being undertaken and advice was 
provided to put their requests in writing. Currently five submissions have been received.  
 
Those that wrote to Council have been advised of the following: 
 
“… please be advised that Council is required under the Local Government Act 1995 (as 
amended) to authorise the disposal of Council property. 
 
An agenda item will be presented to the Ordinary Council meeting on the 15th June 2009. 
 
Further contact will be made after this date, however should you require any further information 
in the meantime please do not hesitate to contact Tyhscha Cochrane on 96412233.” 
 
Consultation: 
A public notice of the proposed disposition will be carried out in accordance with the Local 
Government Act 1995 (as amended). 
 
Statutory Environment: 
Local Government Act 1995 (as amended): 
“3.58. Disposing of property 

 (1) In this section —  
 dispose includes to sell, lease, or otherwise dispose of, whether absolutely or not; 
 property includes the whole or any part of the interest of a local government in 

property, but does not include money. 

 (2) Except as stated in this section, a local government can only dispose of property to —  
 (a) the highest bidder at public auction; or 
 (b) the person who at public tender called by the local government makes what is, 

in the opinion of the local government, the most acceptable tender, whether or 
not it is the highest tender. 



 
 

 
 

 
MINUTES – SPECIAL COUNCIL MEETING 15 JUNE 2009 

56

 (3) A local government can dispose of property other than under subsection (2) if, before 
agreeing to dispose of the property —  

 (a) it gives local public notice of the proposed disposition —  
 (i) describing the property concerned; 
 (ii) giving details of the proposed disposition; and 
 (iii) inviting submissions to be made to the local government before a date 

to be specified in the notice, being a date not less than 2 weeks after 
the notice is first given; 

  and 
 (b) it considers any submissions made to it before the date specified in the notice 

and, if its decision is made by the council or a committee, the decision and the 
reasons for it are recorded in the minutes of the meeting at which the decision 
was made. 

 (4) The details of a proposed disposition that are required by subsection (3)(a)(ii) 
include —  

 (a) the names of all other parties concerned; 
 (b) the consideration to be received by the local government for the disposition; 

and 
 (c) the market value of the disposition as ascertained by a valuation carried out not 

more than 6 months before the proposed disposition. 

 (5) This section does not apply to —  
 (a) a disposition of land under section 29 or 29B of the Public Works Act 1902; 
 (b) a disposition of property in the course of carrying on a trading undertaking as 

defined in section 3.59; 
 (c) anything that the local government provides to a particular person, for a fee or 

otherwise, in the performance of a function that it has under any written law; or 
 (d) any other disposition that is excluded by regulations from the application of this 

section.” 
 
The Local Government (Functions and General) Regulations 1996 – Part 6 – 30 (3)(a) states: 
 
(3) A disposition of property other than land is exempt disposition if –  
 

(a) its market value is less than $20,000…” 
 

 
Policy Implications: 
No policy implications arise from this report. 
 
Financial Implications: 
New pavers are approximately $23 per m2. This may be an opportunity for people to undertake 
landscaping at a reduced price $10 per m2.  
 
It should be noted that the purchase of the bricks is not to include the loading of bricks. 
 
The proceeds of the sale will be allocated to General Ledger Account 143297. 
 
Strategic Implications: 
No policy implications arise from this report. 
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Voting Requirements: 
Absolute Majority Required:   No 
 
Site Inspection: 
Site Inspection Undertaken:  N/A 
 
Triple bottom Line Assessment: 
Economic Implications: 
New pavers are approximately $23 per m2. This may be an opportunity for people to undertake 
landscaping at a reduced price being $10 per m2.  
 
Social Implications: 
Council has supported and given the local community groups the option throughout the process. 
 
Environmental Implications: 
No environmental implications arise from this report. 
 
Comment: 
Those that have shown interest will be advised of the process being followed. The advertising 
period will allow fair assessment of the submissions and allocation of the pallets. 
 
OFFICER RECOMMENDATION  
 
RESOLUTION 
060609 
 
Moved: Cr Boyle     Seconded: Cr Lawrence  
 
“That Council advertise the disposal of excess paving bricks removed from Avon Terrace 
at a price of $10 per m2 and various quantities shall be disposed of in the pallet load on a 
first come first serve basis on a fair distribution arrangement to ensure no one person 
buys the whole lot. 
 
Advice Note: 
 
The advertising period shall not be less than 2 weeks and no further submissions will be 
received after that date to allow the fair distribution.” 

CARRIED (3/2) 
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9.  OFFICER’S REPORTS 
9.2  ADMINISTRATION REPORTS   
9.2.3 Road Name Change – Osborn Road 
 
FILE NO:    PS.NAM.2  
COUNCIL DATE:   15 June 2009 
REPORT DATE:  29 May 2009 
LOCATION/ADDRESS:  Osborne Road 
SENIOR OFFICER:   R Hooper, CEO 
REPORTING OFFICER:  T Cochrane, MATS 
DISCLOSURE OF INTEREST: Nil. 
APPENDICES:   Appendix A - Map    
DOCUMENTS TABLED:  Nil 
  
Summary: 
A request has been received from a resident on Osborne Road to rename the road to Osborn. 
 
Background: 
The following correspondence was sent to 29 residents within the area: 
 
“Please be advised that a request has been received from a landowner to have Osborne Road 
renamed to show the correct spelling being ‘Osborn Road’.  
 
The original name applied to this road was Osborn, however this was transcribed as Osborne 
with an ‘e’ when the sign was erected. Council advised Landgate – Geographic Names Section 
via correspondence dated the 12th December 1983 that this road name required alteration, 
however the procedure was never finalised. 
 
Names of roads should have some connection to the community. In this case the road name 
was named after the Osborn family.  
 
It is a requirement under the Geographic Names Committee that residents on Osborne Road 
are consulted. 
 
Please make comments, if necessary, on the duplicate of this letter, sign and return to the Shire 
of York by the 5th June 2009. If no comments are received by this date Council will consider the 
name change on its merits at the Ordinary Council meeting to be held on the 15th June 2009.” 
 
No objections were received and 9 responses showing support were received back. 
  
Consultation: 
Landgate – Geographic Naming Committee. 
 
Statutory Environment: 
Land Administration Act. 
 
The Geographic Names Committee – WA (Landgate) provides the following information: 

“Procedure for Naming and Renaming Roads 
New Roads - Survey documents require approved road names before the survey can be 
approved. The developer or their agent should be prompt in lodging a concept plan and a 
proposal for road names conforming to the above guidelines with the relevant local 
government. It may also be helpful to supply a copy to the Secretary, Geographic 
Names Committee. Local governments then propose the names to LANDGATE for 
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approval. Following agreement between the Department and the local government, the 
names will be approved and all interested parties advised. 
The selection of names is at local government discretion, and many local governments 
maintain lists of preferred names. There must be sound justification to propose 
alternative names, but some local governments allow developers discretion, particularly 
with larger developments. Short names are encouraged for short roads. 

Existing Roads – Unnamed roads should be treated in a like manner to new roads. 
Proposals for renaming roads should follow the above guideline and be submitted through 
local government. Proposals should be accompanied by a map showing the extent of the 
name and full details on the name, including the reason for the selection.” 

 
Policy Implications: 
Nil. 
 
Financial Implications: 
Administration costs associated with staff time. 
 
Strategic Implications: 
Nil. 
 
Voting Requirements: 
Absolute Majority Required:   No 
 
Site Inspection: 
Site Inspection Undertaken:  No  
 
Triple bottom Line Assessment: 
Economic Implications: 
Nil. 
 
Social Implications: 
The naming of roads should have a tangible connection to the community, in this case the road 
name was named after the Osborn family.  
 
Environmental Implications: 
Nil. 
 
Comment: 
Once Council endorses the name then the matter will be referred to the Geographic Names 
Committee for final approval. 
 
OFFICER RECOMMENDATION  
 
RESOLUTION  
070609 
 
Moved: Cr Randell    Seconded: Cr Boyle  
 
“That Council:  
 
advise the Geographic Names Committee that it approves the renaming of Osborne Road 
to Osborn Road (as per Appendix A).” 

CARRIED (5/0) 
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ITEM 9.2.3 
APPENDIX A 
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9.  OFFICER’S REPORTS 
9.2 ADMINISTRATION REPORTS   
9.2.4 Change Name Flea Pool Rd to Mannavale Rd 
      
FILE NO:      
COUNCIL DATE:   15 June 2009 
REPORT DATE:  8 June 2009 
LOCATION/ADDRESS:  Flea Pool Road  
SENIOR OFFICER:   R Hooper, CEO 
REPORTING OFFICER:  T Cochrane, MATS 
DISCLOSURE OF INTEREST: Nil. 
APPENDICES:   Appendix A – Map    
DOCUMENTS TABLED:  Nil 
  
Summary: 
It is considered appropriate to change a section Flea Pool Road to Mannavale Road, as shown 
on Appendix A. The road is sign posted Mannavale Road and has been known as this for quite 
some length of time. The alignment of the road is better suited to Mannavale Road. 
 
Background: 
Council needs to approve the proposed road names for submission to the Geographic Names 
Committee at the Department of Land Information. The Geographic Names Committee 
administers the naming of public features such as roads, natural attractions – i.e. hills and rivers 
and towns and suburbs. 
 
Consultation: 
Landgate – Geographic Naming Committee. 
 
Statutory Environment: 
Land Administration Act. 
 
Policy Implications: 
Nil. 
 
Financial Implications: 
Nil to Council. 
 
Strategic Implications: 
Community Services – Key Result Area 7 – Objective 1 states: 
 
“To meet community needs in terms of physical infrastructure and overall community services.” 
 
Voting Requirements: 
Absolute Majority Required:   No 
 
Site Inspection: 
Site Inspection Undertaken:  Yes – Works  
 
Triple bottom Line Assessment: 
Economic Implications: 
No economic implications arise from this report. 
 
Social Implications: 
The naming of roads should have a tangible connection to the community. In this case the road 
even though it is officially shown as Flea Pool Road has been referred to as Mannavale Road 
for a number of years.  
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Environmental Implications: 
Nil. 
 
Comment: 
Once Council endorses the name then the matter will be referred to the Geographic Names 
Committee for final approval. 
 
This procedure will provide a correct record in due course if the recommendation is accepted. 
 
 
OFFICER RECOMMENDATION  
 
RESOLUTION 
080609 
 
Moved: Cr Boyle     Seconded: Cr Lawrance 
 
“That Council advise the Geographic Names Committee that: 
 
1. it approves the name of Mannavale Road to be used on the portion of road shown 

as Flea Pool Road (as per Appendix A) with the new alignment of Mannavale Road 
being from the intersection with Quellington Road to the intersection with the 
York-Tammin Road.” 

CARRIED (5/0) 
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ITEM 9.2.4 
APPENDIX A 
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9. OFFICER’S REPORTS 
9.2 ADMINISTRATION REPORTS   
9.2.5 House Unfit For Habitation – Lot 31 Quairading Road  
 
FILE NO:  Qu5.2871     
COUNCIL DATE:  15 June 2009    
REPORT DATE: 08 June 2009   
LOCATION/ADDRESS:   Lot 31 Quairading Road    
APPLICANT: N/A  
SENIOR OFFICER:  Ray Hooper  
REPORTING OFFICER: Peter Stevens   
DISCLOSURE OF INTEREST:  Nil    
APPENDICES:  Appendix A – Location of Property 
 Appendix B – Photography of Dongas  
DOCUMENTS TABLED:  Nil   
  
Summary: 
The property at Lot 31 Quairading Road (the Property, Appendix A) contains second hand 
transportable accommodation that has been inspected and is deemed to be unfit for human 
habitation due to their general poor state of repair, unsanitary condition and substandard 
plumbing.  
 
No approvals are in place for multiple occupancy short term accommodation at the property.  
 
Background: 
The property was initially inspected due to complaints received regarding offensive odours 
unrelated to the accommodation. Whilst at the property it was noted that there were 
accommodation rooms in the form of dongas located next to the sheds. The dongas were 
inspected as there were no approvals in place for any type of accommodation structures at the 
property. 
 
The dongas and ablution block were found to be in very poor condition (Appendix B) and 
consisted of 7 sleeping rooms a lounge area and ablution block. The structures are not secured 
to footings, are in a generally filthy condition and have open effluent draining from them.  
 
Attached in appendix B are a number of photographs taken of the dongas and the plumbing 
works.  
 
A search of Council records has revealed that no approvals are in place for the dongas as is 
required by the Shire of York Town Planning Scheme No.2 and the Local Governement 
Miscellaneous Provisions Act 1960. No building licence or Health Act approvals have been 
issued.  
 
The owner of the property has claimed that the dongas were on site when he purchased the 
property in 2003 however the aerial photography taken at that time does not support this 
information. The applicant has also stated that he put the dongas in their current position.  
 
Consultation: 
Nil  
 
Statutory Environment: 
Health Act 1911 - Section 135 Houses Unfit for Occupation  
 
Policy Implications: 
Nil 
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Financial Implications: 
Nil to Council as the owner will be responsible for all costs.  
 
Strategic Implications: 
Nil 
 
Voting Requirements: 
Absolute Majority Required:  No 
 
Site Inspection: 
Site Inspection Undertaken:   
Yes - EHO and Planner   
 
Social Implications: 
Substandard accommodation can lead to poor health and spread communicable diseases. 
 
Environmental Implications: 
Unsanitary housing can pollute the environment through the uncontrolled discharge of human 
waste.  
 
Comment: 
The applicant has been contacted both verbally by telephone and in writing regarding the 
unapproved dongas on the property. The applicant claims the dongas were already on the 
property when he purchased it in 2003.  
 
This report does not relate to the unapproved accommodation but relates to the continued use 
of the accommodation for habitable purposes. The dongas are clearly substandard in regards to 
their sanitary condition and disposal of effluent and are also in a dangerous condition in that 
they are not adequately secured. If a section 135 Health Act Notice is issued it will be an 
offence for anybody to occupy the dongas. 
  
 
OFFICER RECOMMENDATION  
 
RESOLUTION 
090609 
 
Moved: Cr Randell     Seconded: Cr Boyle 
 
 “That Council:  
 
1. Issue a Notice, in accordance with section 135 of the Health Act 1911(as amended) 

declaring the transportable accommodation dongas located at Lot 31 Quairading 
Road, York Unfit for Habitation; and  

2. Issue a Notice in accordance with section 137 of the Health Act 1911 (as amended) 
requiring the dongas and associated plumbing works to be removed within 28 days. 

 
Advice Note : 
The owner is also advised that no approval is in place for multiple occupancy short or 
long term accommodation at the property and use for their purpose without approval 
constitutes a breach of the provisions of the York Town Planning Scheme No. 2.  
 

CARRIED (5/0) 
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ITEM 9.2.5 
APPENDIX A 
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ITEM 9.2.5 
APPENDIX B 
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9. OFFICER’S REPORTS 
9.2 ADMINISTRATION REPORTS   
9.2.6 Structural Reform    
 
FILE NO:  
COUNCIL DATE: 15 June 2009      
REPORT DATE: 5 June 2009 
LOCATION/ADDRESS: N/A 
APPLICANT: N/A 
SENIOR OFFICER: Ray Hooper, CEO 
REPORTING OFFICER: Ray Hooper, CEO 
DISCLOSURE OF INTEREST: Nil  
APPENDICES: A – Structural Reform Timeframe and Process 
 B – Shire of York Discussion Paper  
DOCUMENTS TABLED: Nil 
  
Summary: 
The Minister for Local Government has directed all local governments to undertake a specific 
structural reform process based on the amalgamation of local governments and the reduction in 
the number of elected members. 
 
Background: 
Structural reform in local government has been debated in Western Australia for the past 20 
years without any definitive outcome other than the occasional merger eg. Northam, Geraldton/ 
Greenough, Broomehill/ Tambellup. 
The SSS Report raised issues of long term sustainability and proposed an action and 
assessment timeframe unacceptable to the Minister. 
 
Consultation: 
Shires of Beverley, Cunderdin and Quairading. 
 
Statutory Environment: 
1. Ministerial Direction 
2. Schedule 2.1 of the Local Government Act. 

State divided into districts  
 
2.1. (1) The Governor, on the recommendation of the Minister, may make an order —  
 

(a) declaring an area of the State to be a district; 
 

(b) changing the boundaries of a district; 
 

(c) abolishing a district; or 
 

(d) as to a combination of any of those matters. 
(2) Schedule 2.1 (which deals with creating, changing the boundaries of, and 

abolishing districts) has effect. 
 

(3) The Minister can only make a recommendation under subsection (1) if the Advisory 
Board has recommended under Schedule 2.1 that the order in question should be made. 
 

Policy Implications: 
************* 
 
Financial Implications: 
Funding is available if facilitation and consultation processes are required. 
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Strategic Implications: 
York is an active member of SEAVROC which is progressing structural reform through resource 
sharing and collaborative effort and it is also investigating options for alternative models for 
regional governance eg South Australian Subsidiary Model. 
 
Voting Requirements: 
Absolute Majority Required:  No 
 
Site Inspection: 
Site Inspection Undertaken:  Not applicable 
 
Triple bottom Line Assessment: 
Economic Implications: 
There may be economies of scale at the regional and local levels with larger local governments 
however distances and service capacity may increase some costs. 
 
Social Implications: 
Amalgamations whether forced or agreed may result in social discord in the initial stages in one 
or all of the communities involved. 
 
Environmental Implications: 
Nil expected at this stage. 
 
Comment: 
The prescription for the structural reform process as depicted in the timeframe has a series of 
components with the first being the preparation and submission of a checklist and Council has 
complied with this requirement. 
The next stages are to determine suitable partners for amalgamations and to consider 
reductions in the number of elected members to a maximum of nine (9). 
York has complied with the section on numbers as it has a system of 6 elected members and no 
wards and no further action is necessary. 
In relation to amalgamation partners the issue becomes more contentious as the onus is on 
individual local governments to prove their sustainability based on existing boundaries and 
resource capacity and to disprove the need for amalgamation with one or more adjoining local 
governments. 
There is a case to be made for the benefits which may accrue from amalgamations such as staff 
and equipment cost savings, increased purchasing power, larger voting base for political 
recognition, economies of scale and other factors. 
Similarly a case can be made on the disbenefits of amalgamation such as community 
disharmony, merging costs for information technology, planning, local laws etc, increased staff/ 
consultants in the formative years and higher workloads and representation levels for elected 
members. 
From a land mass perspective there are numerous shires in the Wheatbelt and the Midwest with 
land areas up to five (5) times that of York which are serviced by a single authority eg. 
   Population  Road Length  Area 
Dalwallinu  1368   1939km    7187km2 
Coorow  1200     963km    4137km2 

Moora   2410     968km    3788km2 
Dandaragan  3155   1369km    6936km2 
Mt Marshall    614   1747km  10134km2 
 
This indicates that a larger land area can be adequately serviced if amalgamations eventuate 
however there will come a point where travel and service distances would outweigh any 
perceived benefits. 
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Infrastructure and asset management are core requirements for funding from the federal and 
state governments and structural reform will largely be controlled by the capacity to meet the 
needs and expectations in these areas. This may or may not be enhanced by amalgamations or 
mergers. 
The guidelines provided by the Minister to date do not cover the process where adjoining local 
governments do not want to enter into discussions on amalgamations. 
From the existing provisions of the Local Government Act there would appear to be a need for 
significant legislative change before forced amalgamations could come into effect. 
 
There is no doubt that there is a need for structural reform across the local government industry 
and Western Australia has an opportunity to control its own destiny rather than have reform 
imposed by government similar to what has occurred in the other states. 
York as a member of SEAVROC has fully researched options for alternative forms of regional 
governance and SEAVROC will present a case to the Minister for the introduction of the South 
Australian Subsidiary Model as an option for collaborative effort. 
 
This option would allow the retention of local identity and autonomy and retain accountability at 
the local level through the member Councils rather than creating a new tier of local government 
accountable only to the Minister through the Regional Council system. 
 
In this age of increased mobility and instant communication the emphasis is probably more on 
services and responses than a shire boundary however people still have a strong association 
with and connection to their “town” and parochialism will be an issue in any debate on 
amalgamations whether forced or voluntary. 
 
The discussion paper prepared on this subject provides comment on possible mergers with 
adjoining local governments and the contention that the SEAVROC model should be 
investigated to the fullest extent prior to any further action on amalgamations. 
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OFFICER RECOMMENDATION  
 
RESOLUTION 
100609 
 
Moved: Cr Lawrance     Seconded: Cr Boyle 
 
“That Council:  
 
1. Appoint a Project Team of the Shire President, Deputy Shire President and Chief 

Executive Officer to fully investigate and negotiate any appropriate amalgamation or 
boundary adjustment models likely to impact on the Shire of York; 

2. Submit the Shire of York Structural Reform Discussion Paper to the Shires of 
Mundaring, Northam, Cunderdin, Beverley and Quairading; 

3. Re-affirm the position that there should be no forced amalgamations in Western 
Australian local governments; 

4. Continue to liaise with SEAVROC, the WA Local Government Association and the 
Department of Local Government and Regional Development for alternative methods 
of regional governance to the current Regional Council process;  

5. Where appropriate enter into discussions with adjoining local governments and the 
Local Government Advisory Board for boundary adjustments which support 
sustainability criteria; 

6. Call for community submissions/ comments on the requirements and options for 
local government structural reform, optimal amalgamation partners and the need for 
and value of amalgamations. 

CARRIED (5/0) 
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Item 9.2.6 
Appendix A 
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Item 9.2.6 
Appendix B 
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9.  OFFICER’S REPORTS 
9.2  ADMINISTRATION REPORTS   
9.2.7 Application to Keep Three Dogs 
 
 
FILE:     RS.ANC 
COUNCIL DATE:   15 June 2009 
REPORT DATE:  9 June 2009 
LOCATION/ADDRESS:  15 Bayly Road 
APPLICANT:    Mr Steve Cochrane 
SENIOR OFFICER:   Ray Hooper 
REPORTING OFFICER:  Angela Plichota 
DISCLOSURE OF INTEREST: Nil  
APPENDICES:   Nil 
DOCUMENTS TABLED:  Nil 
  
Summary: 
An application has been received from Mr S Cochrane requesting permission to keep three 
dogs on his property at 15 Bayly Rd, York. 
 
Background: 
It is a requirements of the York Shire Council’s Dogs Local Law (2000) that the maximum 
number of dogs that can be kept on a premise within a townsite is two unless an exemption is 
granted by Council under the provisions of section 26(3) of the Dog Act 1976 (as Amended). 
 
Council has approved similar applications in the past where all adjoining neighbours have 
agreed to the request and the Shire Ranger or other authorised Council Officer has considered 
that there are no valid reasons for withholding such approval. 
 
Consultation: 
The applicant has advised all adjoining neighbours of the request to Council who have provided 
correspondence that they have no objections to the proposal. 
 
Statutory Environment: 
Dog Act 1976 (As Amended) 
York Shire Council Dogs Local Law (2000) 
 
Policy Implications: 
Not Applicable 
 
Financial Implications: 
Not Applicable 
 
Strategic Implications: 
Not Applicable 
 
Voting Requirements: 
Absolute Majority Required:  No 
 
Site Inspection: 
The Shire Ranger has inspected the property at 1 Bayly Rd of 4.0469 ha and has advised that 
there are no reasons to withhold the granting of an exemption to keep three dogs at the 
property, given the neighbours consent and that no verbal or written complaints have been 
received. 
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Triple bottom Line Assessment: 
Economic Implications: 
Nil 
 
Social Implications: 
Keeping of dogs in a townsite may impact on the social cohesion of a community if the dogs 
create a nuisance. 
 
Environmental Implications: 
Nil 
Comment: 
 
It is recommended that Council agree to the granting of an exemption for the keeping of three 
dogs at 15 Bayly Road subject to the following conditions: 
 

• That the exemption be reviewed in twelve months to ensure that no adverse problems 
have been experienced as a result of the exemption, and 

• That Council reserve the right to withdraw the exemption at anytime if any major or 
substantial problems are experienced prior to the review period. 

 
 
Tyhscha Cochrane declared an interest in this item and left the room at 3:57pm. 
 
 
OFFICER RECOMMENDATION  
 
“That Council approve an exemption for the keeping of three dogs at 15 Bayly Rd subject to the 
following conditions: 
 
 That the exemption be reviewed in twelve months time to ensure that no            
            Adverse problems have been experienced as a result of the exemption,    
           And 
 
          That Council reserve the right to withdraw the exemption at any time if any     
          Major or substantial problems are experienced prior to the review period. 
 
RESOLUTION 
110609 
 
Moved: Cr Randell   Seconded: Cr Lawrence 
 
“That Council:  
 
Defers consideration of the application for an exemption for the keeping of three dogs at 
15 Bayly Road to a later date to allow for the provision of further information to 
Councillors.” 
 

CARRIED (5/0) 
 
Reason for change to Officer’s Recommendation:  
Councillors required more detail regarding the exemption application prior to making a 
decision.  
 
 

 



 
 

 
 

 
MINUTES – SPECIAL COUNCIL MEETING 15 JUNE 2009 

113

Tyhscha Cochrane re-entered the room at 3:58pm.  
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9. OFFICER’S REPORTS 
9.2 ADMINISTRATION REPORTS   
9.2.8 House Unfit For Habitation – Lot 1 (51) Macartney Street  
 
FILE NO:  Ma1.9440     
COUNCIL DATE:  15 June 2009    
REPORT DATE:  09 June 2009   
LOCATION/ADDRESS:  Lot 1 (51) Macartney Street   
APPLICANT:  N/A  
SENIOR OFFICER:  Ray Hooper  
REPORTING OFFICER:  Peter Stevens   
DISCLOSURE OF INTEREST:  Nil    
APPENDICES:  Appendix A – Location of premises    
DOCUMENTS TABLED:  Nil   
  
Summary: 
The property at Lot 1 Macartney Street (the Property, Appendix A) was inspected after a 
written complaint was received regarding the poor condition the house was in.  
 
An inspection was undertaken by the Shire’s Environmental Health Officer which confirmed that 
the house is in poor condition with extensive damp and mould problems as well as a partially 
collapsing effluent disposal system and broken exposed asbestos sheeting in the rear garden. 
The house is not suitable for habitation at present and will require substantial works prior to 
occupation.  
 
Background: 
A complaint was received regarding the current condition of the house on the Property and 
stated the following;  
 
“1 April 2009  
 
I’m writing this letter in the hope some action will be taken in regards to the deteriorating 
condition of the house at 51 Macartney Street, York. My main concern being for the west facing 
brick wall adjacent to my drive way, which has moved at least four inches away from the roof 
inside both the front lounge room and bedroom. This wall has had water rising damp problems 
for over eight years and nothing done about it and is now in danger of collapsing.  
 
The asbestos out the back yard, the garage and the rear of the house has broken and exposed 
asbestos sheeting and capping. There’s a leach drain under the back veranda and rear 
extensions that stinks and attracts vermin when the house is occupied.  
 
Hoping the matter can be dealt with ASAP.” 
 
The Shire’s Environmental Health Officer inspected the house both inside and out and found 
extensive dampness and mould particularly on the western wall. There was evidence of 
cracking and movement in the house which had been filled with expander foam and filler. In the 
rear garden the leach drain had partially collapsed and is in a dangerous condition. The rear 
shed had broken and exposed asbestos sheeting. There is also a large metal water tank that is 
in imminent danger of collapse and leaks water into the footings at the rear of the house. The 
house is currently unoccupied and has a “For Sale” sign displayed.  
 
In its current condition the house is unfit for habitation with the mould and damp problems 
posing a significant risk to the health of anybody occupying the premises. The effluent disposal 
system is dysfunctional in its current condition and poses a physical danger to anybody residing 
at the property.    
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Consultation: 
Nil  
 
Statutory Environment: 
Health Act 1911 - Section 135 Houses Unfit for Occupation  
 
Policy Implications: 
Nil 
 
Financial Implications: 
Nil to Council as the owner will be responsible for all costs.  
 
Strategic Implications: 
Nil 
 
Voting Requirements: 
Absolute Majority Required:  No 
 
Site Inspection: 
Site Inspection Undertaken:   
Yes - EHO  
 
Social Implications: 
Substandard accommodation can lead to poor health, spread communicable diseases and 
become a nuisance in the neighbourhood. 
 
Environmental Implications: 
Unsanitary housing can pollute the environment through the uncontrolled discharge of human 
waste. 
Damaged asbestos sheeting can result in increased particles of asbestos in the local 
environment. 
 
Comment: 
The house located at the propoerty has been inspected by the Shire’s Environmental Health 
Officer and is deemed to be unfit for habitation in its current condition. If a section 135 Health 
Act Notice is issued it will be an offence for anybody to occupy the house. 
 
The house could be repaired and made habitable if sufficient works are undertaken to rectify the 
damp problems, wall movement and replacement of the effluent disposal system. A further 
Notice can be issued in accordance with section 137 of the Health Act requiring works to be 
undertaken to repair the house to a satisfactory condition. 
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OFFICER RECOMMENDATION  
 
RESOLUTION 
120609 
 
Moved: Cr Boyle   Seconded: Cr Randell  
 
 “That Council:  
 
1. Issue a Notice, in accordance with section 135 of the Health Act 1911(as amended) 

declaring the house located at Lot 1 (51) Macartney Street, York unfit for habitation.    
 

2. Issue a Notice in accordance with section 137 of the Health Act 1911 (as amended) 
requiring the house to be repaired in accordance with a schedule of works to be 
issued by Council’s Environmental Health Officer/Building Surveyor.  

 
CARRIED (5/0) 
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9.3 Finance Reports 
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9. OFFICER’S REPORTS 
9.3 FINANCE REPORTS   
9.3.1 Finance Report May 2009   
 
FILE NO:    FI.FRP 
COUNCIL DATE:   15th June 2009 
REPORT DATE:   10th June 2009 
LOCATION/ADDRESS:  Not Applicable 
APPLICANT:    Not Applicable 
SENIOR OFFICER:   Graham Stanley, Deputy Chief Executive    
     Officer 
REPORTING OFFICER:  Colin Whisson, Administration Officer 
DISCLOSURE OF INTEREST: Nil  
APPENDICES:   Yes – Appendix A as detailed in Summary 
DOCUMENTS TABLED:  Nil 
  
Summary:     
The Financial Report for the period ending 31 May 2009 is hereby presented for the 
consideration of the Council.  
 
Appendix A includes the following: 

• Cheque drawings on the Municipal Account 
• EFT drawings on the Municipal Account 
• Trust Fund Cheque Payments Listing 
• Reserve Accounts Balances Summary 
• Payroll Direct Debits Summary 
• Corporate Credit Card & Fuel Card Summary 

 
Due to the early meeting, changeover of staff and a problem encountered with the bank 
reconciliation the following reports will be circulated under separate cover prior to the council 
meeting.: 

• Statement of Financial Position 
• Statement of Financial Activity 
• Variance Report 
• Bank Account Reconciliations 

 
Consultation: 
Nil. 
 
Statutory Environment: 
Local Government Act 1995 (As Amended). 
Local Government (Financial Management) Regulations 1996 (As Amended). 
 
Policy Implications: 
Nil. 
 
Financial Implications: 
The following information provides balances for key financial areas for the Shire of York’s 
financial position as at 31 May 2009; 
 
Sundry Creditors as per General Ledger    $               58,941.34 
Sundry Debtors as per General Ledger    $             236,057.96 
Unpaid rates and services current year (paid in advance inc. ESL) $             188,686.16 
Unpaid rates and services previous years (inc. ESL)  $             127,135.66 
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Strategic Implications: Nil 
 
Voting Requirements: 
Absolute Majority Required:  No 
 
Site Inspection: 
Site Inspection Undertaken:  Not applicable 
 
Triple bottom Line Assessment: 
Economic Implications: 
A zero balance or surplus end of year financial position will increase community confidence and 
cohesion and provide an opportunity for improved community benefits in future years. 
 
Social Implications: 
Not applicable. 
 
Environmental Implications: 
Not applicable. 
 
Comment: 
Comment will be provided once the reconciliations, Statement of Financial Activity, Statement of 
Financial Position and variance report are available. 
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OFFICER RECOMMENDATION  
 
 “That Council:  
 
 Receive the Monthly Financial Report and ratify payments drawn from the Municipal and 

Trust accounts for the period ending 31 May 2009: 
 

                                
  VOUCHER         AMOUNT 

 CIPAL FUND  MUNI

 Cheque Payments 28204-28258 $       108,584.54   

  Electronic Funds Pa 5604-5716 $       528,197.70  yments              

   Direct Debits Payroll  $         96,668.42  

 Bank Fees  $             987.79 

 Corporate C  $          4,837.03 ards  

 Photocopier Lease  $          1,037.22  

 Shell Cards  $                 7.50  

 TOTAL   $      751,379.05         

 

 TRUST FUND 

 Cheque Payments 3587-3593 $           5,590.99      

 Direct Debits Licens  $       138,555.30ing  

 TOTAL              $       144,146.29 

 

 TOTAL DISBURSEMENTS    $       884,466.49 

RESOLUTION 
130609 
 
Moved: Cr Randell    Seconded: Cr Boyle 
 
That Council: 
 
 Defers consideration of the Financial Report for May 2009 to allow for the provision to 
Councillors of the complete documentation as referred to in the Officer’s Comment 
section of the report.” 

CARRIED (5/0) 
Reason for change to Officer’s Recommendation:  
The Statement of Financial Activity, Statement of Financial Position and Variance Report 
were not available prior to the commencement of the meeting.  

 
 

ote to this itemN  
e Officer has delegated authority under Delegation DE1 (Council Meeting 22 The Chief Executiv

September 2008) to make payments from the Municipal and Trust accounts. 
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Item 9.3.1 
Appendix A 
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9. OFFICER’S REPORTS 
9.3 FINANCE REPORTS   
9.3.2 Community Co-location/ Resource Centre Business Plan     
 
FILE NO:  CCP.41     
COUNCIL DATE: 15 June 2009   
REPORT DATE: 8 June 2009   
LOCATION/ADDRESS:  N/A   
APPLICANT: N/A 
SENIOR OFFICER:  Ray Hooper, CEO 
REPORTING OFFICER:  Peter Stevens ,EHO  
DISCLOSURE OF INTEREST:  Nil   
APPENDICES:   A - Community Co-location/ Resource Centre             
                                                            Business Plan    
DOCUMENTS TABLED:  Nil    
  
Summary: 
The Co-location business plan (Appendix A) was advertised for public comment for a 42 day 
period on 21 March 2009  in accordance with s.3.59 (4) (iii) of the Local Government Act 1995 
(the Act). 
 
The business plan has been developed to satisfy the requirements of the Act with regard to 
accountability and general good governance. It also provides an in depth analysis of the 
financial implications of construction and ongoing costs associated with the facility.  
 
There was one public submission during the 42 day period and one submission received after 
the closing date which has been included in this report for consideration.  
 
Background: 
Council through its strategic planning process has identified the need to provide upgraded 
facilities for a number of community services and functions including the Telecentre, library, 
Council Chambers, community radio and community meeting rooms. These services would 
better provide for the community and be more convenient and sustainable if they are located in 
the same area. This would also reduce maintenance costs and increase the sharing of common 
areas. 
 
The business plan identifies a number of potential tenants for the building and details of 
revenues, levels of subsidy, and realisable income. The floor plan attached to the document is a 
broad concept of a potential layout for the building and provides a guide to the size 
requirements of individual spaces. The estimated cost of construction of the facility was 
undertaken by a quantity surveyor using the concept floor plan.  
 
It was resolved at Councils ordinary Council meeting held on March 2009 to; 
 

“ 1.Place an advert in the West Australian newspaper on the 21 March 2009 giving notice 
that it intends to adopt and implement the York Co-location/ Community Resource Centre 
Business Plan and invite public comment on the plan to be submitted in writing to the Shire 
of York by 9.00 am on 4 May 2009; and  
 
2. Place a copy of the business plan on the Shire of York website and make a copy of the 
business plan available at the Shire of York administration office in Joaquina Street, York”  
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The advertising period closed on 4 May 2009 the following submission received;  
 
“21 April 2009  
 
On September 30, 2008 we wrote to Councillors requesting a meeting at the Conservation 
Resource Centre at the Sandalwood Yards and we outlined our need for more adequate 
premises for our Society and the Conservation Resource Centre.  
 
On October 6, five Councillors and Mr Ray Hooper met the RCS Committee at the Conservation 
Resource Centre, and a presentation was given, outlining the activities of the Society.  
 
Councillors seemed surprised and impressed by the achievements of our organization and they 
asked practical questions relating to the space we would need, and the level of atmosphere 
control appropriate for the preservation of the Regional Herbarium. As to the latter, we all 
agreed that environmental controls would be the same as for the Archives. The Vice President 
asked for a letter that would address the questions raised by the CEO in his self-styled role of 
Devil’s Advocate.  
 
On October 10. 2008 a letter regarding further specifics was sent to the Vice President and 
CEO.  
 
On April 9, 2009 an article in Community Matters called for comments on the plan for the Co-
location Building. In this we noted that our organised has been left off the list.  
 
The Wheatbelt Development Commission’s Royalties for Regions programme assures us that 
we would be eligible for funding from them and have questioned our omission from the list of 
organisations to be included in the Co-Location Building.  
 
We hope that in the light of the above comments, Council will decide to provide accommodation 
in the new Co-Location building and we look forward to a positive response.  
 
Yours sincerely  
Cicely Howell  
Chair “ 
 
The Chief Executive Officer provided the following response to this submission; 
 
“Dear Cicely 
 
PROPOSED CO-LOCATION FACILITY  
 
Thank you for your correspondence of the 21st April 2009 on the above, which has been 
circulated to all Councillors.  
 
Your request for inclusion in the draft floor plan for the Co-location Facility will be considered 
however the view of Council at present is that the mooted York Conservation Resource Centre 
may be best suited as a Government project with the York Society for an Archives Centre at the 
Sandalwood Yard properly owned by the York Society.  
 
Grant funding for this development will be subject to applications to the Wheatbelt Development 
Commission in the next funding round (August/September 2009) as advised by the Wheatbelt 
Development Commission for eligibility for Royalties for Regions funding. 
 
Council is not against the concept of a York Conservation Centre, however it may not be fully 
compatible with the proposed tenancy of the Co-Location Facility and an alternative site may be 
more practical. 
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Please be assured that your correspondence will receive due consideration by Council in the 
budget and forward planning processes.” 
 
The following submission was received ten days after the due date but may be considered if 
desired;  
 
“14 May 2009  
 
I am writing with regard to the Co-location Facility and some concerns that I have with the 
current proposal that has been circulated for public comment. I am fully aware that there is 
considerable cost involved in building this facility and the limitations that causes.  
 
What is most concerning is the size of the floor space that has been allocated to the library. The 
present plan that has been circulated for public comment, be it a business plan and not the final 
plan, has a library floor space of 180m2. This is less than the size of the present library which is 
187m2. The new plan incorporates the licensing centre into the floor area as well which is not 
presently part of the library.  
 
Looking at a statistical report for the library over the last four years the library stock, 
membership and circulation figures have shown marked increases. The library computerized 
stock of both local and state owned items has grown from 7049 items in 03/04 to 8665 items in 
07/08. This is an increase of 1616 books in four years. This results in an increase of between 
eight and twelve shelves every year. Stock increases will continue to occur with donations from 
local residents and allocations from State Library as the population grows.  
 
Providing adequate shelf space for this increased stock in the future needs to be addressed. 
With an aging population and the need for disabled access the type of shelving needs to be 
considered. Shelving that is high and very low restricts access to these users and in effect are 
dangerous, leaving the Shire at risk to potential occupational health and safety risks. Children 
are not able to access books on high shelving safely and not without damage to books.  
 
The number of entry and exit points within the library also limits the availability of floor space for 
shelving. Mobile shelving has been used in other libraries without success in combating this 
problem. Once books are placed on the mobile shelving the weight makes them difficult to 
move. Having more than one entry and exit point within the library also poses a problem with 
theft of items from the library. Theft of books cause an unnecessary financial burden.  
 
With future population projections for York showing a marked increase I feel that it would be 
very short sited to build a facility that is less than the present size and will not service this needs 
of community in the future. The Library is a community service valued by a large number of rate 
payers in York. 
 
I am looking forward to a wonderful new facility in York that hopefully will meet the needs of the 
community and community groups for the future.”  
 
Consultation: 
Councillors  
Dominic Carbone  
York Community Radio 
Ian Beresford Peirse  
Leo Pendergrast 
Department of Local Government 
Wheatbelt Development Commission 
State wide advertising for public comment 
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Statutory Environment: 
Local Government Act 1995 
 
Policy Implications: 
Nil 
 
Financial Implications: 
The financial implications are outlined in the business plan and have been calculated  
to be an annual cost of $127 000 of which $28 000 is the actual cash cost the rest being the 
level of subsidy for users of the facility. 
 
The capital expenditure over 4 years is $3,545, 586. This amount is made up of a combination 
of grant subsidies to the value of $3.15 million and Council contribution of $405, 586.  
 
Strategic Implications: 
Key Result Area 3, Community Development - Council’s role in fostering a vibrant and inclusive 
community. 
 
Key Result Area 7, Community Services - Direct provision of community services by Council. 
Council’s role in working with the community, other levels of government and the private sector 
to ensure the total range of appropriate facilities, services and services are available to the York 
community. 
 
Voting Requirements: 
Absolute Majority Required:  No 
 
Site Inspection: 
Site Inspection Undertaken:  Yes 
 
Triple bottom Line Assessment: 
Economic Implications: 
The economic implications of the plan if implemented are fully outlined in the business plan and 
can be summarised as capital expenditure over 4 years of $3, 545, 586 with an annual cash 
operating cost of $28 000. The capital expenditure is made up of $3.15 million in grant funding 
with a Council cash contribution of $405,586. 
 
Social Implications: 
The provision of a multipurpose community resource centre for the York community will assist in 
building social capital by providing a central location for a broad range of services and facilities. 
 
Environmental Implications: 
The building will be planned to be as environmentally sustainable as possible and will conform 
to all current building codes. The scope of the project will include as many water and energy 
saving devices as possible within budget limits. The provision of onsite renewable power 
generation will also be investigated in order to reduce the buildings environmental footprint. 
 
Comment: 
This business plan has been developed as the first step in proceeding with the construction of a 
new community resource centre for York. The planning for this building commenced in 2007 and 
is planned to provide a number of community facilities including a new library, Telecentre, 
meeting rooms and radio station. The new library will also allow Council Chambers to be 
relocated into the current administration building.  
 
The building will allow Council to consolidate its current community buildings into a central 
location which will assist in lowering maintenance costs whilst also providing modern convenient 
premises in a central location.  
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The plan has undertaken state wide advertising and been available for inspection at the the 
Shire office and website since 21 March 2009 with two submissions received.  
 
Council may continue to adopt the plan and give consideration to the two submissions received 
as the final design and layout has not been finalised. Tenancies are indicative at this stage and 
can also be considered as part of the further development of the project.  
 
 
OFFICER RECOMMENDATION  
 
RESOLUTION 
140609 
 
Moved: Cr Lawrance     Seconded: Cr Randell  
 
“That Council:  
 
1. Adopt and proceed to implement the York Co-location/Community Resource 

Centre Business Plan whilst also considering the tenants and overall final floor 
layout; and  

 
2.  Authorise the Chief Executive Officer to make any necessary  budgeted payments 

in accordance with the plan. 
CARRIED (5/0) 
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ITEM 9.3.2 
APPENDIX A
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9. OFFICER’S REPORTS 
9.3 FINANCE REPORTS   
9.3.3 Appointment of Auditors    
 
FILE NO:    FI.FRP.4    
COUNCIL DATE:   15th June 2009 
REPORT DATE:   28th May 2009 
LOCATION/ADDRESS:  Not Applicable 
APPLICANT:    Not Applicable 
SENIOR OFFICER:   Ray Hooper, CEO 
REPORTING OFFICER:  Graham Stanley, Deputy CEO 
DISCLOSURE OF INTEREST: Nil  
APPENDICES:   Nil 
DOCUMENTS TABLED:  Copies of submissions received. 
  
Summary: 
This report, in accordance with a recommendation of the Audit Committee, recommends the 
appointment of an auditor for the financial years 2008/09, 2009/10 and 2010/11 
 
Background: 
Section 7.2 of the Local Government Act 1995 requires the accounts and annual financial report 
of a local government for each financial year to be audited by an auditor appointed by the local 
government. The appointment of a local government’s auditor is to be for a term of not more 
than 5 years, but an auditor is eligible for re-appointment. 
 
Section 7.3 of the Act states that a local government is to, from time to time whenever such an 
appointment is necessary or expedient, appoint (by absolute majority) a person, on the 
recommendation its audit committee, to be its auditor. 
 
The local government may appoint one or more persons to be its auditor.  The local 
government’s auditor is to be a person who is: 
(a) a registered company auditor; or 
(b) an approved auditor. 
 
Council’s contract with its existing Auditors, Macri Partners, expired with the completion of the 
2007/08 audit. Quotations to provide audit services for the next three years have been sought 
from Macri Partners and two other reputable firms with good experience in auditing local 
governments, in UHY Haines Norton Chartered Accountants and Grant Thornton Audit Pty Ltd. 
 
Quotations have been received as follows: 

Macri Partners 
Year Ended Audit Fee Travel Sub Total GST Total Inc GST 
30-Jun-09 9,500  9,500 950 10,450 
30-Jun-10 10,000  10,000 1,000 11,000 
30-Jun-11 10,500  10,500 1,050 11,550 
Travel costs included in fee 
      
UHY Haines Norton Chartered Accountants 
Year Ended Audit Fee Travel Sub Total GST Total Inc GST 
30-Jun-09 13,000  400 13,400 1,340 14,740 
30-Jun-10 13,500  450 13,950 1,395 15,345 
30-Jun-11 14,000  500 14,500 1,450 15,950 
Plus “reasonable out-of-pocket accommodation, living and incidental expenses 
(based on our “Travel Expenses Policy” ) will be invoiced at cost to the Shire” 
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Grant Thornton Audit Pty Ltd 
Year Ended Audit Fee Travel Sub Total GST Total Inc GST 
30-Jun-09 10,500   10,500 1,050 11,550 
30-Jun-10 11,025   11,025 1102 12,127 
30-Jun-11 11,575   11,575 1158 12,733 
Plus travel, meals & accommodation expenses - Amounts not specified but to be 
agreed upon prior to commencement of audit. 
  

 

All three firms employ registered company auditors and are qualified to undertake Council’s 
audits in accordance with section 7.3(3) of the Local Government Act 1995. 

The Audit Committee met on Monday 25th May 2009 and considered the three submissions 
received. After a thorough examination and discussion of the submissions it recommended that 
Mr Anthony Macri of Macri Partners be appointed as Council’s Auditor for the years 2008/09, 
2009/10 and 2010/11. 

  
Consultation: 
Francis Mammone from City of Canning who assists with the preparation of our Annual 
Financial Report, Annual Budget and Plan for the Future. City of Canning are audited by Grant 
Thornton Audit Pty Ltd. 
 
Martin Cuthbert, DCEO Shire of Bridgetown-Greenbushes, UHY Haines Norton Chartered 
Accountants audit client. 
 
Statutory Environment: 
Local Government Act 1995 Part 7, Division 2 
Local Government (Audit) Regulations 1996 Regulation 7 
 
Policy Implications: 
Nil 
 
Financial Implications: 
Expenditure will form part of the annual budget 
 
Strategic Implications: 
Nil 
 
Voting Requirements: 
Absolute Majority Required:  Yes 
 
Site Inspection: 
Site Inspection Undertaken:  Not applicable 
 
Triple bottom Line Assessment: 
Economic Implications: 
Forms part of annual budget.  
 
Social Implications: 
Nil 
 
Environmental Implications: 
Nil 
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Comment: 
All three firms are eminently qualified to act as Council’s auditors and all have vast experience 
in auditing local government accounts. Haines Norton is the largest auditor of local governments 
in the state and for the year ended 30th June 2009 are the incumbent auditors for 67 local 
governments. Currently they provide the taxation advice service to WALGA and they also 
provide a series of annual workshops to local government addressing the Annual Financial 
Report, budgets, accounting standards, infrastructure assets, cashflow statements, ratio 
analysis, sustainability and various other topical accounting issues. They have also developed a 
model financial report and model budget which has become the de-facto industry standard.  
 
Grant Thornton is currently the appointed auditors of the City of Canning and they also audit a 
number of other local governments, mainly large metropolitan councils including the Cities of 
Perth, Joondalup and Stirling.  
 
Macri Partners, in their various forms, have been Council’s auditors for many years. Currently 
they are auditors for 15 metropolitan local authorities and 3 regional councils. They have a 
stable audit team and they are familiar with our systems and have been good to work with in the 
past.  
 
On a costs basis Macri Partners represents the best value to Council with the lowest cost of 
$33,000 for the three years compared to Grant Thornton’s $36,410 plus expenses and Haines 
Norton’s $46,035 plus expenses. 
 
An analysis of the submissions shows that Macri Partners estimate the audit hours to be 105 
compared to Grant Thornton (110) and Haines Norton (84). Having completed Council’s audits 
for many years Macri Partners are best placed to determine the requirements for York.  
 
Macri Partners has only nominated the one registered company auditor in Mr Anthony Macri, 
whereas Haines Norton has nominated two in Mr David Tomasi and Mr Greg Godwin and Grant 
Thornton has nominated three in Mr Michael Hillgrove, Mr Patrick Warr and Mr Jeffrey Vibert. 
Under the Local Government Act the Council is required to appoint the registered auditor not the 
firm. Obviously having more than one auditor would be an advantage should some unfortunate 
occurrence happen however this has not presented a problem in the past. Most of the audit 
work is not carried out by the registered auditor but by a team of staff and then their work is 
reviewed and signed off by the auditor. All three firms have very qualified and experienced staff 
working in their audit teams and all three firms are capable of doing the job required by the 
Council. In experience though Haines Norton would most likely have the advantage over the 
others due to the wide range of councils that they audit. 
 
Quotations were only sought for a term of three years to tie in with a number of the other 
SEAVROC Councils. In the future it would make sense for SEAVROC and all of its member 
councils to use the same auditors and this can be considered when the contract comes up for 
renewal in the future. Earlier this year SEAVROC appointed Macri Partners as its auditor so 
given this and all of the above it would make sense for York to remain with Macri Partners.   
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OFFICER RECOMMENDATION  
 
RESOLUTION 
150609 
 
Moved: Cr Boyle     Seconded: Cr Hooper 
 
“That Council: 
 
Accepts the recommendation of the Audit Committee that Council: 
   
Appoint Mr Anthony Macri, Registered Company Auditor No: 14034 of the firm Macri 
Partners, as auditor for the Shire of York financial accounts and Annual Financial Report 
for the financial years 2008/09, 2009/10 and 2010/11 with the following agreed fee 
structure: 
2008/09 $10,450 including GST 
2009/10 $11,000 including GST 
2010/11 $11,550 including GST 

CARRIED (5/0) 
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9.4 Confidential Reports 
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9.5 Late Reports
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9. OFFICER’S REPORTS 
9.5 LATE REPORTS   
9.5.1 York Archive Centre 
 
 
FILE NO:    CCP.12 
COUNCIL DATE:   15 June 2009 
REPORT DATE:   12 June 2009 
LOCATION/ADDRESS:  Sandalwood Yards, Avon Terrace 
APPLICANT:    The York Society Inc. 
SENIOR OFFICER:   Ray Hooper, CEO 
REPORTING OFFICER:  Ray Hooper, CEO 
DISCLOSURE OF INTEREST: Cr Walters - Financial 
APPENDICES:   Nil 
DOCUMENTS TABLED:  Nil 
  
Summary: 
The York Society Inc. requests financial support for the construction of a dedicated archive and 
historical research centre to be located on the historic Sandalwood Yards site at the corner of 
Avon Terrace and Ford Street, York. 
 
Background: 
For the past 18 years the archives and research facilities of the York Society have been located 
at the Old Convent in South Street. 
 
This property was sold on 2008 and it has been refurbished as a private residence with the 
south wing being utilised for archive storage on a rental basis at present. 
 
Consultation: 
The York Society Inc. 
Wheatbelt Development Commission 
 
Statutory Environment: 
Local Government Act and Financial Regulations 
 
Policy Implications: 
Nil at this stage 
 
Financial Implications: 
The exact contribution by the Shire of York is unknown at this stage and any contribution should 
be subject to matching funding requirements and a transfer of asset clause if the York Society 
ceases to exist. 
 
Strategic Implications: 
Key Result Area 5 – History & Heritage 
 

1. To safeguard York’s history and heritage. 
 

2. To promote an increased rate of preservation of heritage buildings, including 
Council’s own heritage buildings. 

 
3. To raise awareness of the economic and cultural value of York’s history and heritage. 
 

Voting Requirements: 
Absolute Majority Required:  No 
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Site Inspection: 
Site Inspection Undertaken:  Yes 
 
Triple bottom Line Assessment: 
Economic Implications: 
A high quality archive and research centre would bring historians and other visitors to York with 
flow on effects to local businesses. 
 
Social Implications: 
The York Society and the archives have been a significant part of the community for a 
considerable time and the heritage value of the archives would be valued by the wider 
community. 
 
Environmental Implications: 
Not applicable at this stage. 
 
Comment: 
The York archives and historical research facilities are valuable components of the history of 
York and need to be appropriately housed to provide the highest degree of protection available 
at a local level. 
 
The archives and records held by the York Society have history values outside of the 
boundaries of York and funding for storage, cataloguing and protection should have a degree of 
federal and state support. 
 
The fact that the Shire of York provided a “home” for the archives for a period of 18 years has 
been a cost borne by the community through municipal fund expenditure. 
 
There is a moral and ethical argument that the Shire of York should contribute to the provision 
of appropriate accommodation for the archives whether from the proceeds of the sale of the 
convent, loan funds or grant funds. 
 
The York Society Inc. is a legally constituted body able to act in its own right to apply for and 
receive state and federal level and private grants and the Society is the legal owner of the land 
at Lot 4 Avon Terrace, York. 
 
A single capital contribution for the construction of a dedicated facility is seen as the best 
method of defining responsibility for the storage, management and use of the York historical 
records held on behalf of the community by the York Society. 
 
The proposal puts a limit on current and future financial requests on the Shire of York for the 
purpose of the archives and places conditions on the size and use of the grant and retains 
community rights to protect the community contribution through the local government entity. 
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Cr Walters declared an interest in this item and left the room at 4:10pm.  
 
OFFICER RECOMMENDATION  
 
RESOLUTION 
160609 
 
Moved: Cr Boyle      Seconded: Cr Randell  
 
 “That Council:  
Provide a budget allocation of a maximum contribution of up to $200,000 in the 2009/10 
budget for part cost of the construction of a dedicated York Archives and Historical 
Research Centre at Lot 4 Avon Terrace (Sandalwood Yards) subject to the following 
conditions: 
1. A minimum of 40% of the total construction costs being sourced from other funding 

bodies; 
2. The York Society Inc. entering into a legal agreement with the Shire of York for the 

building to revert to Shire of York ownership if the York Society Inc. ceases to exist or 
to operate; 

3. Any funds committed by the Shire of York being drawn down on an as expended 
basis; and 

4. Appropriate planning and building approvals being in place prior to the 
commencement of any construction. 

5. This contribution to the construction needs of the Archive Centre is not to be taken 
as any level of commitment to any future funding contributions for capital and 
operating expenses.” 

CARRIED (4/0) 



 
 

 
 

 
MINUTES – SPECIAL COUNCIL MEETING 15 JUNE 2009 

231

 
10. NEXT MEETING 
  
RESOLUTION  
170609 
 
Moved: Cr Lawrance   Seconded: Cr Randell  
 
“That Council 
 
hold the next Ordinary Meeting of the Council on July 20 2009, commencing at 3.00pm in 
the Lesser Hall, York.” 
 

     CARRIED (4/0) 
 
Cr Walters re-entered the room at 4:15pm. 
 
  
11. CLOSURE 
 Cr Hooper thanked all for their attendance and declared the meeting closed at 4.15pm  
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