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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 Minutes of the Ordinary Meeting of the Council held on Monday, 18 May 2009,  
commencing at 3.00pm in the Council Chambers, upstairs in the Town 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 3.00pm. 

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

Cr Boyle   Financial Interest in Item 9.5.3 
CEO, R Hooper  Financial Interest in Item 9.2.2 
Cr Lawrance   Impartiality Interest in Item 9.3.3 
DCEO, G Stanley  Proximity Interest in Item 9.2.7 
Cr Hooper   Financial Interest in Item 9.2.2 
   Proximity Interest in Item 9.2.7 
   Impartiality Interest in Item 9.3.3 
Cr Walters  Impartiality Interest in Item 9.3.3 

 
2. ATTENDANCE  
 
2.1 Members 
 Cr Hooper, Cr Lawrance, Cr Boyle, Cr Fisher, Cr Randell, Cr Walters 
2.2 Staff 

R Hooper - CEO , G Stanley - DCEO, P Ruettjes – Shire Planner, P Stevens – EHO/BS, 
J Treloar - ESO 

2.3 Apologies 
 T Cochrane – MATS 
2.4 Leave of Absence Previously Approved 

Nil  
2.5 Number of People in Gallery at Commencement of Meeting 

12 
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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 

Simon Saint – York Ratepayers & Residents Association - (Read by President) 
I notice on the Agenda that you are considering free use of the Lesser Hall subject to 
conditions: -  
Quote from the Agenda: -  
It is recommended that the granting of free use of the hall with conditions to ensure that 
ratepayers’ interests are being looked after. Conditions should include a requirement for 
the Association to provide Council with a copy of all agendas, minutes and financial 
reports to all meetings including ordinary, extraordinary, special, committee and annual 
general meeting.” 
I would like to thank you for considering the request but cannot understand why you 
require copies of documentation as a condition. 
Would the Council re-consider the free use of the Hall without imposing this condition? 
Response 
Shire President advised that this would be taken on notice as Councillors are aware of it 
for debate when the agenda item is considered. 
 
Cr Walters asked that she be able to declare an Impartiality interest in Item 9.3.3 at 
this time. 

  
4. PUBLIC QUESTION TIME 
  

Andy Fraser 17 Pelham St 
Question: Are there access facilities available for people with disabilities to attend this 
meeting? 
Response  
Cr Hooper referred to the front pages of the agenda regarding the exemption approved 
by the State Administrative Tribunal. 
Mr Fraser claims that the Human Rights Commission rules and Commonwealth 
Legislation are being broken and he will take this matter further if this meeting continues 
in this venue. 
 
 

Meeting declared closed at 3.08pm to be reconvened in 20 minutes in the Lesser Hall. 
  
Meeting reconvened in the Lesser Hall at 3.25pm. 

 
 
Mrs Garlick, Eighth Road 
Question 1. Has Council sought legal advice on the matter of the Mt Bakewell Resort as 
recorded in the minutes of the Council Meeting held on April 15, 2009? 
Response 
Yes legal advice has been received. A Special Meeting is programmed to be held on 
May 25, 2009 to deal with this issue. 
 
Question 2. Why has the Mt Bakewell strata been excluded from the Equine Precinct?  
Response 
WAPC refused to deal with the Equine Precinct ODP whilst the Mt Bakewell Resort 
issue was ongoing. 
 



 
 

 
 

 
MINUTES – Ordinary Council Meeting 18 May, 2009 

9

Mr Tanner 
Regarding the St John Ambulance building – Why has a Colourbond material been 
allowed for the erection of the double garage and not in heritage type materials such as 
brick and tin? 
Response 
It was referred to the Heritage Council and because it is a removable structure it is not a 
heritage issue and they allowed it. 

 
5. APPLICATIONS FOR LEAVE OF ABSENCE 
 Nil 
 
6. PETITIONS / PRESENTATIONS / DEPUTATIONS 
 Nil 
 
7. CONFIRMATION OF MINUTES OF PREVIOUS MEETINGS 

 
7.1 Minutes of the Ordinary Meeting of Council held April 20, 2009 

 
 Corrections - Nil 
 

Confirmation 
 
RESOLUTION  
010509 
 
Moved: Cr Boyle   Seconded: Cr Fisher 
 
“That the minutes of the Ordinary Council Meeting held April 20, 2009 be 
confirmed as a correct record of proceedings.” 

CARRIED (6/0) 
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7.2 Amendment to the Minutes of the Minutes of the Ordinary Meeting of Council 
held February 16, 2009 

  
RESOLUTION  
020509 
 
Moved: Cr Randell   Seconded: Cr Boyle 
 
“That Council include the following Resolution: 
 
210209 
 
MOVED: Cr Boyle     SECONDED: Cr Randell 
 
“That Council:  
 
Seeks a quote for a legal opinion from the Shire’s solicitors to determine: 
a) the actual legality of the strata company/s and the legitimacy of the ‘green’ 

titles; 
b) who is the responsible person/company to whom Council can address any 

works orders as to building, building encroachments and roads and drains; 
and 

c) what is the Council’s position as to any responsibilities. “ 
  

CARRIED (6/0) 
 

in the minutes of the Ordinary Council Meeting held February 16, 2009 to correct 
the details in accordance with the procedures defined in the Local Government 
Act.” 

CARRIED (6/0) 
  

8. ANNOUNCEMENTS BY PRESIDING MEMBER WITHOUT DISCUSSION 
 Nil 
 
9. OFFICER’S REPORTS  
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9.1 Development Services Reports  
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9. OFFICER’S REPORTS 
9.1 DEVELOPMENT REPORTS 
9.1.1 Wastewater Pump Station Janet Millett Lane 
 
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:    Gl1.31280 
COUNCIL DATE:   18 May 2009 
REPORT DATE:   12 May 2009 
LOCATION/ADDRESS:  Part Lot 2 (8) Glebe Street, York 
APPLICANT:    Water Corporation 
SENIOR OFFICER:   Ray Hooper, CEO 
REPORTING OFFICER:  Patrick Ruettjes, Shire Planner 
DISCLOSURE OF INTEREST: Nil 
APPENDICES: Correspondence from Water Corporation, Location 

Plan 
DOCUMENTS TABLED:  Nil 
 
Summary: 
Council is asked to consider a request from the Water Corporation to purchase a portion of Lot 
2 (8) Glebe Street, York, which is actually located in Janet Millett Lane, York, where a 
wastewater pump station has been constructed.  It is recommended that Council agree to the 
sale of the land subject to all associated costs (valuation, survey, land transfer etc.) being borne 
by the Water Corporation. 
 
Background: 
The Water Corporation is currently undertaking a deep sewer infill programme within the Shire 
of York townsite.  The project required the construction of a wastewater pump station at Lot 2 
(8) Glebe Street (located in Janet Millett Lane), York, on land zoned ‘Recreation and Open 
Space’ under the Shire of York Town Planning Scheme No. 2 (the ‘Scheme’).  The land is 
owned freehold by the Shire of York and the same land parcel accommodates the York Croquet 
Club (see attached location plan). 
 
The Water Corporation has requested to purchase a portion of the lot in question, namely an 
area of 44 x 53 metres (2,332 m2, see attached correspondence for details). 
 
Consultation: 
The matter has been discussed with the Water Corporation prior to this report. 
 
Statutory Environment: 
The Scheme provisions relating to land zoned ‘Recreation and Open Space’ do not specifically 
require an application for planning consent to be lodged, but a building licence will be required 
in accordance with the provisions of the Local Government (Miscellaneous Provisions) Act 
1960. 
 
Policy Implications: 
Nil. 
 
Financial Implications: 
The sale of the freehold Shire land to the Water Corporation will generate income, the sale and 
transfer costs and associated costs with the building licence, however, have to be paid for by 
the Water Corporation. 
 



 
 

 
 

 
MINUTES – Ordinary Council Meeting 18 May, 2009 

14

Strategic Implications: 
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.” 
 
Voting Requirements: 
Absolute Majority Required:  No 
 
Site Inspection: 
Site Inspection Undertaken:   Yes. 
 
Triple bottom Line Assessment: 
Economic Implications: 
The sale of land is recommended for approval subject to no cost being burdened on the local 
government.  The infrastructure constructed will assist with the development of the York 
townsite and enable to enlarge the residential catchment of the York town centre.  The local 
government will generate income via the sale of the land. 
 
Social Implications: 
The availability of the wastewater pump station will benefit the community by offering a wider 
variety of housing and development options in the area subject to the sewer infill programme. 
 
Environmental Implications: 
Reticulated sewer service is an essential infrastructure and will enable the sustainable 
development of areas close to the town centre to a higher density and therefore increasing the 
catchment of the town centre for pedestrians and therefore reduce the need for fossil fuels for 
transportation.  The health advantage to the community to replace onsite effluent disposal 
systems with reticulated sewer is considered to be significant. 
 
Comment: 
Given the fact that the wastewater pump station has already been built and is in operation, the 
benefits for the community for more sustainable development of central areas in York and the 
decommission of septic systems far outweigh any disadvantages associated with the use of the 
land for the pump station.  It is therefore recommended to agree to the sale of the area identified 
to the Water Corporation subject to no cost being borne by the local government and a building 
licence being lodged by the Water Corporation. 
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OFFICER RECOMMENDATION  
 
RESOLUTION 
030509 
 
Moved: Cr Boyle   Seconded: Cr Randell 
 
“That Council resolves to- 
1. Agree to the sale of an area of 2,332 m2 (44 x 53 metres) being portion of Lot 2 (8) 

Glebe Street, York, to the Water Corporation subject to the following requirements 
with all costs being borne by the Water Corporation: 

a) The portion of Lot 2 (8) Glebe Street, York, being valued by a licensed valuer or the 
Valuer General’s office; 

b) Lot 2 (8) Glebe Street, York, being surveyed by a licensed surveyor and a 
subdivision application being lodged with the Western Australian Planning 
Commission; 

c) The land transfer being executed and all relevant documents being signed at no 
cost to the local government; 

d) An application for a building licence being submitted to the local government in 
accordance with the provisions of the Local Government (Miscellaneous 
Provisions) Act 1960; and 

2. Authorise the Shire President and the Chief Executive Officer to execute the 
relevant documentation and affix the common seal of the Shire of York to the 
documentation; 

3. Water Corporation be directed to provide landscaping and fencing development to 
the satisfaction of the Chief Executive Officer; and 

4.  Proceeds of the land sale are to be transferred to the Shire of York Land and 
Infrastructure Reserve Fund.” 

CARRIED (6/0) 
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9. OFFICER’S REPORTS 
9.1 DEVELOPMENT SERVICES REPORTS   
9.1.2 Application to Hold a 50th Birthday Party on Shire Reserve 34841  
 
 
FILE NO:  CCP.19     
COUNCIL DATE:  18 May 2009     
REPORT DATE:  11May 2009   
LOCATION/ADDRESS: Lot 588 South Street (Reserve 34841)  
APPLICANT: Michael York 
SENIOR OFFICER:  Ray Hooper, CEO 
REPORTING OFFICER:  Peter Stevens, CEO  
DISCLOSURE OF INTEREST:  NIL   
APPENDICES:  Appendix A – Site Plan  
DOCUMENTS TABLED:  Nil   
  
Summary: 
Council received an application on 28 April 2009 from Michael York (the Applicant) the 
proprietor of Yorky’s Coffee Carriage to host a 50th birthday party at the Shire reserve located 
adjacent to the Avon River off of South Street (Appendix A). The applicant wishes to erect a 
180 m2 marquee. The party is planned for 30th May 2009 with approximately 80 guests invited.  
 
In accordance with the Health Act and Health (Public Buildings) Regulations 1992 approval is 
required from Council to conduct this event as well as Council approval to use the reserve.  
 
Background: 
The applicant Michael York submitted the following application to the Shire of York on 28 April 
2009;  
 
“Re: 50th Birthday Celebrations at Y.C.C.  
 
Further to our phone conversation a while ago, a client of ours has requested us to organise a 
50th Birthday Celebration to be held in the vicinity of Yorky’s Coffee Carriage.  
 
This is to be a Black Tie Event and as to date we have been advised that about 80 people will 
be attending.  
 
They require are marquee to be erected and it is for this reason that we have contacted 
yourselves. The marquee will have to be erected outside the leased area of the carriage that is 
on Shire property. For this reason we request Shire permission.  
The area that it will be erected on will be in front of the carriage that is now used for car parking.  
 
I believe that most of the guests will be accommodated within walking distance of the venue.  
 
“Spuds Marquee Hire” is providing the structure and may have by now provided you with 
information as to its construction etc.  
 
Drinks are on a B.Y.O basis.  
Avsec Security will be approached regarding security.  
 
The event is to take place in the evening of Saturday the 30th May 2009. 
 
Hope that this information is to your satisfaction to allow this event to take place. Should I have 
overlooked any other details that maybe required please do not hesitate to contact me on 
0428924951.” 
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The applicant has requested the party be permitted from 6 pm until 12.00 am. 
 
Council received further information on 30 April 2009 relating to the marquee structure including 
structural engineer’s certification and public liability insurance. A site plan and times of operation 
was received on 8 May 2009 and the applicant advised that 2 licensed security guards from 
Avsec security will be on duty for the duration of the party. The applicant also advised a live 
band would be performing. The area will be marked off with rope and cones.  
 
Consultation: 
York Police – Sgt Tysoe 
 
Statutory Environment: 
Health Act 1911 - Part VI Public Buildings 
Health (Public Building) Regulations 1992 
Local Government Act s3.54 
 
Policy Implications: 
Nil 
 
Financial Implications: 
Nil 
 
Strategic Implications: 
Nil 
 
Voting Requirements: 
Absolute Majority Required:  No 
 
Site Inspection: 
Site Inspection Undertaken:  Yes – EHO/BS 
 
Triple bottom Line Assessment: 
Economic Implications: 
Nil 
 
Social Implications: 
Part of the reserve will not be available for the general public for approximately one and half 
days. 
 
Environmental Implications: 
Noise levels may increase for the duration of the event due to the operation of the band 
and the guests attending the party. 
There may be increased rubbish from drink packaging and food. 
 
Comment: 
Council has been given all of the relevant information on the proposed party. Security is being 
provided to maintain order at the event and prevent public order disturbances. The local police 
sergeant has been consulted and has no specific concerns providing adequate security is 
available.   
 
Yorky’s has its own toilet facilities onsite to cope with the expected numbers of guests for the 
event. The hours of operation will be limited to 6pm until 12pm on 30 May 2009 with the 
marquee to be dismantled by 12 am on Sunday 31 June 2009. No alcohol will be sold at the 
event as it is BYO only. Council has also been advised that the majority of guests have booked 
accommodation in Town so car parking should not be an issue as the majority of guests will be 
walking to the event, however adequate parking is available on the reserve.          
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It should also be noted that the applicant does hold a current lease over part of the reserve for 
the Coffee Carriage which includes the area proposed for the party. 
 
OFFICER RECOMMENDATION  
 
RESOLUTION 
040509 
 
Moved: Cr Randell   Seconded: Cr Lawrance 
 
“That Council issue a Certificate of Approval in accordance with the Health Act for the 
marquee and 50th birthday party to be held on 30 May 2009 at Shire Reserve 34841 for a 
maximum of 100 persons subject to; 
 
1. At least 2 accredited security personnel being employed from 5pm on Saturday 30 

May 2009 until 1am on Sunday 31 May 2009; 
2. Mobile phone and office contact details of the security guards and event coordinator 

are to be provided in writing to the Shire of York and the Officer in Charge of the York 
Police Station by the 23 May 2009; 

3. The party commencing no earlier than 5.30pm on 30 May 2009 and finishing no later 
than midnight on 30 May 2009; 

4. The event coordinator is to ensure that any direction by a police officer or authorised 
council officer to reduce the noise level during the event is to be undertaken 
immediately; 

5. All refuse is to be cleared from the site within 12 hours of the finish of the party; 
6. The marquee is to be removed by 1.00pm on the 31 May 2009;and 
7. A $500 bond is to be paid to the Shire of York by 23 May 2009 and is to be forfeited to 

the Shire of York unless the Chief Executive Officer is satisfied that the reserve is 
cleared of refuse and no damage has occurred to the reserve or property within the 
reserve as a result of guests, operations or activities at the party.  

 
CARRIED (6/0) 
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Item 9.1.2 
Appendix A 
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9.2 Administration Reports 
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9. OFFICER’S REPORTS 
9.2 ADMINISTRATION REPORTS   
9.2.1 Elected Member Conference and Meeting Attendance Procedure   
 
  
FILE NO:    OR.CMA.PPO     
COUNCIL DATE:   18 May 2009 
REPORT DATE:   13 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:   Yes – Draft Procedure 
DOCUMENTS TABLED:  Nil 
  
Summary: 
This report recommends the adoption of a formal procedure to cover approvals for Councillor 
attendance at conferences, meetings, forums, training and other functions to ensure that control 
is maintained and costs remain within budget allowances.  
 
Background: 
Currently Council has no formal procedure in place regarding approvals for Councillors to 
represent the Shire at various functions, meetings, forums, conferences or to attend training. 
 
At a recent forward planning session the Deputy CEO was requested to prepare an official 
policy based on an outline submitted to the session by the CEO. On reflection it is realised that 
this issue is better suited to being a formal procedure of the Council rather than a policy. 
 
A copy of the proposed procedure is attached to this report. 
 
Consultation: 
Chief Executive Officer, Elected Members at forward planning meeting. 
 
Statutory Environment: 
Local Government Act1995 
 
Policy Implications: 
Formalisation of a procedure. 
 
Financial Implications: 
Adoption of procedure will afford greater control over expenditures and assist in keeping 
expenditures within budget allowances. 
 
Strategic Implications: 
Nil 
 
Voting Requirements: 
Absolute Majority Required:  No 
 
Site Inspection: 
Site Inspection Undertaken:  Not applicable 
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Triple bottom Line Assessment: 
Economic Implications: 
Improved ability to remain within budget. 
 
Social Implications: 
Nil 
 
Environmental Implications: 
Nil 
 
Comment: 
Adoption of the procedure will give greater clarity to Council staff involved with making 
payments and reimbursements to Councillors for expenses incurred in their role as Councillors 
as prior approval will have been given. As previously mentioned it will also enable council to 
keep a tighter control on its expenditure in this area and remain within budget allowances. 
 
 
OFFICER RECOMMENDATION  
 
RESOLUTION 
050509 
 
Moved: Cr Randell   Seconded: Cr Lawrance 
 
“That Council: 
 
Adopts the following procedure in relation to Elected Member attendance at 
Conferences, Meetings, Forums, Training and Functions: 
 
Shire of York  
Procedures Manual  
__________________________________________________  
 
ELECTED MEMBER ATTENDANCE AT CONFERENCES, MEETINGS, FORUMS, TRAINING 

AND FUNCTIONS  
_____  
  
ORIGIN/AUTHORITY 
Council meeting –  

Related Delegation – Nil 
______________________________________________  
 

OBJECTIVE 
 
TO ENSURE CLAIMS FOR MEMBER EXPENSES TO ATTEND CONFERENCES, MEETINGS, 
FORUMS, TRAINING AND FUNCTIONS IS CONTROLLED TO REMAIN WITHIN BUDGET 
ALLOWANCES. 

 
 



 
 

 
 

 
MINUTES – Ordinary Council Meeting 18 May, 2009 

31

PROCEDURE STATEMENT: 
1. ATTENDANCE 
Whilst Elected Members have a need to be aware of industry issues and other matters it is not 
practical or reasonable for all Councillors or individuals to attend every activity at the expense of 
ratepayers. To ensure that there is an open and accountable process Elected Members should 
advise of their desire to attend a particular event and for this to be endorsed by a majority of 
Councillors before any expenses are incurred on behalf of the Shire of York. If there is no 
endorsement of attendance by an individual no payments will be made by the Shire of York for 
any costs associated with attendance.  
 
2. REGISTRATION FEES 
Where Council endorsement to attend activities in the capacity as a Councillor of the Shire of 
York has been gained then the Shire of York will meet all costs for registration for attendance at 
the activity. 
 
3. TRAVEL EXPENSES 
These expenses, calculated at the rate prescribed in the Local Governments Officers’ Award, 
are payable by claim by individual elected members for accredited and authorised travel on 
behalf of the Shire of York. 
 
Travel claims may be lodged for travel to and from Council and Committee meetings and 
designated official shire functions and events, eg local government week and training, where a 
shire vehicle is not available or there is no opportunity to travel with staff in shire vehicles. 
 
Note: Travel in the general course of business for the role of a Councillor, to social functions 
and to events not endorsed by a majority of Councillors whether formally or by consensus are 
covered under the elected member payments and no travel claim is applicable. 
 
4.  ACCOMMODATION, MEALS AND REFRESHMENTS 
The Shire of York will meet these costs for elected members either by direct payments or 
through recoup claims from individual members for  official and endorsed events and activities 
eg Local Government Week  within the annual budget allocations. 
 
5. LOCAL GOVERNMENT WEEK ANNUAL CONFERENCE 
The value of Councillor Attendance at the WA Local Government  Association’s (WALGA) Local 
Government Week Annual Conference is recognised and prior Council endorsement to attend 
this conference will not be required. Sufficient allocation is to be made in the Annual Budget to 
enable all members to attend if they so choose  and all associated  registration, travel, 
accommodation, meals and refreshments will be covered as outlined in 1to 4 above. “ 
 

CARRIED (5/1) 
 
Cr Walters requested that her vote against the motion be recorded. 
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Item 9.2.1 
Appendix A 
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9. OFFICER’S REPORTS 
9.2 ADMINISTRATION REPORTS   
9.2.2 Conference Endorsement    
 
FILE NO:    OR.MTG 
COUNCIL DATE:   18 MAY, 2009 
REPORT DATE:   5 MAY, 2009 
LOCATION/ADDRESS:  N/A 
APPLICANT:    N/A 
SENIOR OFFICER:   RAY HOOPER, CEO 
REPORTING OFFICER:  RAY HOOPER, CEO 
DISCLOSURE OF INTEREST: NIL 
APPENDICES:   A – Infrastructure Colloquium Documents 
     B – National General Assembly Documents 
     C – Australian Council of Local Government   
             Plenary Session Documents 
DOCUMENTS TABLED:  NIL 
  
Summary: 
Details of the above forums to be held in Canberra between the 18th & 25th June 2009 which are 
of high significance to the Local Government Industry. 
 
Background: 
The Infrastructure Colloquium is a national level forum of asset and infrastructure needs now 
and into the future. 
 
The National General Assembly is the peak annual local government event which this year 
concentrates on Infrastructure, Climate Change and Financing. 
 
The ACLG Plenary is the follow up to the Prime Ministers inaugural meeting with Mayors and 
Presidents in November 2008. 
 
Consultation: 
SEAVROC 
 
Statutory Environment: NIL 
 
Policy Implications: 
Nil 
 
Financial Implications: 
Registration, travel and accommodation expenses are allowed for in the 2008/09 budget 
allocations. 
 
Strategic Implications: 
Key Result Area 8: Resource Management 
1. To provide services in the most cost-effective way. 
2. To ensure the financial viability of council. 
 
Voting Requirements: 
Absolute Majority Required:  No 
 
Site Inspection: 
Site Inspection Undertaken:  Not applicable 
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Triple bottom Line Assessment: 
Economic Implications: 
The three forums may significantly affect funding allocations to local governments through the 
provision or exclusion of specific infrastructure and any changes to the grant systems under the 
economic stimulus packages. 
 
Social Implications: 
Local government representation at the national level is important for local recognition and 
lobbying and in applying for local and regional projects. 
 
Environmental Implications: 
Not applicable. 
 
Comment: 
The Infrastructure Colloquium has the potential to set infrastructure development patterns and 
projects for 2009/10 onwards and it is important that local government is aware of trends and 
priorities in this area. 
 
The National General Assembly will incorporate presentations by all political parties and provide 
direction to the local government industry into the future. The Plenary Session for Mayors and 
Presidents will again provide direct contact to the Prime Minister and Senior Ministers as part of 
the nation building process. 
 
Cr Hooper and CEO R Hooper declared financial interests and left the room at 3.47pm. 
 
Deputy Shire President Cr Lawrance assumed the chair. 
 
OFFICER RECOMMENDATION  
 
RESOLUTION 
060509 
 
Moved: Cr Fisher   Seconded: Cr Boyle 
 
“That Council:  
 
1. Endorse the attendance of the Shire President at the National Assembly of Local 

Government to be held on the 21 – 24 June, 2009 and the Australian Council of Local 
Governments Plenary Session to be held on the 25th June, 2009; 

2. Endorse the attendance of the Chief Executive Officer at the Infrastructure 
Colloquium on the 18th & 19th June, 2009 and the National General Assembly of Local 
Governments to be held on the 21 – 24 June, 2009; and 

3. Approve the associated registration, travel and accommodation expenses. 
 

CARRIED (4/1) 

Cr Hooper and CEO R Hooper returned to the meeting at 3.52pm. 
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9. OFFICER’S REPORTS 
9.2 ADMINISTRATION REPORTS   
9.2.3 Roads & Works Programmes    
 
FILE NO:    FI.BUD0910 
COUNCIL DATE:   18 May 2009 
REPORT DATE:   13 May 2009 
LOCATION/ADDRESS:  Whole of Shire 
APPLICANT:    N/A 
SENIOR OFFICER:   Mark Burgess, Works Director 
REPORTING OFFICER:  Ray Hooper, CEO 
DISCLOSURE OF INTEREST: NIL 
APPENDICES:   Draft Programmes 2009/10 (A) & 2010/11 (B) 
DOCUMENTS TABLED:  Nil 
  
Summary: 
As part of the annual budget process the proposed Road and Works Programme is submitted 
for endorsement. 
 
Background: 
The Shire of York has operated with a rolling 10 year road and works programme since 2005/06 
with annual adjustments being made in the annual budgets to recognise changes in regional 
road funds, federal grants, Blackspot programmes and changing local transport priorities. 
 
Consultation: 
10 year plan previously circulated in the community. 
Regional Roads, Bridge and Blackspot funding has been assessed at the Regional Road Group 
level. 
 
Statutory Environment: 
The statutory processes are dealt with during the budget adoption. 
 
Policy Implications: 
Nil 
 
Financial Implications: 
The expenditures listed are within the budget estimates contained in the Plan for the Future and 
the grant allocations provided by the Federal and State governments. 
 
Strategic Implications: 
Key Result Area 1: Strategic Planning – Objectives: 
1. To develop a framework to facilitate planning and decision-making in order to identify and 

meet community needs, develop opportunities and implement change. 
2. To provide leadership for the long term benefit of the York community, and to develop 

leadership on the community. 
 
Key Result Area 8: Resource Management – Objectives: 
1. To provide services in the most cost-effective way. 
2. To ensure the financial viability of council. 
 
Voting Requirements: 
Absolute Majority Required:  No 
 
Site Inspection: 
Site Inspection Undertaken:  Yes – Council road inspection. 
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Triple bottom Line Assessment: 
Economic Implications: 
A safe, effective and efficient transport network is required for the local and regional economies.  
 
Social Implications: 
The community expects a high standard road, drainage and footpath network. 
 
Environmental Implications: 
All works must comply with the relevant environmental standards and controls. 
 
Comment: 
The 2009/10 and 2010/11 Road and Works Programmes incorporate larger scale projects to 
increase productivity in the workplace rather than an extensive series of smaller works. 
 
The 10 year rolling works programme will be amended and updated following a Council decision 
on this item and the revised document will be made available to the community. The Road and 
Works Programme is part of the asset management structure of a local government and the 
requirement to incorporate asset and infrastructure management into financial planning and 
management. 
 
 
 
OFFICER RECOMMENDATION  
 
RESOLUTION 
070509 
 
Moved: Cr Lawrance   Seconded: Cr Boyle 
 
“That Council:  
 
Adopt the 2009/10 and 2010/11 Road and Works Programmes, as presented, for inclusion 
in the Shire of York Annual Budget and Plan for the Future.” 
 

CARRIED (6/0) 
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9. OFFICER’S REPORTS 
9.2 ADMINISTRATION REPORTS   
9.2.4 SEAVROC Membership  
 
FILE NO:    OR.RDT.4 
COUNCIL DATE:   18 May 2009 
REPORT DATE:   13 May 2009 
LOCATION/ADDRESS:  South East Avon Region 
APPLICANT:    Shire of Tammin 
SENIOR OFFICER:   Ray Hooper, CEO 
REPORTING OFFICER:  Ray Hooper, CEO 
DISCLOSURE OF INTEREST: Nil 
APPENDICES:   Nil 
DOCUMENTS TABLED:  Nil 
  
Summary: 
The Shire of Tammin has applied to become a member of SEAVROC (South East Avon 
Voluntary Regional Organisation of Councils). 
 
Background: 
SEAVROC with a membership of York, Beverley, Brookton, Cunderdin and Quairading was 
formed in May 2005 and it has operated effectively over a four (4) year period. 
The Shire of Tammin has attended SEAVROC meetings as observers for the past nine (9) 
months and in February 2009 formally resolved to apply for membership. 
 
Consultation: 
SEAVROC Members. 
 
Statutory Environment: 
As a voluntary regional grouping there are no statutory compliance issues and entry to 
SEAVROC is through a memorandum of understanding. Entry to SEAVROC by any local 
government requires a unanimous decision by the member local governments. 
 
Policy Implications: 
Nil 
 
Financial Implications: 
The Shire of Tammin would be required to make contributions equal to the other members as 
SEAVROC operates on a principle of equal contributions, equal representation. 
 
Strategic Implications: 
From a federal and state perspective regional groupings are becoming more important in the 
financial, service delivery and political arenas. 
 
Voting Requirements: 
Absolute Majority Required:  No 
 
Site Inspection: 
Site Inspection Undertaken:  Not applicable 
 
Triple bottom Line Assessment: 
Economic Implications: 
A strong regional entity may support greater investment opportunities and attract government 
funding. 
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Social Implications: 
No adverse impacts are anticipated as SEAVROC is based on proximity and community of 
interest. 
 
Environmental Implications: 
Not applicable. 
 
Comment: 
SEAVROC has proven to be very effective with the current membership and consideration 
needs to be given to the effect of increased membership. 
Geographically the entry of Tammin does fit in a service area for SEAVROC. 
In this era of structural reform a strong and effective regional body can enhance service delivery 
standards, regional strategies and political impetus and the entry of Tammin would appear to 
provide more benefits than disbenefits. 
 
OFFICER RECOMMENDATION  
 
RESOLUTION 
080509 
 
Moved: Cr Hooper  Seconded: Cr Boyle 
 
“That Council:  
 
Approve the application by the Shire of Tammin for membership of SEAVROC effective 
from the 1st July, 2009 on an equal contribution, equal representation basis and advise 
the other SEAVROC members accordingly.” 
 

CARRIED (6/0) 
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9. OFFICER’S REPORTS 
9.2 ADMINISTRATION REPORTS   
9.2.5 Country Local Government Fund    
 
FILE NO:    FI.FAG.8 
COUNCIL DATE:   18 May 2009 
REPORT DATE:   13 May 2009 
LOCATION/ADDRESS:  N/A 
APPLICANT:    Department of Local Government and    
     Regional Development 
SENIOR OFFICER:   Ray Hooper, CEO 
REPORTING OFFICER:  Ray Hooper, CEO 
DISCLOSURE OF INTEREST: Nil 
APPENDICES:   Allocation Information 
DOCUMENTS TABLED:  Nil 
  
Summary: 
The Shire of York has been notified of the following allocations under this state government 
initiative and Council has been requested to nominate projects for the first funding round. 
2008/09  $816,313 
2009/10  $530,603 
2010/11  $408,156 
2011/12  $408,156 
 
Background: 
Royalties for Regions is a Coalition action to provide funding to local governments and rural 
communities with $100 million per year allocated to the Country Local Government Fund. 
In years 2, 3 & 4 the direct allocations to individual local governments is reduced to provide 
funding to regional groups. 
 
Consultation: 
The allocation of the funds to various projects has been the subject of much discussion between 
senior staff and Councillors at various forward planning sessions since the programme was 
announced. Both staff and councillors have received feedback from various groups and 
members of the York community. 
 
Statutory Environment: 
Grant expenditure must be allocated specifically to community infrastructure. 
 
Policy Implications: 
Nil 
 
Financial Implications: 
This new funding provided an opportunity to address infrastructure shortfall issues for the long 
term benefit of the community. 
 
Strategic Implications: 
Key Result Area 3: Community Development – Objective 1: To have in place the infrastructure 
to enable the community to develop. 
 
Voting Requirements: 
Absolute Majority Required:  Yes 
 
Site Inspection: 
Site Inspection Undertaken:  Not applicable 
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Triple bottom Line Assessment: 
Economic Implications: 
The development of high level facilities and structures in York will assist in income generation in 
the business community and further enhance lifestyle attraction and investor readiness. 
 
Social Implications: 
Expenditure of this level over 4 years will provide facilities and services to assist with community 
cohesion. 
 
Environmental Implications: 
All developments will have to meet relevant environmental standards. 
 
Comment: 
The government will release 50% of the first year funding on submission of the endorsed 
application form with the second payment being released on expenditure of the first grant. 
A separate application will need to be lodged for the 2009/10 grant. 
 
 
 
OFFICER RECOMMENDATION  
 
RESOLUTION 
090509 
 
Moved: Cr Boyle   Seconded: Cr Randell 
 
“That Council:  
 
1. Endorse the listed projects for the 2008/09 allocations 
 2008/09 
 Contribution to Co-location project   $608,157 
 Drainage – York Townsite     $100,000 
 Thorn Street – Development    $108,156 
         $816,313 ; and 
   
2. Include the listed projects in the 2009/10 Budget and Plan for the Future 
 2009/10 
 Contribution to Co-location project   $300,000 
 Heritage Walk Trail Development    $  50,000 
 Public Toilets – Candice Bateman Park   $  70,000 
 Swimming Pool Refurbishment    $110,603 
         $530,603 “ 
 

CARRIED (5/1) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
 

 
 

 
MINUTES – Ordinary Council Meeting 18 May, 2009 

63

Item 9.2.5 
Appendix A 



 
 

 
 

 
MINUTES – Ordinary Council Meeting 18 May, 2009 

64



 
 

 
 

 
MINUTES – Ordinary Council Meeting 18 May, 2009 

65



 
 

 
 

 
MINUTES – Ordinary Council Meeting 18 May, 2009 

66



 
 

 
 

 
MINUTES – Ordinary Council Meeting 18 May, 2009 

67



 
 

 
 

 
MINUTES – Ordinary Council Meeting 18 May, 2009 

68



 
 

 
 

 
MINUTES – Ordinary Council Meeting 18 May, 2009 

69

Item 9.2.5 
Appendix B 



 
 

 
 

 
MINUTES – Ordinary Council Meeting 18 May, 2009 

70

 



 
 

 
 

 
MINUTES – Ordinary Council Meeting 18 May, 2009 

71

9. OFFICER’S REPORTS 
9.2 ADMINISTRATION REPORTS   
9.2.6 Application to Keep Three Dogs  
 
 
FILE NO:    RS.ANC.1 
COUNCIL DATE:   19 May 2009 
REPORT DATE:  23 April 2009 
LOCATION/ADDRESS:  3 Prunster Rd, YORK 
APPLICANT:    Mr J Fisher 
SENIOR OFFICER:   Ray Hooper, CEO 
REPORTING OFFICER:  Angela Plichota, Ranger 
DISCLOSURE OF INTEREST: Nil  
APPENDICES:   Nil 
DOCUMENTS TABLED:  Nil 
  
Summary: 
An application has been received from Mr J Fisher requesting permission to keep three dogs on 
his property at 3 Prunster 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 3 Prunster Rd of 2.6052ha 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 3 Prunster 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. 

 
OFFICER RECOMMENDATION  
 
RESOLUTION 
100509 
 
Moved: Cr Randell   Seconded: Cr Boyle 
 
“That Council: 
 
Approve an exemption for the keeping of three dogs at 3 Prunster Rd subject to the 
following conditions: 
 
1. 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 
 
2. 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.” 
 

CARRIED (4/2) 
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9. OFFICER’S REPORTS 
9.2 ADMINISTRATION REPORTS   
9.2.7 Revocation of Resolution 110209 – Reserve 37317   
 
FILE NO:    FR1.31140 
COUNCIL DATE:   18 May 2009 
REPORT DATE:   13 May 2009 
LOCATION/ADDRESS:  Reserve No. 37317 – Corner Fraser St and   
     Ulster Rd 
APPLICANT:    Cr Lawrance 
SENIOR OFFICER:   Ray Hooper, CEO 
REPORTING OFFICER:  Tyhscha Cochrane, MATS 
DISCLOSURE OF INTEREST: Cr Hooper, G Stanley – DCEO – Both Proximity  
APPENDICES:   Nil 
DOCUMENTS TABLED:  Nil 
  
Summary: 
 
Notice of Motion 
 
Cr Lawrance has given notice of his intention to move the following 2 motions: 
 
Motion 1 
That the Resolution 110209 at Item 9.2.3 of the Ordinary Meeting of Council held on the 16th 
February, 2009, which is as follows, be revoked: 
“That Council:  
1. Apply to have Reserve No. 37317 named as the Johanna Seabrook Memorial Park through 

the Geographic Names Committee; and 
 
2. Include the development of this reserve as an ecology parkland in the 2009/10 and future 

budgets.” 
 
Motion 2 
That Council: 
Apply to have Reserve No. 37317 named as Chinaman’s Pit through the Geographic Names 
Committee.” 
 
Advice Note: Any works to the Reserve to be considered through budget deliberations. 
 
Background: 
Cr Hooper and the Deputy Chief Executive Officer, Mr G Stanley, have declared proximity 
interests as owners or occupants of adjoining and adjacent land.  
Further information has been received from the Seabrook family indicating that this Reserve is 
not considered appropriate to be named Johanna Seabrook Memorial Park and as such Cr 
Lawrance and Cr Randell are in support of revoking the motion. 
 
Consultation: 
Seabrook Family 
 
Statutory Environment: 
Land Act 
 
Policy Implications: 
Nil 
 
Financial Implications: 
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Nil at this stage. 
 
Strategic Implications: 
Nil 
 
Voting Requirements: 
Absolute Majority Required:  Yes 
 
Site Inspection: 
Site Inspection Undertaken:  Yes 
 
Triple bottom Line Assessment: 
Economic Implications: 
Any upgrading and development would be undertaken through the normal budget process for 
Parks, Gardens and Reserves. 
 
Social Implications: 
Formal recognition of the commonly known name of the Reserve. 
 
Environmental Implications: 
Nil 
 
Comment: 
Due to further research into Reserve 37317 it is now understood that it is unsuitable for the 
development into an ecology parkland and would not do justice to the work and passions of Mrs 
Seabrook. 
The official recognition of the commonly used name “Chinaman’s Pit” provides far more 
acknowledgement of its history. 
 
Cr Hooper & DCEO G Stanley declared proximity interests and left the room at 4.15pm. 
 
Cr Lawrance assumed the chair. 
 
OFFICER RECOMMENDATION  
 
RESOLUTION 
110509 
 
Moved: Cr Boyle   Seconded: Cr Fisher 
 
“That Council: 
 
by an absolute majority, rescind motion 110209 of the Ordinary Council Meeting held on 
the 16th February 2009, which states as follows: 
 
“That Council:  
 
1.  Apply to have Reserve No. 37317 named as the Johanna Seabrook Memorial Park 

through the Geographic Names Committee; and 
 
2. Include the development of this reserve as an ecology parkland in the 2009/10 and 

future budgets.” 
 

CARRIED BY AN ABSOLUTE MAJORITY (5/0) 
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OFFICER RECOMMENDATION  
 
That Council:  
 
Apply to have Reserve No. 37317 named as Chinaman’s Pit through the Geographic Names 
Committee.” 
 
Advice Note: 
 
Any works to the Reserve to be considered through budget deliberations. 
 
RESOLUTION 
120509 
 
Moved: Cr Randell   Seconded: Cr Fisher 
 
“That Council: 
 
Defer this item pending advice on alternative names.” 
 

CARRIED (5/0) 
 
 
Cr Hooper and G Stanley returned to the meeting at 4.21pm.
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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 April 2009   
 
FILE NO:    FI.FRP 
COUNCIL DATE:   18th May 2009 
REPORT DATE:   12th May 2009 
LOCATION/ADDRESS:  Not Applicable 
APPLICANT:    Not Applicable 
SENIOR OFFICER:   Graham Stanley, Deputy CEO 
REPORTING OFFICER:  Tabitha Bateman, 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 30 April 2009 is hereby presented for the 
consideration of the Council.  
 
Appendix A includes the following: 

• Statement of Financial Position 
• Statement of Financial Activity 
• Variance Report 
• Bank Account Reconciliations 
• Cheque drawings on the Municipal Account 
• EFT drawings on the Municipal Account 
• Reserve Accounts Balances Summary 
• Payroll Direct Debits Summary 
• Corporate Credit Card & Fuel Card Summary 

 
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 30 April 2009; 
 
Sundry Creditors as per General Ledger    $             123,203.84 
Sundry Debtors as per General Ledger    $               45,602.37 
Unpaid rates and services current year (paid in advance inc. ESL) $             197,110.71 
Unpaid rates and services previous years (inc. ESL)  $             127,735.66 
 
Strategic Implications: Nil 
 
Voting Requirements: 
Absolute Majority Required:  No 
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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: 
The attached variance report provides explanations of the variances. Many variances are due to 
timing issues such as delays to jobs commencing or the budget being allocated on a pro-rata 
basis but the majority of the income or expense being received or incurred over only a few 
months. The end of year position is anticipated to be in a stronger position than shown in the 
projections reported in the mid year review which was presented to Council in March. Some of 
this will be due to lower than expected expenditures and more of it will be due to projects either 
not being completed or proceeded with. Some of these incomplete projects will require unspent 
funds to be transferred to reserve and this will happen at the end of June.  
 
Council’s cash position is very strong at the moment with substantial funds invested. At 30th of 
April in excess of $1.9 million was held in various accounts. This is much higher than usual for 
this time of the year and is partly due to increased grants that have been received as well as 
funds being held on behalf of SEAVROC and the timing of payments for some major works 
including the special bridges funding we received this year. This will result in Municipal fund 
interest income exceeding budget despite the large fall in interest rates. Unfortunately the same 
can’t be said about our reserve funds as the reserve fund transfers usually take place in June. 
This means we can more accurately predict our interest income on reserves however the fall in 
interest rates was much greater than was anticipated at the time of setting the budget and our 
reserve income will be reduced.  
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OFFICER RECOMMENDATION  
 
RESOLUTION 
130509 
 
Moved: Cr Lawrance   Seconded: Cr Fisher 
 
 “That Council:  
 
Receive the Monthly Financial Report and ratify payments drawn from the Municipal and 
Trust accounts for the period ending 30 April 2009: 
                               

  VOUCHER         AMOUNT 
MUNICIPAL FUND  
Cheque Payments  28153-28204 $         97,272.31 
Electronic Funds Paym 5510-5604 $       522,154.53 ents              
Direct Debits Payroll   $       107,727.27  
Bank Fees  $              740.68 
Corporate C  $           1,014.40 ards   
Photocopier Leas  $          1,037.22 e 
Shell Cards  $             283.56  
TOTAL    $      730,229.97          
 

TRUST FUND 
Cheque Payments   $                  0.00 
Direct Debits Licensin  $        135,363.80g  
TOTAL               $       135,363.80 
 
TOTAL DISBURSEMENTS    $       865,593.77 ” 
 
 

Note to this item 
The Chief Executive Officer has delegated authority under Delegation DE1 (Council Meeting 22 
September 2008) to make payments from the Municipal and Trust accounts. 
 

CARRIED (6/0) 
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9. OFFICER’S REPORTS 
9.3 FINANCE REPORTS   
9.3.2 Land Under Roads    
 
FILE NO:    FI.ACC    
COUNCIL DATE:   18th May 2009 
REPORT DATE:   29th April 2009 
LOCATION/ADDRESS:  N/A 
APPLICANT:    N/A 
SENIOR OFFICER:   Ray Hooper, CEO 
REPORTING OFFICER:  Graham Stanley, Deputy CEO 
DISCLOSURE OF INTEREST: Nil  
APPENDICES:   Nil 
DOCUMENTS TABLED:  Nil 
  
Summary: 
To comply with the Local Government Accounting Regulations and on the advice of the 
Department of Local Government and Regional Development this report recommends that 
Council elects not to recognise the value of land under roads acquired before 1 July 2008. 
 
Background: 
The Department of Local Government and Regional Development recently circularised to all 
Local Governments in Western Australia the following advice: 

“The Local Government Financial Reporting Working party met on the 10 February 2009 to 
discuss the treatment of land under roads due to a requirement under AASB 1051 “Land 
Under Roads” for an entity to disclose in its accounting policy whether it elects to recognise, or 
not recognise, as an asset, land under roads acquired on or before the 30 June 2008. Land under 
roads acquired after 30 June 2008 is required to be treated under AAS 116 “Property, Plant and 
Equipment”. 

There is regulation in place that over-rides the requirements of the Australian Accounting 
Standards. Regulation 16 of the Local Government (Financial Management) Regulations 1996 
(regulations) precludes the recognition of the land under roads that are Crown Land vested in 
and managed by a local government. Land under roads is Crown Land and therefore needs to 
comply with the regulation. 

In order to ensure compliance with the Australian Accounting Standards, due to the lapse in 
the transitional provisions and the new requirement to comply with AASB 116 and to make an 
election under AASB 1051, the Department suggests that there is full and proper disclosure in 
accordance with the Australian Accounting Standards and the regulations in the annual financial 
statements on the treatment of land under roads. 

For consistency, it is proposed that local governments disclose the treatment of land under 
roads in the notes to the accounts. The significant accounting policy note to read that: 

1. Council has elected not to recognise the value of land under roads acquired before 
the 1July 2008 in accordance with AASB 1051. 

2. In addition, the [name of local government] is required by Regulation 16 of the Local 
Government (Financial Management) Regulations 1996 not to recognise a value for 
land under roads. 
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Consultation: 
Macri Partners (Council’s Auditors) 
Department of Local Government and Regional Development 
 
Statutory Environment: 
Local Government (Financial Management) Regulations 1996 Reg.16 
Australian Accounting Standards Board standards AASB 116 and AASB 1051 
 
Policy Implications: 
Addition to Councils Accounting Policies 
 
Financial Implications: 
Nil 
 
Strategic Implications: 
Nil 
 
Voting Requirements: 
Absolute Majority Required:  No 
 
Site Inspection: 
Site Inspection Undertaken:   
Not applicable 
 
Triple bottom Line Assessment: 
Economic Implications: 
Not applicable 
 
Social Implications: 
Not applicable 
 
Environmental Implications: 
Not applicable 
 
Comment: 
There appears little choice open to Council in this matter. To not make the recommended 
election would put council in the position of not complying with the Financial Management 
Regulations. More importantly it would create a vast amount of unnecessary work and expense 
in that staff would have to obtain valuations for all of the land under our existing roads and from 
time to time have these valuations updated. 
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OFFICER RECOMMENDATION  
 
RESOLUTION 
140509 
 
Moved: Cr Boyle   Seconded: Cr Lawrance 
 
“That Council:  
 
A) Adopts the following significant accounting policy:  
Council has elected not to recognise the value of land under roads acquired before the 
1July 2008 in accordance with AASB 1051. 
 
B) Includes the following significant policy note in its Annual Report and Annual Budget 

which reads: 
1. Council has elected not to recognise the value of land under roads acquired before 

the 1July 2008 in accordance with AASB 1051. 
2. In addition, the Shire of York is required by Regulation 16 of the Local Government 

(Financial Management) Regulations 1996 not to recognise a value for land under 
roads.” 

 
CARRIED (6/0) 
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9. OFFICER’S REPORTS 
9.3 FINANCE REPORTS   
9.3.3 Request for Free Use of Lesser Hall – York Ratepayers & Residents Assoc. Inc. 
   
 
FILE NO:    CS.CCS.6      
COUNCIL DATE:   18th May 2009 
REPORT DATE:   13th May 2009 
LOCATION/ADDRESS:  Not Applicable 
APPLICANT:    York Residents & Ratepayers Association Inc 
SENIOR OFFICER:   Ray Hooper, CEO 
REPORTING OFFICER:  Graham Stanley, Deputy CEO 
DISCLOSURE OF INTEREST: Nil  
APPENDICES:   Nil 
DOCUMENTS TABLED:  Nil 
  
Summary: 
This report deals with a request from the recently formed York Ratepayers & Residents 
Association Inc for Council to consider granting free use of the Lesser Hall, free of Charge. 
 
Background: 
Last month the York Ratepayers & Residents Association Inc was formed and following this a 
letter was received from the newly elected President of the Association, Mr Simon Saint, 
requesting that Council considers granting free use of the lesser hall for the conduct of monthly 
meetings. 
 
Consultation: 
Nil 
 
Statutory Environment: 
Local Government Act 1995 Section 6.12 states: 
 Power to defer, grant discounts, waive or write off debts 

 (1) Subject to subsection (2) and any other written law, a local government may —  
 (a) when adopting the annual budget, grant* a discount or other incentive for the early 

payment of any amount of money; 
 (b) waive or grant concessions in relation to any amount of money; or 
 (c) write off any amount of money, 

  which is owed to the local government. 

 * Absolute majority required. 

 (2) Subsection (1)(a) and (b) do not apply to an amount of money owing in respect of rates and 
service charges. 

 (3) The grant of a concession under subsection (1)(b) may be subject to any conditions determined 
by the local government. 

(4) Regulations may prescribe circumstances in which a local government is not to exercise a 
power under subsection (1) or regulate the exercise of that power. 

 
Policy Implications: 
Nil 
 
Financial Implications: 
Foregoing potential future income – currently $300 + GST per annum. 
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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: 
Potential to forego income. 
 
Social Implications: 
Being seen to support a local community organisation that claims to be a forum to represent the 
views of ratepayers and residents of the Shire of York 
 
Environmental Implications: 
Nil. 
 
Comment: 
Council currently provides a concessional annual rate of $330 to approved local community 
organisations for the use of the hall. From time to time local organisations apply to council for 
free use of the facility where the use is deemed to be of a community benefit. Usually this is for 
one off events.  
 
The newly formed Ratepayers and Residents Association is a not for profit community 
organisation with very limited ability to raise its own funds. They seek free hire the lesser hall for 
the purpose of conducting their monthly meetings. Assuming that they only require the hall on 
12 occasions per year the current fee of $330 works out at $27.50 per meeting which whilst not 
an excessive fee is still a considerable amount for a new group, with a low membership fee, to 
find.  
 
Providing the group works in a constructive manner it could become a good forum for Council to 
obtain community comment from on new initiatives that it seeks to implement or on issues that 
come before Council. 
 
It is recommended that the granting of free use of the hall comes with conditions to ensure that 
ratepayers’ interests are being looked after. Conditions should include a requirement for the 
Association to provide Council with a copy of all agendas, minutes and financial reports to all 
meetings including ordinary, extraordinary, special, committee and annual general meetings. It 
should also be on condition that where the Shire has a potential full fee paying hirer that seeks 
to hire the hall on any occasion that it is booked for a Ratepayers and Residents Association 
Meeting that the Association agrees to shift its meeting to another date or venue or pay the full 
complex hire fee (currently $550 per day). This situation is unlikely to occur very often. Council 
should also reserve the right to cancel the free use at any stage or to offer an alternative venue 
should one be available. 
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Councillors Hooper, Lawrance and Walters declared an Impartiality Interest in this item. 
 
OFFICER RECOMMENDATION  
 
RESOLUTION 
150509 
 
Moved: Cr Boyle   Seconded: Cr Fisher 
 
“That Council:  
 

Agrees to provide free use of the lesser hall to the York Ratepayers & Residents 
Association Inc. for the purpose of conducting their monthly meetings subject to the 
following conditions: 
(i) That the York Ratepayers & Residents Association Inc. provides Council with 

copies of all agendas, minutes and financial reports to all meetings including 
Ordinary, Extraordinary, Special, Committee and Annual General Meetings once 
they become available to members or the committee; 

(ii) The Association agrees to shift its meeting to a different date or venue or otherwise 
pay the full hire charge on any occasion where an alternative fee paying hirer seeks 
to hire the hall; 

(iii) The Association acknowledges that the Shire may cancel the offer of free use at any 
stage or offer an alternative venue should one be available;  

(iv) The Association agrees to pay a key bond as per Council’s facility hire 
arrangements and pick up the key during office hours immediately prior the 
meeting and return it during office hours on the first working day following the 
meeting and agrees to abide by Councils standard conditions of hire apart from the 
requirement to provide a facility bond; and 

(v) The free use is solely for the purpose of conducting meetings that are open to 
members. 

(vi) Council may choose to limit the number of free uses in any year should it believe 
the number of meetings is becoming excessive.      

 
LOST (4/2) 
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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 Parking Management in the York Town Centre 
 
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:    N/A 
COUNCIL DATE:   18 May 2009 
REPORT DATE:   15 May 2009 
LOCATION/ADDRESS:  N/A 
APPLICANT:    N/A 
SENIOR OFFICER:   Ray Hooper, CEO 
REPORTING OFFICER:  Patrick Ruettjes, Shire Planner 
DISCLOSURE OF INTEREST: Nil 
APPENDICES:   York Town Centre Parking Management Plan 
DOCUMENTS TABLED:  Nil 
 
Summary: 
Council is asked to consider procedures relating to car parking management in the York town 
centre, such as variation to development standards, cash-in-lieu for car parking and location of 
new car parking areas. 
 
Background: 
Clause 4.5 of the Shire of York Town Planning Scheme No. 2 (the ‘Scheme’) states that 
development shall not occur without car parking in accordance with Schedule 4 of the Scheme 
being constructed and provided.  The clause also requires Council to consider factors such as 
access and egress, manoeuvring space, location of footpath, screening and landscaping and 
other issues relating to car parking and development. 
 
Schedule 4 sets out specific car parking requirements for a range of uses, such as shops, 
hotels, offices etc.   
 
The specific requirements of clause 4.5 and Schedule 4 are listed in the ‘Statutory Environment’ 
section of this report. 
 
The local government can consider cash-in-lieu for car parking (clause 4.5.5 of the Scheme) 
and construct and/or maintain public car parking areas in vicinity to the proposed development.  
The current amount for cash-in-lieu for car parking in the Shire of York Fees and Charges 
2008/2009 is $2,700.  A number of recent development approvals in the town centre fall well 
short of the required car bays being provided and car parking therefore needs to be provided 
elsewhere after cash-in-lieu money has been received. 
 
The Shire of York has constructed a public car park in Howick Street (ca. 70 car bays) and 
another car park is currently being constructed in Lowe Street (ca. 35 car bays).  Both car parks 
are in the heart of the York town centre east and west of the Avon Terrace commercial precinct 
(see attached York Town Centre Parking Management Plan). 
 
Development standards relating to car parking can be varied in accordance with clause 4.6 of 
the Scheme (see ‘Statutory Environment’ section).  This report looks at ways to establish 
procedures how to deal with variations to the development standards, the amount of cash-in-lieu 
for car parking and the location of public car parking in the York town centre funded by the cash-
in-lieu money collected by developers. 
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Consultation: 
Discussions with Planning Officers from Toodyay, Northam and Beverley/Brookton have been 
undertaken.  The Shire of Northam has discussed the issue of cash-in-lieu for car parking in the 
town centre at its 18 February 2009 meeting and has consulted with a number of local 
governments prior to their meeting.  Cash-in-lieu amounts from other local governments have 
been taken into consideration (see ‘Comment’ section of this report). 
 
Statutory Environment: 
Shire of York Town Planning Scheme No. 2 
 
4.5 Car Parking Requirements 
 
4.5.1 A person shall not develop or use any land or erect use or adapt any building for the 

purpose indicated in Schedule 4 unless car parking spaces as specified in Schedule 4 
are provided and such spaces are constructed and maintained in accordance with the 
Scheme. 

 
4.5.2 When considering any application for planning consent, the local government shall 

have regard to and may impose conditions on the provision of car parking spaces and 
the details of locating and designing the required spaces; landscaping, and pedestrian 
spaces on the lot.  In particular, the local government shall take into account and may 
impose conditions concerning: 
 

(a) the proportion of car spaces to be roofed or covered; 
 
(b) the means of access to each car space and the adequacy of any vehicle 

manoeuvring area; 
 
(c) the location of the car spaces on the site and their effect on the amenity of 

adjoining development, including the potential effect if those spaces should later 
be roofed or covered; 

 
(d) the extent to which car spaces are located within required building setback 

areas; 
 
(e) the locations of proposed public footpaths, vehicular crossing, or private 

footpaths within the lot, and the effect on both pedestrian and vehicular traffic 
movement and safety; 

 
(f) the suitability and adequacy of proposed screening or landscaping; 
 
(g) the suitability and adequacy of elevated structural decks for development and 

service as a proportion of the required area for landscaping and pedestrian 
space. 

 
4.5.3 The parking spaces shall measure not less than the dimensions as shown in 

Schedule 4 for the type of parking layout adopted, except that the local government 
may exercise absolute discretion to vary the number or dimension of spaces where to 
do so would allow for retention of existing vegetation worthy of such retention.  

 
4.5.4 Parking bays shall be serviced by all necessary accessways, and the parking area 

shall be surfaced to the satisfaction of the local government. 
 
4.5.5 Where the local government so decides, it may accept cash payment in lieu of the 

provision of parking spaces but only subject to the following requirements: 
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(a) The cash-in-lieu payment shall not be less than the estimated cost to the owner 
or developer of providing and constructing the parking spaces required by the 
Scheme plus the value, as determined by the Valuer General or a Licensed 
Valuer appointed by the local government, of that area of the land which would 
have been occupied by the parking spaces. 

 
(b) Payments made under this clause shall be paid into a parking fund to be used 

for the provision of public car parking facilities.  The local government may use 
this fund to provide public parking facilities anywhere within reasonable 
proximity to the subject land in respect of which a cash-in-lieu arrangement is 
made. 

 
4.6 Discretion to Modify Development Standards   
 
 Except for development in respect of which the R Codes apply under this Scheme, if 

a development the subject of an application for planning consent does not comply 
with a standard prescribed by the Scheme with respect to minimum lot sizes, building 
height, setbacks, site coverage, car parking, landscaping and related matters, the 
local government may, notwithstanding that non-compliance, approve the application 
unconditionally or subject to such conditions as the local government thinks fit.  The 
power conferred by this clause may only be exercised if the local government is 
satisfied that: 
 

(a) approval of the proposed development would be consistent with the orderly and 
proper planning of the locality and the preservation of the amenities of the 
locality; 

 
(b) the non-compliance will not have any adverse effect upon the occupiers or 

users of the development or the inhabitants of the locality or upon the likely 
future development of the locality. 

 
SCHEDULE 4 

 
CAR PARKING 

 
USE NUMBER OF PARKING SPACES 

1 SHOPPING Six (6) spaces for every 100 square metres of Nett Lettable 
Area (NLA). 

Notes: 

  (i) Parking bays for the vehicles of disabled persons shall 
be provided in all shopping centres in the ratio of 1 bay 
for 100 car parking spaces.  Such bays will be clearly 
marked “DISABLED DRIVER ONLY”. 

2 HOTEL, MOTEL, TAVERN, CLUB, 
PRIVATE HOTEL, LODGING HOUSE, 
RESTAURANT, NIGHTCLUB, PLACE 
OF PUBLIC ASSEMBLY 

Where applicable to the particular use: 

Thirty-four (34) spaces for every 100 square metres of drinking 
area other than public lounge drinking areas; 

One (1) space for every four (4) seats which an eating area is 
designed to provide, or twenty-five (25) spaces for every 100 
square metres of eating area or part thereof, whichever 
produces the greater number of parking spaces; 

One (1) space for every bedroom; 

One (1) space for every six (6) seats provided or capable of 
being provided in assembly areas, or twenty-two (22) spaces 
for every 100 square metres of assembly area, whichever 
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produces the greater number of car parking spaces; 

Twenty-two (22) spaces for every 100 square metres of beer 
garden or outdoor drinking area. 

3 OFFICE Five (5) spaces for every 100 square metres of NLA. 

4 HEALTH CENTRE, CLINIC, 
CONSULTING ROOMS 

Four (4) spaces for every consulting room up to two (2) such 
rooms and two (2) for every additional consulting room. 

5 HEALTH STUDIO Five (5) spaces for every 100 square metres of NLA. 

6 SQUASH CENTRE Four (4) spaces for every court. 

7 WAREHOUSE, SHOWROOM, 
INDUSTRY, WITH THE EXCEPTION OF 
A FACTORY UNIT BUILDING 

Three (3) spaces for up to the first 200 square metres of NLA 
and thereafter one (1) space for every additional 100 square 
metres of NLA or part thereof. 

8 FACTORY UNIT BUILDING As prescribed for warehouse or two (2) spaces for every 
factory unit, whichever produces the greater number of car 
parking spaces. 

9 VETERINARY HOSPITAL, CLINIC, OR 
SURGERY 

Four (4) spaces for every 100 square metres of NLA. 

10 NURSERY A minimum of twelve (12) spaces plus any additional spaces 
as may be determined by the local government taking into 
account the specific nature and extent of the development. 

11 DWELLINGS As set out in the Residential Design Codes. 

 
nett lettable area (NLA):  means the area of all floors confined within the internal finished 
surfaces of permanent walls but excludes the following areas: 
(a) all stairs, toilets, cleaners’ cupboards, lift shafts and motor rooms, escalators, tea rooms 

and plant rooms, and other service areas; 
(b) lobbies between lifts facing other lifts serving the same floor; 
(c) areas set aside as public space or thoroughfares and not for the exclusive use of 

occupiers of the floor or building; 
(d) areas set aside for the provision of facilities or services to the floor or building where such 

facilities are not for the exclusive use of occupiers of the floor or building. 
 
Policy Implications: 
The topic of car parking has been identified by the SEAVROC shires (Beverley, Brookton, 
Cunderdin, Quairading and York) as a potential common policy issue.  A SEAVROC Car 
Parking Policy with specific schedules for each shire (as there are different pressures and 
needs relating to car parking requirements) should also include requirements or standards for 
rural, residential and industrial areas in addition to town centre related car parking development 
standards. 
 
Financial Implications: 
It is proposed to amend the amount for cash-in-lieu for car parking in the next budget to reflect 
the costs in accordance with clause 4.5.5 (a) of the Scheme.  This will determine future income 
relating to the construction of public car parking. 
 
Strategic Implications: 
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.” 
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Voting Requirements: 
Absolute Majority Required:  No 
 
Site Inspection: 
Site Inspection Undertaken:   Various site inspections of developments and public car parking 
in the town centre (Howick Street, Lowe Street). 
 
Triple bottom Line Assessment: 
Economic Implications and Social Implications: 
Car parking requirements as any other development standard have to be implemented and 
discretion exercised in a fair and consistent manner to ensure certainty for developers.  The 
goal is to provide adequate car parking to the community and to enable developers to make the 
best use of a development site while enhancing the streetscape and the amenity of the town 
centre.  Offering the option of cash-in-lieu payments for car parking instead of onsite car parking 
can enable the developer to achieve a higher yield and therefore be of financial benefit despite 
the cost of cash-in-lieu. 
It should be noted that the currently budgeted amount for cash-in-lieu (i.e. $2,700 per car bay) 
merely reflects the actual cost for constructing a car bay and does disadvantage ratepayers 
because the standards required in clause 4.5.5 (a) – adding the actual land value – are not 
adhered to.  Publicly owned land has to be made available or be acquired to compensate for 
developers’ parking shortfall at a potential cost to all ratepayers. 
 
Environmental Implications: 
While the means of pedestrian and public transport are always encouraged and a number of 
recent projects (e.g. rezoning of sewered areas to an R40 density) is aiming at increasing the 
catchment for the town centre by adding development potential in proximity to the town centre, it 
is a matter of fact that the motor vehicle will be the main transportation device for the 
foreseeable future to access the York town centre.  Traffic and parking management planning 
for the York town centre therefore has to take into consideration the needs of pedestrians, 
cyclists and car and bus drivers alike which includes the provision of adequate car parking. 
 
Comment: 
Car parking requirements and cash-in-lieu amounts are always contentious issues between 
developers and local government.  The local government has to ensure that adequate car 
parking is provided to the community while also considering the interests of the developer to 
utilise a development site best and enhance the streetscape and amenity of the town centre. 
 
The issues of variations to the development standards relating to car parking, the proposed 
amount of cash-in-lieu of car bays and current and potential sites for public car parking will be 
discussed in this section of this report. 
 
Variation to Development Standards 
 
Schedule 4 of the Shire of York Town Planning Scheme No. 2 prescribes specific parking 
standards applicable to proposed development within the Shire.  The relevant figures for town 
centre development are the use classes ‘Shop’ requiring 6 bays per 100 m2 Net Lettable Area 
(‘NLA’ – refer to explanation in the ‘Statutory Environment’ section of this report), ‘Office’ with 5 
bays per 100 m2 NLA required and various forms of accommodation essentially requiring 1 car 
bay per bedroom.  It should be noted that the development standard for residential development 
is required to be in accordance with the Residential Design Codes of Western Australia (‘R-
Codes’), i.e. 2 car bays per unit/house (1 car bay for one bedroom units under 60 m2 and 1 car 
bay for aged or dependent peoples’ dwelling under 100 m2) plus 1 visitor car bay for every 4 
units/houses. 
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Basically all local governments in Western Australia have similar sets of development standards 
relating to car parking requirements.  As per clause 4.6 of the Scheme the Council as the local 
planning authority can vary these requirements if it thinks that specific circumstances warrant 
the exercise of discretion.  This may include, but is not limited to, the preservation of 
streetscape, heritage or environmental features, sufficient existing parking in the vicinity, 
development incentives in general or other circumstances. 
 
The first purpose of this report therefore is to determine a guideline for discretion to be 
exercised by the local government when assessing town centre development applications that is 
fair, transparent and consistent.  It should be noted that exercising discretion on car parking 
development standards is considered to be a development incentive and may lead to 
substantial savings for developers.  It should also be noted that the Council can vary any 
guideline the same way the Scheme standards can be varied, and apply different requirements 
if it thinks fit.  Council’s discretion to require a detailed car parking study relating to a specific 
proposed development in the town centre or anywhere within the Shire is in no way 
compromised by the proposed discretion guideline.  If a developer can demonstrate, for 
instance, that a proposed development is likely to generate a much lesser parking need than the 
standards prescribed in the Scheme or the guideline provide for, Council can approve a much 
lower car parking development standard.  Council can also insist on applying the prescribed 
higher standard from the Scheme, if it regards those more appropriate in relation to a specific 
development proposal.  Council is, however, reminded to exercise any discretion or non-
discretion in a fair, transparent and consistent manner. 
 
Should Council consider the car parking development standards in the Scheme to be too 
generous or too restrictive, or any provision or method in the Scheme relating to car parking to 
be not sufficient, it has the option to resolve to modify the relevant clauses or schedules in the 
Scheme.  It should be noted, however, that the provisions in the Scheme are considered 
appropriate in conjunction with the guidelines and recommendations developed in this report 
and any local planning policy (which should be developed at SEAVROC level) or any other 
documentation, as required. 
 
To determine a guideline, the following development standards relating to car parking are 
provided for comparison: 
 
Parking standards for CBD development 
LG Use Bays per 100 m2 NLA 
York Shop 6 
York Office 5 
Toodyay Shop 5 
Toodyay Office 3,33 
Northam Town Centre/Shop 5 
Northam Office 4 
Cunderdin Town Centre 2,5* 
Swan CBD general 4 
Melville CBD general 3,33 
Kalgoorlie-Boulder Shop 7 
Kalgoorlie-Boulder Office 3,33 
Vincent Shop 6,66* 
Vincent Office 2* 
Joondalup Shop 7 
Joondalup Office 3,33 
* = Gross floor area as per definition in the Building Code of Australia which includes the areas 
excluded in NLA = Net Lettable Area (see definition in the ‘Statutory Environment’ section of this 
report). 
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As the table shows, the Shire of York has higher requirements relating to car parking for shops 
and offices than a number of comparable local governments such as Toodyay and Northam.  
The Shire of Toodyay has specified its requirements in its Local Planning Policy relating to car 
parking, where the above figures are derived from (‘Shop’ = 5 bays per 100 m2 NLA, ‘Office’ = 
3.33 bays per 100 m2 NLA).  The Shire of Northam operates on its requirements from its two 
Town Planning Schemes.  The above figures of 5 bays per 100 m2 NLA for ‘Shop’ (from Table 2 
of the Town of Northam Planning Scheme No. 5) and ‘Town Centre’ in general (from clause 
5.7.2) and 4 bays for ‘Office’ (from Table 2) apply for the Northam town centre. 
 
Some City and Town Councils in the list above, however, have an even higher car parking 
development standard for ‘Shops’ which mostly relates to shopping centres (ca. 7 bays per 100 
m2), while car parking requirements for ‘Offices’ (between 2 and 3.33 bays per 100 m2 NLA) are 
lower. 
 
The Town of Vincent has developed its approach to exercising discretion in its car parking policy 
by introducing ‘Adjustment Factors’.  A 20 % reduction to the car parking requirements is given, 
for instance, if the proposed development is located within 400 m of a rail station or within 50 m 
of an existing public car park with 50 or more spaces.  As most public car parks within the Town 
of Vincent are paid parking, the fees collected make up for shortfall of car parking on the 
proposed development site.  The City of Perth, for example, therefore tries to discourage 
developers from providing car parking onsite as it receives significant revenue out of its 
commercial car park operations. 
 
Another example of exercising discretion as a development incentive is the City of Kalgoorlie-
Boulder.  The standard requirement for town centre development has become the figure of 4.5 
car bays per 100 m2 gross floor area.  This figure has been developed taking a range of recent 
town centre developments into consideration, their locations, the availability of on-street angle 
parking, streetscape and heritage provisions etc. 
 
This figure of 4.5 bays per 100 m2 gross floor area for most retail uses in the town centre is 
considered to be realistic for a country town where virtually no public transport is available and 
therefore most traffic to the town centre is generated by car and pedestrian/bike access.  As 
mentioned, Northam and Toodyay have similar figures.  For office use, a figure of 3.33 bays per 
100 m2 gross floor area appears to be most appropriate, as office uses generally generate less 
parking demand than retail/shops.  Both proposed figures would represent a significant 
reduction of the development standard (for shop by ¼, for office by 1/3) and act as a fair 
development incentive. 
 
For accommodation uses, the figure of 1 car bay per bedroom should not be changed, simply 
for the fact that when all bedrooms in an accommodation establishment are occupied, car bays 
of the same number are most likely fully occupied as well.  To offer a development incentive, 
however, it is proposed to waive car parking requirements for the restauration portion of 
combined uses of accommodation (hotel/motel/private hotel/lodging house) with restauration 
(restaurant/tavern/club/nightclub) where the full amount of car parking requirements for the 
accommodation portion of the proposed development in accordance with Schedule 4 (Use 2) of 
the Shire of York Town Planning Scheme No. 2 has been provided on-site (1 car bay per 
bedroom) or the full amount of cash-in-lieu for the accommodation portion has been paid for.  It 
should be noted that this approach can only be applied to proposed development or 
development under construction, existing establishments are not affected by this proposal. 
 
The guideline for the discretionary development standard relating to car parking should come 
into effect from 1 July 2009 and be reviewed regularly. 
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Cash-in-lieu for car parking 
 
The local government may exercise its discretion and offer a developer to pay a cash-in-lieu 
amount for the entirety or part of the required car parking area(s) on a particular development 
site where a developer does not want to provide for onsite car parking.  Reasons for exercising 
this discretion may be that the proposed development is of a minor nature only or most of the 
car parking is to be situated onsite.  A 100 % cash-in-lieu contribution, i.e. no car parking onsite, 
is usually only applicable when the conservation of a significant heritage building or feature or 
significant native vegetation is achieved. 
 
The second purpose of this report is therefore to determine a fair and transparent amount for 
cash-in-lieu for car parking in accordance with clause 4.5.5 of the Scheme.  This clause 4.5.5 
states that the amount asked for has to take two major factors into consideration: 
 

a) the construction cost for a car bay; and 
b) the land value of a car bay. 

 
The cost for providing and constructing a car bay is determined not only by the car bay itself, but 
also by access and egress to and from the car park, manoeuvring space, crossovers, footpaths, 
landscaping, lighting, kerbing, drainage etc. 
 
A number of local governments have adopted an area of 30 m2 as the standard area required to 
construct a car bay and provide ancillary space for access, egress, manoeuvring, landscaping 
etc. on a car park (The Shire of Toodyay has a detailed description in its local planning policy). 
 
Based on the construction costs for the public car parks in Howick Street (completed) and Lowe 
Street (under construction), the average construction cost per car bay has been estimated by 
the Shire’s Works Director at $2,500.  This includes the following cost components (for the 
complete car park): 
 
Sub-Base    15 % 
Base Course    30 % 
Drainage    20 % 
Asphalt/Seal    20 % 
Kerbing/Line marking     5 % 
Lighting      5 % 
Landscaping      5 % 
 
Depending on the individual location of a proposed public car park, specific site costs (e.g. 
drainage) can vary significantly. 
 
The land value for a car bay has been calculated based on a range of land sales, valuation and 
asking prices in accordance with the following table: 
 

Lot Status Zoning Area Price 
$ per 
sqm 

$ per 
car bay 

Lots 3, 11, 12, 13 
Redmile Rd Sold R10/30 

15783 
m2 $1,100,000 69.69 2090.86 

Lots 301 and 303 Avon 
Tce Sold 

Mixed 
Business 2562 m2 $250,000 97.58 2927.40 

Lot 4 South Street Sold 
Town 
Centre 708 m2 $110,000 155.37 4661.02 

Lot 76 South Street Sold 
Town 
Centre 703 m2 $125,000 177.81 5334.28 

Lot 15 Balladong Street Asking Price* R40 1126 m2 $110,000 97.69 2930.73 
Lot 12 Avon Terrace Asking Price* R40 1015 m2 $159,000 156.65 4699.51 
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Lot 8 Monger Street Asking Price* R40 1089 m2 $129,000 118.46 3553.72 
Lots 16-19 Monger 
Street** Valuation R40 4200 m2 $210,000 50.00 1500.00 
Lots 37-39 Monger 
Street Valuation 

Rec/Open 
Sp. 3150 m2 $220,500 70.00 2100.00 

Lots 40-42 Monger 
Street Valuation 

Rec/Open 
Sp. 3061 m2 $275,490 90.00 2700.00 

Average     80.52 2415.48 
* = at time of valuation (November 2008); 
** = no constructed road frontage 
 
The table states land values ranging from $50.00 to $177.81 per square metre, resulting in an 
average price of $80.52 per square metre.  This relates to an average price for a 30 m2 car bay 
of $2,415.48.  A large variety of lots has been considered in this table, with the lots at the lower 
end of the range having specific constraints, such as no frontage to a constructed road.  The 
table also shows that land zoned ‘Town Centre’ has achieved the highest prices per square 
metre.  It should be noted that land zoned ‘Town Centre’ or land adjacent to such zoned land is 
likely to be required to accommodate a public car park to compensate for car parking shortfalls 
on development sites within the town centre. 
 
The table also enables to calculate a worst case scenario, i.e. if the Shire had been required to 
acquire Lot 76 South Street for public car parking, just the cost for the land for a car bay would 
have effectively been $5,334.28.  Adding the estimated construction cost, the total price would 
have been $7,834.28. 
 
Instead it is proposed to take the average price per car bay of $2,415.48, add the construction 
cost of $2,500 and determine $4,915 as the cash-in-lieu amount for the 2009/2010 budget. 
 
To put this figure into context, the following cash-in-lieu amounts from other local governments 
have been provided: 
 
Local Government Cash-in-lieu amount 
York $2,700 (current), $4,915 (proposed) 
Kalgoorlie-Boulder $3,500 for non-CBD locations 
Kalgoorlie-Boulder $6,500 for CBD locations 
Toodyay $7,202 
Northam $6,164.65 
Vincent $2,800 
 
As mentioned earlier, the Town of Vincent collects fees from public car parking which has to be 
added to the amount above. 
 
Current and potential future sites for public car parking 
 
The third purpose of this report is to identify potential sites in proximity of the town centre where 
public car parking may be constructed to compensate for car parking shortfalls for current and 
future town centre development. 
 
The attached ‘York Town Centre Parking Management Plan’ shows the approach relating to 
public car parks in York.  The Howick Street car park has been constructed and is in operation 
and represents together with the Lowe Street car park (currently under construction) the most 
central public car parks.  There is also additional parking along Lowe Street in front of Avon 
Park. 
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Additional sites identified include part of a reserve south of South Street adjacent to the Avon 
River, land just east of the Swing Bridge on the corner of Pool Street and Janet Millett Lane, 
land along Railway Street and an area along South Street near the oval.  Those sites are all in 
proximity to the York town centre and well located to cater for shortfalls in parking for future 
town centre development, especially given that the largest areas with development potential are 
located in the southern town centre. 
 
New public car parking areas will be funded by collected cash-in-lieu funds in accordance with 
clause 4.5.5 (b) of the Scheme. 
 
It is recommended to note the four sites identified in the ‘York Town Centre Parking 
Management Plan’ and investigate further when details about future town centre development 
and car parking demand emerge. 
 
Conclusion 
 
Based on the issues discussed above, the following guidelines and amounts are recommended: 
 

1) Discretionary car parking standard requirement for shop/retail and similar: 4.5 car 
bays per 100 m2 gross floor area; 

2) Discretionary car parking standard requirement for office and similar: 3.33 car bays 
per 100 m2 gross floor area; 

3) 1 car bay per bedroom for proposed accommodation development (no change), 
waive requirements for restauration portion; 

4) Proposed cash-in-lieu amount for the 2009/2010 financial year = $4,915 ($2,500 
construction cost + $2,415 land value); 

 
The report clearly outlines how the respective figures have been determined and therefore the 
recommendations should provide for a fair, transparent and consistent approach to exercise 
discretion with regard to car parking development standards and meet the criteria set out in 
clause 4.5.5 of the Scheme relating to cash-in-lieu payments. 
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OFFICER RECOMMENDATION  
 
RESOLUTION 
160509 
 
Moved: Cr Boyle   Seconded: Randell 
 
“That Council resolves- 

2. to adopt $4,915 as the cash-in-lieu amount into the budget for the 2009/2010 financial 
year; 

3. at the discretion of the local government, commencing 1 July 2009, to adopt 4.5 car bays 
for every 100 m2 gross floor area as an acceptable discretionary car parking standard for 
shops/retail and 3.33 car bays for every 100 m2 gross floor area as an acceptable 
discretionary car parking standard for offices, health studios, veterinary 
hospitals/clinics/surgeries and similar uses if it can be demonstrated that the proposed 
development generates a lesser demand for parking or the proposed development – in the 
opinion of the local government – significantly enhances the streetscape, amenity and 
economic viability of the town centre and/or enables the conservation of a heritage 
building/feature or retention of native vegetation; 

4. at the discretion of the local government, commencing 1 July 2009, to waive car parking 
requirements for the restauration portion of combined uses of accommodation 
(hotel/motel/private hotel/lodging house) with restauration 
(restaurant/tavern/club/nightclub) where the full amount of car parking requirements for the 
accommodation portion of the proposed development in accordance with Schedule 4 (Use 
2) of the Shire of York Town Planning Scheme No. 2 has been provided on-site or the full 
amount of cash-in-lieu for the accommodation portion has been paid; and 

5. to note the four areas identified in the ‘York Town Centre Parking Management Plan’ (i.e. 
South Street/Avon River reserve, Railway Street, Janet Millett and South Street Oval) as 
potential future public car parking areas in the York town centre and to investigate further 
details when additional development proposals with a shortfall of onsite car parking can be 
identified.” 

 
AMENDMENT 
RESOLUTION  
170509 
Moved: Cr Randell  Seconded: Cr Lawrance 
That Item 1 of the Officer Recommendation be amended to $3,815 as the cash-in-lieu 
amount into the budget for the 2009/2010 financial year and $4915 as the cash in lieu 
amount in the 2010/2011 budget; 
 

The amendment was put and CARRIED (5/1) 
The amended motion was then put. 
 
“That Council resolves- 
1. to adopt to $3,815 as the cash-in-lieu amount into the budget for the 2009/2010 

financial year and $4915 as the cash in lieu amount in the 2010/2011 budget; 
2. at the discretion of the local government, commencing 1 July 2009, to adopt 4.5 car 

bays for every 100 m2 gross floor area as an acceptable discretionary car parking 
standard for shops/retail and 3.33 car bays for every 100 m2 gross floor area as an 
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acceptable discretionary car parking standard for offices, health studios, veterinary 
hospitals/clinics/surgeries and similar uses if it can be demonstrated that the 
proposed development generates a lesser demand for parking or the proposed 
development – in the opinion of the local government – significantly enhances the 
streetscape, amenity and economic viability of the town centre and/or enables the 
conservation of a heritage building/feature or retention of native vegetation; 

3. at the discretion of the local government, commencing 1 July 2009, to waive car 
parking requirements for the restauration portion of combined uses of 
accommodation (hotel/motel/private hotel/lodging house) with restauration 
(restaurant/tavern/club/nightclub) where the full amount of car parking requirements 
for the accommodation portion of the proposed development in accordance with 
Schedule 4 (Use 2) of the Shire of York Town Planning Scheme No. 2 has been 
provided on-site or the full amount of cash-in-lieu for the accommodation portion has 
been paid; and 

4. to note the four areas identified in the ‘York Town Centre Parking Management Plan’ 
(i.e. South Street/Avon River reserve, Railway Street, Janet Millett and South Street 
Oval) as potential future public car parking areas in the York town centre and to 
investigate further details when additional development proposals with a shortfall of 
onsite car parking can be identified.” 

 
CARRIED (6/0) 

 

 
The Officer Recommendation was varied to allow for the phasing in of the increase to the 
carpark contributions.
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9. OFFICER’S REPORTS 
9.5 LATE REPORTS   
9.5.2 Proposed transfer of management order for Reserve 39205 
 
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:   18 May 2009 
REPORT DATE:   15 May 2009 
LOCATION/ADDRESS:  Reserve 39205, Balladong Street, York 
APPLICANT:    City of Swan Aged Persons’ Homes Trust (Inc) 
SENIOR OFFICER:   Ray Hooper, CEO 
REPORTING OFFICER:  Patrick Ruettjes, Shire Planner 
DISCLOSURE OF INTEREST: Nil 
APPENDICES:   Correspondence from City of Swan APHT 
DOCUMENTS TABLED:  Nil 
  
Summary: 
Council is requested to revoke its management order for Reserve 39205 and to support the 
transfer of the management order of the reserve to the City of Swan Aged Persons’ Homes 
Trust (Inc) for the purpose of ‘Aged Care Facility’. 
 
Background: 
Reserve 39205 (Avon Location 28830), located on Balladong Street, York, covers an area of 
3,998 m2 and is zoned ‘Residential R40’ under the Shire of York Town Planning Scheme No. 2 
(the ‘Scheme’).  It is Crown Land vested in the Shire of York for the purpose of ‘Recreation’, 
which came into effect in 1985.  The Shire of York Recreation and Open Space Strategy has 
identified that there is a surplus of land vested for ‘Recreation’ with the Shire and recommends 
to focus on the improvement of existing and active land used for recreation.  The reserve in 
question is not developed for the purpose of recreation.  It is currently vacant land. 
 
The applicant, the City of Swan Aged Persons’ Homes Trust, has purchased the adjacent 
properties located between Balladong Street and Redmile Road [Lot 3 (45) Balladong Street 
and Lots 11 (14), 12 (18) and 13 (20) Redmile Road].  Council gave planning consent for a 
residential aged care facility and aged or dependent persons’ dwellings at its meeting of 16 
March 2009 for the adjacent land and indicated that it was prepared to offer parts of Reserve 
39205 for the purpose of vehicular access, circulation and landscaping/recreation/open space 
for the proposed development. 
 
The applicant subsequently proposed a redesign of its proposal which shifts the proposed 
residential aged care facility from its Redmile Road location to Reserve 39205.  A draft plan of 
the amended proposal has been attached and will be subject to further assessment. 
 
Consultation: 
The proposal has been discussed at a meeting between the applicant and Councillors and has 
also been discussed with the Department of Planning and Infrastructure (‘DPI’) – State Land 
Services. 
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Statutory Environment: 
Land Administration Act 1997 
 

Part 4 — Reserves 
41. Minister may reserve Crown land 

Subject to section 45(6), the Minister may by order reserve Crown land to the 
Crown for one or more purposes in the public interest. 

 
46. Placing of care, control and management of reserves 

(1) The Minister may by order place with any one person or jointly with any 2 
or more persons the care, control and management of a reserve for the 
same purpose as that for which the relevant Crown land is reserved 
under section 41 and for purposes ancillary or beneficial to that purpose 
and may in that order subject that care, control and management to such 
conditions as the Minister specifies. 

(2) The Minister may, with the consent of the management body of a reserve 
and of the holders of any interests within the reserve, by order vary any 
condition to which the care, control and management of the reserve is 
subject. 

 
49. Management plans 

(1) A management body may submit to the Minister for his or her approval a 
plan for the development, management and use of the Crown land in its 
managed reserve for the purpose of that managed reserve. 

(2) The Minister may request a management body or proposed management 
body to submit to the Minister in an approved form, within such period as 
is specified in that request, for his or her approval a plan for the 
development, management and use of the Crown land in the managed 
reserve of the management body for the purpose of that managed 
reserve. 

(3) A management body must, before submitting a plan to the Minister under 
subsection (1) or in response to a request under subsection (2) — 
(a) consider any conservation, environmental or heritage issues 

relevant to the development, management or use of the Crown 
land in its managed reserve for the purpose of that managed 
reserve; and 

(b) incorporate in the plan a statement that it has considered those 
issues in drawing up the plan. 

(4) If a management body submits a plan to the Minister under subsection (1) 
or in response to a request under subsection (2) and the Minister 
approves that plan and notifies the management body of that fact, the 
management body may develop, manage and use the Crown land 
concerned — 

 (a) in accordance with the plan; or 
(b) if the Minister approves a variation of the plan, in accordance with 

the plan as varied. 
 

50. Revocation of management orders 
(1) When a management body — 
 (a) agrees that its management order should be revoked; or 

(b) does not comply with its management order or with a 
management plan which applies to its managed reserve or does 
not submit a management plan in compliance with a request made 
under section 49(2), 

 the Minister may by order revoke that management order. 
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(2) If, in the absence of agreement or non compliance referred to in 
subsection (1), the Minister considers that it is in the public interest to 
revoke a management order, the Minister may by order revoke the 
management order. 

 
Policy Implications: 
Nil. 
 
Financial Implications: 
There are no direct financial implications resulting from the recommendations of this report.  It 
should be noted, however, that the reconsideration of the development proposal affecting 
Reserve 39205 and the adjacent properties owned by the applicant will result in the collection of 
additional fees, while the proposal of a senior citizens’ centre is expected to have further 
financial implications for the Shire. 
 
Strategic Implications: 
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.” 
 
Voting Requirements: 
Absolute Majority Required:  No 
 
Site Inspection: 
Site Inspection Undertaken:  Yes 
 
Triple bottom Line Assessment: 
Economic Implications: 
The Shire of York does not hold any power to lease or any financial interest in Reserve 39205, 
i.e. in event of a disposal of the reserve it does not receive any funds. 
 
The proposed development by the applicant represents a major investment into the local 
economy. 
 
Social Implications: 
The proposed development is anticipated to provide for additional services to senior citizens. 
 
Environmental Implications: 
Similar to all adjacent properties, Reserve 39205 is partly located in the Avon River flood fringe.  
The implications will be addressed at the amended development assessment stage. 
 
Comment: 
Following discussions between the applicant, Councillors and Shire staff, the proposed use of 
Reserve 39205 for a residential aged care facility in conjunction with independent living units 
and a senior citizens’ centre is considered to represent a sensible use for the undeveloped 
Reserve 39205, which is zoned for residential purposes anyway.  As mentioned above, Council 
does not hold a power to lease over the reserve, has not undertaken any improvements and 
therefore would not generate any income from the reserve in any case.  It should be 
emphasized that Council does not ‘own’ the reserve in any way.  A disposal of the reserve 
would simply return the Crown Land to the State.  It is recommended to indicate to the applicant 
and DPI that Council it is prepared to revoke its management order and has no objection to the 
transfer of the management order to the applicant for the purpose of ‘Aged Care Facility’. 
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OFFICER RECOMMENDATION  
 
RESOLUTION 
180509 
 
Moved: Cr Fisher   Seconded: Cr Hooper 
 
“That Council, with respect to the proposed transfer of vesting order for Reserve 39205, 
Balladong Street, York, resolve to indicate to the applicant and the Department for 
Planning and Infrastructure that:  
1. It is prepared to revoke its management order over the land; 
2. It has no objection to the transfer of management order to the applicant, subject to 

amended planning consent being obtained for the development proposal of a 
residential aged care facility and aged or dependent persons’ dwellings on the 
reserve and the adjacent Lot 3 (45) Balladong Street and Lots 11 (14), 12 (18) and 13 
(20) Redmile Road; and 

3. It requests to the Minister for Land to action the transfer of management order as a 
matter of urgency to allow for the proposed development to proceed swiftly.” 

CARRIED (6/0) 
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9. OFFICER’S REPORTS 
9.5 ADMINISTRATION REPORTS   
9.5.3 Wheatbelt Development Commission   
 
FILE NO:    CS.NCS.5 
COUNCIL DATE:   18 May 2009 
REPORT DATE:   18 May 2009 
LOCATION/ADDRESS:  N/A 
APPLICANT:    Wheatbelt Development Commission 
SENIOR OFFICER:   Ray Hooper, CEO 
REPORTING OFFICER:  Ray Hooper, CEO 
DISCLOSURE OF INTEREST: Cr Boyle - Financial 
APPENDICES:   Nil 
DOCUMENTS TABLED:  Nil 
  
Summary: 
The Wheatbelt Development Commission calls for nominations for local government 
representatives on the Board. 
 
Background: 
Cr Boyle was appointed by the Minister for Regional Development for an interim period to 
replace a local government member and re-nomination is required to allow him to represent 
local government. 
 
Consultation: 
Wheatbelt Development Commission 
 
Statutory Environment: 
N/A 
 
Policy Implications: 
Nil 
 
Financial Implications: 
All costs are met by the Wheatbelt Development Commission. 
 
Strategic Implications: 
Nil 
 
Voting Requirements: 
Absolute Majority Required:  No 
 
Site Inspection: 
Site Inspection Undertaken:  Not applicable 
 
Triple bottom Line Assessment: 
Economic Implications: 
Funding available through the Development Commission can be of great benefit to local and 
regional economies and for business investment. 
 
Social Implications: 
Regional development issues extend to local social cohesion and improved services. 
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Environmental Implications: 
N/A 
 
Comment: 
It is important that there is strong local government representation on the Wheatbelt 
Development Commission to carry out effective lobbying for regional funds and to oversee the 
distribution of infrastructure and community development funding. 
 
Cr Boyle declared an interest in this item and left the meeting at 4.46pm. 
 
OFFICER RECOMMENDATION  
 
RESOLUTION 
190509 
 
Moved: Cr Lawrance   Seconded: Cr Randell 
 
“That Council:  
 
Nominate Cr A Boyle as a local government representative on the Wheatbelt 
Development Commission and offers its strong support for his appointment.” 
 

CARRIED (5/0) 
 
Cr Boyle returned to the meeting at 4.51pm. 
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10. Next Meeting 
  
  
10.1 
  
RESOLUTION 
200509 
 
Moved: Cr Randell  Seconded: Cr Fisher 
 
“That Council:  
 
hold a Special Meeting of Council on the 25th May, 2009 at 3.00pm in the Lesser Hall to 
deal with the legal advice on the Mt Bakewell Resort issue.” 
 

CARRIED (6/0) 
 

10.2  
 
RESOLUTION 
210509 
 
Moved: Cr Lawrance  Seconded: Cr Randell 
“That Council 
 
hold the next Ordinary Meeting of the Council on June 15, 2009, commencing at 3.00pm 
in the Lesser Hall, York.” 
 

CARRIED (6/0) 
 
Advice Note: If the Lesser Hall is unavailable then the meetings will be held in the Sports 
Pavilion 
  

 
11. Closure 
 
There being no further business Cr Hooper thanked everyone for their attendance and declared 
the meeting closed at 5.00pm. 
 
 
 


	Related Delegation – Nil
	FILE NO:    RS.ANC.1
	COUNCIL DATE:   19 May 2009
	1. 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
	Receive the Monthly Financial Report and ratify payments drawn from the Municipal and Trust accounts for the period ending 30 April 2009:
	                                 VOUCHER         AMOUNT

	Cheque Payments  28153-28204 $         97,272.31
	Electronic Funds Payments              5510-5604 $       522,154.53
	Direct Debits Payroll   $       107,727.27 
	Corporate Cards    $           1,014.40
	Shell Cards   $             283.56
	TRUST FUND

	Cheque Payments   $                  0.00
	Note to this item
	 Power to defer, grant discounts, waive or write off debts




