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CITY OF JOONDALUP - AGENDA FOR MEETING OF COUNCIL - 24.11.98





TUESDAY 17 FEBRUARY 2009

7.00 pm

on Monday 16 February 2009.

13 February 2009

PROCEDURES FOR PUBLIC QUESTION TIME

The following procedures for the conduct of Public Question Time were adopted

at the Council meeting held on 18 December 2007: 

Questions asked verbally

1
Members of the public are invited to ask questions at Council Meetings.

2
Questions asked at an ordinary Council meeting can relate to matters that affect the operations of the City of Joondalup.  Questions asked at a Special Meeting of the Council must relate to the purpose for which the meeting has been called.  

3
A register will be provided for those persons wanting to ask questions to enter their name. Persons will be requested to come forward in the order in which they are registered, and to give their name and address.  

4
Public question time will be limited to two minutes per member of the public, with a limit of two questions per member of the public. 

5
Statements are not to precede the asking of a question during public question time.  Statements should be made during public statement time.

6
Members of the public are encouraged to keep their questions brief to enable everyone who desires to ask a question to have the opportunity to do so.  

7
Public question time will be limited to the legislative minimum of fifteen minutes and may be extended in intervals of up to ten minutes by resolution of the Council, but the total time allocated for public questions to be asked and responses to be given is not to exceed thirty five (35) minutes in total. Public question time is declared closed following the expiration of the allocated time period, or earlier than such time where there are no further questions.

8
Questions are to be directed to the Presiding Member and should be asked politely in good faith and are not to be framed in such a way as to reflect adversely or be defamatory on a particular Elected Member or City employee. The Presiding Member shall decide to:

· Accept or reject any question and his/her decision is final;

· Nominate a member of the Council and/or City employee to respond to the question;

· Take a question on notice.  In this case a written response will be provided as soon as possible, and included in the agenda of the next Council meeting.

9
Where an elected member is of the opinion that a member of the public is:

· asking a question at a Council meeting, that is not relevant to the operations of the City of Joondalup;

· making a statement during public question time;

they may bring it to the attention of the meeting.

10
Questions and any response will be summarised and included in the minutes of the Council meeting.

11
It is not intended that question time should be used as a means to obtain information that would not be made available if it was sought from the City’s records under Section 5.94 of the Local Government Act 1995 or the Freedom of Information (FOI) Act 1992.  Where the response to a question(s) would require a substantial commitment of the City’s resources, the Chief Executive Officer (CEO) will determine that it is an unreasonable impost upon the City and refuse to provide it.  The CEO will advise the member of the public that the information may be sought in accordance with the FOI Act 1992.

Questions in Writing

1
Members of the public may submit questions to the City in writing.

2
Questions submitted to an ordinary Council meeting can relate to matters that affect the operations of the City of Joondalup.  Questions submitted to a Special Meeting of the Council must relate to the purpose for which the meeting has been called.  

3
The City will accept a maximum of 5 written questions per member of the public. To ensure equality and consistency, each part of a multi-part question will be treated as a question in its own right.

4
Questions lodged by 9.00 am on the day immediately prior to the scheduled Council meeting will be responded to, where possible, at the Council meeting. These questions, and their responses, will be distributed to Elected Members and made available to the public in written form at the meeting. 

5
The Presiding Member shall decide to accept or reject any written question and his/her decision is final. Where there is any concern about a question being offensive, defamatory or the like, the Mayor will make a determination in relation to the question.  Questions determined as offensive, defamatory or the like will not be published.  Where the Presiding Member rules questions to be out of order, an announcement to this effect will be made at the meeting, including the reason(s) for the decision.
6
The Presiding Member may rule questions out of order where they are substantially the same as questions previously submitted and responded to.

7
Written questions unable to be responded to at the Council meeting will be taken on notice.  In this case, a written response will be provided as soon as possible and included on the agenda of the next Council meeting.

8
A person who submits written questions may also ask questions at a Council meeting and questions asked verbally may be different to those submitted in writing.

9
Questions and any response will be summarised and included in the minutes of the Council meeting.

10
It is not intended that question time should be used as a means to obtain information that would not be made available if it was sought from the City’s records under Section 5.94 of the Local Government Act 1995 or the Freedom of Information (FOI) Act 1992.  Where the response to a question(s) would require a substantial commitment of the City’s resources, the Chief Executive Officer (CEO) will determine that it is an unreasonable impost upon the City and refuse to provide it.  The CEO will advise the member of the public that the information may be sought in accordance with the FOI Act 1992.

DISCLAIMER

Responses to questions not submitted in writing are provided in good faith and as such, should not be relied upon as being either complete or comprehensive.

PROCEDURES FOR PUBLIC STATEMENT TIME

The following procedures for the conduct of Public Statement Time were adopted

at the Council meeting held on 18 December 2007: 

1
Members of the public are invited to make statements, either verbally or in writing, at Council meetings.

2
Statements made at an ordinary Council meeting must relate to matters that affect the operations of the City of Joondalup.  Statements made at a Special Meeting of the Council must relate to the purpose for which the meeting has been called.  

3
A register will be provided for those persons wanting to make a statement to enter their name. Persons will be requested to come forward in the order in which they are registered, and to give their name and address. 

4
Public statement time will be limited to two minutes per member of the public.

5
Members of the public are encouraged to keep their statements brief to enable everyone who desires to make a statement to have the opportunity to do so.  

6
Public statement time will be limited to a maximum of 15 minutes.  Public statement time is declared closed following the 15 minute allocated time period, or earlier than such time where there are no further statements.

7
Statements are to be directed to the Presiding Member and are to be made politely in good faith and are not to be framed in such a way as to reflect adversely or be defamatory on a particular Elected Member or City employee.

8
Where an Elected Member is of the opinion that a member of the public is making a statement at a Council meeting, that is not relevant to the operations of the City of Joondalup, they may bring it to the attention of the Presiding Member who will make a ruling.

9
A member of the public attending a Council meeting may present a written statement rather than making the Statement verbally if he or she so wishes.

10
Statements will be summarised and included in the minutes of the Council meeting.

CODE OF CONDUCT

The Code recognises these ethical values and professional behaviours that support the principles of:

Respect for persons - this principle requires that we treat other people as individuals with rights that should be honoured and defended, and should empower them to claim their rights if they are unable to do so for themselves.  It is our respect for the rights of others that qualifies us as members of a community, not simply as individuals with rights, but also with duties and responsibilities to other persons.

Justice - this principle requires that we treat people fairly, without discrimination, and with rules that apply equally to all.  Justice ensures that opportunities and social benefits are shared equally among individuals, and with equitable outcomes for disadvantaged groups.

Beneficence - this principle requires that we should do good, and not harm, to others.  It also requires that the strong have a duty of care to the weak, dependent and vulnerable.  Beneficence expresses the requirement that we should do for others what we would like to do for ourselves.

*   Any queries on the agenda, please contact Council Support Services on 9400 4369.
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CITY OF JOONDALUP

Notice is hereby given that a Meeting of the Council will be held in the Council Chamber, Joondalup Civic Centre, Boas Avenue, Joondalup on TUESDAY, 17 FEBRUARY 2009 commencing at 7.00 pm.

GARRY HUNT
Joondalup
Chief Executive Officer 
Western Australia
13 February 2009


VISION

“A sustainable City that is committed to service delivery excellence and operates under the principles of good governance.”
MISSION

“To undertake all our activities with the endeavour of meeting community expectations and achieving sustainable lifestyles.”
VALUES AND PRINCIPLES 
Customer Focus
· We will work to understand and respond to the needs of all our customers both now and into the future.

· We will provide opportunities for community engagement.

· We will focus our improvement efforts on better services for our customers.

Purpose, Direction and Planning

· We will be plan driven, we will set priorities and we will ensure the effective allocation of resources to achieve our plans.
Sustainability

· We will minimise any adverse impact from our activities on the external environment and the resources available for future generations.

· We will provide value for money to all of our stakeholders.

· We will always act to ensure our activities serve the long-term interests of Joondalup.

Data, Measurement and Understanding

· We will make decisions based on information and understanding.

· We will measure and report progress against our goals.

· We will use measurement to drive continuous improvement.

Honesty and Integrity

· We will be fair, open and transparent in our activities.
AGENDA

Note:   Members of the public are advised that prior to the opening of the Council meeting, Mayor Pickard will say a Prayer.

1
DECLARATION OF OPENING AND ANNOUNCEMENT OF VISITORS

2
PUBLIC QUESTION TIME

The following questions were taken on notice at the Council meeting held on 16 December 2008:
Mrs M Zakrevsky, Mullaloo:

1 
(a)
Have each of the two positions Ref. No 08 - 158 for “Bush Regenerator – Weed control” advertised in newspapers and on the City of Joondalup’s website in October this year been filled? 



(b)
If so, from what date did each employee commence weed control work in natural areas reserves? 

2 
(a)
Have each of the five positions Ref No 08 -159 for “Weed control” advertised in newspapers and on the City of Joondalup’s website in October this year been filled?

 
(b)
If so, from what date did each employee commence work in the City of Joondalup’s parks, verges, median strips and sumps? 

A1-2
The appointment of employees is the responsibility of the Chief Executive Officer and the recruitment of the positions subject to the questions is being managed appropriately.

Mr R Van der Voorden, Joondanna:

Q1
Has the Administration included false and misleading information elsewhere in the Annual report in relation to the number of meeting attended by elected members, remuneration of senior officers or any other matter?

A1
No.

Q2
What confidence can the public have that the Administration does not regularly engage in conduct where information is falsified in order to give a better but inaccurate account of operations?

A2
The City always endeavours to provide accurate information.

Q3
What was the actual expenditure on legal services against budget for the year ended 30 June 2008?

A3
$322,922.53 (inc GST).
Mr K Robinson, Como:

Q1
When first established and as at 1 July 2007 and 1 April 2008 how many FTE employees are currently employed within the Strategic Planning Directorate?

A1
There is no Strategic Planning Directorate.

Q2
When first established and as at 1 July 2007 and 1 April 2008 what was the budgeted and actual cost of salaries within the Strategic Planning Directorate?
A2
See A1 above.

Q3
What investigation was undertaken by Royal Oak Trading Pty Ltd for which they received a payment of $10,873.50 in March 2008?

A3
An investigation under the direction of the Chief Executive Officer
Q4
What was the original estimate or cost provided by Royal Oak for undertaking the investigation in 1 above? 

A4
Royal Oak were commissioned based on an hourly rate.
Q5
Have Royal Oak Trading Pty Ltd or any related parties or entities received any further payments from the City in the last 12 months.

A5
No.
Mr G Barker, Hillarys:

Re:  Proposed Mixed Use Development of 24 Multiple Dwellings, 8 Grouped Dwellings, Offices, Convenience Store and Restaurant at Lot 9009 (46) Angove Drive, Hillarys

Q1
When residential and Council property is damaged by illegal parking generated by the development who is going to pay for the repairs and maintenance?

A1
It is difficult to respond to such a general question, but those at fault would be responsible for damage.
Q2
A lot of residents including myself paid top money for blocks when we were allegedly told by a representative of EDC that the development would be a maximum two storeys.

We are now looking at a three storey proposal with residents in the immediate vicinity now losing their visual outlook.  Why is it most housing applications were knocked back for a three storey or what was seen as a excessive loft application???

A2 
The Structure Plan allows for development on the subject site to be a maximum of three storeys where it is considered that the development is of landmark quality.

The Structure Plan also provides development standards for housing within the various precincts of the Harbour Rise Area. In some precincts of the Structure Plan area, dwellings are permitted to have a "tower element" with a maximum dimension of either 3 metres by 3 metres or 6 metres by 6 metres, which may be an additional 3 metres in height above the allowed height.

The City does not enforce restrictive covenants that it is not a party to. 
3
PUBLIC STATEMENT TIME

4
APOLOGIES AND LEAVE OF ABSENCE

Apology – Cr Michele John

REQUEST FOR LEAVE OF ABSENCE  – Cr Michele John  and Cr Geoff Amphlett– [29610]

Requests for Leave of Absence from Council duties have been received covering the following dates:
Cr Michele John
16 – 19 February 2009 inclusive



02 – 20 March 2009 inclusive


Cr Geoff Amphlett
22 – 28 March 2009 inclusive
RECOMMENDATION

That Council APPROVES the Requests for Leave of Absence from Council duties covering the following dates: 

Cr Michele John
16 – 19 February 2009 inclusive


02 – 20 March 2009 inclusive


Cr Geoff Amphlett
22 – 28 March 2009 inclusive

5
CONFIRMATION OF MINUTES

MINUTES OF COUNCIL MEETING, 16 DECEMBER 2008

RECOMMENDATION

That the Minutes of the Council Meeting held on 16 DECEMBER 2008 be confirmed as a true and correct record, 

MINUTES OF SPECIAL MEETINGS OF COUNCIL, 23 DECEMBER 2008, 13 JANUARY 2009 and 27 JANUARY 2009
RECOMMENDATION

That the Minutes of the following Special Meetings of Council be confirmed as a true and correct record:

· Special meeting of Council held on 23 December 2008;

· Special meeting of Council held on 13 January 2009;

· Special meeting of Council held on 27 January 2009. 

6
ANNOUNCEMENTS BY THE PRESIDING PERSON WITHOUT DISCUSSION

7
DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST 

Disclosure of Financial Interests

A declaration under this section requires that the nature of the interest must be disclosed.  Consequently a member who has made a declaration must not preside, participate in, or be present during any discussion or decision-making procedure relating to the matter the subject of the declaration. An employee is required to disclose their financial interest and if required to do so by the Council must disclose the extent of the interest.  Employees are required to disclose their financial interests where they are required to present verbal or written reports to the Council.  Employees are able to continue to provide advice to the Council in the decision making process if they have disclosed their interest.
	Name/Position
	Mayor Troy Pickard

	Item No/Subject
	CJ005-02/09 – Appointment of Member to the Australian Council of Local Government

	Nature of interest
	Financial 

	Extent of interest
	Mayor Pickard holds the position which is the subject of the Report


	Name/Position
	Mr Garry Hunt – Chief Executive Officer

	Item No/Subject
	CJ011-02/09 - Minutes of the Chief Executive Officer Performance Review Committee Meeting Held on 1 and 15 December 2008  -  (Item 1 – Chief Executive Officer – New Contract of Employment)

	Nature of interest
	Financial 

	Extent of interest
	Mr Hunt holds the position of CEO.


	Name/Position
	Cr Albert Jacob

	Item No/Subject
	CJ029-02/09  -  Review of the Currambine District Centre Structure Plan

	Nature of interest
	Financial

	Extent of Interest
	Cr Jacob is in the process of purchasing a property within the district centre


Disclosure of interest affecting impartiality

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

	Name/Position
	Mr Mike Tidy  - Director Corporate Services

	Item No/Subject
	CJ011-02/09 - Minutes of the Chief Executive Officer Performance Review Committee Meeting Held on 1 and 15 December 2008  -  (Item 1 – Chief Executive Officer – New Contract of Employment)

	Nature of interest
	Interest that may affect impartiality

	Extent of interest
	Due to the nature of Mr Tidy’s employment relationship with the CEO.


	Name/Position
	Mr Garry Hunt  -  Chief Executive Officer

	Item No/Subject
	CJ018-02/09 – Tender 030/08 – Civil Works and Footpath Modifications to Clontarf Street, Sorrento

	Nature of interest
	Interest that may affect impartiality

	Extent of Interest
	Prior to 2005, Mr Hunt provided consulting advice to bidder/tenderer


	Name/Position
	Cr Russel Fishwick

	Item No/Subject
	CJ033-02/09  -  Dedication of Portion of Warwick Road, Duncraig

	Nature of interest
	Interest that may affect impartiality

	Extent of Interest
	Cr Fishwick is the owner of a property adjacent to the subject portion of Warwick Road


8
IDENTIFICATION OF MATTERS FOR WHICH THE MEETING MAY SIT BEHIND CLOSED DOORS

9
PETITIONS 

1
PETITION SUPPORTING THE RETENTION OF THE SKATEPARK FACILITY AT McNAUGHTON PARK, KINROSS AND IMPLEMENTATION OF SAFETY MEASURES/ANTI-SOCIAL BEHAVIOUR DETERRENTS - [09103] [08096]

A 118-signature petition has been received supporting the retention of the skate park facility at McNaughton Park, Kinross and the implantation of improved safety and security measures in and around the facility to deter anti-social behaviour.

RECOMMENDATION
That the following Petition be RECEIVED, referred to the CEO and a subsequent report presented to Council for information:
1
Petition supporting the retention of the skate park facility at McNaughton Park, Kinross and implementation of safety measures/anti-social behaviour deterrents.

10
REPORTS
CJ001-02/09
EXECUTION OF DOCUMENTS - [15876]

	WARD:
	All

	
	

	RESPONSIBLE
	Mr Garry Hunt

	DIRECTOR:
	Office of CEO


PURPOSE

For Council to note the documents executed by means of affixing the Common Seal for the period 4 December 2008 to 12 December 2008.
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

The City of Joondalup enters various agreements by affixing its Common Seal.  The Local Government Act 1995 states that the City is a body corporate with perpetual succession and a common seal.  Those documents that are to be executed by affixing the Common Seal or signed by the Mayor and the CEO are reported to the Council for information on a regular basis.

BACKGROUND

Not Applicable.

DETAILS

The following documents have been executed by affixing the Common Seal. 

	Document:
	Deed of Easement

	Parties:
	City of Joondalup and Water Corporation

	Description:
	Deed of Easement for Water Corporation easement to protect the Water Corporation’s equipment that runs the entire length of Geneff Park

	Date:
	04.12.08

	Signed/Sealed:
	Sealed


	Document:
	Section 70A Execution

	Parties:
	City of Joondalup and Marek and Jolantta Zimowski

	Description:
	To restrict the occupation of the ancillary accommodation to dependent member(s) of the family of the occupier(s) of the main dwelling on land at Lot 739 (32) Livingstone Way, Padbury

	Date:
	12.12.08

	Signed/Sealed:
	Sealed


	Document:
	Deed of Agreement

	Parties:
	City of Joondalup and Peet Limited

	Description:
	Deed of Agreement to ensure compliance of condition three (3) of the development approval issued 29 June 2007 for development at Lots 122-126, 132, 138 and 147 Grand Ocean Entrance, Burns Beach (DA08/0729)

	Date:
	12.12.08

	Signed/Sealed:
	Sealed


	Document:
	Section 70A Execution

	Parties:
	City of Joondalup and Peter Peon, Orlando Guadalupe Gomes Peon & Maria Aldora Gomes Silva

	Description:
	To restrict occupation of the ancillary accommodation to dependent member(s) of the family of the occupier(s) of the main dwelling on the land at Lot 155 (3) Kinch Lane, Hillarys

	Date:
	12.12.08

	Signed/Sealed:
	Sealed


Issues and options considered:

Not Applicable.

Link to Strategic Plan:

Some of the documents executed by affixing the common seal may have a link to the Strategic Plan on an individual basis.

Legislation – Statutory Provisions:

Sub-sections (2) and (3) of section 2.5 of the Local Government Act 1995 states:

(2) The local government is a body corporate with perpetual succession and a common seal.

(3) The local government has the legal capacity of a natural person.

Risk Management considerations:

Not Applicable.

Financial/Budget Implications:

Some of the documents executed by the City may have financial and budget implications.

Policy Implications:

Not Applicable.
Regional Significance:

Not Applicable.
Sustainability Implications:

Not Applicable.
Consultation:

Not Applicable.
COMMENT

The various documents that have been executed by affixing the Common Seal of the City of Joondalup are submitted to the Council for information.

ATTACHMENTS

Nil.

VOTING REQUIREMENTS

Simple Majority

RECOMMENDATION

That Council NOTES the schedule of documents covering the period 4 December 2008 to 12 December 2008 executed by means of affixing the common seal.

	


CJ002-02/09
MINUTES OF EXTERNAL COMMITTEE - [00033] [03149] [60514]

	WARD:
	All

	
	

	RESPONSIBLE
	 Mr Ian Cowie

	DIRECTOR:
	Governance and Strategy


PURPOSE

To submit minutes of external committees to Council for information.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

The following minutes are provided:

· Meeting of Western Australian Local Government Association – North Metropolitan Zone held on 20 November 2008

· Meeting of Mindarie Regional Council held on 11 December 2008

ATTACHMENTS

Attachment 1 
Minutes of Meeting of Western Australian Local Government Association – North Metropolitan Zone held on 20 November 2008

Attachment 2 
Minutes of Meeting of Mindarie Regional Council held on 11 December 2008


(Please Note:    These minutes are only available electronically)

VOTING REQUIREMENTS

Simple Majority

RECOMMENDATION

That Council NOTES the minutes of the meeting of the:

1
Western Australian Local Government Association – North Metropolitan Zone held on 20 November 2008 forming Attachment 1 to Report CJ002-02/09;

2
Mindarie Regional Council held on 11 December 2008 forming Attachment 2 to Report CJ002-02/09.

To access this attachment on electronic document, click here: 

                                                           External Committees100209.pdf                                                      

CJ003-02/09
APPOINTMENT OF MEMBERS - COMMUNITY SAFETY AND CRIME PREVENTION COMMITTEE AND STREETSCAPE ADVISORY COMMITTEE – [02153] [79623] [78623]

	WARD:
	All

	
	

	RESPONSIBLE
	Mr Ian Cowie

	DIRECTOR:
	Governance and Strategy


PURPOSE
For Council to appoint Elected Member representatives to the:

· Community Safety and Crime Prevention Advisory Committee; and

· Streetscape Advisory Committee.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

At its meeting held on 25 November 2008 Council established the Community Safety and Crime Prevention Advisory Committee and the Streetscape Advisory Committee and requested that, following advertising for nominations for community representatives, a further report be submitted to Council on 17 February 2009 to appoint representatives to these advisory committees.

In order to avoid advertising during the Christmas/New Year period, the nomination period for community representative will close on 27 February 2009.

It is recommended that Council:

1
APPOINTS four (4) Elected Members to the Community Safety and Crime Prevention Advisory Committee; 

2
APPOINTS four (4) Elected Members to the Streetscape Advisory Committee;

3
REQUESTS a report be presented to the Council meeting to be held on 17 March 2009 to give consideration of appointment of community representatives to the Community Safety and Crime Prevention Advisory Committee and the Streetscape Advisory Committee.

BACKGROUND

At its meeting held on 25 November 2008 Council resolved to:

“1
ESTABLISH the Community Safety and Crime prevention Advisory Committee to:

· provide advice to the Council on community safety and crime prevention issues;

· assist the Council in developing a strategic approach to ensure the safety and well being of the wider community of the City of Joondalup.

Membership:

The Committee will consist of the following members, to be determined by the Council:

· Four (4) Elected Members;

· Eight (8) Community Representatives comprising individuals from ratepayer and residents associations or individuals residing within the City who have expertise or demonstrated interest in community safety and crime prevention.

Meeting Frequency

The Community Safety and Crime Prevention Advisory Committee shall not convene more than two (2) ordinary meetings each between the months of February and November of each calendar year.  Special meetings of the advisory committee may be held in accordance with the Standing Orders Local Law.

2
ESTABLISH the Streetscape Advisory Committee to: 

· provide advice to the Council on local streetscape amenity such as street trees, verges, public access ways and medians;

· assist the Council with the establishment of themed planting on road reserves to bolster the identity of our neighbourhoods.
Membership

The Committee will consist of the following members, to be determined by the Council:

· Four (4) Elected Members

Eight (8) Community Representatives comprising individuals from ratepayer and residents associations or individuals residing within the City who have expertise or demonstrated interest in streetscape design.

Meeting Frequency

The Streetscape Advisory Committee shall not convene more than two (2) ordinary meetings each between the months of February and November of each calendar year.  Special meetings of the advisory committee may be held in accordance with the Standing Orders Local Law.

3
REQUEST the CEO to advertise for the relevant community representatives on the  Community Safety and Crime Prevention Advisory Committee and the Streetscape Committee and report back to the Council for its consideration of appointment of representatives at its meeting to be held on 17 February 2009;

4
REQUEST that a review of the two Advisory Committees be submitted to Council 12 months after their establishment.”

DETAILS

Issues and options considered:

The City is currently inviting interested members of the community to nominate as representatives on the Community Safety and Crime Prevention Advisory Committee and Streetscape Advisory Committee.  To avoid advertising during the Christmas/New Year period, the nomination period has been extended and will close on 27 February 2009.  It is recommended that Council appoints Elected Members to these advisory committees and calls for a further report to be submitted to the Council meeting scheduled for 17 March 2009 to give consideration to nominations received for community representatives.

Link to Strategic Plan:

5.4
Objective: To work collaboratively with stakeholders to increase community safety and respond to emergencies effectively.

Strategies

5.4.1 The City develops and implements a Community Safety Plan.

5.4.2 The City maintains an effective visual presence in local residential areas and business districts.

5.4.3 The City works in collaboration with other local governments and the State Government to enhance community safety.

Outcome

Public perceptions of City safety programs remain high or increase.
4.2
Objective: To progress a range of innovative and high quality urban development projects within the City.

Strategy

4.2.7 
The City provides technical support for externally driven infrastructure projects that are undertaken within the City.

Outcome

Projects are completed on time, within budget and reflect the interests of the community.
Legislation – Statutory Provisions:

The requirements of the Local Government Act 1995 are as follows:

Appointment of committee members

5.10
(1)
A committee is to have as its members: 


(a)
persons appointed* by the local government to be members of the committee (other than those referred to in paragraph (b)); and 

(b)
persons who are appointed to be members of the committee under subsection (4) or (5). 


* Absolute majority required. 


(2)
At any given time each council member is entitled to be a member of at least one committee referred to in section 5.9(2)(a) or (b) and if a council member nominates himself or herself to be a member of such a committee or committees, the local government is to include that council member in the persons appointed under subsection (1)(a) to at least one of those committees as the local government decides. 


(3)
Section 52 of the Interpretation Act 1984 applies to appointments of committee members other than those appointed under subsection (4) or (5) but any power exercised under section 52(1) of that Act can only be exercised on the decision of an absolute majority of the local government. 


(4)
If at a meeting of the council a local government is to make an appointment to a committee that has or could have a council member as a member and the mayor or president informs the local government of his or her wish to be a member of the committee, the local government is to appoint the mayor or president to be a member of the committee. 


(5)
If at a meeting of the council a local government is to make an appointment to a committee that has or will have an employee as a member and the CEO informs the local government of his or her wish: 


(a)
to be a member of the committee; or 


(b)
that a representative of the CEO be a member of the committee, 


the local government is to appoint the CEO or the CEO's representative, as the case may be, to be a member of the committee.

Tenure of committee membership

5.11
(1)
Where a person is appointed as a member of a committee under section 5.10(4) or (5), the person's membership of the committee continues until:


(a)
the person no longer holds the office by virtue of which the person became a member, or is no longer the CEO, or the CEO's representative, as the case may be; 


(b)
the person resigns from membership of the committee; 


(c)
the committee is disbanded; or 


(d)
the next ordinary elections day, 



whichever happens first. 

(2)
Where a person is appointed as a member of a committee other than under section 5.10(4) or (5), the person's membership of the committee continues until:


(a)
 the term of the person's appointment as a committee member expires;


(b)
 the local government removes the person from the office of committee member or the office of committee member otherwise becomes vacant;


(c)
 the committee is disbanded; or 


(d)
the next ordinary elections day, 



whichever happens first.

Clause 51(2) of the City’s Standing Orders Local Law 2005 states: -

A nomination to any position is not required to be seconded.

Risk Management considerations:

Not applicable.

Financial/Budget Implications:

Not applicable.

Policy implications:

Not applicable.

Regional Significance:

Not applicable.

Sustainability implications:

Not applicable.

Consultation:

Not applicable.

COMMENT

It is recommended that Council appoints its representatives and agrees to considering community representation at its March 2009 meeting.  This will allow the Committees to meet twice prior to the local government elections in October 2009. 

ATTACHMENTS

Nil

VOTING REQUIREMENTS

Absolute majority.

RECOMMENDATION

That Council:

1
BY AN ABSOLUTE MAJORITY, APPOINTS four (4) Elected Members to the Community Safety and Crime Prevention Advisory Committee; 

2
BY AN ABSOLUTE MAJORITY, APPOINTS four (4) Elected Members to the Streetscape Advisory Committee;

3
REQUESTS a report be presented to the Council meeting to be held on 17 March 2009 to give consideration of appointment of community representatives to the Community Safety and Crime Prevention Advisory Committee and the Streetscape Advisory Committee.

CJ004-02/09 
PROPOSED CATS LOCAL LAW - COMMUNITY CONSULTATION RESULTS – [29182]
	WARD:
	All

	
	

	RESPONSIBLE
	Mr Ian Cowie

	DIRECTOR:
	Governance and Strategy


PURPOSE/EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
To present Council with the outcomes of the consultation process for the proposed Cats Local Law and provide a recommendation which reflects the Policy Committee’s position on the matter, namely, adopting the proposed Cats Local Law, subject to the removal of section 20(1)(a). (Additional amendments were required by virtue of removing this section and are detailed in this report). 

There are a number of administrative procedures that will require finalisation before the local law can be effectively introduced.

It is recommended that Council adopts the local law in the manner prescribed in Attachment 1 to Report CJ004-02/09.

BACKGROUND

At the meeting of 24 April 2007 (CJ064–04/07 refers), Council resolved for a local law to be drafted which requires compulsory registration of cats within the City of Joondalup.  Specifically, the resolution stated that the new local law provisions should mirror as closely as possible those contained in the Dog Act 1976.

A report relating to the registering and identifying of cats was presented to Council at its meeting on 10 June 2008 (CJ097-06/08 refers). The matter was subsequently referred to the Policy Committee for further consideration, of which the Committee resolved to recommend drafting a Cats Local Law which includes a requirement for compulsory sterilisation. 

At the meeting of Council on 15 July 2008 (CJ122 – 07/08), it was resolved that the proposed Cats Local Law be released for a public consultation period of 44 days, subject to some minor amendments to the draft.
On 2 August 2008, the consultation process was initiated. This included:

· Statewide notification in the West Australian;

· Advertisements in local newspapers; 

· Letters sent directly to target stakeholders (list of stakeholders provided at Attachment 2);

· A link to an online survey on the City’s website; and

· Public notices placed on the City’s website, in all four of the City’s libraries and in the two Customer Service Centres at Joondalup and the Whitford City Shopping Centre. 

Following the conclusion of the consultation period, all results were collated and presented to the Policy Committee at its Meeting of 15 December 2008 for consideration. 

This report details the information presented to the Policy Committee and provides a recommendation for Council to consider which reflects the Committee’s position on the matter.

DETAILS

The detail below is the information provided to the Policy Committee from which its recommendation was formed.

Quantitative Analysis – Survey Feedback

480 completed surveys were received in total, including 147 from people living outside the City of Joondalup.

The table below shows the results of the analysis:

· For all surveys received 

· For City of Joondalup residents as a discrete group

	Support introduction Cats Local Law

	
	All submissions
	City of Joondalup

	
	No. of people
	Percentage
	No. of people
	Percentage

	Yes
	327
	68.1
	205
	61.6

	No
	147
	30.6
	122
	36.6

	Total
	474
	98.8
	327
	98.2

	Not identified
	6
	1.3
	6
	1.8

	
	480
	100.0
	333
	100.0

	Support compulsory cat registration

	
	All submissions
	City of Joondalup only

	
	No. of people
	Percentage
	No. of people
	Percentage

	Yes
	333
	69.4
	218
	65.5

	No
	145
	30.2
	115
	34.5

	Total
	478
	99.6
	333
	100.0

	Not identified
	2
	0.4
	0
	0.0

	
	480
	100.0
	333
	100.0

	Support compulsory cat sterilisation

	
	All submissions
	City of Joondalup only

	
	No. of people
	Percentage
	No. of people
	Percentage

	Yes
	404
	84.2
	279
	83.8

	No
	73
	15.2
	54
	16.2

	Total
	477
	99.4
	333
	100.0

	Not identified
	3
	0.6
	0
	0.0

	
	480
	100.0
	333
	100.0

	Support control and identification of cats

	
	All submissions
	City of Joondalup only

	
	No. of people
	Percentage
	No. of people
	Percentage

	Yes
	319
	66.5
	197
	59.2

	No
	158
	32.9
	136
	40.8

	Total
	477
	99.4
	333
	100.0

	Not identified
	3
	0.6
	0
	0.0

	
	480
	100.0
	333
	100.0

	Support the introduction of $50 subsidy

	
	All submissions
	City of Joondalup only

	
	No. of people
	Percentage
	No. of people
	Percentage

	Yes
	347
	72.3
	217
	65.2

	No
	130
	27.1
	115
	34.5

	Total
	477
	99.4
	332
	99.7

	Not identified
	3
	0.6
	1
	0.3

	
	480
	100.0
	333
	100.0

	
	
	
	
	


296 people responding to the survey identified themselves as owners of cats. 198 were City of Joondalup residents and of that number, 142 stated that their cats were identifiable and a further 181 that their cats were already sterilised.

Of 198 resident owners of cats:

· 90 generally support the introduction of a Cats Local Law (45%)

· 99 support compulsory cat registration (50%)

· 151 support compulsory cat sterilisation (76%)

· 80 support control and identification of cats (40%)

Nineteen groups including resident/ratepayer groups, individual veterinary hospitals, the Australian Veterinary Association Ltd, RSPCA, Cat Haven, WA Rangers Association, Cat Sterilisation Society Inc and a number of other special interest groups for cats completed and returned surveys. In addition, written submissions were made.

Of the 19 groups, 12 supported the proposed Local Law as is, including the RSPCA, the Cat Haven, three veterinary practices and the Northern Districts Cattery. 

Qualitative data analysis of written submissions

5 written submissions were received from groups, or from individuals indicating themselves to be part of, or representatives of a group, namely:

· RSPCA

· The Cat Haven

· The Australian Veterinary Association (AVA)

· Cat Owners Association of Western Australia (Inc)

· WA Rangers Association Inc (WARA)

· The Cat Sterilisation Society

Whilst the RSPCA and The Cat Haven support introduction of the proposed Local Law in its present form, the Cats Owners Association submission indicates that further clauses are needed to achieve effective cat control.  

AVA supports compulsory identification of cats and, other than in the case of kittens under 12 weeks, supports sterilisation. The organisation also supports extensive community education on responsible cat ownership and on ‘what to do’ when coming into contact with stray animals.

WARA identifies cat control as a State rather than Local Government initiative which requires appropriate resourcing to ensure its effectiveness. In addition, they believe the State should embark on extensive public education campaigns to encourage responsible cat ownership. 

48 people sent in emails and letters as individual submissions, some in addition to the completed surveys.

· 45 were from City residents 

· 1 was from a person whose residence was not stated

· 2 were from people living outside the City of Joondalup

Of the 45 submissions from residents, 7 fully supported the proposed Local Law while the remaining 38 either supported only aspects of the law or did not support the law at all. 

The majority of submissions were from people identifying themselves as responsible owners of cats that were sterilised, identifiable and kept in at night. For the most part they supported the proposed Local Law with respect to compulsory sterilisation and identification but had concerns with the following sections:

Section 19: Registration Tags 

“19
(1)
A registration tag must be worn by the registered cat when in a place that is 

outside of the premises where the cat is ordinarily kept, as declared on the 

certificate of registration, and shall —

(a)
be of a durable material;

(b)
be of a colour specified by Schedule in this Local Law in accordance with the relevant registration cycle; and

(c)
contain the registration number of the cat.”

In 9 of 48 qualitative responses, concerns were raised about the compulsory use of collars and registration tags. Some identified that their pets would not wear them while others stated that the collar or tag may cause harm to the cat, (by becoming snagged on obstructions or being used to capture a cat with the intent of harming it). A number of residents responding in this way preferred to use microchips for this reason. 

Section 20: Control of cats in public places

“20
(1) 
A cat shall not be – 

(a)
in a public place unless the cat is, in the opinion of an authorised officer, under effective control; or

(b)
in any designated area specified in a Schedule to this Local Law; or

(c)
on private premises where a complaint by the owner or occupier of the premises has been made to the City in relation to the cat’s unwanted presence on the property.

(2)
If a cat is at any time in a place in contravention of – 

(a)
Clauses 20(1)(a) or 20(1)(c), the owner of the cat commits an offence 
against these Clauses unless he establishes a defence under Clause 21.




Penalty: $500

(b)
Clause 20(1)(b), the owner of the cat commits an offence against that Clause unless he establishes a defence under Clause 21.




Penalty: $1000.”

Amongst the comments suggesting the impracticability of enforcing this section, 15 out of 48 people expressed their fears that it could result in neighbour/neighbour conflict and perhaps even violence towards cats.

The Policy Committee resolved that Council should agree to remove s. 20(1)(a) for reasons of impracticability. The draft Cats Local Law provided at Attachment 1 reflects this suggested change and also includes any consequential amendments that result from removing this section. These amendments include:

· Removal of the definition of a “public place”

· Removal of the words “in a public place” from the title above s. 20. It now reads “Control of cats”

· Alterations to s.20 to make the numbering consecutive

· Removal of the modified penalty for s. 20(1)(a) in the Fourth Schedule

· Alterations to Fourth Schedule to make the numbering consecutive

Implementation costs 

Concerns about the human and financial resources needed to implement the proposed Local Law were articulated by 14 individuals. 

These concerns also identified a common theme, that is, the sense that owners of cats who are already responsible will be carrying an additional financial impost unlike owners who do not act responsibly. 
Recommendation from the public

Nine residents suggested that the source of the cat problem lies with the market and that controls at the point where people are purchasing cats, and from whom they are purchasing them, would be more effective than a local law. 

Overall analysis

Two of the key components of the proposed local law – compulsory identification and sterilisation – are supported by cat owners and non cat owners alike. The feedback suggests that people who view themselves as responsible cat owners already ensure that their pets are identifiable (with microchipping the preferred option) and sterilised. Consequently, while there is support for these initiatives, it is highly questionable whether a local law would be effective as responsible owners, who are most likely to obey the law, are already undertaking these actions.

The issue of cat control is more contentious. People who do not own cats think that cats should be constrained from nuisance behaviours at all times. On the other hand, people who own cats cannot see how this can be achieved without their pets being kept permanently in or on the property, perhaps using outdoor cat runs. Whilst owners are generally prepared to keep their cats indoors between the hours of dusk and dawn, they find the notion of being able to control the movements of a cat to be impractical. Further, it is believed that where neighbours are already at odds over cat behaviours, this section could (a) serve as a justification for involving the City in neighbour disputes or (b) increase levels of existing disputes and subsequently the extent of local law enforcement activities required across the whole of the City. 

The intended effect of the proposed local law is to operationalise a system for compulsory sterilisation, registration and control of cats. From the results of the consultation it is evident that whilst there is majority support for this state of affairs, owners of cats are questioning whether the local law will increase levels of compliance in these areas (even with subsidies for sterilisation). They point out that whilst the ‘market’ for cats and kittens is unregulated and it is still possible for people to obtain them without any of these requirements, they will do so. Respondents suggest that a more effective approach would be to target the cat ‘market’ with animals being identifiable and sterilised before they are available for sale or otherwise given away.
Issues and options considered:

Option 1:
In accordance with the Policy Committee’s resolution, adopt the local law in the manner prescribed in Attachment 1.


Given Council’s decision to refer the matter of developing a Cats Local Law to the Policy Committee, it may be prudent for Council to accept the recommendation of the Committee. 

Option 2:
 Do not pursue a Cats Local Law

City Officers maintain the position that a Cats Local Law should not be pursued as the costs of administering and operationalising the law far outweighs any benefits the community would receive from its implementation, (which are considered minimal. These views have been explained in several earlier reports on this matter).

Link to Strategic Plan:

Key Focus Area
Leadership and Governance

Objective 1.2

To engage proactively with the community

Outcome

The City acts with a clear understanding of the wishes of the    community.

Legislation – Statutory Provisions:

Local Government Act (1995)

Risk Management considerations:

Should the local law be adopted, there is a risk that the community’s expectation of service delivery under the law will not be met due to the inherent impracticalities present within some of the law’s provisions. Community members may also complain that they are being asked to pay money to register cats when their cats are well looked after.

Financial/Budget Implications:

Should Council choose to adopt the local law in its current form, consideration will need to be given to the costs associated with its implementation. This could be in excess of $40,000 per annum to set-up the registration system and ensure that adequate resources are available to enforce the law.
Policy implications:

Not applicable

Regional Significance:

Not applicable

Sustainability implications:

Not applicable

Consultation:

The Details section of the report outlines the consultation process undertaken in relation to this matter.

COMMENT

It should be noted that a number of points made in previous reports submitted to Council (CJ097 – 06/08; CJ122 – 07/08 refers), with respect to the practicalities associated with implementing a Local Law, have been borne out by the consultation.

Firstly, that implementation of a Cats Local Law will represent an additional cost to owners of cats who already act responsibly with respect to their pets. Secondly, that the intended benefits of introducing a Cats Local Law are unlikely to be realised, as people who do not take their ownership responsibilities seriously will not comply.

Analysis of the feedback identifies differing levels of community support for the various sections of the Local Law, with most support being given to compulsory sterilisation. It should be noted however, that compulsory sterilisation cannot be achieved without compulsory registration and that support for this aspect of the law was not substantive. 

Notwithstanding the above comments and Officer’s concerns about the local law, this report recommends that Council adopts the Policy Committee’s recommendation in order to further legitimise the advisory function of the Committee.

ATTACHMENTS

Attachment 1:

Draft Cats Local Law 2008

Attachment 2:

Stakeholder List for Letter Recipients

VOTING REQUIREMENTS

Absolute Majority.

RECOMMENDATION

That Council:

1
BY AN ABSOLUTE MAJORITY, ADOPTS the City of Joondalup Cats Local Law 2008 in the manner prescribed in Attachment 1 to Report CJ004-02/09;

2
NOTES that if adopted, the local law will not commence operationally until 1 October 2009;

3
NOTES that to implement the local law effectively, funding of approximately $40,000 will need to be allocated in the 2009/2010 budget to cover administrative and enforcement costs; 

4
NOTES that any costs associated with implementing the local law may need to be varied during the year, based on the number of resident requests for action in relation to the local law.

Appendix 1 refers

To access this attachment on electronic document, click here: Attach1brf100209.pdf
Disclosure of Financial Interests

	Name/Position
	Mayor Troy Pickard

	Item No/Subject
	CJ005-02/09 – Appointment of Member to the Australian Council of Local Government

	Nature of interest
	Financial 

	Extent of interest
	Mayor Pickard holds the position which is the subject of the Report


CJ005-02/09
APPOINTMENT OF MEMBER TO THE AUSTRALIAN COUNCIL OF LOCAL GOVERNMENT– [88624]

	WARD:
	All

	
	

	RESPONSIBLE
	Mr Ian Cowie

	DIRECTOR:
	Governance and Strategy


PURPOSE/ EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

For the Council to note the appointment of Mayor Troy Pickard to the Australian Council of Local Government (ACLG) and to agree to meet relevant costs for his attendance, including his attendance at the meeting recently held.

BACKGROUND

On 18 November 2008, the Prime Minister, the Hon Kevin Rudd MP and the Minister for Infrastructure, Transport, Regional Development and Local Government hosted the inaugural plenary meeting of the ACLG.   This meeting discussed a number of important issues, including:

· the provision of local and national infrastructure, 

· improving the long-term sustainability and efficiency of local government, 

· considering Constitutional recognition of local government, 

· plans to make major cities more liveable, sustainable and productive, and 

· ways to strengthen and support regional economies.

At this meeting, the Minister for Infrastructure, Transport, Regional Development and Local Government announced the Government’s intention to establish a streamlined steering committee to continue the engagement, policy coordination and close cooperation between local and federal government.

DETAILS

Issues and options considered:

Mayor Troy Pickard has been invited to serve as a member of the ACLG. The first meeting occurred on Thursday 5 February 2009 at Parliament House, Canberra.

The first meeting focused on the Charter for the ACLG, the operational arrangements for the Council and major priority issues for future work.  It is envisaged that four meetings will occur in any one year.

Link to Strategic Plan:

Not applicable.

Legislation – Statutory Provisions:

One of the main objectives of the ACLG is to achieve constitutional recognition for the local government industry.

Risk Management considerations:

Not applicable.

Financial/Budget Implications:

The 2009/10 budget contains funds for general training relevant to the Council as a whole, and for each elected member in accordance with the current City Policy.  It is estimated that attendance at these meetings based on business class airfares, accommodation and incidental expenses would be $4000 per meeting.  There are no budget funds specifically allocated for this.

The cost of Mayor Pickard’s attendance at the inaugural meeting of the Australian Council of Local Government held on 5 February 2009 was:

Canberra - Flights
$3,405.75

Accommodation 4 February 09
$320.00

Daily Allowance - Paid $220 Spent $65.50 Chq $154.50 Mayor paid to the City
$65.50

TOTAL
$3,791.25
Policy implications:

Policy 8-2 Elected Members Allowances details travel arrangements for elected members.  The Policy contains the following clauses:


“Part 4 – Attendance at conferences and training within Australia

4.1
Objective

To enable Elected Members to develop and maintain skills and knowledge relevant to their role as a representative of the City of Joondalup.  

4.2
Statement

Elected Members are encouraged to attend appropriate conferences and training to enable them to be more informed and better able to fulfil their duties of office.  In order to support this, the following is provided.

4.3
Annual Conference and Training Expense Allocation



(1)


The following annual conference and training expense allocation shall be made available to Elected Members:  

(a)
The Mayor shall be entitled to an annual expense allocation of $12,000 (July 2008), inflated annually from the date the $10,000 was first set at the CPI rate for Australia on 1 July each year and rounded to the nearest $100; and  

(b)
All Councillors shall be entitled to an annual expense allocation of $5,900 (July 2008), inflated annually from the date the $5,000 was first set at the CPI rate for Australia on 1 July each year and rounded to the nearest $100. 

(2)
In addition to the annual expense allocation detailed in clause (1)(a) above, the Mayor shall be entitled to attend the following conferences:

· Annual Western Australian Local Government Association;

· Annual National Australian Local Government Association;

· Annual National Congress of the Local Government Managers Australia.

4.4
Definition

In this part, “Conferences and Training” means conferences, seminars, congresses, forums, workshops, courses, meetings, deputations, information and training sessions and events related to the industry of local government and held within Australia.”

The Policy states that all air travel within Australia shall be business class, except where an elected member chooses to travel at a cheaper rate.

Regional Significance:

Having an elected representative serving on the ACLG will give significant recognition for the region.

Sustainability implications:

Not applicable.

Consultation:

Not applicable.

COMMENT

This item was listed for consideration by the Council at the Special meeting held on 27 January 2009, but was withdrawn.  The Mayor has subsequently agreed to serve on the ACLG and attended the inaugural meeting held on 5 February 2009.  Costs associated with the Mayor’s attendance was met via his annual allocation included in Policy 8.2.

The establishment of the ACLG is as a result of the summit convened by the Prime Minister in December 2008.  Having representation on the ACLG from Western Australia has significance for the local government industry, and having a representative from the City of Joondalup has great significance for the City.

ATTACHMENTS

Nil

VOTING REQUIREMENTS

Simple Majority.

RECOMMENDATION

That Council:

1
NOTES that Mayor Troy Pickard will serve on the Australian Council of Local Government;

2
AGREES to meet all associated costs relative to the attendance of Mayor Troy Pickard on the Australian Council of Local Government, including business class airfares, accommodation and incidental expenses, estimated at $4,000 per meeting;

3
AGREES to meet the cost of $3,791.25 associated with Mayor Troy Pickard’s attendance at the inaugural meeting of the Australian Council of Local Government held on 5 February 2009 outside his annual allocation within Policy 8-2 – Elected Members Allowances.

CJ006-02/09
ANNUAL PLAN QUARTERLY PROGRESS REPORT FOR THE PERIOD 1 October - 30 December 2008 – [20560]

	WARD:
	All

	
	

	RESPONSIBLE
	Mr Ian Cowie

	DIRECTOR:
	Governance and Strategy


PURPOSE

To present the Annual Plan Quarterly Progress Report for the period 1 October – 30 December 2008.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

The Annual Plan Quarterly Progress Report provides information on the progress of projects and programs documented in the Annual Plan 2008-2009.  The Annual Plan Quarterly Progress Report for the period 1 October – 30 December 2008 is shown as Attachment 1 to Report CJ006-02/09.  
A Capital Works Overview Report, which details all projects within the Capital Works Program, is provided as Attachment 2 to Report CJ006-02/09.  

It is recommended that Council RECEIVES the Annual Plan Quarterly Progress Report for the period 1 October - 30 December 2008 and the Capital Works Overview Report for the period 1 October - 30 December 2008.  

BACKGROUND

The City’s Corporate Reporting Framework, endorsed by Council, requires the development of an Annual Plan and the provision of reports against the Annual Plan on a quarterly basis.  

DETAILS

Issues and options considered:

The 2008-2009 Annual Plan contains a brief description of the key projects and programs that the City intends to deliver in the financial year.  Milestones are set for the key projects and programs to be delivered in each quarter.  

The Quarterly Progress Report provides information on progress against the milestones and a commentary is provided against each milestone to provide further information on progress, or to provide an explanation where the milestone has not been achieved.  

The milestones being reported this quarter are the shaded sections of Attachment 1 to Report CJ006-02/09. 

Link to Strategic Plan:

This item has a general link to the Strategic Plan through the Key Focus Area – Leadership and Governance.   

Legislation – Statutory Provisions:

The Local Government Act 1995 provides a framework for the operations of Local Governments in Western Australia.  Section 1.3 (2) states:

This Act is intended to result in:

(a)
Better decision making by local governments;

(b)
Greater community participation in the decisions and affairs of local governments;

(c)
Greater accountability of local governments to their communities; and

(d)
More efficient and effective government.

Risk Management considerations:

The quarterly progress reports against the Annual Plan provide a mechanism for tracking progress against milestones for major projects and programs.

Financial/Budget Implications:

Not applicable.

Policy implications:

In accordance with Policy 8-6, Communications, the Council recognises and acknowledges the importance of consistent, clear communication, and access to information for its stakeholders.  

Regional Significance:

Not applicable.

Sustainability implications:

Not applicable.

Consultation:

Not applicable.

COMMENT

A copy of the Annual Plan 2008-2009 was provided to Elected Members in September 2008.  

The Annual Plan Quarterly Progress Report is supplemented by a detailed report on progress of the Capital Works Program.  

The majority of project milestones have been met for the October to December Quarter.   

ATTACHMENTS

Attachment 1
Annual Plan Quarterly Progress Report for the period 1 October – 30 December 2008.

Attachment 2
Capital Works Overview Report for the period 1 October – 30 December 2008.  

VOTING REQUIREMENTS

Simple Majority

RECOMMENDATION

That Council RECEIVES:

1.
The Annual Plan Quarterly Progress Report for the period 1 October – 30 December 2008 forming Attachment 1 to Report CJ006-02/09;

2.
The Capital Works Overview Report for the period 1 October – 30 December 2008 forming Attachment 2 to Report CJ006-02/09.  

Appendix 3 refers

To access this attachment on electronic document, click here: Attach3agn170209.pdf
CJ007-02/09
MINUTES OF THE POLICY COMMITTEE MEETING HELD ON 15 DECEMBER 2008 – [18058]

	WARD:
	All

	
	

	RESPONSIBLE
	Mr Ian Cowie

	DIRECTOR:
	Governance and Strategy


PURPOSE 
To submit the unconfirmed minutes of the Policy Committee to Council for noting and recommend appropriate action in relation to the decisions of the Committee.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

A meeting of the Policy Committee was held on 15 December 2008 to consider the following matters:

Item 1
Proposed Cats Local Law – Report on Community Consultation

Item 2
Review of Policy 8-2 – Elected Members Allowances

Item 3
Backyard Burning

Item 4
Future Verge Enhancement Strategies

Item 5
Proposed Parking Policy for Commercial Developments within the City Centre – Analysis of Public Feedback

Item 6
Draft Policy 3-7 – Signs – Consideration following advertising

Item 7
Proposed Local Planning Policy – Cubby Houses

Item 8
Review of Policy 7-9 – Home Business

Item 9
Alfresco Activities Policy – Issues

It is recommended that Council:

1
NOTES the unconfirmed minutes of the Policy Committee Meeting dated 15 December 2008 forming Attachment 1 to Report CJ007-02/09;

2
AMENDS Policy 8-2 – Elected Members Allowances as shown on Attachment 2 to Report CJ007-02/09;

3
in accordance with Clause 8.11 of the City of Joondalup District Planning Scheme No. 2, ADOPTS Policy 7-24 – Cubby Houses, as shown in Attachment 3 to Report 
CJ007-02/09;

4
(a)
Pursuant to Part 5 of the Planning and Development Act 2005, CONSENTS to initiate an Amendment to the City of Joondalup’s District Planning Scheme No. 2 to remove all reference to Home Business Category 3, as outlined in Attachment 5 to this Report, for the purposes of public advertising for a period of forty two (42) days;

(b)
In accordance with Clause 8.11 of the City of Joondalup’s District Planning Scheme No 2, ADVERTISES modified Policy 7-9 Home Business, as shown in Attachment 4 to this Report, concurrently with the Amendment;

5
REQUESTS a report be presented to the Policy Committee on Policy 1-2 - Public Participation.

BACKGROUND

Council established a Policy Committee and endorsed a new Policy Framework on 26 April 2005. (CJ064–04/05 refers).  The framework separated the policies of the Council into two categories:

1
Council Policies - Strategic policies that set governing principles and guide the direction of the organisation to align with community values and aspirations.  These policies have a strategic external focus and align with the Mission, Vision and Strategic Directions; and
2
City Policies - Policies that are developed for administrative and operational imperatives and have an internal focus.
Council policies are to be developed and reviewed by the Policy Committee and may be subject to community consultation processes in recognition of the community leadership role Council has in guiding the formation and development of the City, and in representing the values and interests of the broader community. Officers may be requested by the Policy Committee to draft specific policies as required for referral to the Policy Committee.

City policies are to be developed and drafted for Policy Committee consideration and recommendation to the Council. The Policy Committee may determine, if appropriate, to request that a City Policy be subject to public comment prior to recommending it for Council adoption.
DETAILS

Issues and options considered:

The Motions carried at the Policy Committee meeting held on 15 December 2008 are shown below, together with officer’s comments:

Item 1
Proposed Cats Local Law – Report on Community Consultation

The following motion was carried:

“That the Policy Committee RECOMMENDS that Council ADOPTS the Cats Local Law as advertised, subject to the deletion of Clause 20(1)(a).”

Officer’s comment

This matter will be the subject of a separate report to the Council meeting to be held on 17 February 2009.

Item 2
Review of Policy 8-2 – Elected Members Allowances

The following motion was carried:

“That the Policy Committee RECOMMENDS that Council adopts amended Policy 8-2 Elected Members Allowances as detailed in Attachment 1 to this Report, subject to an amendment to Clause 2.5(6) to read as follows:

“2.5(6)
Where an Elected Member is issued with a vehicle licence number plate as detailed within this policy, that vehicle fitted with the licence number plate shall not have visible electoral advertising place on or in the vehicle.” “

Officer’s comment

The recommended changes are shown highlighted on Attachment 2.

Item 3
Backyard Burning

The following motion was carried:

“That the Policy Committee RECOMMENDS that Council ADOPTS Option 2, namely agreeing to publish a notice in the Government Gazette and in a local newspaper stating that “backyard burning and the use of incinerators are prohibited within the City of Joondalup at all times” and amend the City’s current Policy 6-5 to state that the City will not issue permits.”

Officer’s comment

This matter will be the subject of a separate report to the Council meeting to be held on 17 February 2009.

Item 4
Future Verge Enhancement Strategies

The following motion was carried:

“That the Policy Committee RECOMMENDS that Council: 

1
IMPLEMENTS a verge enhancement competition for Greenwood, similar to the competition that was held in Heathridge but with the following modifications:

· A reduced prize pool of $2,500;

· That the competition covers both the front garden and the verge; and

· That a prize be awarded for the best street which would include a sign in the street and $500 for a street resident BBQ.

2
REQUESTS that, following the completion of the trial at Greenwood, a report be prepared and presented on the trial to the Policy Committee for consideration.”

Officer’s comment

A report in relation to this matter was presented to the Council on 16 December 2008 (Item C88-12/08 refers) and the above Committee recommendation was adopted by Council.

Item 5
Proposed Parking Policy for Commercial Developments within the City Centre – Analysis of Public Feedback

The following motion was carried:

“That the Policy Committee RECOMMENDS that Council ADOPTS Policy – Joondalup City Centre Car Parking for Commercial Development, forming Attachment 2 to this Report.”

Officer’s comment

A report in relation to this matter was presented to the Council on 16 December 2008 (Item C89-12/08 refers) and the above Committee recommendation was adopted by Council.

Item 6
Draft Policy 3-7 – Signs – Consideration following advertising

The following motion was carried:

“That City Policy 3-7 Signs be REFERRED BACK for further development and a subsequent report presented to the Policy Committee.”

Officer’s comment

A further report will be prepared and presented to the Policy Committee.

Item 7
Proposed Local Planning Policy – Cubby Houses

The following motion was carried:

“That the Policy Committee RECOMMENDS that Council, in accordance with Clause 8.11 of the City of Joondalup District Planning Scheme No. 2, ADOPTS modified City Policy 7-24 – Cubby Houses, as shown in Attachment 1 to this Report, as final.”

Officer’s comment

The recommended changes are shown highlighted on Attachment 3.

Item 8
Review of Policy 7-9 – Home Business

The following motion was carried:

“That the Policy Committee RECOMMENDS that Council MODIFIES Policy 7-9 Home Business by:

· Deleting all reference to Category 3;

· Amending hours of operation to read “9.00 am to 5.00 pm”;

· Amending Section 3(g) by the deletion of the word “Large”.”

Officer’s comment

In order to give effect to the above recommendation, the Policy will need to be amended and advertised for public comment.  In addition, a scheme amendment will also be needed to remove all reference to Home Business Category 3 from DPS2.  This will also need to be advertised for public comment for a period of 42 days.  In the event that Council wishes to proceed with the removal of Category 3 Home Business, the required modifications to the Policy and DPS2 are attached – Attachments 4 and 5 refer.

There are advantages and disadvantages associated with the removal of a Home Business Category 3 from DPS2.  Removal  of Category 3 will ensure that the more intensive Home Businesses cannot be considered for approval, and would remove any uncertainly as to be possible impact on residential amenity if they were to be approved.  

However, the disadvantage of removing Home Business Category 3 from DPS2 is that it removes the flexibility for people to carry out certain businesses from their property which are not of a scale that requires business premises.  There may be properties and situations where a Home Business Category 3 is appropriate and will not have a negative impact on neighbouring properties, as well as providing small business opportunities.

Alternative ways of handling Home Business Category 3 activity could be investigated, including increased controls within the Policy and DPS2, and regular monitoring of the property to check that the business complies with the approval.  It should be noted that approval for a home business is granted on an annual basis, and must be renewed every year.  Therefore, if there are significant problems with a Home Business Category 3, the renewal will not be granted.

Item 9
Alfresco Activities Policy – Issues

The following motion was carried:

“That the Policy Committee:

1
NOTES the following principles to be incorporated into the review of Policy 7- 5 Alfresco Activities:

· Pedestrian access under any awnings must be maintained.  

· ‘Café blinds’ may be affixed to temporary and permanent shade structures

· ‘Café blinds’ must not be affixed to awnings. 

· Shade structures must not obstruct pedestrian access, damage street trees or pose a safety risk. 

· Permanent shade structures will be considered, where the footpath width exceeds 5 metres. 

· Any proposal to erect temporary screens to frame alfresco dining areas must be included with an application for alfresco dining and the appropriateness of these structures will be considered on individual merit. 

· Standard size and location for alfresco areas:

General Standard

Pedestrian Zone:

2.0 metres minimum width

Alfresco Zone: 

2.5 metres maximum width 

Kerbside Zone:
0.5 metres minimum (where the kerbside zone adjoins on-street parking)

1.0 metres minimum (where the kerbside zone adjoins a lane of traffic)

Central Walk 

Alfresco Zone: 

2.5 metres maximum width

Pedestrian Zone: 

5 metres minimum width

Kerbside Zone:

None 

Lakeside Drive

Pedestrian Zone:

2.5 metres minimum width 

Alfresco Zone: 

4.0 metres maximum width 

Kerbside Zone:

1.0 metres minimum width 

2
REQUESTS that input be sought from affected businesses prior to commencing the process to amend Policy 7-5 Alfresco Activities.”

Officer’s comment

A further report will be prepared and presented to the Policy Committee following consultation.

REQUESTS FOR REPORTS FOR FUTURE CONSIDERATION

The following report was requested:

· Report on Policy 1-2 Public Participation.

Officer’s comment

A report can be prepared.  
Link to Strategic Plan

This item has a general connection to the Strategic Plan.

Legislation – Statutory Provisions:

Not Applicable.

Risk Management considerations:

Not Applicable.

Financial/Budget Implications:

Not Applicable.

Policy Implications:

As detailed in this report.

Regional Significance:

Not Applicable.

Sustainability Implications:

Not Applicable.

Consultation:

Not Applicable.

COMMENT

Relevant officer’s comments have been made regarding the matters considered by the Committee.

ATTACHMENTS

Attachment 1 
Unconfirmed minutes of the Policy Committee meeting of 15 December 2008

Attachment 2

Policy 8-2 – Elected Members Allowances – with revisions highlighted

Attachment 3

Proposed Policy 7-24, as modified

Attachment 4

Policy 7-9 – Home Business – with revisions highlighted

Attachment 5

Proposed Amendments to DPS2 relating to Home Business

VOTING REQUIREMENTS

Simple Majority

RECOMMENDATION

That Council:

1
NOTES the unconfirmed minutes of the Policy Committee Meeting dated 15 December 2008 forming Attachment 1 to Report CJ007-02/09;

2
AMENDS Policy 8-2 – Elected Members Allowances as shown on Attachment 2 to Report CJ007-02/09;

3
in accordance with Clause 8.11 of the City of Joondalup District Planning Scheme No. 2, ADOPTS Policy 7-24 – Cubby Houses, as shown in Attachment 3 to Report CJ007-02/09;

4
(a)
Pursuant to Part 5 of the Planning and Development Act 2005, CONSENTS to initiate an Amendment to the City of Joondalup’s District Planning Scheme No. 2 to remove all reference to Home Business Category 3, as outlined in Attachment 5 to Report CJ007-02/09, for the purposes of public advertising for a period of forty two (42) days;

(b)
In accordance with Clause 8.11 of the City of Joondalup’s District Planning Scheme No 2, ADVERTISES modified Policy 7-9 Home Business, as shown in Attachment 4 to Report CJ007-02/09, concurrently with the Amendment;

5
REQUESTS a report be presented to the Policy Committee on Policy 1-2 - Public Participation.

Appendix 4 refers

To access this attachment on electronic document, click here: Attach4brf100209.pdf
CJ008-02/09
LIST OF PAYMENTS MADE DURING THE MONTH OF NOVEMBER 2008 – [09882]
WARD:
All

RESPONSIBLE:   
Mr Mike Tidy


Director Corporate Services 

PURPOSE

To present to Council the list of accounts paid under the CEO’s delegated authority during the month of November 2008 to note.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

This report presents the list of payments made under delegated authority during the month of November 2008 totalling $10,674,308.12.

It is recommended that Council NOTES the CEO’s list of accounts for November 2008 paid under delegated authority in accordance with regulation 13 (1) of the Local Government (Financial Management) Regulations in Attachments A, B and C to Report CJ008-02/09, totalling $10,674,308.12.


BACKGROUND

Council has delegated to the Chief Executive Officer the exercise of its power to make payments from the City's Municipal and Trust funds.  In accordance with Regulation 13 of the Local Government (Financial Management) Regulations 1996 a list of accounts paid by the Chief Executive Officer is to be provided to Council, where such delegation is made. 
DETAILS

The table below summarises the payments drawn on the funds during the month of November 2008. Lists detailing the payments made are appended as Attachments A and B.  The vouchers for the month are appended as Attachment C.

	FUNDS
	DETAILS
	AMOUNT

	Municipal Account
	Cheques  82734 - 82993  and  EF 2558 - 3665

  Net of cancelled payments

Vouchers 472A - 475A, 476A – 479A, 480A - 483A  & 485A 
	$7,959,230.20 

$2,691,416.42

	Trust Account
	Cheques  202428 - 202476

  Net of cancelled payments
	 $23,661.50 

	
	Total
	 $10,674,308.12


Issues and Options Considered:

Not Applicable

Link to Strategic Plan:

Strategy 4.1.1 – Ensure financial viability and alignment to plan.
Legislation – Statutory Provisions:

The Council has delegated to the CEO the exercise of its authority to make payments from the Municipal and Trust Funds, therefore in accordance with Regulation 13(1) of the Local Government (Financial Management) Regulations 1996, a list of accounts paid by the CEO is prepared each month showing each account paid since the last list was prepared.

Risk Management Considerations:

In accordance with section 6.8 of the Local Government Act 1995, a local government is not to incur expenditure from its municipal fund for an additional purpose except where the expenditure is authorised in advance by an absolute majority of Council.

Financial/Budget Implications:

All expenditure from the Municipal Fund was included in the 2008/9 Annual Budget as adopted by Council at its meeting of 22 July 2008 or approved in advance by Council.

Policy Implications:

All expenditure included in the list of payments is drawn from the City’s accounting records.

Sustainability Implications:

Expenditure has been incurred in accordance with budget parameters, which have been structured on financial viability and sustainability principles.

Consultation:

Not applicable.
COMMENT

All Municipal Fund expenditure included in the list of payments is in accordance with the 2008/9 Annual Budget as adopted by Council at its meeting of 22 July 2008 or has been authorised in advance by Council where applicable.

ATTACHMENTS

Attachment A   
 CEO’s Delegated Municipal Payment List for the month of November 2008

Attachment B     
 CEO’s Delegated Trust Payment List for the month of November 2008

Attachment C
 Municipal and Trust Fund Vouchers for the month of November 2008

VOTING REQUIREMENTS

Simple majority.
RECOMMENDATION

That Council NOTES the CEO’s list of accounts for November 2008 paid under delegated authority in accordance with regulation 13 (1) of the Local Government (Financial Management) Regulations 1996 forming Attachments A, B and C to Report CJ008-02/09, totalling $10,674,308.12.

Appendix 5 refers

To access this attachment on electronic document, click here: Attach5brf100209.pdf
CJ009-02/09
PETITION OBJECTING TO PAID PARKING IN JOONDALUP AND REQUEST FOR ‘DROP OFF ZONE’, DAVIDSON TERRACE, JOONDALUP – [57618]

	WARD:
	North 

	
	

	RESPONSIBLE
	Mr Mike Tidy

	DIRECTOR:
	Corporate Services


PURPOSE

To respond to a petition objecting to paid parking and requesting a free five (5) minute drop off zone in the vicinity of 17 Davidson Terrace, Joondalup.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

The petition requests a free five (5) minute drop off zone in the vicinity of 17 Davidson Terrace, Joondalup to allow visitors, patients and service providers to drop off and pick up as necessary from the street.  It is felt that the issues raised in the petition are adequately provided for either on site or through the existing parking provisions.

The report recommends that the Council does not support the petition by the Directors practitioners staff and patients of Physical Solutions Joondalup for a drop off zone with free five (5) minute parking on Davidson Terrace.

BACKGROUND

The business owners operating from Unit 1, 17 Davidson Terrace believe the introduction of paid parking has been disadvantageous to their business.  They have lodged a petition seeking the creation of a special free, five (5) minute parking bay to provide drop off and pick up access for their clients and for deliveries.

DETAILS

Issues and options considered:

Physical Solutions have parking bays in the undercroft car park of the premises that can be used by customers and which provide access for deliveries.  That car park is privately operated and the City has no control over the allocation of customer and staff parking arrangements.

Further, there is provision in the Road Traffic Code 2000 for dropping off and picking up provided the vehicle is not stationary for more than 2 minutes.  Specifically, the definition of “park” in the code is: -.

park means to permit a vehicle, whether attended or not, to remain stationary, except for the purpose of —


(a)
avoiding conflict with other traffic;


(b)
complying with the provisions of any law; or


(c)
taking up or setting down persons or goods (maximum of 2 minutes);

For a drop off bay to be provided, one would either have to be constructed by curtailing the footpath or an existing paid parking bay would have to be converted.  The bays on this part of Davidson Terrace are ½ hour bays reflecting the steady use and regular turnover of the clientele using the businesses located there.

Link to Strategic Plan:

Not applicable

Legislation – Statutory Provisions:

The Parking Local Law provides the same opportunities as the Road Traffic Code for the setting down or picking up of persons or goods.

Risk Management considerations:

Not applicable

Financial/Budget Implications:

If a new bay were to be constructed for a drop off zone it would cost approximately $10,000.  Converting an existing paid parking bay would result in lost revenue in the order of $1250 per year.

Policy implications:

There is capacity in the existing traffic management arrangements operated by the City for reasonable requests to create bays for loading and unloading where the situation is considered appropriate for such a treatment.  Significant or heavy use and the access requirements of particular vehicle types typically are the factors that are examined in making such a determination.  There are no such factors in this request.

Regional Significance:

Not applicable

Sustainability implications:

Not applicable

Consultation:

Not applicable

COMMENT

Physical Solutions have parking bays in the undercroft car park of the premises that can be used by customers and which provide access for deliveries.  Further, there is provision in the Road Traffic Code 2000 for such eventualities.
If stopping to load or unload is required for a longer time, and there is no provision for that in the undercroft car park, a parking ticket can be purchased for 50 cents which will provide the maximum possible stay in that location i.e. ½ an hour.

ATTACHMENTS

Nil

VOTING REQUIREMENTS

Simple Majority

RECOMMENDATION

That Council

1
NOTES the issues raised in the petition;

2
DOES NOT SUPPORT the creation of a drop off zone with 5 minute free parking in the vicinity of Davidson Terrace, Joondalup; 

3
ADVISES the petitioners of Council’s decision.

CJ010-02/09
LIST OF PAYMENTS MADE DURING THE MONTH OF DECEMBER 2008 – [09882]
WARD:
All

RESPONSIBLE:   
Mr Mike Tidy


Director Corporate Services 

PURPOSE

To present to Council the list of accounts paid under the CEO’s delegated authority during the month of December 2008 to note.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

This report presents the list of payments made under delegated authority during the month of December 2008 totalling $9,210,664.20.

It is recommended that Council NOTES the CEO’s list of accounts for December 2008 paid under delegated authority in accordance with regulation 13 (1) of the Local Government (Financial Management) Regulations in Attachments A, B and C to Report CJ010-02/09, totalling $9,210,664.20.


BACKGROUND

Council has delegated to the Chief Executive Officer the exercise of its power to make payments from the City's Municipal and Trust funds.  In accordance with Regulation 13 of the Local Government (Financial Management) Regulations 1996 a list of accounts paid by the Chief Executive Officer is to be provided to Council, where such delegation is made. 
DETAILS

The table below summarises the payments drawn on the funds during the month of December 2008. Lists detailing the payments made are appended as Attachments A and B.  The vouchers for the month are appended as Attachment C.

	FUNDS
	DETAILS
	AMOUNT

	Municipal Account
	Cheques  82994 - 83180  and  EF 3666 - 3797

  Net of cancelled payments

Vouchers 486A, & 488A – 494A 
	$6,360,875.29 

$2,819,015.36.

	Trust Account
	Cheques  202477 - 202544

  Net of cancelled payments
	 $30773.55. 

	
	Total
	 $9,210,664.20


Issues and Options Considered:

Not Applicable

Link to Strategic Plan:

Strategy 4.1.1 – Ensure financial viability and alignment to plan.
Legislation – Statutory Provisions:

The Council has delegated to the CEO the exercise of its authority to make payments from the Municipal and Trust Funds, therefore in accordance with Regulation 13(1) of the Local Government (Financial Management) Regulations 1996, a list of accounts paid by the CEO is prepared each month showing each account paid since the last list was prepared.

Risk Management Considerations:

In accordance with section 6.8 of the Local Government Act 1995, a local government is not to incur expenditure from its municipal fund for an additional purpose except where the expenditure is authorised in advance by an absolute majority of Council.

Financial/Budget Implications:

All expenditure from the Municipal Fund was included in the 2008/9 Annual Budget as adopted by Council at its meeting of 22 July 2008 or approved in advance by Council.

Policy Implications:

All expenditure included in the list of payments is drawn from the City’s accounting records.

Sustainability Implications:

Expenditure has been incurred in accordance with budget parameters, which have been structured on financial viability and sustainability principles.

Consultation:

Not applicable.
COMMENT

All Municipal Fund expenditure included in the list of payments is in accordance with the 2008/9 Annual Budget as adopted by Council at its meeting of 22 July 2008 or has been authorised in advance by Council where applicable.

ATTACHMENTS

Attachment A   
 CEO’s Delegated Municipal Payment List for the month of December 2008

Attachment B     
 CEO’s Delegated Trust Payment List for the month of December 2008

Attachment C
 Municipal and Trust Fund Vouchers for the month of December 2008

VOTING REQUIREMENTS

Simple majority.
RECOMMENDATION

That Council NOTES the CEO’s list of accounts for December 2008 paid under delegated authority in accordance with regulation 13 (1) of the Local Government (Financial Management) Regulations 1996 forming Attachments A, B and C to Report CJ010-02/09, totalling $9,210,664.20.

Appendix 6 refers

To access this attachment on electronic document, click here:Attach6brf100209.pdf
Disclosure of Financial Interests

	Name/Position
	Mr Garry Hunt – Chief Executive Officer

	Item No/Subject
	CJ011-02/09 - Minutes of the Chief Executive Officer Performance Review Committee Meeting Held on 1 and 15 December 2008  -  (Item 1 – Chief Executive Officer – New Contract of Employment)

	Nature of interest
	Financial 

	Extent of interest
	Mr Hunt holds the position of CEO.


Disclosure of interest affecting impartiality

	Name/Position
	Mr Mike Tidy  - Director Corporate Services

	Item No/Subject
	CJ011-02/09 - Minutes of the Chief Executive Officer Performance Review Committee Meeting Held on 1 and 15 December 2008  -  (Item 1 – Chief Executive Officer – New Contract of Employment)

	Nature of interest
	Interest that may affect impartiality

	Extent of interest
	Due to the nature of Mr Tidy’s employment relationship with the CEO.


CJ011-02/09
MINUTES OF THE CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER PERFORMANCE REVIEW COMMITTEE MEETINGS HELD ON 1 AND 15 DECEMBER 2008 – [51567]

	WARD:
	All

	
	

	RESPONSIBLE
	Mr Mike Tidy

	DIRECTOR:
	Corporate Services


PURPOSE

To submit the minutes of the Chief Executive Officer Performance Review Committee meetings to Council for noting.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Meetings of the Chief Executive Officer Performance Review Committee were held on 1 and 15 December 2008.   

The items of business that were considered by the Committee at these meetings related to the new contract of employment for the Chief Executive Officer.

It is recommended that Council NOTES the minutes of the Chief Executive Officer Performance Review Committee meetings held on:

1
1 December 2008, forming Attachment 1 to Report CJ011-02/09;

2
15 December 2008, forming Attachment 2 to this Report CJ011-02/09.

BACKGROUND

The Chief Executive Officer Performance Review Committee is formed for the purpose of conducting the annual performance review of the CEO in accordance with the following terms of reference:

(a) 
Review the Chief Executive Officer's performance in accordance with the appropriate provisions contained within the Chief Executive Officer's Employment Contract;

(b) 
Prepare and table the concluded report, in accordance with the appropriate provisions within the Chief Executive Officer's Employment Contract to the Council at a Council meeting for consideration and actioning;

(c) 
Review the Chief Executive Officer's performance on an on-going basis as and when deemed necessary in accordance with the appropriate provisions contained within the Chief Executive Officer's Employment contract;

(d) 
Review the Key Performance Indicators to be met by the Chief Executive Officer;

(e) 
Review the Chief Executive Officer's remuneration package, in accordance with the appropriate provisions within the Chief Executive Officer's Employment Contract;

(f) 
Review the Chief Executive Officer's Employment Contract and make recommendations to Council in relation to varying the contract as and when necessary.
DETAILS

Issues and options considered:

The Motions carried at the Chief Executive Officer Performance Review Committee meetings are shown below, together with officer’s comments.

Meeting held on 1 December 2008 - Item 1 - Chief Executive Officer – New Contract Of Employment 

“That the Chief Executive Officer -  Performance Review Committee:

1

ENDORSES option 2, as set out in the Report, for the development of the new contract of employment between the Chief Executive Officer and the City of Joondalup;
2

DETERMINES the changes required to be made to the existing contract in order to develop the new contract of employment between the Chief Executive Officer and the City of Joondalup to be as outlined in Confidential Appendix 2;

3
REQUESTS the Chief Executive Officer to attend the next meeting of the Committee to discuss the issues identified as requiring clarification for the development of a new Contract of Employment.”

Officer’s Comment
The Committee completed a schedule of items that it wished to consider in the development of a new contract.  An invitation was issued to the CEO to attend the next Committee meeting to discuss the issues that he had raised.

Meeting held on 15 December 2008 - Item 1 - Chief Executive Officer – New Contract Of Employment 

“That the Chief Executive Officer Performance Review Committee:

1
AGREES the changes required to be made to the existing contract in order to develop the new contract of employment between the Chief Executive Officer and the City of Joondalup;

2

REQUESTS that the agreed changes be submitted to the City’s legal advisor as drafting instructions for the preparation of a first draft new contract of employment between the Chief Executive Officer and the City of Joondalup;

3
REQUESTS the administration to review the Chief Executive Officer’s position description in accordance with the agreed changes.”

Officer’s Comment
The Committee agreed on a schedule of changes proposed for the new contract following discussions with the CEO.  The schedule has been submitted to the City's legal advisors for the preparation of a draft new contract.  The review of the CEO's position description is progressing and a draft will be complete by the time the draft contract is completed.
Link to Strategic Plan:

Objective 4.5 - To manage our workforce as a strategic business resource.

Legislation – Statutory Provisions:

Division 4 of the Local Government Act 1995 sets out provisions in relation to Local Government employees.  Sections 5.36 to 5.39 deal with issues relating to a contract with the CEO (a copy of these sections is at Attachment 2).
Risk Management considerations:

The Local Government Act 1995 requires that the employment of a CEO is to be governed by a written contract.  As this proposal is to enter into a new contract before the expiry of the existing contract the risk of non compliance is negligible.

Financial/Budget Implications:

The costs of developing a new contract for the CEO are expected to comprise some legal expenses and possibly some consultant costs.  Under the proposal to use the existing contract as the base for a new one, however, these are expected to be minimal and covered by general operational budget allocations.

Policy Implications:

Not Applicable.

Sustainability Implications:

Not Applicable.

Consultation:

Not Applicable.

COMMENT

The development of a new draft contract between the CEO and the City of Joondalup is progressing with drafting instructions having been given to the City's legal advisor.  Development of a new position description is also progressing. 

ATTACHMENTS

Attachment 1
Minutes of the Chief Executive Officer Performance Review Committee meeting held on 1 December 2008. 

Attachment 2
Minutes of the Chief Executive Officer Performance Review Committee meeting held on 15 December 2008.

VOTING REQUIREMENTS

Simple majority

RECOMMENDATION

That Council NOTES the confirmed minutes of the Chief Executive Officer Performance Review Committee meetings held on:

1
1 December 2008, forming Attachment 1 to Report CJ011-02/09;

2
15 December 2008, forming Attachment 2 to Report CJ011-02/09.

Appendix 7 refers

To access this attachment on electronic document, click here: Attach7brf100209.pdf
CJ012-02/09
FINANCIAL ACTIVITY STATEMENT FOR THE PERIOD ENDED 30 NOVEMBER 2008 – [07882]

	WARD:
	All

	
	

	RESPONSIBLE
	Mr Mike Tidy

	DIRECTOR:
	Corporate Services


PURPOSE

The November 2008 Financial Activity Statement is submitted to Council to be noted. 

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

The November 2008 year to date report shows an overall increase in budgeted surplus from operations and capital of $5,539K when compared to the 2008-2009 adopted budget (JSC3 -07/08).

This variance can be summarised as follows:

· The Operating surplus at the end of November 2008 is $1,986K above budget made up of lower Revenue of $(53)K offset by lower operating expenditure of $2,039K.  

Revenue was below budget on Fees & Charges by $(645)K and Profit on Disposals by $(106)K. There was additional revenue of $303K from Rates and $488K from Investment Earnings.

Expenditure variances arose principally from underspending on Employee Costs $1,178K; Materials and Contracts $624K and Other Expenses $239K, while Depreciation exceeded the budget by $(147)K. 

· The Capital Revenue and Expenditure deficit compared to the budget is $3,293K comprising a surplus of Revenue of $2,563K and under expenditure of $730K. The variance is mainly due to higher Capital Grants and Subsidies $2,563K and lower than expected expenditure on Corporate Projects of $960K and Vehicle and Plant Replacements $807K, offset by Capital Works over expenditure to budget of $(1,037)K.
The variances are detailed in the attached notes.

It is recommended that Council NOTES the Financial Activity Statement for the period ended 30 November 2008.

BACKGROUND

The Local Government (Financial Management) Regulations 1996 requires the production of financial activity statements. Council approved at the 11 October 2005 meeting to accept the monthly Financial Activity Statement according to nature and type classification.

DETAILS

Issues and options considered:

The Financial Activity Statement for the period ended 30 November 2008 is appended as Attachment A.

Link to Strategic Plan:

Objective 1.3 – To lead and manage the City effectively.

Legislation – Statutory Provisions:

Section 6.4 of the Local Government Act 1995 requires a local government to prepare an annual financial report for the preceding year and such other financial reports as are prescribed.
Regulation 34(1) of the Local Government (Financial Management) Regulations 1996 as amended, requires the local government to prepare each month a statement of financial activity reporting on the source and application of funds as set out in the annual budget.

Risk Management considerations:

In accordance with section 6.8 of the Local Government Act 1995, a local government is not to incur expenditure from its municipal fund for an additional purpose except where the expenditure is authorised in advance by an absolute majority of Council.

Financial/Budget Implications:

Refer attachment A.

Policy implications:

All expenditure included in the Financial Activity Statement is drawn from the City’s accounting records.

Regional Significance:

Not applicable.

Sustainability implications:

Expenditure has been incurred in accordance with revised budget parameters, which have been structured on financial viability and sustainability principles.

Consultation:

In accordance with Section 6.2 of the Local Government Act 1995, the annual budget was prepared having regard to the Strategic Financial Plan, prepared under Section 5.56 of the Local Government Act 1995, which was made available for public comment.

COMMENT

All expenditures included in the Financial Activity Statement are incurred in accordance with the 2008-09 Annual Budget or have been authorised in advance by Council where applicable.

ATTACHMENTS

Attachment A - Financial Activity Statement for the period ended 30 November 2008.

VOTING REQUIREMENTS

Simple majority.

RECOMMENDATION

That Council NOTES the Financial Activity Statement for the period ended 30 November 2008 forming Attachment A to Report CJ012-02/09.

Appendix 8 refers

To access this attachment on electronic document, click here: Attach8brf100209.pdf
CJ013-02/09
FINANCIAL ACTIVITY STATEMENT FOR THE PERIOD ENDED 31 DECEMBER 2008 - [07882]

	WARD:
	All

	
	

	RESPONSIBLE
	Mr Mike Tidy

	DIRECTOR:
	Corporate Services


PURPOSE

The December 2008 Financial Activity Statement is submitted to Council to be noted. 

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

The December 2008 year to date report shows an overall increase in budgeted surplus from operations and capital of $7,065K when compared to the 2008-2009 adopted budget (JSC3 -07/08).

This variance can be summarised as follows:

· The Operating surplus at the end of December 2008 is $1,494K above budget made up of lower Revenue of $(120)K offset by lower operating expenditure of $1,614K.  

Revenue was below budget on Fees & Charges by $(553)K and Profit on Disposals by $(96)K. There was additional revenue of $526K from Investment Earnings.

Expenditure variances arose principally from underspending on Materials and Contracts $1,081K and Other Expenses $239K, while Depreciation exceeded the budget by $(187)K. 

· The Capital Revenue and Expenditure deficit to the budget is $5,341K comprising a surplus of Revenue of $2,185K and under expenditure of $3,156K. The variance is mainly due to higher Capital Grants and Subsidies $2,185K and lower than expected expenditure on Corporate Projects of $1,658K and $1,202K on Vehicle and Plant replacements. 
The variances are detailed in the attached notes.

It is recommended that Council NOTES the Financial Activity Statement for the period ended 31 December 2008.

BACKGROUND

The Local Government (Financial Management) Regulations 1996 requires the production of financial activity statements. Council approved at the 11 October 2005 meeting to accept the monthly Financial Activity Statement according to nature and type classification.

DETAILS

Issues and options considered:

The Financial Activity Statement for the period ended 31 December 2008 is appended as Attachment A.

Link to Strategic Plan:

Objective 1.3 – To lead and manage the City effectively.

Legislation – Statutory Provisions:

Section 6.4 of the Local Government Act 1995 requires a local government to prepare an annual financial report for the preceding year and such other financial reports as are prescribed.
Regulation 34(1) of the Local Government (Financial Management) Regulations 1996 as amended, requires the local government to prepare each month a statement of financial activity reporting on the source and application of funds as set out in the annual budget.

Risk Management considerations:

In accordance with section 6.8 of the Local Government Act 1995, a local government is not to incur expenditure from its municipal fund for an additional purpose except where the expenditure is authorised in advance by an absolute majority of Council.

Financial/Budget Implications:

Refer attachment A.

Policy implications:

All expenditure included in the Financial Activity Statement is drawn from the City’s accounting records.

Regional Significance:

Not applicable.

Sustainability implications:

Expenditure has been incurred in accordance with revised budget parameters, which have been structured on financial viability and sustainability principles.

Consultation:

In accordance with Section 6.2 of the Local Government Act 1995, the annual budget was prepared having regard to the Strategic Financial Plan, prepared under Section 5.56 of the Local Government Act 1995, which was made available for public comment.

COMMENT

All expenditures included in the Financial Activity Statement are incurred in accordance with the 2008-09 Annual Budget or have been authorised in advance by Council where applicable.

ATTACHMENTS

Attachment A - Financial Activity Statement for the period ended 31 December 2008.

VOTING REQUIREMENTS

Simple majority.

RECOMMENDATION

That Council NOTES the Financial Activity Statement for the period ended 31 December 2008 forming Attachment A to report CJ013-02/09.

Appendix 9 refers

To access this attachment on electronic document, click here: Attach9brf100209.pdf
CJ014-02/09
ADOPTION OF A REVISED RESIDENT/VISITOR PARKING PERMIT POLICY – [57618]
	WARD:
	North 

	
	

	RESPONSIBLE
	Mr Mike Tidy

	DIRECTOR:
	Corporate Services


PURPOSE

To facilitate the implementation of a Resident / Visitor Parking Permit Policy in the Joondalup City Centre.
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

In July 2008 Council adopted a Resident Visitor Permit Parking Policy for the City Centre.  This was subsequently deferred to enable further community consultation to occur.  As a result of this consultation a significantly revised policy is now proposed.

BACKGROUND

In an attempt to protect the amenity of residents living in areas adjacent to Lakeside Drive following the introduction of paid parking, the City developed a Resident/Visitor Parking Permits for Joondalup City Centre Policy.  Although the Policy was designed to be implemented in any area in the City Centre it was initially planned for introduction to the areas adjacent to Lakeside Drive. This was adopted by Council in July 2008 (refer CJ126-07/08).  The policy’s main features were;

· Number of permits per property restricted to a maximum of 2 resident and 2 visitor permits

· The number of permits was subject to the area of on-site garage/carport space

· All permits charged for with the fee structure based on cost recovery (annual fee for 2008/09 $50.00 excl GST)

In September 2008 Council deferred the introduction of the Resident Visitor Permit Parking Policy for the Joondalup City Centre following a notice of motion (refer C52-09/08).  Subsequently letters were sent to affected residents seeking feedback and in December 2008 a workshop (Community Forum summary of outcomes Attachment 3) was conducted with over 100 community members in attendance.

The significant themes which were identified through this consultation by most participants were;

· Permits are necessary to assist in managing the influx of non resident and non visitor parking (paid parking had been operating for approximately two months by the time of the workshop)

· Permits should be free, at least for an initial allocation

· Permits should not be limited or offset against available garaging

· The system should be flexible, both resident and visitor permits in any combination

· Initial allocation of permits should be sufficient for most householders’ needs

· Permit scheme does not need to operate on weekends

Further a number of issues were identified by a small number of respondents such as;

· Permits should allow free parking anywhere in the CBD

· Introduce time limited parking instead of permit parking

· Need to manage vehicles parking on empty blocks

· Laneway parking can be an issue

· Need to recognise the difference between owner/occupiers and other types of resident

· Special permits may be needed for special days

· Additional provisions needed for parking caravans and trailers

DETAILS

In response to the above feedback a new Resident Visitor Parking Permit Policy for Joondalup City Centre has been prepared (attachment 1).  Again, this Policy can be implemented in any part of the City Centre that is consistent with the Parking Local Law 1998.  The key elements of this policy are that;

· Each residential address will be entitled to apply for an initial allocation of up to 5 resident/visitor permits in any combination at no charge.  Visitor permits may be shared or loaned between households by mutual arrangement.

· Residents may apply for additional permits of any type but a fee for each additional permit of $30 per annum ($20 per half year) will apply.  The City reserves the right to cap the total number of permits issued to any individual residence.

· Permits issued to residents on the eastern side of Lakeside Drive and whose properties face Lakeside Drive will be valid for Lakeside Drive ticket parking areas and for the adjacent residential streets to the east.  

· Permits issued to residents in streets other than Lakeside Drive will not be valid on Lakeside Drive in the fee paying areas.

· Liveried emergency response vehicles on active duty may park freely in controlled permit locations.  

The policies and Local Laws relating to parking of vehicles for people with disabilities are unaffected by this policy.

A parking permit issued by the City does not guarantee that an on-street parking space will be available to the holder of the parking permit either directly in front of their property or elsewhere in the parking permit area.

Issues and options considered:

Council can;

i) Adopt the Resident Visitor Parking Permit Policy for Joondalup City Centre as presented,

ii) Amend the draft Resident Visitor Parking Permit Policy for Joondalup City Centre and then adopt it, or

iii) Reject the concept of Resident Visitor Parking Permit Policy for Joondalup City Centre and not adopt one.

Link to Strategic Plan:

Objective:

1.3
Lead and manage the City effectively.

Strategy: 

1.3.1
The City develops and implements comprehensive and clear policies which are reviewed regularly.

Legislation – Statutory Provisions:

Under the City’s Parking Local Law Resident Parking Permits can be approved when specific criteria are met as follows:

Issue of Residential Parking Permits

52
(1) The local government may, on written application, issue a residential parking permit

in respect of a particular vehicle to a person who is:

(a) the occupier of a dwelling house fronting a road within the parking region; and

(b) the holder of the requisite vehicle licence under the Road Traffic Act for a vehicle licensed at the address shown on the application.

(2) The residential parking permit issued by local government may be either:

(a) an annual residential parking permit, issued for a period not in excess of one year and expiring on 31 December in the year of issue; or

(b) a temporary residential permit, issued for a period not greater than 6 months.

(3) Every residential parking permit shall specify:

(a) a permit number;

(b) the registration number of the vehicle in respect of which the permit was issued;

(c) the name of the roads or parking stations to which the exemption granted by clause 53 applies; and

(d) the date on which the permit expires.

Conditions of Exemption for Residential Parking Permits

53
Where the stopping or parking of a vehicle on any part of a road within the parking region, whether such part be marked as a parking space or not, is prohibited for more than a specified time, or in a ticket parking zone without an unexpired parking ticket being displayed within the vehicle, the holder of a residential parking permit is exempted from such prohibition provided that such exemption shall apply only:

(a) 
to the road, roads or parking station specified in the residential parking permit, but excluding areas of road adjacent to retail premises, where parking of all classes of vehicles is subject to time restrictions;

(b)
 if the residential parking permit is affixed to the windscreen or a window of the vehicle in a prominent position;

(c)
 if the period in respect of which the residential parking permit was issued has not expired; and

(d) 
if the holder of the residential parking permit at the time of parking the vehicle still occupies the premises in respect of which the residential parking permit was granted.

Removal of Residential Parking Permit from Vehicle

54
The holder of a residential parking permit who changes residence shall remove the residential parking permit from the vehicle to which it is affixed.

Fees for Residential Parking Permits

55
The fees payable for residential parking permits shall, in accordance with section 6.16 of the Act, be such fees as shall be set by a resolution of local government.
Visitor Permits

The provisions of the Parking Local Law enable the City to issue permits to authorised vehicles for use in areas designated by signs; the City of Joondalup Parking Local Law Part 5 – Stopping and Parking Generally - Clause 48 applies.

Although the Local Law does not specifically identify the issue of Visitor Parking Permits it is considered necessary to include these permits in the policy as a practical means of addressing the needs of residents who will have a requirement to temporarily park vehicles belonging to their visitors, carers or tradespeople in the area from time to time. 

The attached policy has been prepared pursuant to the Local Law which has provisions that require that parking restriction signs will need to include the wording “Except Authorised Vehicles” to enable the City to issue Resident / Visitor Parking Permits in any area designated for parking restrictions. This will enable practical enforcement of these parking restrictions to be achieved.

It should be noted;

· Parking permits do not allow vehicles to park in areas which prohibit stopping or parking of vehicles on roads identified as No Stopping and No Parking regardless of the time(s) or day(s) that the restrictions apply.

· Parking permits issued by the City to authorised vehicles, only apply in areas designated by signs as “Except Authorised Vehicles”.
· Resident Permits will be affixed to the windscreen by a similar method as that used by Vehicle Registration labels and must have all details clearly visible. Visitor Permits will be of a laminated card variety to enable residents to give them to their visitors to clearly display on the dashboard of their vehicle and will be transferable from one vehicle to another as required. 

Risk Management considerations:

Not applicable
Financial/Budget Implications:

The proposal to issue an initial five (5) permits free of charge (all permits previously $50) and to charge $30 for additional permits is projected to result in a modest net reduction in revenue which has been factored into the mid year budget review.  The current Fees and Charges incorporated in the budget will require amendment as part of this proposal.  

The City is required to advertise any proposed changes to the Fees and Charges schedule.

Policy implications:

The draft Policy is consistent with the aims of the Joondalup CBD Parking Scheme being, to provide some support for residents and visitor parking in areas affected by the introduction of parking fees.   

Regional Significance:

The City of Joondalup is developing as the major regional centre outside the Perth CBD.  It is vital for that development that effective parking schemes are developed and adopted that meet the needs of residents, businesses and visitors alike.

Sustainability implications:

N/A

Consultation:

The affected residents were advised in writing of the adoption of the original, now deferred Policy.  As a consequence of considerable public interest the original Policy was deferred and further consultation conducted.  A mail out was conducted in August 2008 which sought to discover the range of needs of affected residents and an independently facilitated workshop for affected residents was conducted on Saturday 13 December 2008.

COMMENT

The proposed Policy is considered to be the most appropriate response to manage resident and visitor parking. The City will monitor changes in parking demand and evaluate requests that are received should the implementation of the Resident Visitor Parking Permit Policy for Joondalup City Centre proceed.

ATTACHMENTS

Attachment 1
Proposed Resident / Visitor Parking Permit Policy  

Attachment 2 
Map of the affected area

Attachment 3
Community Forum summary of outcomes


VOTING REQUIREMENTS

Absolute Majority 

RECOMMENDATION

That Council: 

1 ADOPTS with effect from 1 March 2009 in accordance with resolution C52-09/08, modified Policy 7-23 – Resident/Visitor Parking Permits for Joondalup City Centre as shown in Attachment 1 to Report CJ014-02/09 with the following key elements

· Each residential address will be entitled to apply for an initial allocation of up to 5 resident/visitor permits in any combination at no charge.  Visitor permits may be shared or loaned between households by mutual arrangement.

· Residents may apply for additional permits of any type but a fee for each additional permit of $30 per annum ($20 per half year) will apply.  The City reserves the right to cap the total number of permits issued to any individual residence.

· Permits issued to residents on the eastern side of Lakeside Drive and whose properties face Lakeside Drive will be valid for Lakeside Drive ticket parking areas and for the adjacent residential streets to the east.  

· Permits issued to residents in streets other than Lakeside Drive will not be valid on Lakeside Drive in the fee paying areas.

2
APPROVES the roll out of the Policy to the areas shown on Attachment 2 to Report CJ014-02/09;

3
BY AN ABSOLUTE MAJORITY, ADOPTS the following amended Fees and Charges for Parking Permits Joondalup City Centre, as shown, with effect from 1 March 2009.

	DESCRIPTION
	Basis of charge
	GST

(Y/N)
	Fee

	Resident / Visitor Parking Permit in Joondalup City Centre where fees apply
	Annual Permit Additional to those Issued Free

(Expires 31 December)
	N
	$30.00

	
	Temporary Permit Additional to those Issued Free

(Maximum 6 Months)
	N
	$20.00

	
	Replacement Permit

(Damaged, lost or stolen)
	N
	$20.00


4
in accordance with Section 6.19 of the Local Government Act 1995 GIVES local public notice of the amended fees and charges as detailed in Point 3 above;
5.
NOTES that as issues with street parking in residential areas continue to grow, in areas such as Warwick, Woodvale, City North and others, Resident/Visitor Parking Permit Schemes similar to that in Point 1 above may be implemented to assist with the management of these problems.
Appendix 10 refers
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CJ015-02/09
ASSET MANAGEMENT PLAN – [08881]

	WARD:
	All

	
	

	RESPONSIBLE
	Mr Martyn Glover 

	DIRECTOR:
	Infrastructure Services 


PURPOSE

To provide Council with an update on the progress of the Asset Management Strategy and seek Council endorsement of the Asset Management Plan as shown at Attachment 1 to Report CJ015-02/09.

DETAIL

Prior to 2006, the City’s Asset Management focus was basically operational and consisted of:

· Asset maintenance

· Project management

· Facility management, and

· Data collection

The City’s Strategic Plan 2003-2008 identified the development of an Asset Management Strategy as a key tactic which led to the establishment of a new Asset Management Business Unit and the City’s participation in the West Australian Asset Management Improvement Program (WAAMI). This program is since completed and the City has developed its own framework.

The asset management activities identified in the Strategy beyond the previously adopted operational focus included:

· Policies and strategies

· Risk management

· Levels of service

· Community consultation

· Performance measurement

· Financial and condition monitoring

· Optimised decision making

The City has since developed policy, strategy, plans and numerous procedures including:

· Asset Management Policy (adopted by Council in March 2007)

· Asset Management Strategy (2006-2011)

· Capital Works Appraisal Process

· Project Initiation

· Works Category Definitions

· Life Cycle Roles and Responsibilities

· Road Asset Management Plan representing 44% of the City’s infrastructure by Replacement Value (RV)

· Building Asset Management Plan (19% of total RV)

· Asset Management Plan (2 year review of the original AM Strategy)

Further progress includes:

· Completion of a comprehensive building inventory

· Road network revaluation 

· Building Condition Audit

· Improved (consultative) process for building budget development

· Building and land revaluations

· Application of market rentals for the Department of Education and Training (believed to be the first time this has been achieved in W.A.)

· Renewal Gap modelling

Issues and options considered:

In accordance with the 2008/09 Annual Plan, the Asset Management Plan 2009-2012 has been prepared.  The Council may choose one of the following options:

· Adopt the Asset Management Plan

· Adopt the Asset Management Plan with amendments

· Not adopt the Asset Management Plan

Link to Strategic Plan:

4.2.5 The City develops and implements its Asset Management Strategy.

Legislation – Statutory Provisions:

There are currently no statutory provisions.

Risk Management considerations:

This plan will minimise risk through the co-ordinated approach to asset management.

Financial/Budget Implications:

There are no specific financial or budget implications attached to the adoption of the Asset Management Plan however, it will contribute valuable financial information to annual budgets and the Strategic Financial Plan.

Policy implications:

Policy 7-19 Asset Management lists many key principles including; ‘Continually improve our knowledge of the assets we manage’. This is a key outcome of the Asset Management Plan.

Regional Significance:

There is no regional significance.

Sustainability implications:

This Asset Management Plan will assist in the provision of sustainable infrastructure and the sustainability of the City as a whole.

Consultation:

Only internal consultation has taken place to date.

COMMENT

The City of Joondalup’s Asset Management Plan provides the next stage in the evolution of the City’s Asset Management Strategy. Initially asset management plans focus on the vision at one end and the systems and inventory at the other end. This is then expanded into a framework which links Policy through to Operations in the field. The Asset Management Plan provides the second tier of the framework. The third tier consists of the Infrastructure Asset Management Plans (IAMPs) which focus on; 

· Asset Register (data)

· Service levels

· Risk Management

The first two Infrastructure Asset Management Plans are those for roads and buildings which together represent 63% of the City’s infrastructure by value. These are nearing completion and have been linked to both the Strategic Financial Plan and the 5 Year Capital Works Program. Generally the IAMPs will be developed in both short-term (five year) or long-term (20 year) formats.  Currently the Building IAMP is the most complete and the current five and 20 year plans are attached. They will continue to be developed over time based on the improved quality of the data held in the inventories and available funding.

A Parks Asset Management Plan (9% of total RV) is also under development and a Drainage Asset Management Plan (18% of total RV) is nearing completion. Once these two IAMPs are completed, the City will have plans for 90% of its infrastructure (by value) which is a considerable achievement and probably the most complete in metropolitan Perth.
During the budget compilation process, information in IAMPs will be tabled for funding of individual projects in each asset class.

Progress of the Asset Management Strategy has been fair to date and current emphasis will be placed on data collection to enable further priority replacement programs to be developed, especially in the area of parks. A playground strategy is currently being developed and the results of this should be available early in 2009. 

ATTACHMENTS

Attachment 1 - Asset Management Plan (2008-2012)

Attachment 2 - 20 Year Financial projections - Buildings
Attachment 3 - 5 Year Building Maintenance and Capital Works Program
VOTING REQUIREMENTS

Simple majority.

RECOMMENDATION

That Council ENDORSES the Asset Management Plan (2008-2012) as shown at Attachment 1 to Report CJ015-02/09.

Appendix 11 refers
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CJ016-02/09
MARMION BEACH UPGRADE – [02150] [61512]
	WARD:
	South

	
	

	RESPONSIBLE
	Mr Martyn Glover

	DIRECTOR:
	Infrastructure Services


PURPOSE

This report is to provide a concept plan for the development of Marmion Beach adjacent to and south of the Marmion Angling & Aquatic Club (MAAC).

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

A concept proposal is presented for the Marmion Beach area (attachment 1). This proposal incorporates a new toilet block to replace the existing facility with stairs from the West Coast Drive dual use path and disabled access via a ramp from the bituminised car park south of the MAAC.

It is proposed that the limestone car parking area at the bottom of the delivery driveway south of the MAAC will be developed to include car bays, landscaping and a pathway leading to the new toilet block and the Marmion Beach swimming hole. 

Revegetation and rehabilitation with local native species is proposed to the degraded area (Zone E) interfacing the vegetated area in good condition (Zone F).

The final documentation has been completed for the West Coast Drive Dual Use Path Upgrade.The installation of access steps to the Marmion Beach and toilet block area have been included and will form part of the works going to tender in early 2009. The beach access’s component of this project will be one of  the first items constructed.

Construction of the new toilet block, landscaping and works on the informal car park will be funded by the Federal Government Grant for infrastructure upgrades and scheduled for completion by September 2009.

It is therefore recommended that Council Endorses the Concept Plan for Marmion Beach.  

BACKGROUND

The Marmion Beach area referred to in this report is a protected swimming hole situated to the south of the Marmion Angling & Aquatic Club (MAAC). This beach has a small clientele of mainly local residents some of which are elderly and have been regular users of the beach for many years. 

The area has a small toilet block with external showers servicing the beach goers and the general public using the West Coast Drive dual use path. This toilet block is one of the oldest buildings within the City of Joondalup and is in a state of disrepair. 

During 2005 the Water Corporation as part of the deep sewerage program in the Marmion area chose this site for the pumping station with the main storage tanks being located adjacently under the road on West Coast Drive and Gull Street. This location was not supported by the City of Joondalup but Water Corporation could offer no alternative and the pumping station was subsequently installed in 2006. 

The West Coast Drive Dual Use Path Upgrade project was approved for development in the 2006/2007 budget period and the initial assessment undertaken for that project identified the area overlooking Marmion Beach as a desirable location for a lookout. The close proximity of public toilets and car parking contributed to its suitability.

The Water Corporation pump station installation required the construction of extensive retaining walls to protect the infrastructure from erosion and subsidence. The existing access steps to the toilet block were removed to facilitate the installation of the pump station and the surrounding steep banks were stabilised as part of that construction. With the West Coast Drive Dual Use Path Upgrade then in the early stages of development, further refurbishment of this area was deferred awaiting the impact of Consultants’ proposals.

The Concept proposals initially recommended the removal of the existing Toilet Block, relocating it to the north of the MAAC building. Public consultation was undertaken in 2007 and this recommendation was not supported. The significance of retaining the toilet facility in its existing location was strongly highlighted in the consultation feed back results. 

Currently the only access to the beach is via the steep drive way past the MAAC building and through an informal limestone car parking area. This is a precarious route to access Marmion Beach; many residents have raised this issue and requested reinstatement of the steps. 

DETAILS

On completion of the Water Corporation pump station installation, proposals were put forward by local residents recommending landscaping and infrastructure upgrades. These proposals were deferred for assessment once details for the West Coast Drive Dual Use Path Upgrade Project were finalised.

In 2008 the City of Joondalup received advice of a $833,000 grant from the Federal Government for community infrastructure improvements. Given the works currently being proposed along the coastal strip and public interest in this specific area, the replacement of the Marmion Beach Toilet Block was identified as an appropriate recipient of $200,000 of this funding. The Federal Government has stipulated that these funds be expended by September 2009. 

The Consultants for the West Coast Drive Dual Use Path Upgrade have included steps and disabled access ramp details in their documentation of that project to tie in with a new toilet block. The new toilet block will be relocated against the new steps and existing pump station retaining walls and the floor level raised one metre to facilitate construction of the ramp to disabled standards.

Early investigations of vegetation condition during the West Coast Drive Dual Path Upgrade Project showed the condition of the native vegetation in the immediate area around Marmion Beach (Zone E) as being heavily weed infested and in very poor condition. Further south, vegetation of low weed infestation is in fair to good condition (Zone F). Whilst the Water Corporation has stabilised the area of impact immediately behind the existing toilet block there is an opportunity to incorporate extensive rehabilitation of this degraded section of the coast line into the new proposed works.

Issues and options considered:

The existing toilet facility is in disrepair with an overburdened septic system. Safe access to the toilets and beach has become a critical issue following the completion of the Water Corporation pump station installation early in 2007.

The steep site presents difficulties, with an approximate four meter drop from West Coast Drive to the existing toilet block floor level. Disabled access is not achievable with these level differences and the location of the deep sewer connection necessitates pumping the sewerage.

There is a strong focus on preserving and enhancing the vegetation along the coastal strip which is a prime consideration and whilst the area impacted around Marmion Beach itself is degraded, it does abut the only section of vegetation in good condition.

Other issues for consideration affecting the overall outcome will be the interface between the lookout area as part of the West Coast Drive Dual Path Upgrade Project, the new toilet block as part of the Marmion Beach Development and constraints applied by Water Corporation enabling access to their Pump Station infrastructure.

With limited options available in such a confined and difficult site, the proposed change in level of the new toilet block will address the disabled access and minimise pumping requirements for the sewerage disposal.

 Link to Strategic Plan:
Links to Key Focus Area 3 City Development

3.1.1 Plan the timely design, development, upgrade and maintenance of the City’s infrastructure.

Legislation – Statutory Provisions:

Not applicable

Risk Management considerations:

Requirements for the provision of safe access for the public to Council facilities and local beaches are met.

Financial/Budget Implications:

The access ramp and stairs are budgeted in the West Coast Drive Dual Path Upgrade project.

The new toilet block and associated works will be funded by the Federal Government Grant to Council for infrastructure upgrades.
Policy implications:

Not applicable

Regional Significance:

Not applicable

Sustainability implications:

The existing infrastructure is in a state of disrepair, demanding a high level of maintenance to sustain a functional condition. Replacement of the toilet block complements the Dual Use Path Upgrade Project and provides modern facilities into the future.

Consultation:

Public Consultation was carried out during 2007 on the West Coast Dual Use Path Upgrade Project with recommendations for the Marmion Beach area forming part of those Concept proposals. Public response was analysed and the recommendations were amended accordingly.  

COMMENT

The proposed improvements to Marmion Beach will create a protected environment with modern facilities. The access improvements avails use of the beach to the disabled and elderly previously denied. 

The rehabilitation of this small section of coastline will reinforce the integrity of the vegetation zone further to the south by reducing the proliferation of weeds and supporting natural revegetation.

These improvements are timely and along with the West Coast Dual Use Path Upgrade Project provide a comprehensive undertaking by the City of Joondalup along this outstanding section of coastline.

A high priority must be placed on the finalisation of documentation of this project to meet the Federal Government’s expenditure timelines.

ATTACHMENTS

Attachment 1 – Concept drawing of the Marmion Beach Development

Attachment 2 - West Coast Drive, Figure 1, Vegetation Condition

VOTING REQUIREMENTS

Simple majority

RECOMMENDATION

That Council ENDORSES the Concept Plan for Marmion Beach forming Attachment 1 to Report CJ016-02/09.

Appendix 12 refers
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CJ017-02/09
PETITION: LANEWAY CONSTRUCTION BETWEEN CLIFF STREET AND PARNELL AVENUE, SORRENTO – [01091]

	WARD:
	South-West 

	
	

	RESPONSIBLE
	Mr Martyn Glover

	DIRECTOR:
	Infrastructure Services 


PURPOSE

To consider a petition requesting the upgrade of the laneway between Cliff Street and Parnell Avenue Sorrento at the rear of 41-47 Clontarf Street (see attached plan 1).  It is noted that the constructed section is actually between number 39 and number 49 Clontarf Street.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

There are 4.4km of right of way or laneways in Sorrento and currently four sections totalling 210m in length remain unconstructed.  The City has received a petition containing eight signatures requesting the construction of the laneway behind 39-49 Clontarf Street, Sorrento.

There are a number of constraints with the construction of the laneway between 39 and 49 Clontarf Street which need to be addressed.  Furthermore, because there are so few sections remaining, it is considered that all of the unconstructed sections of laneway should be investigated and a determination made as to the feasibility and cost implications of constructing them during future construction programmes.

It is therefore recommended that Council:

1
REQUESTS that investigations be completed to determine the feasibility of constructing the sections of unconstructed laneway in Sorrento;

2
CONSIDERS provision in future annual budgets to undertake construction of the unconstructed sections of laneway in Sorrento; 

3
ADVISES the petition organiser of Council’s decision.
BACKGROUND

The southern part of Sorrento has a number of laneways providing access to the rear of properties.  There are currently four sections of unconstructed laneway totalling 210m in length and detailed in the table below as well as shown on the aerial photograph in Attachment to this Report.

	Laneway Section
	Location
	Length

	1
	Behind 39-49 Clontarf Street
	97m

	2
	Behind 100 West Coast Drive
	30m

	3
	Behind 31& 33 Marine Terrace
	30m

	4
	Behind 91-95 High Street
	53m

	
	TOTAL
	210m


All four laneways are Crown Land, gazetted as narrow thoroughfares.  
The section of laneway, the subject of this request, is administratively referred to as Laneway No. 1.   It runs west to east from Cliff Street towards St Patricks Road.  The unconstructed section of laneway at the rear of 39 to 49 Clontarf Street is 97 metres in length, is 6.0 metres wide and is quite steep.  The lane currently consists of unsealed compacted fill material.  Piped drainage is not available within the laneway; however, the Water Corporation has recently constructed infill sewerage through this section of laneway.

There have been several requests over a number of years to construct this section of laneway, however, due to the steep grade it is a high cost project and has not received support at budget.

At the Ordinary Meeting of Council on 15 April 2008, a 10 signature petition representing eight properties was submitted requesting the upgrade of the laneway. These eight properties are the only properties serviced by this section of the laneway.
DETAILS

Some sections of laneways throughout Sorrento remain unconstructed due to topographic constraints.  If the City is to consider the construction of this laneway to the same standards as existing laneways in Sorrento and Marmion, then it is suggested that all of the remaining sections of unconstructed laneway also be considered.  Although the sections are relatively short, the known prevalence of limestone in the area along with the awkward topography will require a detailed investigation into the feasibility and design of the laneway pavements and drainage.  

In particular there would be a requirement for retention and extensive fill to Laneway 1 due to the topography of the laneway shown in the photographs in Attachment 3.  In some cases, it may not be possible to connect the laneways to the street network due to the steepness of the grade or the quantity of rock; however a thorough investigation can identify these constraints and confirm what is possible.

Link to Strategic Plan:

4.2.6 The City implements, and if necessary, refines its Capital Works Programme

Legislation – Statutory Provisions:

Not Applicable

Risk Management considerations:

Not Applicable

Financial/Budget Implications:

It is estimated that the cost to construct Laneway 1 would be in order of $135,000 and this would be funded by the City.
Policy implications:

Nil

Regional Significance:

Nil

Sustainability implications:

Nil

Consultation:

As part of the investigation, consultation will be required with residents to ensure equitable access issues are considered.

COMMENT

There is a need for further investigation of the sites to fully consider the potential to action the request by the residents of 39-49 Clontarf Street, Sorrento, for the construction of the section of laneway to the rear of their properties.  In addition, the three other sections of laneway that are not constructed should also be investigated and considered to allow Council to form a position on future construction plans for the laneways.  Because the unconstructed sections all have similar issues and constraints. By addressing all the unconstructed sections of laneway the City would be proactively responding to any future requests from residents regarding the other laneways.

In consideration of the previous comments as well as the other priorities and projects in the current 5-Year Programme it is recommended that the investigation take place during the next 12 months so that these projects may be considered in future budgets, commencing 2010/2011.

ATTACHMENTS

Attachment 1

Location Map of Laneway 1, at rear of 39-49 Clontarf Street, Sorrento

Attachment 2

Unconstructed sections of laneway to investigate

Attachment 3

Site Photos

VOTING REQUIREMENTS

Simple Majority

RECOMMENDATION

That Council:

1
REQUESTS that investigations be completed to determine the feasibility of constructing the sections of unconstructed laneway in Sorrento;

2
CONSIDERS provision in future annual budgets to undertake construction of the unconstructed sections of laneway in Sorrento;

3
ADVISES the petition organiser of Council’s decision.
Appendix 13 refers
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Disclosure of interest affecting impartiality

	Name/Position
	Mr Garry Hunt  -  Chief Executive Officer

	Item No/Subject
	CJ018-02/09 – Tender 030/08 – Civil Works and Footpath Modifications to Clontarf Street, Sorrento

	Nature of interest
	Interest that may affect impartiality

	Extent of Interest
	Prior to 2005, Mr Hunt, provided consulting advice to bidder/tenderer


CJ018-02/09
TENDER 030/08 CIVIL WORKS AND FOOTPATH MODIFICATIONS TO CLONTARF STREET, SORRENTO – [56617]

	WARD:
	South-West 

	
	

	RESPONSIBLE
	Mr Martyn Glover

	DIRECTOR:
	Infrastructure Services


PURPOSE

This report is to seek the approval of Council to accept the Tender submitted by Griffin Civil for Civil Works and Footpath Modifications to Clontarf Street, Sorrento (Tender 030/08).

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Tenders were advertised on 15 November 2008 through state wide public notice for Civil Works and Footpath Modifications to Clontarf Street, Sorrento.  Tenders closed on 2 December 2008.  Three (3) Submissions were received from:

· Griffin Civil;

· Outlook Contracting Pty Ltd; and

· Downer EDI Works Pty Ltd.

The submission from Griffin Civil represents best value to the City.  The evaluation panel has confidence in their ability to complete the works in the required timeframe and their breakdown of price reflects an appropriate understanding of the requirements.  They have sufficient resources and the relevant experience to complete the City’s requirements.

It is recommended that Council ACCEPTS the Tender submitted by Griffin Civil for Civil Works and Footpath Modifications to Clontarf Street, Sorrento in accordance with the statement of requirements as specified in Tender 030/08 for the fixed lump sum of $298,135.00 (GST Exclusive) for completion of the works within sixteen (16) weeks from issue of the letter of acceptance.

BACKGROUND

The scope of works consists of modifications to existing footpaths, kerbing and traffic calming devices in Clontarf Street, Sorrento. This includes the demolition of existing structures and the construction of new limestone and reinforced concrete retaining walls, including excavations and backfill, construction of stormwater drainage structures, restoration of access to properties and traffic management.

DETAILS

Tenders were advertised on 15 November 2008 through state wide public notice for Civil Works and Footpath Modifications to Clontarf Street, Sorrento.  Tenders closed on 2 December 2008.  Three (3) Submissions were received from:

· Griffin Civil;

· Outlook Contracting Pty Ltd; and

· Downer EDI Works Pty Ltd.

Evaluation Criteria

The qualitative criteria and weighting used in evaluating the submissions received were as follows:

	Qualitative Criteria
	Weighting

	1
	Capacity
	35%

	2
	Demonstrated experience in completing similar projects
	35%

	3
	Demonstrated understanding of the required tasks
	25%

	4
	Social and economic effects on the local community
	5%


Evaluation Panel

The evaluation panel comprised of three members; one with tender and contract preparation skills and two with the appropriate technical expertise and involvement in supervising the Contract.  The panel carried out the assessment of submissions in accordance with the City’s evaluation process in a fair and equitable manner.

Tender Submissions

A summary of the Tender submissions is provided in Attachment 1.

This Contract is for a fixed lump sum with completion of the works within sixteen (16) weeks from issue of the letter of acceptance.

Evaluation Summary

	Tenderer
	Evaluation Score
	Price
	Qualitative Rank

	Downer EDI Works Pty Ltd
	72.7%
	$423,245.00
	1

	Griffin Civil
	66.5%
	$298,135.00
	2

	Outlook Contracting Pty Ltd
	57.2%
	$286,485.01
	3


Issues and options considered:

Civil works and footpath modifications are required to provide Clontarf Street residents with minimum pedestrian facilities.  The City does not have the internal resources to supply the required services and as such requires an appropriate external service provider.

Link to Strategic Plan:

This requirement is linked to the Strategic Plan in accordance with the following item:

4.
The built environment

Objective 4.2
To progress a range of innovative and high quality urban development projects within the City.

Strategy 4.2.6
The City implements, and if necessary, refines its Capital Works Program.

Legislation – Statutory Provisions:

A state wide public tender was advertised, opened and evaluated in accordance with the Local Government (Functions & General) Regulations 1996, where tenders are required to be publicly invited if the consideration under a contract is, or is estimated to be, more, or worth more, than $100,000.
Risk Management considerations:

Should the contract not proceed, the risk to the City will be moderate due to the condition of the site and existing structures.

It is considered that the Contract will represent a low risk to the City as the recommended Tenderer is a well-established company with significant industry experience and the capacity to complete the works in the required timeframe.
Financial/Budget Implications:

	Current Year Budget Allocation for this Contract
	Projected Expenditure on these Services to 30 June 2009
	Projected Expenditure on these Services over the Life of the Contract if Accepted

	$450,000
	$298,135.00
	$298,135.00


Policy implications:

Not applicable.

Regional Significance:

Not applicable.

Sustainability implications:

Not applicable.

Consultation:

Not applicable.

COMMENT

While Downer EDI Works Pty Ltd achieved the highest qualitative score, their Tender was $125,110 (42%) more expensive than that of Griffin Civil and the additional cost could not be justified.

The Tender from Griffin Civil was ranked second in both qualitative score and price.  They demonstrated a good understanding of the City’s requirements and have sufficient capacity to complete the works in the required timeframe.  Griffin Civil has recent experience in completing works of a similar nature including projects with extensive retaining walls.  While their price was 4% more expensive than that of Outlook Contracting, they provided a more comprehensive submission supporting their experience, which the panel considered a key component of the City’s requirements.

Reference checks supported their claims and confirmed a high level of satisfaction with their work.  The evaluation panel is confident that they can fulfil the City’s requirements and they are accordingly recommended.

Attachment 1 summarises the assessment of each Submission and includes the location of each of the Tenderers.

ATTACHMENTS

Attachment 1 – Summary of Tender Submissions

VOTING REQUIREMENTS

Simple Majority.

RECOMMENDATION

That Council ACCEPTS the Tender submitted by Griffin Civil for Civil Works and Footpath Modifications to Clontarf Street, Sorrento in accordance with the statement of requirements as specified in Tender 030/08 for the fixed lump sum of $298,135.00 (GST Exclusive) for completion of the works within sixteen (16) weeks from issue of the letter of acceptance.

Appendix 14 refers
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CJ019-02/09
TENDER 043/08 SUPPLY AND INSTALLATION OF WATERPROOFING MEMBRANE TO ADMINISTRATION BUILDING BALCONY – [71620]

	WARD:
	North 

	
	

	RESPONSIBLE
	Mr Martyn Glover

	DIRECTOR:
	Infrastructure Services


PURPOSE

This report is to seek the approval of Council to accept the Tender submitted by Savcor Finn Pty Ltd for the Supply and Installation of Waterproofing Membrane to Administration Building Balcony (Tender 043/08).

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Tenders were advertised on 15 October 2008 through state wide public notice for the Supply and Installation of Waterproofing Membrane to Administration Building Balcony.  Tenders closed on 30 October 2008.  Two (2) Submissions were received from:

· Savcor Finn Pty Ltd; and

· Central Systems Pty Ltd.

The submission from Savcor Finn Pty Ltd represents best value to the City.  They demonstrated more than sufficient resources, considerable industry experience, a comprehensive understanding of the required tasks and were the lowest priced Tender.

It is recommended that Council ACCEPTS the Tender submitted by Savcor Finn Pty Ltd for the Supply and Installation of Waterproofing Membrane to Administration Building Balcony in accordance with the statement of requirements as specified in Tender 043/08 for the fixed lump sum of $89,191.00 (GST Exclusive) for completion of the works within twelve (12) weeks from issue of the letter of acceptance.

BACKGROUND

The City has a requirement to repair the waterproof membrane to the balcony on level three of the administration building located at 90 Boas Avenue, Joondalup.  This is required to stop the leaking of water into the lower levels of the building due to the breakdown of the current membrane.

DETAILS

Tenders were advertised on 15 October 2008 through state wide public notice for the Supply and Installation of Waterproofing Membrane to Administration Building Balcony.  Tenders closed on 30 October 2008.  Two (2) Submissions were received from:

· Savcor Finn Pty Ltd; and

· Central Systems Pty Ltd.

Evaluation Criteria

The qualitative criteria and weighting used in evaluating the submissions received were as follows:

	Qualitative Criteria
	Weighting

	1
	Demonstrated understanding of the required tasks
	35%

	2
	Capacity
	30%

	3
	Demonstrated experience in completing similar projects
	30%

	4
	Social and economic effects on the local community
	5%


Evaluation Panel

The evaluation panel comprised of three members; one with tender and contract preparation skills and two with the appropriate technical expertise and involvement in supervising the Contract.  The panel carried out the assessment of submissions in accordance with the City’s evaluation process in a fair and equitable manner.

Tender Submissions

A summary of the Tender submissions is provided in Attachment 1.

This Contract is for a fixed lump sum with completion of the works within twelve (12) weeks from issue of the letter of acceptance.

Evaluation Summary

	Tenderer
	Evaluation Score
	Option A Price
	Option B Price
	Qualitative Rank

	Central Systems Pty Ltd
	79.3%
	$257,508.00
	$130,433.00
	1

	Savcor Finn Pty Ltd
	78.6%
	$251,689.05
	$89,191.00
	2


Issues and options considered:

The supply and installation of a waterproofing membrane is required to stop the leaking of water into lower levels of the administration building which is also contributing to concrete cancer.  The City does not have the internal resources to provide the required specialist services and as such, requires an appropriate external service provider to undertake the works.

There were two options tendered for this project.  These were included to give the City flexibility in the amount of work to be undertaken, which would be dependent on the value of the tendered prices compared against the available budget funds.  The two options are as follows:

Option A Requires extensive work comprising of the removal of the existing membrane and pavers and/or tiles to the level three balcony back to the structural concrete slab.  The slab is to be repaired and screeded to achieve smooth falls to the drainage outlets.  The existing drains are to be lowered to the necessary levels and a new waterproof membrane applied to the slab.

Option B Is a short term solution and comprises of the removal of the existing membrane surface, replacement and cleaning of drainage outlets, replacement of the existing grates and application of the new membrane directly over the existing pavers.

Option A provides a long term solution and a guarantee to solve the current problem of water ingress to the administration building and has a lifespan expectancy of up to 20 years, and is a more economical option based on whole of life costs.  Although option A is initially more expensive due to additional work to be done, it does provide a long term solution. 

While Option B has an initial lower cost to the City it is only a short term solution.  The Tenderers will not provide any guarantee in relation to the performance of the new membrane.  The surface pavers it rests on are loose in some areas, thus creating a potential risk of premature failure of the membrane.  This will drastically reduce the life expectancy of the new membrane with a potential to allow water ingress to the administration building.  However, this type of fix and repair was undertaken previously and lasted approximately a decade.  The evaluation panel has recommended Option B as this more closely matches the budget allocation.

Link to Strategic Plan:

This requirement is linked to the Strategic Plan in accordance with the following item:

5.
Community Wellbeing

Objective 5.1
To ensure the City’s facilities and services are of a high quality and accessible to everyone.

Strategy 5.1.1
The City develops and implements a Strategic Asset Management Framework to improve the standard and management of its community infrastructure, including the consolidation and rationalisation of current building facilities.

Legislation – Statutory Provisions:

A state wide public tender was advertised, opened and evaluated in accordance with the Local Government (Functions & General) Regulations 1996, where tenders are required to be publicly invited if the consideration under a contract is, or is estimated to be, more, or worth more, than $100,000.
Risk Management considerations:

Should the contract not proceed, the risk to the City will be relatively high as the existing membrane will continue to leak allowing water ingress into lower levels of the administration building, resulting in extra maintenance and contributing to the existing concrete cancer.

It is considered that the Contract will represent a low risk to the City as the recommended Tenderer is a well-established company with significant industry experience and the capacity to complete the works within the required timeframe.
Financial/Budget Implications:

	Current Year Budget Allocation for this Contract
	Projected Expenditure on these Services to 30 June 2009
	Projected Expenditure on these Services over the Life of the Contract if Accepted

	$75,000*
	$89,191.00


	$89,191.00




The original cost allocation of $75,000 was determined from a recent building condition audit and only included the replacement of the membrane.  Engineers have since recommended that the pavers be removed and in addition to this, asbestos was found later in the process.  Together these items contributed to the significant increase in cost. 

The shortfall of $14,191.00 for this Contract will be obtained from:

W1026 McNaughton Park Clubrooms
$82,417.00

This project has been completed $82,417 under budget.  Part of this saving will offset the additional $14,191 required.
Policy implications:

Not applicable.

Regional Significance:

Not applicable.

Sustainability implications:

Not applicable.

Consultation:

Not applicable.

COMMENT

The submissions from Central Systems Pty Ltd and Savcor Finn Pty Ltd achieved qualitative scores of 79.3% and 78.6% respectively.  They both demonstrated more than sufficient resources, considerable industry experience and a comprehensive understanding of the required tasks.  As there was only 0.7% difference in qualitative scoring between the two Tenderers, selection was based upon cost to the City.

The lowest Option B A price was submitted by Savcor Finn Pty Ltd for the sum of $89,191.00 (excl. GST).  Central Systems Pty Ltd was $42,242.00 (46%) more expensive and the additional cost to the City could not be justified.

The evaluation panel considered all factors and concluded that the submission from Savcor Finn Pty Ltd represents best value to the City.  The panel has confidence in their ability to complete the work to the required standards and their Offer was the lowest submitted price.

The attached summary of Tender submissions includes the location of each of the Tenderers.

ATTACHMENTS

Attachment 1 – Summary of Tender Submissions

VOTING REQUIREMENTS

Simple majority.

RECOMMENDATION

That Council:

1
ACCEPTS the Tender submitted by Savcor Finn Pty Ltd for the Supply and Installation of Waterproofing Membrane to Administration Building Balcony in accordance with the statement of requirements as specified in Tender 043/08 for the fixed lump sum of $89,191.00 (GST Exclusive) for completion of the works within twelve (12) weeks from issue of the letter of acceptance;

2
AGREES that the over expenditure of $14,191 to undertake the works in (1) above will be met from surplus funds from project W1026 – McNaughton Park Clubrooms, Kinross.

Appendix 15 refers
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CJ020-02/09
TENDER 048/08 REPLACEMENT OF ROOFING AND CEILINGS AT VARIOUS LOCATIONS – [67622]

	WARD:
	North-Central, South-East, South & Central 

	
	

	RESPONSIBLE
	Mr Martyn Glover

	DIRECTOR:
	Infrastructure Services


PURPOSE

This report is to seek the approval of Council to accept the Tender submitted by PRC Building Services Pty Ltd for the Replacement of Roofing and Ceilings at Various Locations (Tender 048/08).

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Tenders were advertised on 26 November 2008 through state wide public notice for the Replacement of Roofing and Ceilings at Various Locations.  Tenders closed on 11 December 2008.  Four (4) Submissions were received from:

· PRC Building Services Pty Ltd;

· Mini Projects WA;

· CPD Group Pty Ltd; and

· Air Roofing Co. Pty Ltd.

The submission from PRC Building Services Pty Ltd represents best value to the City.  They demonstrated an understanding of the City’s requirements, have significant experience in completing works of a similar nature and have sufficient capacity to complete the works in the required timeframe.

It is recommended that Council ACCEPTS the Tender submitted by PRC Building Services Pty Ltd for the Replacement of Roofing and Ceilings at Various Locations in accordance with the statement of requirements as specified in Tender 048/08 for the fixed lump sum of $386,579.33 (GST Exclusive) for completion of the works within fifty-two (52) weeks from issue of the letter of acceptance.

BACKGROUND

The City has recently undertaken a building condition audit of it’s portfolio of properties which identified the need to replace numerous roofs and ceilings.

The replacement of roofing is at the following locations:

· Mullaloo North Toilet/Changerooms;

· Calecstasia Hall;

· Duncraig Pre-school / Child Health Centre; and

· Craigie Language Centre / Child Health Centre.

In addition, the City requires the roofing and ceiling replacement of the following club rooms:

· Sorrento Bowling Club; and

· Warrandyte Park Clubrooms.

A programme of works is included in Attachment 2.

DETAILS

Tenders were advertised on 26 November 2008 through state wide public notice for the Replacement of Roofing and Ceilings at Various Locations.  Tenders closed on 11 December 2008.  Four (4) Submissions were received from:

· PRC Building Services Pty Ltd;

· Mini Projects WA;

· CPD Group Pty Ltd; and

· Air Roofing Co. Pty Ltd.

Evaluation Criteria

The qualitative criteria and weighting used in evaluating the submissions received were as follows:

	Qualitative Criteria
	Weighting

	1
	Capacity
	50%

	2
	Demonstrated experience in completing similar projects
	30%

	3
	Demonstrated understanding of the required tasks
	15%

	4
	Social and economic effects on the local community
	5%


Evaluation Panel

The evaluation panel comprised of three members; one with tender and contract preparation skills and two with the appropriate technical expertise and involvement in supervising the Contract.  The panel carried out the assessment of submissions in accordance with the City’s evaluation process in a fair and equitable manner.

Tender Submissions

A summary of the Tender submissions is provided in Attachment 1.

This Contract is for a fixed lump sum with completion of the works within fifty-two (52) weeks from issue of the letter of acceptance.

The Tender submitted by Air Roofing Co. Pty Ltd consisted of a quotation for each location only.  The quotations submitted for Sorrento Bowling Club and Warrandyte Park Clubrooms did not include the replacement of ceilings as required in the Specification.  They did not address any compliance or qualitative criteria.  As a result, the Tender was unable to be evaluated and was deemed non-compliant.

Evaluation Summary

	Tenderer
	Evaluation Score
	Price
	Qualitative Rank

	CPD Group Pty Ltd
	69.7%
	$653,540.00
	1

	PRC Building Services Pty Ltd
	69%
	$386,579.33
	2

	Mini Projects WA
	53%
	$417,361.00
	3

	Air Roofing Co. Pty Ltd
	Non-compliant, not considered further


Issues and options considered:

The roofs at the nominated locations are at the end of their economic life and if not replaced, will result in further risk of water ingress resulting in further property damage and possible personal injury.  In addition, asbestos was identified in some buildings and is a risk management issue.

The replacement of roofing and ceilings is required to remove asbestos and improve the condition of City buildings.  The City does not have the internal resources to supply the required services and as such requires an appropriate external service provider.

Link to Strategic Plan:

This requirement is linked to the Strategic Plan in accordance with the following item:

5.
Community Wellbeing

Objective 5.1
To ensure the City’s facilities and services are of a high quality and accessible to everyone.

Strategy 5.1.1
The City develops and implements a Strategic Asset Management Framework to improve the standard and management of its community infrastructure, including the consolidation and rationalisation of current building facilities.

Legislation – Statutory Provisions:

A state wide public tender was advertised, opened and evaluated in accordance with the Local Government (Functions & General) Regulations 1996, where tenders are required to be publicly invited if the consideration under a contract is, or is estimated to be, more, or worth more, than $100,000.
Risk Management considerations:

Should the contract not proceed, the risk to the City will be high as several of the identified roofs have asbestos.

It is considered that the Contract will represent a low risk to the City as the recommended Tenderer has extensive experience, the capacity to complete the works in the required timeframe and demonstrated a good understanding of the required tasks.

Financial/Budget Implications:

	Current Year Budget Allocation for this Contract
	Projected Expenditure on these Services to 30 June 2009
	Projected Expenditure on these Services over the Life of the Contract if Accepted

	$244,300.00*
	$244,300.00
	$386,579.33


The budget was estimated based on a building condition audit undertaken in February 2008 with costing based on industry rates.  The actual extent of work was unknown at the time, and with rapidly increasing building costs for labour and materials has contributed to the significant increase in cost.

*Although there is a shortfall of $142,279.33 for the complete Contract the project will take a year to complete and none of the additional funds will be required in the current financial year.  The additional funds will be rebudgeted in 2009/2010.

Policy implications:

Not applicable.

Regional Significance:

Not applicable.

Sustainability implications:

Not applicable.

Consultation:

Not applicable.

COMMENT

The Tender from PRC Building Services Pty Ltd was ranked second in qualitative score and first in price.  They demonstrated a good understanding of the City’s requirements and have more than sufficient capacity to complete the works in the required timeframe.  PRC Building Services has significant experience in completing works of a similar nature and they submitted the lowest priced Tender.  While their qualitative score was 0.7% less than CPD Group, reference checks supported their experience, work methodology and confirmed a high level of satisfaction with their work.  The evaluation panel is confident that they can fulfil the City’s requirements and they are accordingly recommended.

Attachment 1 summarises the assessment of each Submission and includes the location of each of the Tenderers.

ATTACHMENTS

Attachment 1 – Summary of Tender Submissions.

Attachment 2 – Programme of Works.

VOTING REQUIREMENTS

Simple majority.

RECOMMENDATION

That Council ACCEPTS the Tender submitted by PRC Building Services Pty Ltd for the Replacement of Roofing and Ceilings at Various Locations in accordance with the statement of requirements as specified in Tender 048/08 for the fixed lump sum of $386,579.33 (GST Exclusive) for completion of the works within fifty-two (52) weeks from issue of the letter of acceptance.
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CJ021-02/09
DUFFY TERRACE, WOODVALE - SPEED CUSHION PROJECT – [01672]

	WARD:
	Central 

	
	

	RESPONSIBLE
	Mr Martyn Glover

	DIRECTOR:
	Infrastructure Services


PURPOSE

To consider a traffic management speed cushion project to reduce traffic speeds on Duffy Terrace, Woodvale.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

A petition signed by 168 residents was received by Council at its meeting held on 10 June 2008 with a request to install traffic calming treatments along the length of Duffy Terrace in Woodvale. Speeding and inappropriate driver behaviour in the form of vehicle racing on Duffy Terrace was highlighted as a major concern by local residents. 

The City has received numerous complaints culminating in the most recent petition regarding hoon behaviour and speeding on Duffy Terrace, Woodvale. As a proactive approach to these complaints, the State Government through Main Roads WA (MRWA) has offered to fully fund a new speed cushion project for demonstration purposes as a long term initiative. The proposed project consists of rubberised speed cushions located at eight locations on Duffy Terrace to control traffic speeds and limit hoon activity.  

It is recommended that Council:

1
NOTES Main Roads WA’s request for a demonstration speed cushion project on Duffy Terrace, Woodvale as shown on Attachment 2 to this Report;

2
ACCEPTS the State Government’s offer to fully fund the speed cushion project on Duffy Terrace, Woodvale.

BACKGROUND

The City has received numerous complaints culminating in the most recent petition regarding hoon behaviour and speeding on Duffy Terrace, Woodvale. As a proactive approach to these complaints, the State Government through Main Roads WA (MRWA) has offered to fully fund a new speed cushion project for demonstration purposes. The proposed project consists of rubberised speed cushions located at eight locations on Duffy Terrace to control traffic speeds and limit hoon activity.  

At the Ordinary Meeting of Council held on 10 June 2008, a 168-signature petition was received from residents indicating concerns regarding traffic speeds and vehicle racing on Duffy Terrace and requesting “that the City of Joondalup urgently and as a matter of priority, install traffic calming treatments along the length of Duffy Terrace in Woodvale”.  

In response to these concerns, Council at the Meeting of 5 August 2008 recommended the following:

“1 
ADOPTS the recommendations of the Duffy Terrace, Woodvale Road Safety Audit (June 2008) prepared by Traffic and Transport Solutions and included in Attachment 2 to Report CJ156-08/08;

2 
ENDORSES the Duffy Terrace, Woodvale traffic management project submission for funding in the 2009/2010 State Black Spot Program;

3 
NOTES that provision will need to be made in the draft 2009/2010 Infrastructure Capital Works Program to accommodate the approved State BlackSpot funding and associated contribution from the City;

4 
REQUESTS the WA Police Service to enforce speed compliance on Duffy Terrace, Woodvale;

5 
ADVISES the Petition Organiser of Council’s decision.”
MRWA has since advised that the Duffy Terrace State Black Spot traffic management project submission has received endorsement as part of the draft list of projects for the 2009/2010 program.  It is anticipated that final approval for the program will occur late in the 2008/2009 financial year. 

DETAILS

Existing Situation

Duffy Terrace performs the function of a local distributor road and extends from Whitfords Avenue in the south to Woodvale Drive to the north. The road provides frontage access to approximately 35 residential properties and direct vehicular access to a number of local access roads. Duffy Terrace also forms part of Transperth’s bus route for the area.  The Yellagonga Regional Park is situated on the eastern side of the carriageway and there are two schools at the northern and southern ends. A location plan identifying the subject area is shown as Attachment 1.
The existing single carriageway road is 1.3 km in length and straight in alignment.The existing road cross section consists of a 10m wide kerbed carriageway with marked 1.5m cycle lanes and centreline.  A concrete pathway has been provided on the western verge area for pedestrian access.
Traffic Speeds and Traffic Volumes

The traffic count survey of June 2008 revealed that the 85% percentile traffic speeds on Duffy Terrace range between 63km/h to 66km/h.  This indicates that the majority of drivers are not complying to the urban speed limit of 50km/h. Whilst the recorded 85th percentile traffic speeds are higher than desirable, the traffic volume and percentage of heavy vehicles along this road are within the acceptable range. The results of the June 2008 seven-day traffic survey are summarised below:

	Road


	Location


	Average Week Day Traffic

(vpd)
	85th Percentile Speed

(km/h)
	Mean Speed

(km/h)

	Duffy Terrace


	South of Woodvale Drive
	1733
	65km/h
	57km/h

	Duffy Terrace


	North of Fallbrook Avenue
	1841
	65km/h
	56km/h

	Duffy Terrace


	South of Fallbrook Avenue
	2214
	66km/h
	57km/h

	Duffy Terrace


	North of Whitfords Avenue
	2887
	63km/h
	52km/h


A detailed assessment of the 40km/h school speed zone at the southern end of Duffy Terrace has not been undertaken. However it is anticipated that a high degree of non compliance to the 40km/h posted speed limit would exist during the morning and afternoon school peak periods.

Crash History

An analysis of the most recent five year crash data from MRWA revealed that 17 crashes had occurred on Duffy Terrace with the majority of these crashes occurring at the intersections with Whitfords Avenue and Woodvale Drive. Several midblock crashes had occurred within this period with two crashes relating to parked vehicles. The majority of crashes resulted in vehicle damage only, however one hit pedestrian crash had occurred in this period.

2009/2010 State Black Spot Project Submission

In order to control traffic movements and manage traffic speeds on Duffy Terrace a median treatment including traffic islands, median trees and narrow marked traffic lanes are proposed for construction in 2009/2010 financial year.  Based on similar traffic treatments, the median treatment will provide for a slower speed environment than currently exists but may not achieve a desirable operating speed of 50km/h.

Proposed Speed Cushions Project

The proposed speed cushion project will complement the black spot median treatment which is programmed for construction in late 2009/2010 financial year. The speed cushion treatment will enable further reduction of traffic speeds on Duffy Terrace with an overall target operating speed of 50km/h.   It is proposed that the rubberised speed cushions be strategically located at eight locations on Duffy Terrace as shown on Attachment 2.  

It is proposed that speed cushions be installed on Duffy Terrace in its current 10m wide carriageway configuration with the aim of having the devices in place by late February early March 2009.  In support of the proposed black spot median treatment planned for 2010, the speed cushions would be reconfigured at all locations to allow the central median to be constructed.  

The rubberised speed cushions are designed to reduce vehicle speeds, limit vehicle noise but have minimal impact on buses, emergency vehicles and commercial vehicle movements.  A photograph of the typical speed cushion is shown on Attachment 3.  To encourage and enforce a low speed environment, spacing between the speed cushions at each end of Duffy Terrace have been reduced and are less than the midblock speed cushion spacings.  

Link to Strategic Plan:

The consideration of traffic management measures is consistent with the following objectives and strategies from the City of Joondalup’s Strategic Plan 2008-2011:

4.2.6 The City implements, and if necessary, refines its Capital Works Program.

Legislation – Statutory Provisions:

Not applicable.

Risk Management considerations:

The City receives many requests to provide traffic management measures on local roads. The requests are prioritised based on a number of factors including traffic speeds, traffic volumes, crash history and road environment.  

Traffic treatments such as speed cushions are designed for safe vehicle operation with the aim of reducing traffic speeds. Due to the high number of speed cushions proposed for Duffy Terrace, extensive monitoring by City Officers will be undertaken to confirm the safe operation of the treatments once installed.

Financial/Budget Implications:

The proposed rubberised speed cushion project for Duffy Terrace will be fully funded by the State Government.

Policy implications:

Not applicable.

Regional Significance:

Not applicable.

Sustainability implications:

Not applicable.

Consultation:

The consultation with the residents of Duffy Terrace regarding  the proposed speed cushion project has commenced.  This is in advance of Council’s decision because of the State Government’s timeframe.  Due to the high level of concern regarding traffic in Duffy Terrace it is anticipated that there will be a high level of support.  It is proposed that a follow up survey of residents be undertaken in approximately 12 months time once the speed cushions are installed to confirm the operation prior to the construction of the median treatment on Duffy Terrace. 

COMMENT

The local government responsibility for roads is primarily focussed on the care, control and management of the road asset.  The recorded 85 th percentile traffic speeds on Duffy Terrace are considered high and indicate that a significant proportion of drivers are not complying to the urban speed limit.  The issue of speeding and inappropriate driver behaviour is difficult to control and is the responsibility of the WA Police to enforce compliance to the road rules as detailed in the Traffic Code 2000. However it is anticipated that proposed changes to the road environment such as speed cushions will reduce the 85th percentile speed on Duffy Terrace.

On the basis of the traffic assessment, the construction of traffic management measures on Duffy Terrace has a higher priority to some other roads already listed for treatment as part of the City’s Five Year Capital Works Program.  

To determine the effectiveness of the proposed speed cushion project, a follow up traffic count survey approximately 12 months after the installation of the treatment is proposed.   

ATTACHMENTS

Attachment 1



Location map of Duffy Terrace, Woodvale.

Attachment 2 (Sheets 1& 2)
Concept plan showing the proposed speed cushion locations. 

Attachment 3


Photograph of speed cushions

VOTING REQUIREMENTS

Simple majority.

RECOMMENDATION

That Council:

1
NOTES Main Roads WA’s request for a demonstration speed cushion project on Duffy Terrace, Woodvale as shown on Attachment 2 to Report CJ021-02/09;

2
ACCEPTS the State Government’s offer to fully fund the speed cushion project on Duffy Terrace, Woodvale.
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CJ022-02/09
COASTAL HEIGHT POLICY – STATUS REPORT – [24581]
	WARD:
	North, North-Central, Central, South-West and South 

	
	

	RESPONSIBLE
	Mr Clayton Higham

	DIRECTOR:
	Planning and Community Development


PURPOSE

To provide background information on the request for a review of the Coastal Building Height Policy.
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

This report was deferred from the December 2008 Council meeting.

Council adopted Policy 3-4 Height of Buildings within the Coastal Area (Non-Residential Zone) in February 2006.  The Policy provides a guideline for the consideration of the appropriate height of buildings along the coast.

Concurrently, Council sought to introduce an amendment to District Planning Scheme No. 2 (DPS2) to reflect the coastal height policy limit.  The amendment has not been finalised and is awaiting the approval of the Minister.

Council recently approved a new auditorium for the Sacred Heart College.  The auditorium projects above the 10 metre height limit established by the policy.  The issue generated significant debate on the application of the policy.

Council has requested a review of the policy.

This report notes that 

1. Council policy is established to assist with decision making;

2. Policies do not provide a mandatory control on issues;

3. Policies can be varied depending on merit and circumstance of related decisions; and

4. The making of a decision in variance of a policy does not invalidate the policy.

A high number of submissions were received endorsing the merit and content of Policy 3-4 prior to its adoption.  Since that time there has been no indication that community sentiment in favour of the policy has wavered.  On this basis, it is concluded that the policy is appropriate in its current form with one minor change. That is that there be consultation on any proposal which exceeds the policy.

BACKGROUND

At the Council meeting held on 2 September 2008, it was resolved:   

“That a report be presented to Council this year addressing the status of Policy 3-4 –Height of Buildings within Coastal Area (non-residential zones) and associated Scheme Amendments.” 

The Coastal Height Policy includes a provision to limit the height of development of non-residential land within 300m of the coastline.  The policy height limit is for buildings not to exceed 10m above natural ground level, which is approximately equivalent to a 2 storey commercial building with a pitched roof, or a 3 level commercial building with a flat roof.  The sites affected by the policy are shown in Attachment 1.

The policy was adopted following a proposal by some local land owners to develop a 4 and 5 level development on land very near the coast, to accommodate a range of commercial and residential uses.  The land was not zoned for the purposes proposed, and the height and density of development were significantly different to anything previously contemplated on the subject land.  As a result of the Council’s increased interest in the issue of building bulk along the coast, Council resolved to prepare a policy and DPS2 amendment to introduce guidelines for maximum height along the coast.

The public responded with approximately 270 submissions in support of the proposed policy.  Council subsequently adopted the policy and initiated a DPS2 amendment.  While the policy was finalised, the amendment requires the final approval of the Minister for Planning.  Correspondence has been exchanged with the Minister’s office to answer queries and seek finalisation of the amendment, but to date approval has not been forthcoming.    

Council recently gave planning approval for a proposed auditorium for Sacred Heart College.  The auditorium raised a number of issues, a key matter being the height and bulk of the development.  A portion of the proposed building is 14.6 metres in height when evaluated as required by the policy.  This aspect was considered in great detail, and Council resolved to vary the policy and give its consent for the development.

Proposed Scheme amendment

Council has submitted the draft Scheme amendment to the Western Australian Planning Commission (WAPC) requesting that the amendment be finalised.  Correspondence has been exchanged with the WAPC and Minister’s office in an effort to have the matter finalised.

The most recent correspondence received from the Minister’s office (in October 2008) suggests that there is concern about a scheme amendment that potentially limits the height of development below the 5 storey limit espoused in the State’s planning policy for development near the coast.  The correspondence requests that Council reviews its position on the limits for the few non-residential sites along the coast, having regard to site conditions, view corridors etc.  Alternately, more suitable justification is requested for the amendment, although the form for that is not prescribed.
DETAILS

The role of Council policy is to provide parameters to guide decision making.  In planning matters, policies assist the evaluation process in circumstances where: 

· standards are not prescribed in the DPS2, 

· the DPS2 includes provision for the exercise of discretion, or

· the Council adopts criteria for assessment to complement DPS2 controls. 

Policy limits are not statutory limits, and can be varied having regard to circumstance and the merit of a proposal.   In fact, Council is obliged by DPS2 to consider such factors when making planning decisions. 

In regard to the amendment proposal, work will be conducted including site analyses of each non residential affected land holding, to validate and refine the proposed height limits for each of those sites.  It should however be borne in mind that the likely optimum development outcome in the near future is not a significantly bulky or high cluster of buildings in any of those sites.

COMMENT

Although Council has varied the Policy in making its decision by approving the Sacred Heart auditorium, that decision does not invalidate the policy, nor does it weaken the general intent of the policy.  The Sacred Heart decision was made in recognition of the individual circumstances of that site.  It is therefore considered that the intention of the policy remains valid.  

However, Council may consider it appropriate to modify the policy so that all proposals that exceed the height are advertised for public comment in accordance with the provisions of the planning scheme. All other principles and wording within the current policy will remain unchanged.
Some work needs to be done in response to the Minister’s request, particularly in relation to the sites known as Sorrento Village and Harbour Rise.  This will be done as part of the Scheme review process, with this anticipated to take twelve (12) months.

Subsequent to the report submitted to Council in December 2008, in an effort to clarify the proposal and its intent, the recommendations have been modified slightly to make them clearer, but the intent has not been changed. 

ATTACHMENTS

Attachment 1
Coastal Strip (featuring non-residential sites)

Attachment 2
Policy 3-4 Height of Buildings within the Coastal Area (Non-Residential Zone)
VOTING REQUIREMENTS

Simple Majority

RECOMMENDATION

That Council: 

1
NOTES the current status of Policy 3-4 Height of Buildings within the Coastal Area (Non-Residential Zone);
2
In accordance with Clause 8.11 of the City of Joondalup’s District Planning Scheme No 2, ADVERTISES for public comment for a period of twenty one (21) days, modifications to Policy 3-4 Height of Buildings within the Coastal Area (Non-Residential Zone) to add the following Statement 3:

“3
Where a proposal exceeds the 10 metre height limit outlined in Point 2, that proposal shall be advertised for public comment in accordance with the provisions of Clause 6.7 of District Planning Scheme No 2.”

3
NOTES that the public comments in relation to the proposed modified policy will be presented to the Policy Committee in the first instance, prior to submitting to Council; 
4
NOTES that in relation to the Minister’s request, specific site analysis will be undertaken in the initial stage of the review of DPS2 and this will be included in the Scheme review process.
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CJ023-02/09
PETITION ON PROTECTION OF remaining RESIDENTIAL PROPERTIES IN ARNISDALE ROAD, DUNCRAIG – [04127]

	WARD:
	South 

	
	

	RESPONSIBLE
	Mr Clayton Higham

	DIRECTOR:
	Planning and Community Development


PURPOSE

To consider a 19 signature petition requesting the protection of the remaining residential properties in Arnisdale Road, Duncraig from intrusion of non-residential land uses.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

A 19 signature petition from residents of Arnisdale Road was received on 27 October 2008 requesting Council to consider taking action to protect the amenity of the remaining residential properties in Arnisdale Road, Duncraig from the intrusion on non residential land uses such as consulting rooms.

Council has several options for dealing with this request:

1.
No change;

2.
Undertake a Scheme Amendment to the City of Joondalup District Planning Scheme No. 2 (DPS2) to restrict additional consulting rooms; or

3.
Investigate the matter in the review of DPS2 to restrict additional consulting rooms.

Given that the issue encompasses numerous properties and raises the issue of the broader zonings of the area, the preferred option is to investigate the matter in the review of DPS2.

BACKGROUND

The western end of Arnisdale Road contains a hospital, retirement village, a shopping centre, car wash and several medical centres.  Adjacent to these medical centres, the land is zoned ‘Residential’.

A consulting room is defined under the DPS2 as:

“means a building used by no more than one health consultant for the investigation or treatment of human injuries or ailments and for general patient care.”

DETAILS

The petition requests that Council:

“Consider taking appropriate action to protect the amenity of the remaining residential properties in Arnisdale Road, Duncraig from the growing intrusion on non residential uses such as consulting rooms by amending the District Planning Scheme to prevent the further development of such uses.”

There are currently five approved consulting rooms in Arnisdale Road.  These are all located west of Dinroy Road at house numbers 50, 48, 44, 38 and 31 (refer Attachment 1).  In addition, house numbers 40 and 23 have had previous use approval for consulting rooms but have reverted back to single residential dwellings.

Options:

Option 1 – No change

All applications for consulting rooms are required to be determined on their merit after a detailed planning assessment and consultation with the community.  Council may consider that no changes are required to the current practice.

Option 2 – Undertake a Scheme Amendment to restrict additional consulting rooms

The DPS2 could be amended via a Scheme Amendment to restrict the further development of consulting rooms in Arnisdale Road.  An amendment to DPS2 would take approximately 12 to 18 months to complete.

DPS2 allows the uses permitted on a specific site to be restricted in accordance with Clause 3.16.   Sites that are specified for restricted use can only be used for the uses that are listed in Schedule 2 of DPS2.  Therefore, the remaining residential properties along Arnisdale Road could have their land uses restricted to uses such as Single House, Grouped Dwelling, Ancillary Accommodation and Home Business – Category 1 and 2.  This would require a scheme amendment to add the remaining residential properties along Arnisdale Road to Schedule 2 of DPS2.

Amending DPS2 to prohibit consulting rooms from being considered in Residential areas is also possible, but not recommended, as consulting rooms are small scale, and provide important services close to the local community.

Option 3 – Investigate the matter further in the review of DPS2

The review of DPS2 has recently commenced and this matter could be investigated further during this review.  The new scheme resulting from the scheme review could restrict the further development of consulting rooms in Arnisdale Road in accordance with the method outlined in Option 2.

Link to Strategic Plan:

Not applicable

Legislation – Statutory Provisions:

Land uses such as ‘consulting rooms”, “home business – category 2” and “bed and breakfast” are discretionary (“D”) land uses within the Residential Zone of DPS2.  A discretionary land use is a use class that is not permitted but to which Council may grant its approval following the exercise of discretion.
DPS2 states that Council may advertise applications for discretionary “D” land uses in accordance with the DPS2.  In addition, Council must give consideration to the matters listed under Clause 6.8 which includes such things as the nature of the proposed use and its relationship to the use of other land within the locality, available parking facilities and any relevant submissions on the proposal.

Risk Management considerations:

Not applicable

Financial/Budget Implications:

Not applicable

Policy implications:

Not applicable

Regional Significance:

Not applicable

Sustainability implications:

Not applicable

Consultation:

Not applicable

COMMENT

The provision of small consulting rooms within close proximity to major medical facilities is common throughout Perth.  With Glengarry Hospital and several medical centres located on the western portion of Arnisdale Road, several of the houses within the street have been converted to consulting rooms to support the hospital and medical centres.  These consulting rooms were converted from residential dwellings and are therefore the same age and style as the remaining dwellings in the street.  
Nineteen of the residents of the remaining residential properties have signed a petition to request that no further consulting rooms be approved in the street.

Potential issues associated with consulting rooms

The petition does not indicate the specific issues associated with the consulting rooms in Arnisdale Road.  However, one of the issues residents may have with consulting rooms is parking and traffic.  By nature of the definition of consulting room under DPS2, only one medical practioner can operate from the premises at any one time.  Five parking bays are required to be provided for a consulting room and all parking is required to be maintained on site, with no parking on the street permitted.  The traffic impact of a consulting room should be minimal as there is the restriction that only one practitioner may occupy a site.  It is considered likely that the parking issues in Arnisdale Road arise from the hospital and not the consulting rooms.

Another issue with the conversion of houses to consulting rooms is the social impact, which arises from the loss of neighbours due to the dwelling being used for commercial purposes.  In addition, whilst there are people at the consulting room during the day, it is empty at night.

Recommended Option

Of the several options that Council has for dealing with this request, it is recommended that the issue of consulting rooms along Arnisdale Road be investigated in the review of DPS2 rather than as a separate scheme amendment.  The review of DPS2 is a comprehensive process that will examine the scheme in great detail and encompass many changes.  As the scheme review has recently commenced, it is timely that this issue be examined during this process.

In addition, it will allow the City to carry out appropriate consultation with the community and to canvas the opinion of all residents in Arnisdale Road, not just the residents that signed the petition.  It may be considered appropriate to protect the residential amenity of all houses east of house number 36, or it may be appropriate for all existing residential properties to have their residential amenity protected.

There are other areas within the City that are in close proximity to Medical Centres where several of the dwellings have been converted to consulting rooms, such as Banks Avenue, Hillarys, Eddystone Avenue, Beldon and Coolibah Drive, Greenwood.  As part of the scheme review these areas (and any others) would be also be investigated to determine whether these consulting rooms are having a negative impact on the adjacent residential properties.

In the meantime, it is to be noted that the petitioners’ concerns will be taken into consideration in the assessment of any future Development Applications for consulting rooms in Arnisdale Road.

ATTACHMENTS

Attachment 1
Location Map

VOTING REQUIREMENTS

Simple Majority

RECOMMENDATION

That Council:

1
REQUESTS that restriction on the further development of Consulting Rooms in Arnisdale Road, Duncraig be considered as part of the review of the City of Joondalup District Planning Scheme No. 2;

2
Prior to the Scheme review, NOTES that the petitioners concerns will be taken into consideration when assessing any future Development Applications for Consulting Rooms in Arnisdale Road;

3
ADVISES the petitioners of Council’s decision;

4
REQUESTS the Chief Executive Officer to place a notation on the Property and Rating System, of the City’s possible intent to limit the development of any further non-residential land uses such as Consulting Rooms on the remaining residential properties in Arnisdale Road.
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CJ024-02/09
PUBLIC SUBMISSIONS ON PROPOSED AMENDMENT 40 TO DISTRICT PLANNING SCHEME NO 2 - LOT 500 & 501 ARAWA PLACE, CRAGIE (FORMERLY CRAIGIE SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL) – [22619]

	WARD:
	Central 

	
	

	RESPONSIBLE
	Mr Clayton Higham

	DIRECTOR:
	Planning and Community Development


PURPOSE

The purpose of this report is for Council to consider submissions received during the public advertising of proposed Amendment No 40 to District Planning Scheme No 2 (DPS2), and to decide whether to adopt the amendment.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

The proposed amendment to DPS2 relates to the former Craigie Senior High School site located at Lots 500 and 501 Arawa Place, Craigie (Attachments 1 and 2 refer). The land has been rezoned from ‘Public Purposes – High School’ to ‘Urban’ under the Metropolitan Region Scheme (MRS). It is a requirement of the Planning and Development Act 2005 that the local planning scheme be made consistent with the MRS.

The proposed amendment to the City’s local planning scheme will zone Lot 501 from ‘Public Purposes – High School’ to ‘Urban Development’ enabling the DPS2 to be consistent with the MRS. Lot 500 Arawa Place, Craigie, has been excised from the Craigie Senior High School site and is vested in the Minister for Child Protection. A proposal to develop a community facility has been received by the City. It is proposed to amend the DPS2 zoning from ‘Public Purposes – High School’ to ‘Civic and Cultural’ to reflect the proposed use.

On 2 September 2008, Council resolved to initiate advertising of Amendment No 40 for a period of 42 days. Advertising closed on 10 December 2008 and 10 submissions were received, comprising 1 submission of support, 4 objections, 4 ‘no objections’, and 1 submission that both supports and objects to aspects of the amendment. The objections relate to loss of recreation opportunities, loss of vegetation and the uncertainty of the future housing density. 

It is recommended that Council adopts Amendment No 40 to DPS2 without modification. 

BACKGROUND

Suburb/Location: 
Craigie

Applicant: 

Taylor Burrell Barnett (Lot 501)

Owner: 

Department of Education (Lot 501); Minister for Child Protection (Lot 500)

Zoning: DPS: 

Public Purposes (High School)

MRS:


 Urban

Site Area: 

9.9086ha (Lot 501); 2381m2 (Lot 500)
In 2002, the Craigie Senior High School was considered surplus to the requirements of the Department of Education and Training (DET), and ceased operating in 2003. In 2004, all buildings on the site were demolished. In June 2008, the MRS amendment was finalised whereby the subject land was rezoned from ‘Public Purposes – High School’ to ‘Urban.’

The subject land is managed by the DET, however, DET and Landcorp have entered into an agreement that permits Landcorp to progress the rezoning of the site. Further to these arrangements, Landcorp has entered into a partnership with developers Stockland to develop the subject land.

Portion of the site (now Lot 500) on the corner of Camberwarra Drive and Arawa Place has been excised from the former Craigie Senior High School site for use by the Department for Child Protection. A development application has been approved by the WAPC for a community facility on the site. The applicant has stated the community facility will provide a range of local activities and community services, such as early learning activities, parenting programs and local support groups.

On 2 September 2008, Council resolved to initiate advertising of Amendment No 40 for a period of 42 days.

Details

Applicant’s Comment

Following the close of the advertising period, the applicant has submitted the following information:

“…The applicant is in the process of preparing a Local Structure Plan for the site, in accordance with Council’s scheme requirements.  The Structure Plan will address density, amongst other things.  It is the intent of our client to work with the City, the community and the Department of Planning and Infrastructure through the consultation process towards an acceptable Structure Plan and associated residential densities.

Our client acknowledges the presence of existing vegetation on the site, and through the structure plan preparation process, has commenced assessing the type and quality of vegetation, concurrently with determining the physical site constraints such as earth working, drainage and topography, to identify areas where native and other significant vegetation can be retained on site and enable the structure plan to respond accordingly.

Public open space will be provided in accordance with the policies of the Department for Planning and Infrastructure.  In locating public open space, consideration will be given to:

· Suitable distribution of public open space

· Maximising accessibility of open space to residents

· Retention of native vegetation within public open space where practical and possible

· Location of existing open space areas

· Drainage requirements…”

Options:

The options available to Council in considering the proposal are:

• 
Adopt the proposed amendment,

• 
Adopt the proposed amendment, with modification, or

• 
Not adopt the proposed amendment.

In all the above options, the proposal is forwarded to the Western Australian Planning Commission (WAPC) for the Minister’s determination.

Link to Strategic Plan:

Objective 4.2 To progress a range of innovative and high quality urban development projects within the City.

Legislation – Statutory Provisions:

Consistency of Local Planning Scheme with the MRS

Section 124 of the Planning and Development Act 2005 requires that the local government must, within 90 days of an amendment to the MRS coming into effect, resolve to prepare an amendment to the local planning scheme which renders the local scheme consistent with the MRS.

Amendments to the Local Planning Scheme

Part 5 of the Planning and Development Act enables Local Authorities to amend the Town Planning Scheme and sets out the process to be followed. 

Upon closure of the advertising period, Council is to consider all submissions received during the advertising period. In accordance with the Town Planning Regulations 1967, the Council must then pass a resolution to either refuse to proceed the amendment or ”adopt with or without modification”. The resolution is then forwarded to the WAPC that makes a recommendation to the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure. The Minister can either grant final approval to the amendment, with or without further modifications, or refuse the amendment. 

Council’s consideration of submissions and forwarding of the amendment to the WAPC are required within 42 days. However, as this was not possible due to the timing of Council meetings, the WAPC has been informed of the February Council meeting date, and an extension of time requested.

Risk Management considerations:

Not Applicable.
Financial/Budget Implications:

Not Applicable.
Policy implications:

Not Applicable.
Regional Significance:

Not Applicable.
Sustainability implications:

The proposed scheme amendment to the former Craigie Senior High School site and subsequent structure plan will allow assessment of the built form in order to promote both economic and social sustainability.

The proposed scheme amendment to Lot 500 Arawa Place, Craigie, will enable a designated community facility to promote social sustainability within the area.

Consultation:

The proposed scheme amendment was advertised for public comment for a period of 42 days, with advertising concluding on 10 December 2008.  Two signs were placed on the site, a notice placed in the local and West Australian newspapers, and letters were sent to nearby landowners advising of the proposed amendment.  The proposal was also placed on the City’s website.

Ten submissions were received comprising 1 submission of support, 4 objections, 4 ‘no objections’ from service authorities, and 1 submission that both supports, and objects, to aspects of the amendment.  Copies of the submissions have been placed in the Councillors reading room.
COMMENT

The main issues raised with the submissions of objection are:

· Unknown density related to the ‘Urban Development’ zoning

· Loss of native vegetation 

· Loss of parks and recreation opportunities

· Loss of high schooling opportunities 

It is important to note that, in the event that the site is zoned “Urban Development’, a structure plan will be required to be prepared to guide the future development of the site.  As part of that process, residential density options will be investigated, native vegetation on the site will be assessed, as well as the need for public open space.  Further public consultation will be undertaken in regard to the structure plan.

The main comments in support of the amendment relate to improving the amenity of the area.

The submissions are summarised and comments provided in Attachment 4.

Conclusion
The proposed scheme amendment over the former Craigie Senior High School site and subsequent structure plan will provide further opportunities for public consultation and input regarding the future development of the site.  It is recommended that Amendment No 40 be adopted.

ATTACHMENTS

Attachment 1 Location and aerial plan

Attachment 2 Scheme Amendment process flowchart

Attachment 3 Scheme Amendment Zoning

Attachment 4 Schedule of submissions

VOTING REQUIREMENTS

Simple Majority.
RECOMMENDATION

That Council:

1. 
Pursuant to Town Planning Regulations 17(2) ADOPTS Amendment No 40 to the City of Joondalup’s District Planning Scheme No. 2, without modification, for the purpose of zoning Lot 501 and 500 Arawa Place, Cragie to ‘Urban Development’ and ‘Civic and Cultural’ respectively, as shown on Attachment 3 to Report CJ024-02/09;

2.
AUTHORISES the affixation of the Common Seal and to endorse the signing of the amendment documents;

3. 
NOTES the submissions received and advises the submitters of Council’s decision;

4. 
ADVISES the Western Australian Planning Commission of Council’s decision

Appendix 20 refers
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CJ025-02/09
REQUEST FOR REMOVAL OF CAVEAT FOR PEDESTRIAN EASEMENT AT LAKESIDE SHOPPING CENTRE – [08431]
	WARD:
	North 

	
	

	RESPONSIBLE
	Mr Clayton Higham

	DIRECTOR:
	Planning and Community Development


PURPOSE

The purpose of this report is for Council to consider ING Real Estate’s request to revoke the legal agreement requiring the provision of a pedestrian easement over a portion Lakeside Shopping Centre at Lot 706 (420) Joondalup Drive, Joondalup.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

In February 2000, the Western Australian Planning Commission (WAPC) granted approval for the amalgamation of land comprising the current shopping centre site.  As a condition of amalgamation, a pedestrian easement from Grand Boulevard to the Joondalup Train Station is required over a portion of Lakeside Shopping Centre to allow pedestrian access to the train station.  

As there was no development on the subject portion of Lakeside Shopping Centre at the time, the exact route of the pedestrian easement could not be established. Therefore, a legal agreement was entered into requiring that the easement be created prior to the occupation of any development over the land.  A caveat was also placed on the land.

Development of Stage 3 of the shopping centre, which is now complete, envisaged a pedestrian route from Grand Boulevard, through the decked car park, down to the train station. ING Real Estate, the owners of the Lakeside Shopping Centre, have requested the removal of the caveat from the Certificate of Title and the requirement for the easement.  They have stated that pedestrians favour the use of the Collier Pass footpath to access the train station and that there are anti-social problems associated with keeping the car park open at night.
It is considered that Collier Pass will provide a safer environment for the pedestrians, contribute to street front activity and capitalise on the green boulevard treatment proposed under the new Joondalup City Centre Structure Plan. It is therefore recommended that the legal agreement be revoked and the caveat withdrawn.
BACKGROUND

Lakeside Shopping Centre is situated within the Joondalup City Centre and is bounded by Joondalup Drive, Grand Boulevard, Collier Pass and Boas Avenue (refer Attachment 1).  It is owned by ING Real Estate.

Prior to the further development of the shopping centre, the land comprising the shopping centre was amalgamated.  The WAPC approved the amalgamation on 9 February 2000 subject to conditions, of which condition 2 states:

“The landowner entering into a legal agreement with the City of Joondalup, binding on successors of title and supported by a caveat on Certificate of Title agreeing to provide 24 hour public access easements, pursuant to section 195 and 196 of the Land Administration Act 1997 over the subject lot which links Station Square to Grand Boulevard, Civic Walk and Campus walk (as shown on the attached plan), for the use and benefit of the public at large for pedestrian and cycle access in favour of the City of Joondalup, at the subdivider’s cost to the satisfaction of the Western Australian Planning Commission.”

The requirement for the easement therefore arose from the above condition.  However, the easement was not created as there was no development proposed on the site at that time and hence no specified route for the pedestrian path.  Therefore, a legal agreement was entered into requiring that an easement over the pedestrian path be provided prior to the occupation of any development within the vicinity of the easement.  A caveat was also placed on the land.

The attached plan indicates the general location of the proposed easement and the preferred movement pattern for pedestrians prior to development of the shopping centre extensions (refer Attachment 2).

The easement was proposed to guarantee an attractive and appropriate line of travel for the movement of pedestrians from the train station, through the shopping centre land to the city centre and the education campuses.  The desired line for the pedestrian route has been a longstanding town planning concept that was intended to guide this aspect of the design and staging of the centre as it spread across the south east section of the ING land holding.

The shopping centre has been constructed over a number of years and in a number of stages.  The most recent stage of extensions (known as Stage 3) were approved by Council in 2005, and completed in December 2008 (CJ258 - 11/05 refers).  

In the past, pedestrian movement through the area has been problematic due to the natural grade of the land and the steep slope down from Grand Boulevard to the previous shopping centre level.  During construction of the latest stage of the shopping centre, access was prohibited due to the construction works.

From a practical viewpoint, the alignment of the pedestrian easement has been a minor issue compared to the fundamental challenges of planning and integrating the centre with the surrounding city.  

DETAILS

ING is requesting the removal of the caveat from the Certificate of Title and the requirement for the easement.  

The legal agreement and caveat requires that land be given for a pedestrian easement from Grand Boulevard to the train station.  The stage 3 extensions proposed that this pedestrian access would be via the decked car park adjacent to Lakeside Shopping Centre.  Pedestrians would access the car park at the Grand Boulevard level, take the lift or stairs down to the transit level and walk through the ground level of the car park to the station entrance (refer Attachment 3).

The owners of the shopping centre have provided the following justification for the removal of the easement obligation:

· Visual examination of current pedestrian traffic show Edith Cowan and TAFE College users cross Grand Boulevard at the intersection of Collier Pass with the assistance of the traffic lights.

· Pedestrians from the CBD wanting to access the Station do so via the shopping centre.

· Since the Cat Bus system has been introduced, the number of pedestrians from the City’s CBD and education facilities has been reduced.

· The decked car park is constantly being vandalised (fire hydrants turned on and sprinkler pipes broken) and the car park lift graffitied. 

· As a result of this, Centre Management are restricting vehicular access to the car park and locking the lift off after the shopping centre closes.

Issues and options considered:

Council has the option to:

· Support the removal of caveat and the requirement for an easement; or

· Not support the removal of caveat and the requirement for an easement.

Link to Strategic Plan:

Not applicable.

Legislation – Statutory Provisions:

Not applicable.

Risk Management considerations:

Not applicable.

Financial/Budget Implications:

Not applicable.

Policy implications:

Not applicable.

Regional Significance:

Not applicable.

Sustainability implications:

Not applicable.

Consultation:

Not applicable.

COMMENT

The easement was designed to link Campus Walk and Civic Walk through the shopping centre to the train station.  The most recently approved additions to the centre included a designated pedestrian path through the multi-deck carpark down to the station, however in practical terms this is not considered, or proved to be, the optimal solution.

In practice, it appears that most pedestrians prefer to access the station via Collier Pass, rather than through the decked car park.  Pedestrian access along Collier Pass provides activity at the street level and avoids potential conflicts with motor vehicles.  The option also provides an opportunity to capitalise on the proposed green boulevard treatment planned under the new Joondalup City Centre Structure Plan.
There has also been some feedback from the community regarding the limitations on access through the shopping centre.  This has focussed on the agreement between ING and the Perth Transit Authority for access to the train station through the shopping centre to remain open after hours for the use of the public.  However, this is a separate issue and is not linked to the station access via the car park easement.  Station access through the shopping centre is neither favoured nor worsened by the proposal to remove the car park access easement, although it could be concluded that station access via Collier Pass could provide for easier control and thereby more flexible access arrangements (by avoiding the need to go inside the shopping centre malls after hours).

It is considered that one of the primary reasons pedestrians have preferred to access the station via Collier Pass is due to the construction works and fencing to the southern end of the shopping centre land holding that has prevented access to station via this land.  In addition, these construction works, fencing, and the impact on the Grand Boulevard streetscape has significantly reduced the attraction of Grand Boulevard’s western footpath as a preferred walking path to the campuses.  

Notwithstanding the above, the proposed treatment of the buildings along the western side of Grand Boulevard and the potential for establishing a boulevard theme on Collier Pass (with associated landscaping) as foreshadowed through the proposed City Centre Structure Plan all combine to reinforce the potential of those walking routes as appropriate high quality safe pedestrian connections from the rail station to the education campuses.

It is therefore recommended that Council revokes the legal agreement, withdraw the caveat from the Certificate of Title and the requirement for the easement.

ATTACHMENTS

Attachment 1
Location Plan

Attachment 2
Proposed Easement Location

Attachment 3
Photographs of proposed easement through the carpark

VOTING REQUIREMENTS

Simple Majority.

RECOMMENDATION

That Council:

1
agrees to REVOKE the legal agreement dated 31 December 2001 between Armstrong Jones Management Pty Ltd, ING Real Estate Joondalup BV and City of Joondalup and WITHDRAW the Caveat on Lot 706 on Deposited Plan 54561; 
2
NOTES that expenses associated with the revocation of the caveat on Lot 706 on Deposited Plan 54561 be borne by the applicant.
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CJ026-02/09
PROPOSED SHADE SAIL ADDITION TO GROVE CHILD CARE CENTRE AT LOT 905 (6) DUGDALE STREET, WARWICK – [07586]

	WARD:
	South

	
	

	RESPONSIBLE
	Mr Clayton Higham

	DIRECTOR:
	Planning and Community Development


PURPOSE

To request Council’s determination of an application for a proposed shade sail addition at Grove Child Care Centre located at 6 Dugdale Street, Warwick. 

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

An application for Planning Approval has been received for a shade sail to be erected at the Grove Child Care Centre site. The shade sail, located over the existing outdoor sand pit to the north-east of the site, has a side setback variation to the north-eastern boundary. 

Determination of this application by Council is required as the proposed variation exceeds the limit that enables the application to be determined under delegated authority. 

The proposed variation will not affect any adjoining or surrounding properties, or the Dugdale Street streetscape. Accordingly, it is recommended that the application for Planning Approval be granted.

BACKGROUND

Suburb/Location:  
6 Dugdale Street, Warwick
Applicant:  

Aqua Shades
Owner:  

City of Joondalup
Zoning:
DPS: 
Commercial 

MRS: 
Urban

Site Area:  

1813.9m²
Structure Plan:  
Not applicable 
The subject site is bordered by Dugdale Street to the north-west, Dorchester Hall to the south-west, a Community Hall and Care Centre to the south, and Warwick Commercial Centre to the north-east. Residential development, with an R20 density code, is located along the northern side of Dugdale Street (refer to the Aerial Plan – Attachment 1).
The development site is zoned Commercial under DPS2 (refer to Zoning Plan – Attachment 1). 

DETAILS

The applicant proposes to erect a shade sail directly over the existing children’s sand pit, having a setback of 0.5m from the north-eastern boundary. This structure will be rectangular in shape with dimensions of 6m by 7m. The structure will be supported by four galvanised steel posts, the northern and southernmost posts being 3.1m in height, with the eastern and westernmost posts being 2.1m in height. The colours of the shade sail are proposed to be blue and yellow, while the supporting posts will be red. 

The shade sail will be setback 19m from the front property boundary and approximately 40m from the nearest residential property, on the opposite side of Dugdale Street. 

The table below sets out the area of non-compliance with the requirements of DPS2. 

	Building Setbacks for Non Residential Buildings
	REQUIRED
	PROVIDED
	COMPLIANCE

	Side setback (north-eastern boundary)
	3 metres
	0.5 metres
	No

	Side setback (south-western boundary)
	3 metres
	29 metres
	Yes

	Rear setback (south-eastern  boundary)
	6 metres
	27 metres
	Yes

	Front setback (Dugdale Street)
	9 metres
	19 metres
	Yes


The development is required to be determined by Council as the side setback variation exceeds the limit that enables the proposal to be considered under delegated authority. 

Link to Strategic Plan:

Not Applicable.

Legislation – Statutory Provisions:

The following Clauses of DPS2 are relevant to the development proposal. 

4.5 
Variations to site and development standards and requirements

4.5.1 
Except for development in respect of which the Residential Planning Codes apply and the requirements set out in Clauses 3.7.3 and 3.11.5, if a development is the subject of an application for planning approval and does not comply with a standard or requirement prescribed under the Scheme, the Council may, notwithstanding that non-compliance, approve the application unconditionally or subject to such conditions as the Council thinks fit.

4.5.2
 In considering an application for planning approval under this clause, where, in the opinion of Council, the variation is likely to affect any owners or occupiers in the general locality or adjoining the site which is subject of consideration for the variation, the Council shall:

(a)
 consult the affected parties by following one or more of the provisions for advertising uses pursuant to clause 6.7.1; and

(b) 
have regard to any expressed views prior to making its decision to grant the variation.

4.5.3 
The power conferred by this clause may only be exercised if the Council is

satisfied that:

(a) 
approval of the proposed development would be appropriate having regard to the criteria set out in Clause 6.8; and

(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.

4.7 
Building setbacks for non-residential buildings

4.7.1 
Unless otherwise provided for in Part 3 of the Scheme, buildings shall be set

back from property boundaries as follows:

Setback from street boundary 9.0 metres

Setback from side boundary 3.0 metres

Setback from rear boundary 6.0 metres

6.8 
Matters to be considered by Council

6.8.1 
The Council when considering an application for Planning Approval shall have

due regard to the following:

(a)
 interests of orderly and proper planning and the preservation of the amenity of the relevant locality;

(b) 
any relevant submissions by the applicant;

(c) 
any Agreed Structure Plan prepared under the provisions of Part 9 of the Scheme;

(d) 
any planning policy of the Council adopted under the provisions of clause 8.11;

(e) 
any other matter which under the provisions of the Scheme the Council is required to have due regard;

(f) 
any policy of the Commission or its predecessors or successors or any planning policy adopted by the Government of the State of Western

Australia;

(g) 
any relevant proposed new town planning scheme of the Council or amendment or proposed Metropolitan Region Scheme Amendment in so far as they can be regarded as seriously entertained planning proposals;

(h)
 the comments or wishes of any public or municipal authority received as part of the submission process;

(i)
 the comments or wishes of any objectors to or supporters of the application;

(j) 
any previous decision made by the Council in circumstances which are sufficiently similar for the previous decision to be relevant as a precedent, provided that the Council shall not be bound by such precedent; and

(k) 
any other matter which in the opinion of the Council is relevant.
Risk Management considerations:

The proponent has a right of review against Council’s decision, or any conditions included therein, in accordance with the State Administrative Tribunal Act 2004 and the Planning and Development Act 2005.

Financial/Budget Implications:

Not applicable. 

Policy implications:

Not Applicable.

Regional Significance:
Not Applicable. 

Sustainability implications:

Not Applicable. 

Consultation:

The Child Care Centre is a (‘D’) Land Use. Due to the location of the proposed shade sail being setback 19m from the front property boundary, and approximately 40m from the nearest residential property, there will be no adverse impact on the amenity of the locality as a result of the development. As such, advertising was not required in this instance. 

COMMENT

Under DPS2, the required side setback for non-residential buildings is 3 metres. The applicant is proposing a side setback of 0.5 metres to the north-eastern boundary, which adjoins the Warwick Commercial Centre. The proposed shade sail is setback a distance of approximately 19m from the front property boundary. There is also a distance of approximately 40m between the development and the closest residential properties, located on the northern side of Dugdale Street. 

The adjoining Warwick Commercial Centre is setback 3m from the common boundary with the subject site. A pedestrian pathway is located within this setback area, with a dense hedge and enclosed bin store located along the boundary and immediately adjacent to the location of the proposed shade sail. Significantly, the elevation of the Warwick Commercial Centre that faces the subject site has only one obscure glazed window located opposite the proposed development (refer to the Site Photographs – Attachment 3).

Conclusion

Having regard to the:

· small scale of the proposed structure;

· distances that the proposed structure is located from Dugdale Street and closest residential properties; 

· absence of any major openings along the south-western boundary of the adjoining Warwick Commercial Centre opposite the proposed structure; and

· partial screening of the proposed structure by the existing vegetation and bin store on the adjoining Warwick Commercial Centre site;

it is considered that the proposed boundary setback variation will not have a detrimental impact on any adjoining or surrounding properties, or the amenity of the area. As such, it is recommended that the proposed variation be supported and that the application is approved.  

ATTACHMENTS

Attachment 1

Aerial and Zoning Plans

Attachment 2

Development Plans 

Attachment 3

Site Photographs

VOTING REQUIREMENTS

Simple Majority

RECOMMENDATION

That Council:

1.
EXERCISES discretion under Clause 4.5.1 of District Planning Scheme No. 2 and determines that the side setback of 0.5m in lieu of 3m to the north-eastern boundary is appropriate in this instance; 

2.
APPROVES the application for Planning Approval dated 4 November 2008 submitted by Aqua Shades, as the applicant, for a shade sail addition to the existing Grove Child Care Centre at 6 Dugdale Street, Warwick, subject to the following condition:

(a)
this approval relates only to the proposed shade sail, as indicated on the approved plans. It does not relate to any other development on this lot.
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CJ027-02/09
MINUTES OF THE SENIORS INTERESTS ADVISORY COMMITTEE MEETING HELD ON 3 DECEMBER 2008 – [55511]
	WARD:
	All

	
	

	RESPONSIBLE
	Mr Clayton Higham

	DIRECTOR:
	Planning and Community Development


PURPOSE

To submit the unconfirmed minutes of the Seniors Interests Advisory Committee to Council for noting and endorsement of the recommendations contained therein.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

A meeting of the Seniors Interests Advisory Committee was held on 3 December 2008.

The items of business that were considered by the Committee were:

· Seniors Interests Advisory Committee - Meeting Dates 2009
· Aged Accommodation in the City of Joondalup
It is recommended that Council:

1
NOTES the confirmed minutes of the Seniors Interests Advisory Committee held on 3 December 2008 forming Attachment 1 to Report CJ027-02/09; 
2
NOTES the following dates for meetings of the Seniors Interests Advisory Committee:

· 4 February 2009

· 1 April 2009

· 3 June 2009

· 5 August 2009

· 7 October 2009; 

3
REQUESTS the following reports be prepared:

· A report including a map of where existing bus routes are within the City of Joondalup covering access from retirement villages to shopping centres, railway stations and public services;

· A report on the City of Joondalup Community Transport Program.

BACKGROUND

The SIAC was established for the benefit of exchanging views with residents of the City on matters related to seniors, an ageing population and the need for community input into the Seniors Plan, the Strategic Plan and other matters that impact upon seniors.

In accordance with its role, the Committee identified priority focus areas that complement various tasks and actions of the City’s Seniors Plan 2004-2008.  These include: seniors’ health issues, transport accessibility and affordability and staying active through leisure and entertainment.

Recommendations of the Committee will facilitate progress on initiatives that are generated by the provision of ongoing Seniors Plan status reports.  Other initiatives that complement the Seniors Plan such as the Transitions in Ageing Research Project Report will be useful resources to inform the review of the Seniors Plan, whilst the School Volunteer Program promotes intergenerational activities.

DETAILS

Issues and options considered:

The Motions moved at the Seniors Interests Advisory Committee meeting 3 December 2008 are shown below, together with officer’s comments.

1
Seniors Interests Advisory Committee - Meeting Dates 2009
The following Motion was carried at the meeting on 3 December 2008:


“That the Seniors Interests Advisory Committee RECOMMENDS that Council adopts the following dates for its meetings:

· 4 February 2009

· 1 April 2009

· 3 June 2009

· 5 August 2009

· 7 October 2009 ”
Officer’s Comment

It is important that the dates are set ahead of time to allow for the preparation of agenda items and information provided to the committee. 

A meeting for December 2009 has not been listed. This is because, according to procedure, all committees will be disbanded following the Council elections scheduled in October 2009. The Seniors Interests Advisory Committee will be listed for re-instatement once the Council election process is complete.

2
Aged Accommodation in the City of Joondalup
The following Motion was carried at the meeting on 3 December 2008:

“That the Seniors Interests Advisory Committee NOTES the information provided in this Report on the availability of Aged Accommodation within the City of Joondalup.”

Officer’s Comment

Low and high care facilities have no vacancies (most with waiting lists) with only a few vacancies in independent living accommodation. 

According to the Australian Bureau of Statistics survey in 2006, 28.3% of the City’s population were over 50 (42,000 people).  The size of the older population is increasing as the baby boomers move into this phase of their lives. The Accommodation Report and the projected increase in the City’s ageing population demonstrate the need for an accommodation capacity increase in the City. 

An increase in the rate of development approvals for seniors accommodation of 1.15% will cater for the existing seniors population. As the population of the City of Joondalup ages, the amount of residential care requires a further increase in aged accommodation facilities. 

REQUESTS FOR REPORTS FOR FUTURE CONSIDERATION

The following Motion was carried at the meeting on 3 December 2008:


“The following reports be prepared:

· A report including a map of where existing bus routes are within the City of Joondalup covering access from retirement villages to shopping centres, railway stations and public services;

· A report on the City of Joondalup Community Transport Program.”
Officer’s Comment

The requested reports will enable the City to identify the accessibility of aged accommodation to public services facilities. Any gaps identified will be important for service planning and the provision of recommendations to the Public Transport Authority. Every effort is made by the Public Transport Authority to place bus stops in close proximity to residences with priority being given to aged accommodation.  

Link to Strategic Plan:

The Seniors Interests Advisory Committee is linked to the Strategic Plan through the following objectives:

· To develop, provide and promote a diverse range of lifelong learning opportunities.

· To meet the cultural needs and values of the community.

· To continue to provide services that meet changing needs of a diverse and growing Community.

· To work with the community to enhance safety and security in a healthy environment.

· To continue to meet changing demographic needs.

· To ensure the City responds to and communicates with the community.

Legislation – Statutory Provisions:

Not Applicable.

Risk Management considerations:

Not Applicable.

Financial/Budget Implications:

Not Applicable.

Policy implications:

The existing policies that are deemed to have the most impact on seniors are:
· Access and inclusion (access to community facilities and public space: overcoming barriers that could prevent participation in community activities)
· Rates (reduced rates for seniors)
· Fees and Charges (reduced fees for seniors for some services)
· Use of community facilities (accommodation provided free of charge to seniors groups under the “subsidised use” policy).
Regional Significance:

The Seniors Interests Advisory Committee is a locally focussed group, established by Council to represent and advocate for the needs of seniors within the City of Joondalup.  
Sustainability implications:

Not Applicable.

Consultation:

A consultation plan has been developed to ensure that the Plan captures current issues, trends and concerns.
COMMENT

Not Applicable. 

ATTACHMENTS

Attachment 1
Minutes of the Seniors Interests Advisory Committee meeting held on 3 December 2008 

VOTING REQUIREMENTS

Simple Majority.

RECOMMENDATION

That Council:

1
NOTES the confirmed minutes of the Seniors Interests Advisory Committee meeting held on 3 December 2008 forming Attachment 1 to Report CJ027-02/09;

2
NOTES the following dates for the Seniors Interest Advisory Committee meetings:

· 4 February 2009

· 1 April 2009

· 3 June 2009

· 5 August 2009

· 7 October 2009; 

3
Council REQUESTS the following reports be prepared:

(a)
A report including a map of where existing bus routes are within the City of Joondalup covering access from retirement villages to shopping centres, railway stations and public services;

(b)
A report on the City of Joondalup Community Transport Program.

Appendix 24 refers

To access this attachment on electronic document, click here: Attach24brf100209.pdf
CJ028-02/09
CITY OF JOONDALUP ENTRY STATEMENTS DESIGN DRAWINGS – [37196] [44697]
	WARD:
	All

	
	

	RESPONSIBLE
	Mr Clayton Higham

	DIRECTOR:
	Planning and Community Development


PURPOSE

To seek Council’s endorsement for the design of the entry statements for the City and allocation of funds for their construction. 

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

A suitably qualified designer was engaged by the City to assist in designing Entry Statements.

In accordance with the resolution of Council in September 2007, the appointed designer attended a number of Strategy Sessions to assist with the development of the design.

The final design is a product of an extensive design process with input from Elected Members.  Following endorsement of the design, tenders will be called for the construction of the Entry Statements.

BACKGROUND

Entry Statements have been considered by the Council over many years. In 2001/2002 the five year capital works program included $75,000 for Entry Statement works. Prototypes were designed and installed. On the basis of community feedback the entry statements as proposed were not proceeded with. An amount of $75,000 was included in the Capital Works up to, and including, the 2006/2007 five year capital works program.

Elected Members were surveyed between December 2006 and March 2007 on various entry statement options. The feedback from the survey was reported to Council in September 2007. In terms of future location of the entry statements, the majority of responses from Elected Members supported the provisional locations identified on the map (see attachment 1). 

At its meeting held 25 September 2007, the City sought further direction from Council for developing and implementing Entry Statements for the City of Joondalup.

At that meeting Council resolved to:

1
REQUEST the Chief Executive Officer to appoint a suitably qualifies designer to assist 
in designing Entry Statements for the City of Joondalup;

2
REFER consideration of Entry Statements for the City of Joondalup to the next available Strategy session;

3
INVITE the appointed designer to attend the Strategy Session that considers the Entry Statements for the City of Joondalup;

4
REQUEST the Chief Executive Officer to advise the suitably qualified designer of a requirement to make the entry statement design reasonably vandal and graffiti proof.

The City appointed Greg Grabasch, Landscape Architect, Urban design and Landscape Architecture (UDLA) to undertake this project. In accordance with the resolution of Council the designer attended a number of Strategy Sessions and conducted workshops with Elected Members to assist with the development of the preferred design. Following the final session with Elected Members on 19 August 2008 the consultants have prepared a report which provides detailed design drawings and documentation including estimated costs of the preferred entry statement (see attachment 2).

DETAILS

The consultant describes the concept for the City’s Entry statements as follows:

‘A memorable gateway into the City of Joondalup, with visitors and residents “moving through” the design.

A clear Joondalup sign informs people of where they are entering while the rest of the design mimics a city skyline and the individual elements are an interpretative reflection of what is the City of Joondalup (past, present and future)’

The concept comprises four elements being the poles, Joondalup sign, trees with lighting and ground treatment. Each of these elements is described below.

Constant Element One - Poles

The staggered line of poles represent a city skyline. Furthermore, each pole reflects a specific concept through its colour (matte) and motif. (The reflective stick on motif on portions of each pole will glow at night from headlights). The number of each colour will vary depending on location.

Constant Element Two – Joondalup Sign

A consistent element at each location, it clearly states where a person is. Constructed from brushed steel with the text made from a reflective material that is brightly up lit at night. (5m tall x 0.6m wide) The exit sign is half width at 5m tall x 0.3m wide.

Constant Element Three – Trees

A species suited to each location will be chosen and grouped on the back batter to form a gateway entrance behind the poles. Dim canopy/trunk up lighting will create a night time spectacle.

Constant Element Four – Ground Treatment

A clear ground treatment of gravel will ensure all focus is on the gateway of poles and trees. This clear surveillance will discourage vandals. The lifted ground plane creates a crescendo to the gateway for vehicles to move through.

The concept presented in the attached drawings is indicative of one of the main entry statements to the City, however, this may be scaled down for the less significant entry points to the City as identified in the future.

Risk Management considerations:

The concept has been designed in accordance with the Australian Standards to minimise any risks associated with vehicle or pedestrian movement through the proposed Entry Statements.

Financial/Budget Implications:

There is no allocation in the current budget for Entry Statements. Each Entry Statement is estimated by the consultant to cost $125,250 (estimate 31/10/2008).

The priority map identifies three locations. The total estimated cost would therefore be $375,750.

COMMENT

The concept design is unique and very distinctive. The design is also very reflective of the City of Joondalup. Elected Members have had extensive opportunity to provide input into the design through a number of workshops held with the designer.

The design is therefore submitted to Council for endorsement. 

Following Council’s endorsement the next step would be to go to tender, however, until budget funds have been allocated this step will be put on hold. Council may, therefore, consider an allocation of funds in the 2009/2010 budget.

ATTACHMENTS

Attachment 1
Priority locations for Entry Statements

Attachment 2
Landscape consultation report – City of Joondalup Primary Entry Statement

VOTING REQUIREMENTS

Simple Majority.

RECOMMENDATION

That Council:

1
ENDORSES the concept design for the Entry Statements for the City of Joondalup as presented in Attachment 2 to Report CJ028-02/09;

2
LISTS for consideration in the Draft Budget 2009/2010 an amount of $375,750 for Entry Statements.

Appendix 25 refers

To access this attachment on electronic document, click here: Attach25brf100209.pdf
Disclosure of Financial Interests

	Name/Position
	Cr Albert Jacob

	Item No/Subject
	CJ029-02/09  -  Review of the Currambine District Centre Structure Plan

	Nature of interest
	Financial

	Extent of Interest
	Cr Jacob is in the process of purchasing a property within the district centre


CJ029-02/09
REVIEW OF THE CURRAMBINE DISTRICT CENTRE STRUCTURE PLAN – [47351]

	WARD:
	North 

	
	

	RESPONSIBLE
	Mr Clayton Higham

	DIRECTOR:
	Planning and Community Development


PURPOSE

For Council to consider the review of the Currambine District Centre Structure Plan No 6 (Structure Plan).

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Council requested a review of the Structure Plan at its meeting of 10 June 2008.

A report on the issues and options regarding the review was presented to the Strategy Session on 16 September 2008.  The review has now been completed and it is recommended that no changes be made to the Structure Plan.  The review found that the Structure Plan was developed in accordance with Main Street design principles, it was advertised for public comment and the outcomes were incorporated into the Structure Plan. 

The majority of the Structure Plan area has proposals over the various lots; there are only two lots that have no current applications over them.  As a result of this, it is not recommended to make any changes to the Structure Plan.  It is therefore recommended that Council notes that the review of the Structure Plan has been completed and makes no changes to the Structure Plan.

BACKGROUND

The area encompassed by the Structure Plan comprises approximately 18.35 hectares and is bounded by Shenton and Delamere Avenues, Chesapeake Way, Hobsons Gate and Marmion Avenue (refer Attachment 1).

The subject land is zoned ‘Commercial’, ‘Business’, ‘Civic and Cultural’ and ‘Residential – R40’ under the City of Joondalup District Planning Scheme No 2 (DPS2).  Lot 929 is listed as the Currambine District Centre under Schedule 3 of DPS2, with a retail net lettable area of 10,000m2.

The current retail floorspace upon Lot 929 is approximately 5413m2, comprising 4083m2 of supermarket and 1330m2 of specialty stores.  In addition, 229m2 of office floor space is provided, which is considered non-retail floor space.
Council at its 10 June 2008 meeting refused an application for planning approval for a Liquor Store at Lot 929 (1244) Marmion Avenue, Currambine (report CJ106-06/08 refers).  Concern was expressed by members of the community and Elected Members regarding the potential impact the sale of packaged alcohol from the District Centre could have on the amenity of the area.  Part of the resolution of Council called for a review of the Structure Plan:

“2
REVIEWS the Currambine District Centre Structure Plan and seeks urgent advice on:

(a)
the rationale leading to the adoption of the structure plan;

(b)
the timing of adoption of the plan and any changes;

(c)
the potential impact of any proposals lodged or identified for the structure plan area.”

A report on the issues and options regarding the review of the Structure Plan was presented to the Strategy Session on 16 September 2008.  

Issues and options considered:

Several options were identified for Elected Members regarding the control of liquor related land uses.  The options were:

Option 1 – No change

Determine applications on their merit in accordance with their land use permissibility and compliance with the provisions of the Structure Plan.

Option 2 – Greater control of liquor related uses

Amend the Structure Plan to set design criteria that restricts the location and operation of liquor related land uses such as Hotels, Night Clubs, Taverns and Liquor Stores, but continue to allow Restaurants without any further restrictions or controls.

Option 3 – Prohibition of liquor related uses

Amend the Structure Plan to prohibit liquor related land uses such as Hotels, Night Clubs, Taverns and Liquor Stores, but continue to allow Restaurants.

Since the initial review in September, a number of Development Applications within the Structure Plan have been received and determined.

Development Applications within the Structure Plan area:

The following lists the development applications for land within the Structure Plan area (refer to Attachment 2 for location):

	Address
	Proposed Development
	Status

	24 Delamere Avenue
	63 Grouped Dwellings
	Approved by Council October 2008.

	74 Delamere Avenue
	Showrooms, Offices, Foodhall and Convenience Store
	Waiting on additional information.

	86 Delamere Avenue
	Showrooms, Offices, Convenience Store and a Shop
	Currently being assessed.

	94 Delamere Drive
	Tavern, Liquor Store and Video Store
	Application withdrawn.

	4 Hobsons Gate
	Showrooms and Shop
	Approved by Council December 2008.

	14 Hobsons Gate
	Offices/ Showrooms and Aged Persons Dwellings

Tavern, Offices and Shop
	Refused by Council July 2008.

Approved by Council November 2008.

	1244 Marmion Avenue
	Liquor Store
	Refused by Council June 2008. Currently subject to review by the State Administrative Tribunal.


The only lot within the Structure Plan area that has not yet been subject to an application is 11 Chesapeake Way.  In addition, no further applications have been submitted for 94 Delamere Avenue.  Therefore, only two lots within the Structure Plan area have no current development applications over them.

DETAILS

The outcome of the review is detailed below.

Rationale leading to the adoption of the Structure Plan:

The need for a Structure Plan arose in March 2002.  The owners of the shopping centre sought to expand the centre from approximately 6,500m2 (excluding cinemas) to 10,000m2 of retail space in a manner to be integrated with the future community facility.

The purpose of the Structure Plan is to:

1.
Create a framework for a Village Style District Centre developed along Main Street Principles (providing a strong sense of place and support for social, economic and environmental sustainability) and serving the surrounding local residential neighbourhoods.

2.
Create a safe, attractive and vibrant centre that will be sustainable over time and contribute to the quality of life of the local community.  

3.
Focus on land uses that support the best outcome for the site within its context and constraints.  

This is expressed in the objectives and criteria for each of the zones within the Structure Plan.

Attachment 1 shows the zoning of the land.  The Structure Plan does not change the permissibility of land uses with the Zones; the permissibility is in accordance with DPS2.

Timing of adoption of the Structure Plan:

The Structure Plan was adopted by the Council for the purpose of public advertising in September 2005 following considerable time in preparing the draft structure plan (report CJ194-09/05 refers).  That report states that the town planning and urban design principles used to prepare the structure plan are in accordance with the Council’s previous resolution for the centre’s future growth to evolve from an internalised shopping centre model to a traditional mainstream model.  

The Structure Plan was advertised for public comment from 24 November 2005 to 22 December 2005 (report CJ16-02/06 refers).  A total of 28 submissions were received, of which 19 supported or did not object to the Structure Plan and 9 objected to the Structure Plan.  As a result of the advertising, the Structure Plan was modified so that all buildings within the Business Zone fronting Delamere Avenue must present a 2 storey façade to the street and be sympathetic in scale and built form to minimise the impact on the amenity of the adjacent residential dwellings.  In addition, all applications for development in this area are required to be advertised for public comment.

The Structure Plan was adopted and endorsed by the WAPC on 29 August 2006.  It has not been amended since its adoption.

Potential Impact of Proposals:

The potential impact of a proposal is identified as part of the assessment of the proposal when the application is lodged with the City.  Development applications are assessed on their merits in accordance with the requirements of DPS2 and the Structure Plan.  

Some of the factors taken into consideration when assessing a proposal are:

· traffic and parking; 

· noise;

· land use permissibility;

· setbacks;

· landscaping; and

· height.

There are only two lots remaining within the Structure Plan area that have no current development applications over them.  Therefore the potential impact of proposals within the Structure Plan area has largely been assessed and determined by Council.

Options:

· Amend the Currambine District Centre Structure Plan; 

· Not amend the Currambine District Centre Structure Plan; or
· Amend DPS2 to restrict the land uses for the remaining lots located within Lot 5000 (94) Delamere Avenue to those that do not allow the sale of alcohol.

Link to Strategic Plan:

Not applicable.

Legislation – Statutory Provisions:

Under Clause 9.7 of DPS2 Council may amend a structure plan.  Public Notice of the amendment must be given in accordance with Clause 9.5, unless the amendment is minor in nature and does not alter the intent of the structure plan or cause detriment to land within the structure plan area.  Council may apply the provisions of Clause 9.6 in the consideration of the amended structure plan.

Risk Management considerations:

Not applicable

Financial/Budget Implications:

Not applicable

Policy implications:

Not applicable

Regional Significance:

Not applicable

Sustainability implications:

Not applicable

Consultation:

Not applicable 
COMMENT

The review found that the Structure Plan was developed in accordance with Main Street design principles, it was advertised for public comment and the outcomes were incorporated into the Structure Plan. 

With the exception of two lots, there are current development proposals for all lots within the Structure Plan area.  It is therefore considered that a further review of the Structure Plan is not necessary as Council has made determinations on applications over the majority of land within the Structure Plan area.

The main issue appears to be with regards to liquor related land uses as Council refused an application for a Liquor Store at 1244 Marmion Avenue, (and it was at this meeting that Council called for a review of the Structure Plan).  However, Council at its meeting of 25 November 2008 (report CJ252-11/08 refers) approved a Tavern at 14 Hobsons Gate.  It is considered that this location within the Structure Plan area is appropriate for a Tavern as it is the furthest site from existing residential areas within the Currambine District Centre and the Tavern is opposite Showrooms and a Shop which should not be adversely affected by the Tavern land use.

Given that Council has approved a Tavern within the Structure Plan area and that the majority of sites have development proposals over them, it is not considered necessary to make any changes to the Structure Plan at this point in time.  It is therefore recommended that Council proceed with option 1 – no change.  Applications should continue to be assessed on their merits in regards to both land use and compliance with the provisions of the Structure Plan. 

The remaining two lots within the Structure Plan area without current approvals could apply for a Tavern, Restaurant, or other liquor related land use, however, it is  considered that any application would be assessed on its merits once submitted.  All development applications for discretionary “D” land uses are advertised to the community via sign on site, advertisements in the local newspaper and letters to adjoining landowners.  This process gives the community the opportunity to comment on the land use proposed and Council can take into consideration the opinions of the community in their determination of the application.

It is therefore recommended that Council notes that the review of the Structure Plan has been completed and makes no changes to the Structure Plan.
ATTACHMENTS

Attachment 1
Location Plan

Attachment 2
Currambine District Centre Structure Plan

VOTING REQUIREMENTS

Simple Majority

RECOMMENDATION

That Council:

1
NOTES the review of the Currambine District Centre Structure Plan; 

2
DOES NOT amend the Currambine District Centre Structure Plan.

Appendix 26 refers

To access this attachment on electronic document, click here: Attach26brf100209.pdf
CJ030-02/09
REVIEW OF CASH-IN-LIEU CAR PARKING FEES FOR THE CITY OF JOONDALUP – [72020]

	WARD:
	All

	
	

	RESPONSIBLE
	Mr Clayton Higham

	DIRECTOR:
	Planning and Community Development


PURPOSE

The purpose of this report is for Council to consider adopting revised cash-in-lieu car parking fees for the City of Joondalup.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Council requires that the cash-in-lieu car parking fees are reviewed on an annual basis.  An independent licensed land valuer was commissioned to review of the current commercial land values within the City of Joondalup.  In addition, the construction costs of a car bay are added to the land value.

The current value per car bay is considered to be:

Joondalup City Centre - $34,323

Standard District Centres (Service Industrial/Commercial Land) - $25,929

Beachfront Commercial - $69,429

It is recommended that Council amend the Schedule of Fees and Charges to include the revised fees for the payment of cash in lieu of parking.

BACKGROUND

Council at its meeting of 4 April 2006 (CJ056 - 04/06 refers) resolved to review the cash-in-lieu car parking fees on an annual basis.  The fees were last updated on 30 July 2007 as part of the annual budget review process.  The current cash-in-lieu figures are:

Joondalup City Centre - $30,458

Standard District Centres (Service Industrial/Commercial Land) - $22,820

Beachfront Commercial - $69,320

Clause 4.11 of DPS2 allows Council to consider accepting a payment in lieu of the on-site provision of car parking.  Cash-in-lieu of car parking provides a potential alternative to the development of on-site car parking should there be a shortfall in the provision of car parking bays as outlined under Table 2 of DPS2.  The DPS2 provision does not replace the developer’s responsibility to provide on-site parking, but rather is a mechanism to enable otherwise desirable developments, for which the full amount of parking cannot be provided on site, to proceed.  However, in accordance with Clause 4.11, there must be an adequate provision or a reasonable expectation in the immediate future, that there will be adequate provision for public car parking in the proximity of the proposed development.

The payment of cash in lieu is applied in accordance with Policy 7-10 – Cash-in-lieu of car parking.  The cash-in-lieu parking fees are set within the Schedule of Fees and Charges and referenced from Policy 7-10.

DETAILS

Land Valuation Review

The City commissioned an independent licensed land valuer to undertake a review of the current commercial land values within the City of Joondalup.  At the completion of the review, a report was provided to the City outlining the current land values.  The figures were calculated at a rate per square metre and broken down into three land use categories.  These land use categories and per square metre land values are:

Joondalup City Centre - $1250 per square metre of land

Standard District Centres - $800 per square metre of land

Beachfront Commercial - $2,000 - $2,500 per square metre of land

Construction Costs

Policy 7-10 states that a car bay (at-grade) is assumed to require 30m² in area.  A bay within a multi-level car park (applicable to the City Centre) requires 32m2.  Construction costs are also added to the cash-in-lieu figure, which are currently estimated to be $1,929 for an at-grade bay, and $20,990 for a bay within a multi-level car park (applicable to the City Centre).  

Current Value per Bay

Given the above parameters, the current value per car bay has been assessed to be:

Joondalup City Centre - $34,323

Standard District Centres (Service Industrial/Commercial Land) - $25,929

Beachfront Commercial - $69,429

In regard to the Joondalup City Centre figure, the land value component has been based on the development of a 3 storey multi-deck car park, whereby the land value would be amortised over the total development.  The land value has therefore been reduced to one-third (i.e. $416.67m2) to account for the three levels of the car park.

Options:

Council has the option to:

· Adopt the revised cash-in-lieu car parking valuations; or

· Not adopt the revised cash-in-lieu car parking valuations.

Link to Strategic Plan:

Not applicable.

Legislation – Statutory Provisions:

Clause 4.11 of DPS2 allows Council to accept the payment of cash in lieu of parking.

Risk Management considerations:

Not applicable.

Financial/Budget Implications:

The funds received by the City from cash-in-lieu car parking arrangements will contribute towards the provision and management of future car parking facilities within the locality.

All funds received from cash in lieu payments are placed in a Reserve fund for that specific purpose.
Policy implications:

Policy 7-10 – Cash-in-lieu of car parking refers.

Regional Significance:

Not applicable.

Sustainability implications:

Cash-in-lieu of car parking enables public car parking to be provided in strategic locations, and assists in reducing the amount of private land that is given over to car parking, which could be used for other development.

Regulating the amount of car parking in the City Centre will also assist in encouraging other forms of transport to access the City Centre.
Consultation:

Not applicable.

COMMENT

The updated cash in lieu figures ensure that any cash in lieu required is paid at the current market rate.  It is recommended that Council amends the Schedule of Fees and Charges to include the revised cash in lieu parking fees.

ATTACHMENTS

Nil

VOTING REQUIREMENTS

Absolute Majority

RECOMMENDATION

That Council:

1
NOTES the review of Cash-in-Lieu Car Parking Fees for the City of Joondalup;

2
AGREES to the following updated fee relating to cash-in-lieu payment for car parking being included in the 2009/10 budget:

· Joondalup City Centre - $34,323

· Standard District Centres (Service Industrial/Commercial Land) - $25,929

· Beachfront Commercial - $69,429

CJ031-02/09
MINOR AMENDMENTS TO CITY’S MASTER PLANNING PROCESS – [69612]
	WARD:
	All

	
	

	RESPONSIBLE
	Mr Clayton Higham

	DIRECTOR:
	Planning and Community Development


PURPOSE

To provide details of the proposed minor amendments to the City’s Master Planning Process.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

In April 2008, Council endorsed the City’s Master Planning Process.  The first master planning project being undertaken by the City is the Edgewater Quarry site.  The second project approved by Council is the Percy Doyle Reserve Master Plan.

In initiating the Percy Doyle Reserve project, a review of the Master Planning Process was conducted.  Through the Edgewater Quarry project, a better understanding has been gained on the most effective way to implement the master planning process.  Some minor amendments to the process have been recommended including combining the concurrent planning and initiation stages into one stage, changing the timings for key tasks and changing the terms ‘Council Action’ to Elected Member engagement in each consultation process. 

This report outlines the minor amendments recommended to the Master Planning Process.

It is recommended that Council ENDORSES the City’s revised Master Planning Process.

BACKGROUND

At its meeting in April 2008, Council gave consideration to a report on master planning principles and processes (CJ062-04/08 refers) and resolved to:-

“ENDORSE the City’s Master Planning Principles and Process to be applied to all future developments and upgrades of sport, leisure and recreational facilities and infrastructure within the City, as detailed in Attachments 1 and 2 to Report CJ062-04/08;

NOTE that further master planning projects will be listed for consideration in the 2008/2009 budget.”
The first master planning project being undertaken by the City is the Edgewater Quarry site. The second project approved by Council is the Percy Doyle Reserve Master Plan.

DETAILS

In initiating the Percy Doyle Reserve Master Planning Project, a review was conducted of the City’s Master Planning Process.  This review was undertaken in light of what has been learnt  to date through the Edgewater Quarry Master Planning Project.  As this project is now approaching the Concept Design stage, a better understanding has been gained on the most effective process for master planning projects. 

A copy of the City’s original Master Planning Process has been provided in attachment 1, with the proposed Master Planning Process detailed in attachment 2. The key changes to the process have been summarised below; 

· Involvement of Elected Members (Consultation)
The involvement of Elected Members in the process is currently referred to as “Council Action’.  This has been amended where appropriate to reflect the fact that it is actually Elected Member engagement and consultation that is undertaken rather than a direct action or resolution of Council that is required. This change has been proposed for Stages 1, 2, and part of stage 3.
· Project Initiation and Project Planning

Stage 1 (Project Initiation) and Stage 2 (Project Planning) have been combined into one stage (Project Initiation and Planning).  Previously these two stages occurred concurrently, so combining them into one stage is a logical amendment that will improve efficiency in the process.

· Detailed Design

Developing a detailed design for a concept plan was originally listed in the Funding and Approval stage.  This has been moved into the Feasibility Analysis stage to ensure the projected costs of the proposed concept plan are taken into consideration when assessing the feasibility for a project.

· Community Consultation

The Community Consultation process in the Construction stage has been amended to reflect that the consultation actually occurs before the construction phase takes place.

Link to Strategic Plan:

Objective 1.2: 
 To engage proactively with the community.

Strategy 1.2.4: 
The City maintains its commitment to public engagement, allowing, deputations and public statement times, in addition to the legislative requirements for public participation.

Outcome: 
 The City acts with a clear understanding of the wishes of its community.

Objective 5.2: 
 To facilitate healthy lifestyles within the community.

Strategy 5.2.1: 
The City provides high quality recreation facilities and programs.

Outcome: 
The Joondalup community is provided with opportunities to lead a healthy   

                         
lifestyle.

COMMENT

The Master Planning process was developed to provide clear direction for the City in undertaking Master Planning projects including details of when data and information is collected, how Elected Members and the community are engaged and the timelines established for each stage.  The minor amendments to the process outlined in this report will ensure that the integrity of the Master Planning Framework remains, with improvements based on “lessons learnt” through the Edgewater Quarry project.

ATTACHMENTS

Attachment 1 
 
Original Master Planning Process

Attachment 2

Revised Master Planning Process 


VOTING REQUIREMENTS

Simple Majority

RECOMMENDATION

That Council ENDORSES the City’s revised Master Planning Process as outlined in Attachment 2 to Report CJ031-02/09.

Appendix 27 refers

To access this attachment on electronic document, click here: Attach27brf100209.pdf
CJ032-02/09
PROPOSED ADDITIONS OF SELF STORAGE UNITS TO AN EXISTING SELF STORAGE FACILITY AT LOT 304 (129) WINTON ROAD, JOONDALUP – [034060] 
	WARD:
	North 

	
	

	RESPONSIBLE
	Mr Clayton Higham

	DIRECTOR:
	Planning and Community Development


PURPOSE

The purpose of this report is to request Council’s determination of an application for planning approval for the addition of 280 self-storage units, being an extension to an existing self-storage facility at Lot 304 (129) Winton Road, Joondalup.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

The proposal involves the addition of 280 storage units to the existing self storage facility. The subject site is located at the northern end of Winton Road, immediately south of Shenton Avenue and immediately east of the Mitchell Freeway Reserve, Joondalup.

An identical application was previously approved by Council at its meeting of May, 2006. This application has been re-submitted as the approval under DA06/0287 (dated 9th June, 2006) has lapsed.

The proposal represents the final stage of development for the self storage facility. The first two stages of the development occurred in 1997 and 1999 respectively. There are currently 500 units within the self-storage facility, with a Net Lettable Area (NLA) of approximately 5800m². There are 77 car parking bays servicing the existing stages of the development. A further 18 bays are proposed to be added.

The proposed extensions comprise a two-storey building, with 1717m² NLA floor space to be provided on both floors (3424m² totals).

“Self Storage Facility” is a use not listed under the District Planning Scheme No 2 (DPS2), however the existing use of the site is considered to be consistent with the objectives and purpose of the Service Industrial Zone. 

BACKGROUND

Suburb/Location: 
Lot 304 Winton Road, Joondalup 

Applicant:  

Planning Solutions 
Owner:  

Trust Company of Australia 
Zoning:
DPS:  
Service Industrial 


MRS:  Urban 

Site Area:  

1.3626 hectares 
Structure Plan:  
Not Applicable 

The subject site is located at Lot 304 (129) Winton Road, Joondalup, at the northern end of Winton Road, immediately south of Shenton Avenue and immediately east of the Mitchell Freeway Reserve. The site, which is partly developed, is currently used as a self storage facility.

This is the third and final stage of development of this site. The previous stages of the development were approved in 1997 and 1999 respectively. The plans for the first two stages showed an outline plan for the total development of the site. The third stage is similar to this plan, apart from the development being two storeys and located along the southern boundary.

The first stage of the development involved the construction of 4 buildings with a total storage floor space of approximately 4000m². There were 60 car parking bays provided to service the storage units.

The second stage of the development involved extensions to the existing buildings and construction of a single stand-alone storage building. The floor space of the second stage additions was approximately 1800m². An additional 17 car parking bays were provided to service this stage of the development.

At its meeting of May 2006, Council resolved that pursuant to Clause 3.3 of DPS2 the proposed use is consistent with the objectives of the service industrial zone, and should be permitted. It was further resolved to accept a car parking standard of 1 car parking bay per 100m2 of NLA for this use class.

DETAILS

The proposed development consists of the addition of 280 self storage units to an existing 500 unit self storage facility within the Winton Road service industrial area. The proposed additions are two storey with a floor space addition of 3424m² NLA. Nil setbacks are proposed to the western (approximately 30 metres in length) and southern (approximately 77 metres) boundaries. The depth of the buildings is proposed to be approximately 20 metres.

A goods hoist and stairs are proposed, to provide access to the second storey storage units. It is also proposed that trolleys be provided adjacent to the goods hoist, to assist customers in transferring their goods to the second storey units.

An additional 18 car parking bays are proposed to service the additions, resulting in a total of 95 bays servicing the fully developed self-storage facility.

The following table outlines compliance with DPS2:

	STANDARD

Building Setback for

Non Residential Buildings
	REQUIRED
	PROVIDED
	COMPLIANCE

	Front Boundary (east)

Winton Rd Frontage 
	Minimum 6m
	15.7m
	Yes

	Side and rear boundaries 
	As per the BCA

Nil Permitted 
	Nil 
	Yes 


Issues and options considered:

Council is required to determine whether the proposed land use is consistent with an existing use under Table 1 of District Planning Scheme No 2. If it is not it is deemed to be an unlisted land use class.

If Council determines it to be a listed use class, the application must be determined in accordance with the permissibility of that use in the Service Industrial zone under DPS2. However, if it is considered that the proposed use is a use class not listed in DPS2, Council then needs to determine whether the proposal meets the objectives and purpose of the Service Industrial Zone and therefore, if the proposed use:

(i) 
may be consistent with the objectives and intent or the zone, and advertising of the proposal is required before a decision can be made on the development application, and;

(ii) 
should be considered to be a permitted land use; or 

(iii)
is a prohibited land use 

Secondly, having determined the land use classification, Council is then required to make a determination on the application for Planning Approval. In this instance, the issues to be considered are car parking, design and setbacks.

Link to Strategic Plan:

The proposal is not considered to have any strategic plan impacts as the self storage facility is an existing development.  

Legislation – Statutory Provisions:

The subject site is zoned Service Industrial under the City’s DPS2. Clause 3.10 of states:

The Service Industrial Zone is intended to provide for a wide range of business, industrial and recreational developments which the Council may consider would be inappropriate in Commercial and Business Zones and which are capable of being conducted in a manner which will prevent them being obtrusive, or detrimental to the local amenity.

The objectives of the Service Industrial Zone are to:

(a) 
accommodate a range of light industries, showrooms and warehouses, entertainment and recreational activities, and complementary business services which, by their nature, would not detrimentally affect the amenity of surrounding areas;

(b)
ensure that development within this zone creates an attractive façade to the street for the visual amenity of surrounding areas.

With regard to the self storage facility being a use class not listed, Clause 3.3 of the Scheme states:

If the use of the land for a particular purpose is not specifically mentioned in the Zoning Table and cannot reasonably be determined as falling within the interpretation of one of the use categories the Council may:

(a) 
determine that the use is consistent with the objectives and purposes of the

particular zone and is therefore permitted; or

(b)
 determine that the proposed use may be consistent with the objectives and

purpose of the zone and thereafter follow the procedures set down for an ‘A’

use in Clause 6.6.3 in considering an application for planning approval; or

(c) 
determine that the use is not consistent with the objectives and purposes of

the particular zone and is therefore not permitted.

Clause 4.5.1 of DPS2 allows the City to approve development proposals where standards or requirements of the Scheme have not been complied with:

4.5.1 
Except for development in respect of which the Residential Planning Codes apply and the requirements set out in Clauses 3.7.3 and 3.11.5, if a development is the subject of an application for planning approval and does not comply with a standard or requirement prescribed under the Scheme, the Council may, notwithstanding that non-compliance, approve the application unconditionally or subject to such conditions as the Council thinks fit.

4.5.2 
In considering an application for planning approval under this clause, where, in the opinion of Council, the variation is likely to affect any owners or occupiers in the general locality or adjoining the site which is subject of consideration for the variation, the Council shall:

(a) 
consult the affected parties by following one or more of the provisions for

advertising uses pursuant to clause 6.7.1 and

(b) 
have regard to any expressed views prior to making its decision to grant the

variation.

Clause 4.8 of DPS2 allows the City to consider appropriate car parking standards for all types of development within the City as follows:

4.8 
Car Parking Standards

4.8.1 
The design of off-street parking areas including parking for disabled shall be in accordance with Australian Standards AS 2890.1 or AS 2890.2 as amended from time to time. Car parking areas shall be constructed and maintained to the satisfaction of the Council.

4.8.2 
The number of on-site car parking bays to be provided for specified development shall be in accordance with Table 2. Where development is not specified in Table 2 the Council shall determine the parking standard. The Council may also determine that a general car parking standard shall apply irrespective of the development proposed in cases where it considers this to be appropriate.

Clause 6.8.1 of DPS2 requires that Council, when considering an application for Planning Approval, shall have due regard to the following:

(a) 
interests of orderly and proper planning and the preservation of the amenity of the

relevant locality;

(b) 
any relevant submissions by the applicant;

(c) 
any Agreed Structure Plan prepared under the provisions of Part 9 of the Scheme;

(d) 
any planning policy of the Council adopted under the provisions of clause 8.11;

(e) 
any other matter which under the provisions of the Scheme the Council is required to

have due regard;

(f) 
any policy of the Commission or its predecessors or successors or any planning

policy adopted by the Government of the State of Western Australia;

(g)
 any relevant proposed new town planning scheme of the Council or amendment or

proposed Metropolitan Region Scheme Amendment insofar as they can be regarded

as seriously entertained planning proposals;

(h)
 the comments or wishes of any public or municipal authority received as part of the

submission process;

(i) the comments or wishes of any objectors to or supporters of the application;

(j) 
any previous decision made by the Council in circumstances which are sufficiently similar for the previous decision to be relevant as a precedent, provided that the

Council shall not be bound by such precedent; and

(k) 
any other matter which in the opinion of the Council is relevant.
Risk Management considerations:

Not Applicable 

Financial/Budget Implications:

Not Applicable 

Policy implications:

Not Applicable 

Regional Significance:

Not Applicable 

Sustainability implications:

Not Applicable 

Consultation:

As outlined later in this report, it has been recommended that the land use be considered to be consistent with the objectives of the Service Industrial zone and thereby a permitted land use, not requiring public advertisement. The need to advertise the proposal is contingent upon Council’s acceptance of this recommendation. 

COMMENT

Determination of Land Use and Permissibility

The Town Planning Delegation Notice does not give delegated authority to determine an application for a use class not listed in Table 1 of DPS2 (the Zoning Table).

It is considered that a "Self Storage Facility" is not a listed land use in Table 1 – The Zoning Table of the DPS2. Therefore, Council is required to determine the matter having regard to the provisions of Clause 3.3 of DPS2. Under clause 3.3, it is necessary for Council to determine whether:

(i) the application meets the objectives of the Service Industrial zone and is therefore permitted;

(ii) the proposed use may be considered with the objectives and purpose of the Service Industrial Zone and, consequently should be advertised in accordance with clause 6.7 or 

(iii) the use is not consistent with the objectives and therefore refuse the application.

The objectives of the Service Industrial zone are to:

(a) 
accommodate a range of light industries, showrooms and warehouses, entertainment and recreational activities, and complementary business services which, by their nature, would not detrimentally affect the amenity of surrounding areas;

(b) 
ensure that development within this zone creates an attractive façade to the street for the visual amenity of surrounding areas.

The proposed self storage units are a relatively low-key land use which will provide for the storage of goods by individuals and businesses. The proposed use is similar in nature to warehouses and storage depots which have been established throughout the Winton Road service industrial area. The existing self storage facility has operated for a number of years without incident, and in this regard it is considered that the proposed additions will not detrimentally affect the amenity of the surrounding area.

With regard to (b) above, it is considered appropriate that a condition be imposed on the development approval requiring further articulation of the rear façade of the development facing the Mitchell Freeway. The current design depicts a blank concrete façade, however further articulation in the form of the feature panels as shown on the eastern front elevation of the proposal finished in the same colours and materials will assist in breaking up the building bulk.

The draft Joondalup City Centre Structure Plan proposes that lots adjoining the freeway be constructed with a minimum 25% of the façade facing the freeway reserve to be glazed.  As only a small portion of the façade will be visible from the Mitchell Freeway glazing was considered not to be necessary. Additionally the rear façade will be screened by existing vegetation within the reserve and the topography of the freeway batter (refer to Site Photographs – Attachment 3). 
In light of the above, it is considered that the proposed additions to the self storage units are consistent with the objectives and purposes of the Service Industrial Zone, as the use will be similar in nature to existing development on the site and within the surrounding locality, and would not detrimentally affect the amenity of the surrounding area.

The existing and proposed land use is therefore considered to be a use class not listed in Table 1 – The Zoning Table of DPS2, however, the land use is considered to be consistent with the objectives and purposes of the Service Industrial zone. If Council is of a similar position, then it is required to resolve as such in accordance with clause 3.3(a) of the Scheme.

Setbacks

The design of the development proposes to continue the building line from the existing storage units along the western boundary of the development site for approximately 30 metres, and then for a length of 77 metres along the southern boundary. Nil setbacks are proposed to the western and eastern boundaries. The depth of the building is proposed to be approximately 20 metres with a height of 6.5 metres. Access to the development is proposed to be provided from the existing crossover onto Winton Road.

DPS2 requires development within the Service Industrial zone to have a minimum setback of 6 metres from the front boundary, with side and rear setbacks to meet the requirements of the Building Codes of Australia (BCA). The BCA allow buildings to be constructed to a boundary provided the walls achieve the correct fire rating and openings are either a minimum of 3 metres from the boundary or protected. The proposal complies with these requirements. 

Car Parking

DPS2 does not prescribe a car parking standard for a Self Storage Facility. In terms of the development of the total site, 77 bays have already been provided on the subject site, through the previous planning approvals. An additional 18 car parking bays are proposed to service the additions. With the total floor space of the additions being in the vicinity of 3400m², the proposed parking for the additions is at a rate of approximately 1 bay per 189m².

With a total existing floor space of 5833m², the current car parking provision is at a rate of 1 bay per 75m². The combined car parking, inclusive of the additions and the existing development, represents a total of 95 bays and a total NLA of 9267m². The overall rate for the development (Stages 1, 2 and 3 combined) would therefore be in the order of 1 per 98m² NLA.

In this instance, it is considered appropriate that a car parking standard of 1 car parking space per 100m² of NLA for the overall development should apply, given that:

· industrial car parking standards have been established for uses such as factories and warehouses, which have different customer usage patterns than self storage units and generally have greater number of employees ( for example warehouse has a car parking requirement of 1 bay per 50m²);   

· A maximum of 2 persons are employed at the self storage facility at any given time, and the City has no record of complaint or issue related to the current parking provision at the facility;

· Persons with materials stored in a self storage facility would not be expected to access these materials on a regular basis;

· Site visits undertaken by the City’s Officers have indicated minimal parking usage of the facility during regular work hours.

In light of the above, it is considered that the proposed allocation of 18 additional car parking bays is appropriate, and will be sufficient to accommodate the anticipated demand for the facility.

Additionally, Council previously resolved to support a car parking standard of 1 bay per 100m2 NLA. This development proposal has not been altered and is in accordance with the car parking standard. 

Conclusion:

The proposed use class “Self Storage Facility” is considered to be consistent with the objectives of the Service Industrial Zone, and therefore it is recommended that it be determined that it is a permitted use in this zone. The proposed addition of 280 self storage units is supported, as the proposal is generally consistent with the previously approved and constructed stages of the self storage facility, and the objectives of the Service Industrial Zone. 

The car parking provision for the site is supported, given the likely limited demand for use of the site. 

This application is identical to the expired Development Application (DA08/0287 – dated 9 June, 2006). It is recommended that Council conditionally approves the application for planning approval.

ATTACHMENTS

Attachment 1 

Locality Plans 

Attachment 2 

Development Plans 

Attachment 3 

Site photographs 

VOTING REQUIREMENTS

Simple Majority 

RECOMMENDATION

That Council:

1 DETERMINES under Clause 3.3(a) of District Planning Scheme No 2 that:

(a) Self Storage Facility is deemed to be a use class not listed;

(b) The proposed use meets the objectives and purpose of the Service Industrial zone, and therefore, is a permitted land use;

2 
Having regard to Clause 4.8.2 of the City of Joondalup District Planning Scheme No 2, DETERMINES that:

(a) the car parking standard for the use “Self Storage Facility” shall be one (1) car parking bay per 100m² Net Lettable Area;

(b) the number of existing and proposed parking bays meets the standard referred to in 2(a);

3 
Subject to 1 above, APPROVES the application for planning approval received on 12 December 2008, submitted by Planning Solutions Pty Ltd on behalf of the landowner, Trust Company of Australia, for the proposed additions and extensions to the existing self storage facility at Lot 304 (129) Winton Road, Joondalup, subject to the following conditions:

(a) The provision of 18 additional car parking bays, as depicted on the approved plans;

(b) The parking bays, driveways and points of ingress and egress to be designed in accordance with the Australian Standard for off street Car Parking (AS2890). Such areas are to be constructed, drained, marked and thereafter maintained to the satisfaction of the City prior to the development first being occupied. These works are to be done as part of the building program;

(c) An on site stormwater drainage system and points of ingress and egress to be designed in accordance with the Australian Standards for Offstreet Car Parking (AS2890). Such areas are to be constructed, drained and marked and thereafter maintained to the satisfaction of the City prior to the development first being occupied. These works are to be done as part of the building program;

(d) Parapet walls abutting the Mitchell Freeway Reserve and on the southern boundary on the development shall be of a clean finish and made good with anti-graffiti coated protection; 

(e) Landscape, reticulation and all verge treatments to be established in accordance with the approved plans prior to the development first being occupied and thereafter maintained to the satisfaction of the City;

(f) The vehicle movement system shall be clearly marked on the pavement of the approved area prior to the occupation; 

(g) No waste or other goods shall be stored on site. Except within the confines of the storage units; 

(h) Any advertising signage shall be subject to a separate application for Planning Approval. 

(i) Further articulation is to be provided to the western façade of the development facing the Mitchell Freeway in the form of featured panels as shown on the eastern elevation in the same colours and materials. 
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Disclosure of interest affecting impartiality

	Name/Position
	Cr Russel Fishwick

	Item No/Subject
	Item 34  -  Dedication of Portion of Warwick Road, Duncraig

	Nature of interest
	Interest that may affect impartiality

	Extent of Interest
	Cr Fishwick is the owner of a property adjacent to the subject portion of Warwick Road


CJ033-02/09
DEDICATION OF PORTION OF WARWICK ROAD, DUNCRAIG- [09384]
	WARD:
	South 

	
	

	RESPONSIBLE
	Mr Clayton Higham

	DIRECTOR:
	Planning and Community Development


PURPOSE

For Council to consider advising the Department for Planning and Infrastructure’s State Land Services Division that Council is agreeable to the dedication of a portion of Warwick Road, Duncraig.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

A search by the Department for Planning and Infrastructure (State Land Services) records has revealed that a portion of Warwick Road, Duncraig, was not formally dedicated at the time the surrounding land was subdivided in the 1970’s.  State Land Services wishes to dedicate this portion of road and requests confirmation from the City on whether the public has had uninterrupted use of this road for a period not less than ten (10) years and whether the City is agreeable to the dedication of the private road as a dedicated road.

BACKGROUND

Suburb/Location: Subject land held in Certificate of Titles 537/100A, 1368/535, 1340/701, 1418/183, 1365/790, 1327/676 and 1378/201 Warwick Road, Duncraig
Applicant:  
State Land Services
Owner:  
The Crown
Zoning:
DPS:  
Other Regional Roads Reserve

MRS:  
Other Regional Roads Reserve

Site Area:  
Approximately 3.3364ha
Structure Plan: 
N/A
State Land Services has notified the City that a portion of Warwick Road requires dedication.  The subject portion of road was constructed at the time the surrounding land was subdivided in the 1970’s, however the road has not been formally dedicated.

DETAILS

Issues and options considered:

The role of the City is to advise State Land Services whether it is agreeable to the private road being dedicated as a public road, and whether the public has had uninterrupted use of the subject land for a period not less than ten (10) years under Section 56 (1) (c) of the Land Administration Act 1997.

Link to Strategic Plan:

Not Applicable.

Legislation – Statutory Provisions:

A dedicated road is one that has been created by a lawful process, whether by approval of a plan creating the road, or by publication in the Government Gazette or State newspaper of a notice of dedication, or by registration against a Crown Land Title of an order declaring that the land has been set aside for such purposes.  Most roads within the City are dedicated through the freehold subdivision process.

Occasionally, it will be discovered that a road that has been used by the public for many years is not dedicated.  In this situation a resolution is required to dedicate the land as a public road in accordance with Section 56 of the Land Administration Act.  

Risk Management considerations:

Not Applicable.

Financial/Budget Implications:

Not Applicable.

Policy implications:

Not Applicable.

Regional Significance:

Not Applicable.

Sustainability implications:

Not Applicable.

Consultation:

Not Applicable.

COMMENT

The dedication of portion of Warwick Road as public road is an administrative process to rectify the identified anomaly.  As the public has had uninterrupted use of the subject land for a period of not less than ten (10) years, it is considered appropriate that the City advise State Land Services it is agreeable to the private road being dedicated as a public road.

ATTACHMENTS

Attachment 1 – Location Plan – Road Dedication

Attachment 2 – Portion of Warwick Road subject to dedication

VOTING REQUIREMENTS

Simple Majority

RECOMMENDATION

That Council, in accordance with Section 56 (1) (c) of the Land Administration Act 1997 ADVISES State Land Services that:

1
the public has had uninterrupted use of the portion of Warwick Road held in Certificates of Titles 537/100A, 1368/535, 1340/701, 1418/183, 1365/790, 1327/676 and 1378/201 for a period of not less than ten (10) years; 

2
the City is agreeable to the dedication of the private road as a dedicated road.
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CJ034-02/09
REQUEST FOR CLOSURE OF PEDESTRIAN ACCESSWAY BETWEEN MURRAY DRIVE AND GIPPS COURT, HILLARYS – [55212]

	WARD:
	South-West 

	
	

	RESPONSIBLE
	Mr Clayton Higham

	DIRECTOR:
	Planning and Community Development


PURPOSE

The purpose of this report is for Council to consider a request to close the pedestrian accessway (PAW) between Murray Drive and Gipps Court, Hillarys.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

The applicant has requested the closure of the pedestrian accessway (PAW) on the grounds that the PAW attracts antisocial behaviour. The request was advertised for public comment and as part of the advertising process, questionnaires were forwarded to local residents seeking their view on the closure of the PAW. 

The City’s Policy 7-16 Pedestrian Accessways requires evaluation of the request by assessing Urban Design, Nuisance Impact, and Community Impact aspects.

Based on the public consultation and  assessment, it is recommended that Council does not support the closure between Gipps Court and Murray Drive.
BACKGROUND

Suburb/Location:  
Hillarys 
Applicant:  
Mr T A & Mrs T M Jaffa

Owner:  

Crown Land
Zoning:
DPS:  Residential 


MRS:  Urban 

Site Area:  

Not Applicable 
Structure Plan:  
Not Applicable
The PAW is located between Murray Drive and Gipps Court and is approximately 4 metres in width and 60 metres in length. The PAW was inspected on 9 September, 2008 and was in fair condition, with no evidence of graffiti or damage to the fencing. Attachment 1 contains a location plan and Attachment 2 contains photographs of the PAW.  Three of the four adjoining owners are prepared to purchase the land within the PAW, should the closure proceed.  The fourth owner is not prepared to purchase the land, however the adjoining owners will purchase this share.
DETAILS

Applicant’s justification

In support of the request to close the PAW, the applicant states:

“…the danger, damage to property and inconvenience it causes to the adjacent properties can only be justified if its existence benefits a significant majority.” 

“To our mind, the PAW does not provide an important access route to community services or facilities, other than a select few, and then perhaps only to the local park”. 

“The many well recognised flaws of loss of privacy, safety issues, illegal dumping, graffiti, noise pollution and increased crime occur here as in probably most other PAW’s.” 

The applicant has provided a list of incidents associated with the PAW including persons found climbing PAW fence into neighbouring properties, gathering of youths in the PAW, bottles, drug paraphernalia and other rubbish dumped in the PAW.  Other specific incidents reported by the applicant include:

· A house insurance claim in 2002 for damaged fencing;

· The riding and dumping of shopping trolleys in the PAW;

· Using the PAW to escape after stealing a wheelie bin and then riding this bin down Flinders Ave; and

· The attempted break-in and poisoning of a dog. 

The applicant has recorded a number of occurrences of crime and antisocial behaviour, however, not all these may be directly attributed to the proximity to the PAW and may also occur elsewhere in the suburb.  It is also noted that none of these incidences have been recorded against nearby properties through Police or City Watch records in the last 12 months.

Closure Process

A request can be made to close a PAW from an adjoining landowner/s. The City’s Pedestrian Accessway Policy assists to guide the process of evaluation. From the outset, the City must have an indication that some or all of the adjoining landowners are prepared to acquire the land within the PAW, pay all the associated costs, and meet any necessary conditions or requirements from the service authorities. As part of the process, the service authorities are asked to provide details of any service plant that may be within the PAW that would be affected by the proposed closure and if it can be modified or removed to accommodate the request.

In the event that Council supports the closure, the request is referred to the Department of Planning and Infrastructure (DPI) for determination. If Council and the DPI support an application to close a PAW, then Landgate will arrange a land valuation and commence formal closure actions, including the carrying out of any requirements of the service authorities, and the purchase and amalgamation of the land into the adjoining properties.

Service Authorities Requirements 

All service authorities have advised that they have no objection to the proposed PAW closure. 

In this instance, should the proposal be supported for closure, the Water Corporation has advised that an existing water main is located within the area. The main can be cut, capped and the system modified at the cost of the applicant. The cost of these works may exceed $3000. 

Western Power has advised that low voltage cables currently traverse the PAW and an easement will be required to be registered on the affected properties at the cost of the applicant. The easement and appropriate fencing will enable Western Power services access to the cables for maintenance purposes.

Options

Council has the following options when considering this request:

· Support the closure of the PAW and forward the request to DPI.

· Not support the request to close the PAW

Link to Strategic Plan:

Objective 4.1 - To ensure high quality urban development within the City.

Legislation – Statutory Provisions:

The City must agree to support the PAW closure in order for the proposal to progress. If the request for closure is supported the recommendation is forwarded to the WAPC for consideration.
Risk Management considerations:

Not applicable 

Financial/Budget Implications:

Not applicable 

Policy implications:

Not applicable 

Regional Significance:

Not applicable 

Sustainability implications:

The provision of PAWs has the ability to support and enhance the wellbeing of the community by providing access to community facilities, public transport, shops and schools. However, PAWs can attract anitsocial behaviour and criminal activity.

Consultation:

In accordance with Policy 7-16, a notification sign was placed at each end of the PAW for a period of 30 days, from 17 October 2008 to 17 November 2008.  A letter and questionnaire was forwarded to local residents within 400 metres of the PAW (397 letters sent in total). The letter provided the reasons the adjoining owner is seeking the closure and the questionnaire requested information from residents on various matters relating to the use of the PAW. Attachment 3 summarises the returned responses. 

COMMENT

Policy 7-16 Pedestrian Accessways provides guidance on the inclusion and design of PAWs in new subdivisions and as well as assessment criteria for the consideration of the closure of existing PAWs.

When the closure of a PAW is requested, a formal evaluation of the application is conducted. This evaluation is composed of three parts; Urban Design, Nuisance Impact and Community Impact. The assessments are rated ‘high’, ‘medium’ or  ‘low’ and a recommendation made whether to support the closure or not using the matrix in the policy (Attachment 4).

Urban Design Assessment

The Urban Design Assessment determines the importance of the PAW in the pedestrian movement network by analysing the impact closure would have on homes that are accessible within 400 metres of local community facilities. An additional PAW is located in Colson Court, which provides links to a system of PAWs to provide access to nearby parks and bus stops. 

The urban design assessment is rated as ‘medium’ in accordance with the criteria outlined in the Policy 7-16, as follows:

Medium

• 
PAW provides a route to community facilities but not direct

The PAW route provides an access to Hillarys Shopping Centre, however, an alternative route is more direct. The PAW route does provide a direct route for some properties to Mawson Park and public transport on Flinders Avenue. 

• 
An alternative route exists but some inconvenience 

Gipps Court links with Murray Drive and would only be considered a minor deviation.
• 
PAW is not designed as a ‘safe route to school’, ‘bike plan’ 

The subject PAW is part of a small network of local PAWs. It has been identified as not being a part of the “Safe Routes to School” programme or significant with regard to the City’s Bike Plan. 
Nuisance Impact Assessment

The Nuisance Impact Assessment is carried out by investigating any reported anti-social behaviour, based on evidence from the applicant, police and City records. 

The landowner’s justification for closure is that the PAW results in the loss of privacy, safety issues, illegal dumping, graffiti, noise pollution and increased crime. 

City Watch records indicate that there had been no reported instances of antisocial activity occurring in the PAW in the past 12 months, however several reports of disturbances have been recorded within the last five years. 

Warwick Police indicate that over the past twelve months there was one reported vehicle break-in in the area, however this would not be directly attributed to the PAW.

Based on the above, the Nuisance Impact Assessment is rated as ‘low’ as per Policy 7.16:

Low

• 
Occurrence of criminal activity or antisocial behaviour is considered similar to elsewhere in the suburb.

No substantiated evidence indicates the frequent occurrence of antisocial behaviour associated with the PAW that would otherwise be higher than elsewhere in the suburb.

• 
Types of offences are limited to antisocial behaviour

Offences attributed to the PAW are generally of an antisocial nature, while the few reports of criminal activity can not be directly attributed to the PAW. 

• 
The severity of antisocial activity is similar to elsewhere in the suburb.

Antisocial behaviour has been reported by neighbours in their application. The most recent Council records regarding antisocial behaviour date back to 2001 when two requests for City Watch patrols where required due to the gathering of youths and suspicious persons within the PAW.  A similar number of complaints regarding antisocial behaviour have been reported by occupants of properties adjoining the nearby Mawson Park.   

Community Impact Assessment

The Community Impact Assessment considers the information provided from the surrounding residents to determine the PAW’s level of use. 

Attachment 3 indicates the reasons for and frequency of use for those who use the PAW. From the 55 people who responded to the questionnaire (as illustrated in Attachment 5) 19 respondents disclosed that they use the PAW and 36 people indicated that they did not use the PAW.  A further two letters of submission were received from people who did not receive a questionnaire but do live locally and wished to object to the proposed closure. 

The Community Impact Assessment is rated ‘medium’ in accordance with the criteria outlined in the Policy 7-16, as follows:

Medium

• 
Medium portion of respondents not in favour of closure (over 30%)

Almost 45% of respondents are not in favour of closure

• 
Moderate level of respondents use the PAW regularly

35% of respondents that use the PAW indicated that they use it on a daily or weekly basis.

• 
Moderate portion of users inconvenienced by the closure

17% of respondents who use the PAW indicate that they would be inconvenienced by the closure. 

Final Assessment

The result of each assessment is detailed below:

• 
Urban Design – Medium

• 
Nuisance Impact – Low

• 
Community Impact – Medium

The assessment accords with Case 5 of the Pedestrian Accessway Policy where closure is not supported. Therefore, it is recommended that the PAW between Gipps Court and Murray Drive, Hillarys is not supported for closure.

ATTACHMENTS

Attachment 1 – Location Plan 

Attachment 2 – Photographs of Pedestrian Access way

Attachment 3 – Summary of questionnaires results

Attachment 4 – Policy 7-16 Pedestrian Access ways

Attachment 5 – Map of submissions  

Attachment 6 – Pedestrian Shed (walkable catchment) Diagram

VOTING REQUIREMENTS

Simple Majority

RECOMMENDATION

That Council:

1. 
In accordance with the assessment against Policy 7-16 Pedestrian Accessways, does NOT SUPPORT the closure of the access way between Gipps Court and Murray Drive, Hillarys;

2. 
ADVISES the applicant and submitters accordingly;

3.
ADVISES the Western Australian Planning Commission of Council’s decision.
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CJ035-02/09
MONTHLY TOWN PLANNING DELEGATED AUTHORITY REPORT, DEVELOPMENT AND SUBDIVISION APPLICATIONS – FROM 25 nOVEMBER TO 31 december 2008 – [07032] [05961]

	WARD:
	All

	
	

	RESPONSIBLE
	Mr Clayton Higham

	DIRECTOR:
	Planning & Community Development


PURPOSE

To report on the number and nature of applications considered under Delegated Authority.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

The provisions of clause 8.6 of the text to the District Planning Scheme No 2, allows Council to delegate all or some of its development control powers to a committee or an employee of the City.

The purpose of delegation of certain powers by Council, in addition to other Town Planning matters, is to facilitate timely processing of development applications and subdivision applications.  The framework for the delegation of those powers is set out in resolutions adopted by Council and is reviewed generally on a 2 yearly basis, or as required.  All decisions made by staff, acting under delegated authority as permitted under the delegation notice, are reported to Council on a monthly basis.

The normal monthly report on Town Planning Delegations identifies:

1        Major Development Applications

2        Residential Design Codes Applications

3        Subdivision Applications

This report provides a list of the development and subdivision applications determined by those staff members with Delegated Authority powers during the period from 25 November to 31 December 2008. (see Attachments 1, and 2 respectively) for those matters identified in points 1-3 above.

BACKGROUND

The number of development and subdivision applications determined for the period from 25 November to 31 December 2008 under delegated authority and those applications dealt with as “R-code variations for single houses” for the same period are shown below:

	Approvals Determined Under Delegated Authority – from 25 November to 31 December 2008



	Type of Approval


	Number
	Value ($)

	Development Applications
	108
	$21,210,713

	R-Code Variations (Single Houses)
	69
	$  9,749,178

	Total
	177
	$30,959,891
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	The number of development applications received for the period from 25 November to 31 December 2008 was 123. (This figure does not include any applications that may become the subject of the R-Code Variation process). The R Code Variation figure provided does not include the Code Variations determined as a Building Licence Application.
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Subdivision Approvals Processed Under Delegated Authority

From 25 November to 31 December 2008

Type of Approval

Number

Potential new Lots

Subdivision Applications

6

6

Strata Subdivision Applications

10

20


	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	The above subdivision applications may include amalgamation and boundary realignments which may not result in any additional lots.

The District Planning Scheme No 2 requires that delegation be reviewed 2 yearly, unless a greater or lesser period is specified by Council.  Council, at its meeting of 13 May 2008 considered and adopted the most recent Town Planning Delegation for the period to 17 July 2009.

DETAILS

Link to Strategic Plan:

The strategic plan includes a strategy to provide quality value-adding services with an outcome to provide efficient and effective service delivery.  The use of a delegation notice allows staff to efficiently deal with many simple applications that have been received and allows the elected members to focus on strategic business direction for the Council, rather than day-to-day operational and statutory responsibilities.

Legislation – Statutory Provisions:

Clause 8.6 of the District Planning Scheme No 2 permits development control functions to be delegated to persons or Committees.  All subdivision applications were assessed in accordance with relevant legislation and policies, and a recommendation made on the applications to the Western Australian Planning Commission.

Risk Management considerations:

The delegation process includes detailed practices on reporting, checking and cross checking, supported by peer review in an effort to ensure decisions taken are lawful, proper and consistent.

Financial/Budget Implications:

Not applicable

Policy implications:

Not applicable

Regional Significance:

Not applicable

Sustainability implications:

Not applicable

Consultation:

Consultation may be required by the provisions of the Residential Design Codes, any relevant Town Planning Scheme Policy and/or the District Planning Scheme.
Of the 108 development applications determined from 25 November to 31 December 2008, consultation was undertaken for 55 of those applications.  Of the 16 subdivision applications determined during December 2008, no applications were advertised for public comment, as the proposals complied with the relevant requirements.  
	
	
	
	
	
	
	


COMMENT

Large local governments utilise levels of delegated authority as a basic business requirement in relation to Town Planning functions.  The process allows determination times to be reasonably well accepted and also facilitates consistent decision-making in rudimentary development control matters.  The process also allows the elected members to focus on strategic business direction for the Council, rather than day-to-day operational and statutory responsibilities.

All proposals determined under delegated authority are assessed, checked, reported and crosschecked in accordance with relevant standards and codes.

ATTACHMENTS

Attachment 1
25 November to 31 December 2008 – Decisions - Development Applications

Attachment 2
  25 November to 31 December 2008 - Subdivision Applications Processed

VOTING REQUIREMENTS

Simple Majority

RECOMMENDATION

That Council NOTES:

1
The determinations made under Delegated Authority in relation to the development applications described in Report CJ035-02/09 from 25 November to 31 December 2008;

2
The determinations made under Delegated Authority in relation to the subdivision applications described in Report CJ035-02/09 from 25 November to 31 December 2008.

Appendix 31 refers

To access this attachment on electronic document, click here: Attach31brf100209.pdf
CJ036-02/09
RESPONSE TO PETITION - KINROSS SKATE PARK – [09103]
	WARD:
	North 

	
	

	RESPONSIBLE
	Mr Clayton Higham

	DIRECTOR:
	Planning and Community Development


PURPOSE

To consider a 295-signature petition calling for the closure of Kinross Skate Park, a 118-signature petition seeking for the Kinross Skate Park to remain open and recommend strategies for ongoing management of the facility.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

A 295-signature petition from residents in and around the Kinross area, presented to Council on 25 November 2008, requested ‘the removal and possible relocation of the Kinross MacNaughton Skate Park due to continual vandalism and anti–social behaviour creating fear in the area, and causing the degrading reputation of Kinross, as a suburb, and the effect this will have on our property values.’ 
A 118-signature petition from residents in and around the Kinross area, to be presented to Council on 17 February 2009, requested “that Council retain the Skate Park facility at McNaughton Park and implement improved safety and security measures in and around the facility to deter anti-social behaviour”.
The purpose of this report is to provide Council with an overview of options to manage Kinross Skate Park and resolve community concerns. 

This report will recommend that Council:

1
NOTES the issues raised in the petitions;

2
ENDORSES the continuation of the current management strategies pending development of Facility Management Plan for the Kinross Skate Park; 

3
ADVISES the petitioners of Council’s decision.

BACKGROUND

The establishment of the Kinross Skate Park was agreed by Council in February 2001 after an extensive skate park site assessment incorporating 16 possible locations.  The skate park was officially opened in November 2002.
Over the last 18 months the skate park has been the focus of both the community and the City for a number of reasons including graffiti, anti-social behaviour, litter and the general amenity of the area.

The facility has been managed in an ad-hoc manner resulting in the general degradation of the area. In June 2008, a working group was established to develop and implement strategies to reduce/resolve the concerns of the local community.  Officers from Youth Services, Recreation Services, Operations, Community Safety and City Watch are on the working group.

A major clean up of the area including the implementation of graffiti control measures and resurfacing of skate park was completed in 16 June 2008. 

Strategies that have continued to be implemented since July 2008 include -

· Minor infrastructure works 

· Refuse collections increased from 3 days a week to 5 days a week

· Increased presence of the Youth Mobile Bus 

· Increased presence of Youth Outreach Team 

· Graffiti removal from facility - twice weekly (weather permitting)

· Increased City Watch patrols when requested

· Ongoing targeting of criminal activity provided by Police

· Liaison with the Kinross Shopping Centre to gain co-operation to remove objects such as pallets from outside the Centre so they are not taken into the skate park.

The management strategies for the Kinross Skate Park are proving beneficial in terms of a reduction in complaints from residents, a reduction in anti-social behaviour and increased engagement with the young people utilising the facility. There is however, a strong likelihood that these issues will re-emerge if management of the facility does not continue.

DETAILS

Issues and options considered:

The working group have developed four options for dealing with issues raised in the petitions: 

1. Remove Current Management Strategies/Self-Manage 

The current management strategies being implemented could be removed and the facility could return to its self-managed status as occurred between 2002 and 2008. Historically this self-managed approach has lead to the issues currently faced within the area and will not reduce the concerns of the local community. 

2. Maintain Current Management Strategies/Develop Facility Management Plan

Current management strategies could remain in place until a facility management plan for the Kinross Skate Park is developed.

Facility management plans are currently being utilised by the Cities of Wanneroo and Stirling for their skate parks. These plans will provide the City with examples of best practice. Key components of the City’s plan would include – 

· Project management structures 

· Community safety

· Community involvement

· A comprehensive maintenance program 

· Guiding principles that will be used in planning for future facilities.

If this option is progressed, it is recommended that an evaluation of the effectiveness of the Facility Management Plan is undertaken 12 to 18 months after implementation to ascertain if community concerns are being addressed.

3. Fill In/Close Facility 

The suburb of Kinross currently has limited youth programs and facilities so a reduction in scarce facilities could lead to an increase in anti-social behaviour and criminal activity. The removal of the skate park may create an adverse reaction from pro-facility community members and penalise legitimate facility users for the actions of a small minority.

Since the receipt of the closure petition, the City has received correspondence from two residents indicating that they do not want the facility closed.  One of these residents has indicated they will be starting a petition to have the skate park remain open.  The Kinross Residents Association has also expressed concern about the closure petition.

4. Build New Facility/Close Kinross Skate Park

Significant planning would need to be conducted in order to address the contemporary needs of users of skate parks who are no longer just skateboarders. Other users consist of BMX, scooter riders and roller-bladers.

Consideration would also need to be given to the most appropriate site for a new multipurpose park. Aspects for considerations are – space required, undulation of the land, proximity to public transport, proximity to residential areas, lighting and flexibility of design for future uses.

If this option is taken, it would be optimal to build the new facility before closing the existing skate park.  This is so that facilities continue to be available for the majority of young people who access these facilities for their intended purpose.

Link to Strategic Plan:

Key focus area: Community Wellbeing

Objective 5.2: To facilitate healthy lifestyles within the community. 

Strategies: 5.2.1 The City provides high quality recreation facilities and programs.  

Legislation – Statutory Provisions:

Not Applicable

Risk Management considerations:

There is the potential risk of ongoing anti-social behaviour and damage to surrounding infrastructure and private property if the facility remains open.  It is anticipated that the ongoing management strategies and the Facility Management Plan will be a risk mitigation strategy.

There is potential for an adverse reaction from members of the community who are opposed to the closure of the skate park.  There is also potential for anti-social behaviour and damage to escalate if youth facilities are removed from the community.

Financial/Budget Implications:

The projected expenditure is dependent on which option is endorsed.

Estimates for the various options are:

Option 1

A return to the level of service before the intervention in June 2008 can be absorbed into the existing operational budget. 

Option 2 

In order to maintain the current management strategies, additional funding in the vicinity of $70,000 may be required for ongoing graffiti removal and increased youth services. The remaining strategies are being absorbed into the existing operational budget.  An amount of $50,000 has been included in the draft 2009-10 budget to undertake infrastructure works that may be required as part of a Facility Management Plan.

Option 3

It is estimated that to fill in and close the skate park will require funds in the vicinity of $15,000 to $20,000.

Option 4

Dependent on the size, a new facility could cost between $250,000 and $300,000 for capital.  Ongoing management and maintenance could be in the vicinity of $50,000 to $80,000 per year.

Policy implications:

Not Applicable

Regional Significance:

Kinross Skate Park is the only permanent purpose built facility within the City. It provides opportunity to local talent to compete in regional competitions. 

Sustainability implications:

Not Applicable 

Consultation:

Ongoing consultation has been in place since June 2008 in response to reports of damage and anti-social behaviour at the skate park. Groups involved in discussions and consultation have been both internal and external as listed below -

Internal





External
Community Safety




Community members

City Watch





Facility users

Recreation Services 




Young People 

Youth Services 




Kinross Residents Association 

Operations





Kinross Shopping Centre Management 

COMMENT

Analysis of the 295-signature petition reveals that 216 identified as Kinross residents, 46 of which reside adjacent to and or one street back from MacNaughton Reserve on which the skate park is situated. The remainder are non-Kinross residents or did not provide an address.

Analysis of the 118-signature petition reveals that 85 identified as Kinross residents, 26 of which reside adjacent to or one street back from MacNaughton Reserve.  The remainder are non-Kinross residents or did not provide an address.

The total population of Kinross is 7,083 (2006 census), the predominant age group that frequent the facility are 12-17 years old which represents 12.9% of the Kinross population. Kinross has been identified through community profile data to currently be and forecasted to be the highest youth-populated suburb within the City.  Young people in Kinross have limited access to youth-appropriate programs and service. A reduction in scarce facilities could lead to an increase in anti-social behaviour and criminal activity.

Given that the City has yet to implement a strategy of utilising a Facility Management Plan for the Kinross Skate Park, and this appears to have a degree of success in other Councils, it is recommended that Option 2 is supported.  If this option is progressed, it is recommended that an evaluation of the effectiveness of the Facility Management Plan is undertaken 12 to 18 months after implementation to ascertain if community concerns are being addressed.

ATTACHMENTS

Attachment 1
 
History of the Kinross Skate Park.

VOTING REQUIREMENTS

Simple Majority

RECOMMENDATION

That Council:

1
NOTES the issues raised in the petitions;

2
ENDORSES the continuation of the current management strategies pending development of Facility Management Plan for the Kinross Skate Park; 

3
ADVISES the petitioners of Council’s decision.

Appendix 32 refers
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CJ037-02/09
DRAFT JOONDALUP CITY CENTRE STRUCTURE PLAN – [00152]
	WARD:
	North

	
	

	RESPONSIBLE
	Mr Clayton Higham

	DIRECTOR:
	Planning and Community Development


PURPOSE

For Council to consider advertising the draft Joondalup City Centre Structure Plan (Structure Plan) for public comment and initiating the associated amendment to the District Planning Scheme No. 2 (DPS2).

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

The Joondalup City Centre Development Plan and Manual (JCCDPM), in its current form, is now some 13 years old.  While the JCCDPM may be seen to have been moderately successful during the early development of the City Centre, it is now not considered to be the most appropriate  framework to move the City Centre forward in its next phase of development.  

Throughout 2008, a number of sessions have been undertaken with elected members to collect feedback on the aspirations for the future of the Joondalup City Centre.  This resulted in Council adopting Key Principles to be included in the revised Joondalup City Centre Structure Plan.

A new structure plan has been drafted, and the draft document is now at a point where public feedback is appropriate.  

A complementary amendment to the City of Joondalup District Planning Scheme No. 2 (DPS2) has also been prepared, and is attached for information. Should the proposed scheme amendment be considered satisfactory, it is required to be formally advertised for public comment prior to further consideration by Council. 

Council at its December 2008 meeting resolved:

“that this matter be DEFERRED to the next Council meeting to be held 17 February 2009, to allow investigation into the impact of the business park on the Structure Plan.”

The December 2008 report is reproduced below, together with additional information contained within the Comment section.

BACKGROUND

The current JCCDPM was last updated in 1995.  Since then significant development has occurred within the City Centre, however the quality and scale of the urban form is not truly representative of the intentions of the Development Plan. 

This review of the 1995 JCCDPM was initiated to adopt a planning framework to stimulate the desired outcome and vision for the future.

DETAILS

The purpose of the Structure Plan is to provide a guiding framework for the growth and evolution of the Joondalup City Centre in a form that enables it to perform and sustain its role as the predominant strategic regional centre of activity in the northern corridor of the Perth Metropolitan area.

The 2009 Structure Plan (Attachment 1 refers) is the product of the review of the 1995 JCCDPM.  

The Structure Plan is comprised of:

· the Structure Plan text which contains the objectives and principles that guide development within the Structure Plan area;

· the Structure Plan map which depicts the location of the zones with the Structure Plan area, together with a building height plan and residential density code plan; and

· the Structure Plan report which provides the background and philosophy behind the structure plan.

The Structure Plan divides the City Centre into nine new zones.  Each Zone defines an area that is intended to have common characteristics and serve a common function in relation to the City Centre as a whole. The Zones are:

· Central core;

· City fringe;

· Mixed use corridor;

· Business Boulevard;

· Business Support;

· Inner City Residential;

· Central Park;

· Arena; and

· Transit Development. 

In addition a Scheme Amendment (Attachment 2 refers) has also been prepared which will insert these new zones into DPS2 and provide objectives and land use standards for these zones.

Issues and options considered:

Council at its July 2008 meeting adopted a set of Key Principles that have been included in the draft City Centre Structure Plan as follows:

	Principle
	Draft City Centre Structure Plan

	· Encourage commercial development with suitable and substantial height and bulk within the CBD precinct through measures such as:

- No plot ratio restrictions

- Applying minimum heights, but no height  

  limits.

- Amalgamation of land to allow for larger  

  development sites


	· There are no plot ratio limits proposed.

· Within the Central Core Zone, there are minimum, but no maximum heights proposed.  Within the other Zones, there are minimum and maximum heights proposed.

· This issue has not been addressed within the Structure Plan, as further investigation into the possible incentives to encourage amalgamation is required (eg rates reduction, car parking variation), which would be appropriately addressed in a Policy.



	· Adopt a parking policy which assists in encouraging commercial development in the CBD on the basis of 50% car parking on site and 50% off site.


	· Draft Parking Policy has been considered by Council and has been advertised for public comment.

	· Incorporate the land between Joondalup Drive, Ocean Reef Road, the Freeway, and Eddystone Avenue within the City Centre Structure Plan, and give preference for employment intensive uses. 


	· The area has been incorporated in the Structure Plan area, and a wide range of land uses permitted (excluding shops).

	· Incorporate the Winton Road Service Industrial area within the City Centre Structure Plan, and plan for office development along the Freeway edge.


	· The area has been incorporated in the Structure Plan area, and offices are proposed to be a permitted use in the Zone.

	· Incorporate provisions that require quality commercial and mixed use development, by way of:

- The use of public art

- Materials 

- Public spaces and forecourts

- Architectural features


	· Objectives of the Structure Plan refer to the desired quality of commercial buildings; however, it is appropriate to develop a Policy that addresses these issues in detail.

	· Ensure active street frontages (ground floor) by

prohibiting residential uses on the ground floor in

 the CBD precinct:

- Permitting alfresco areas

- Ensuring ‘open’ facades (use of glass)

- Providing awnings and shelter

- Public art

- Use of appropriate materials


	· The Scheme Amendment has provisions that do not permit residential uses on the ground floor within the Central Core Zone, Mixed Use, Business Boulevard, and Transit Development Zone.  The Structure Plan requires pedestrian shelter and the use of glass.  It is appropriate that issues such as public art and alfresco areas be addressed in policies as these are matters suited to a flexible approach.



	· Ensure an appropriate balance of commercial and residential development, with particular emphasis on preventing exclusively residential development in the CBD precinct at the expense of commercial development.  This can be achieved by: 

- Establishing the maximum percentage of 

  residential development within a mixed use 

  development.

- Requiring a proportion of office development

  in mixed use developments.


	· The Scheme Amendment proposes that a maximum of 50% of the floor space of a building in the Central Core Zone can be utilised for residential development.

	· Introduce mandatory provisions to require ‘green’ quality buildings.


	· It is appropriate that this issue be addressed within a policy to respond to developments in standards and the rapidly changing technologies in building construction techniques.



	· Provisions to recognise and build on the existing public transport and accessibility network in the City Centre, by:

- Eliminating the need for residential density 

  codes

- Ensuring a mix of housing

- Encouraging tourist accommodation


	· With the exception of the Inner City Residential Zone, there are no residential densities specified within the Structure Plan.

· The Structure Plan allows for single houses, grouped dwellings and multiple dwellings within the Inner City Residential Zone, and multiple dwellings within many of the other Zones. 

· Within the Central Core, City Fringe and Mix Use Corridor Zones, the permitted land uses include hotel and short stay accommodation.




Link to Strategic Plan:

Objective 3.1:  To encourage the development of the Joondlaup CBD.

Objective 3.2:  To increase employment opportunities within the City.

Objective 4.1:  To ensure high quality urban development within the City.

Objective 4.2:  To progress a range of innovative and high quality urban projects within the City.

Legislation – Statutory Provisions:

Part 9 of DPS2 enables Council to consider a structure plan, subject to approval of the WAPC. Should Council determine the draft structure plan is satisfactory, advertising of the proposal is required in accordance with clause 9.5 of DPS2. 
Upon the completion of public advertising, Council is required to consider all submissions within 60 days and proceed to either adopt of refuse to adopt the structure plan, with or without modifications.
Risk Management considerations:

Not Applicable.

Financial/Budget Implications:

The consultation costs associated with advertising the Structure Plan are unknown at this point.

Policy Implications:

Policies to support the Structure Plan are likely to be necessary.  These may include policies on ‘green’ buildings, bike end of trip facilities and public art.  In addition, the Joondalup City Centre Car Parking Policy has been prepared and advertised for public comment.

Regional Significance:

The structure plan is important to ensure that the Joondalup City Centre is the major centre of the north-west region, as intended.

Sustainability Implications:

The development of a ‘green buildings’ policy will assist with the implementation of sustainability objectives.

Consultation:

Clause 9.5 of DPS2 requires structure plan proposals to be advertised in accordance with the provisions of clause 6.7 prior to further consideration by Council.  Clause 6.7 of DPS2 requires a minimum advertising period of 21 days, however, given the status of the City Centre Structure Plan, a 60 day advertising period is proposed.  

Advertising would consist of written notification to all adjoining landowners, signs erected in prominent locations throughout the City Centre, advertisements being placed in the Joondalup community newspaper and a notice being placed on the Council website.

It is proposed that a consultation plan be prepared prior to advertising to outline how consultation will occur and who will be targeted, alongside the general community.

In addition to the advertising of the Structure Plan, the scheme amendment is also required to be advertised.  Should Council support the initiation of the proposed amendment for the purposes of public advertising, the proposed amendment is required to be referred to the Environmental Protection Authority (EPA) to decide whether or not a formal review is required.  Should the EPA decide that an environmental review is not required, upon the City’s receipt of written confirmation of this from the EPA, the City advertises the proposed amendment for 60 days. 

Advertising would not occur until late January 2009 in keeping with the City’s protocol of not advertising over the Christmas period.

COMMENT

The general aim of the review of the current JCCDPM was to ensure that provisions of the structure plan do not discourage development and limit the Joondalup City Centre’s growth as the major centre for the north-west corridor.

The draft does include provisions that may be considered by some to be onerous, in particular, the minimum height of buildings.  However, the development of the Joondalup City Centre is at a stage where it needs to take the next step, and ‘more of the same’ development will not assist in the progression of the City Centre.  In order to ensure this occurs, it is proposed that certain provisions (such as minimum building height) cannot be varied under Clause 4.5.1 of DPS2.  This may cause some developments to be delayed until such time as it is economically viable for the developer to build to the minimum height, however, it will guarantee a minimum scale of development.

Some of the principles adopted by Council at the July 2008 meeting have been included in the Scheme Amendment rather than the Structure Plan for legal reasons.  For example, the restriction on residential land uses at the ground floor of buildings within the Central Core Zone must be controlled through DPS2 and not the Structure Plan.  This is the same for the requirement that only a maximum of 50% of a building may be used for residential land uses.

One of the points to note about the Structure Plan and Scheme Amendment is that the Residential Design Codes only apply to the Inner City Residential Zone.  The Codes do not apply to development in any of the other zones within the Structure Plan area.  The reason for this is that development in the other zones is controlled through the application of provisions such as setbacks, height and land uses.  This should allow development of a site to be maximised.

The land between Joondalup Drive, the Freeway, Ocean Reef Road and Okely Park has been included in the Structure Plan as the Transit Development Zone as this land is adjacent to the Edgewater Train Station.  It is intended that in the long term this area will contain a mix of residential, office and commercial land uses focused around the train station.  However, the development of this Zone will require an overall master plan to ensure this vision is achieved.

In addition to the inclusion of the above land in the Structure plan, the Winton Road Service Industrial area has also been included, and renamed the ‘Business Support’ zone.  This will allow the area to have a broader focus and permit a ‘business park’ style of development with the inclusion of office as a permitted land use.  It is intended that this area have a high standard of built form and support the City Centre, rather than allowing City Centre uses to locate there in preference.  For this reason, shops are still not permitted in this area as it is planned that the Central Core be the retail focus of the City.  It is also noted that the current ‘Southern Business District’ precinct is proposed to be incorporated into the ‘Business Support’ zone.

As a result of the City Centre being divided into zones, rather than districts, the revised Structure Plan has a different look and feel to the current version.  The Structure Plan has been drafted in accordance with requirements of DPS2, and will operate alongside the DPS2, rather than instead of the Scheme.  As the zones are inserted into the Scheme, both provisions of the Scheme and the Structure Plan will apply.  Therefore, development will need to meet both the objectives of the Scheme and the Structure Plan as well as the specific provisions of the Structure Plan.

DPS2 requires that structure plans use the same zones as those listed within DPS2.  It was therefore considered appropriate to create new zones, in order to achieve the desired outcome for the City Centre, as none of the existing zones were conducive to the development of a city centre with the appropriate scale and intensity of development.  The scheme amendment has been prepared to insert these new zones into DPS2.  It is therefore recommended that Council advertise the scheme amendment concurrently with the Structure Plan.

	Additional Information

Council at its December 2008 meeting resolved:

“that this matter be DEFERRED to the next Council meeting to be held 17 February 2009, to allow investigation into the impact of the business park on the Structure Plan.”




Impact on Business Park

The draft structure plan does not propose to substantially change the nature of the existing Service Industrial zoned area (to be known as the Business Support precinct under the draft structure plan). The planning implications are that the Service Industrial area was not intended to be a retail location.  The City Centre suffers from having its commercial activity being too widespread, and to broaden the permissibility of land use within this area would only worsen this situation.  If critical mass and passing trade is to occur at meaningful levels (to support business) then commercial activity needs to be concentrated and adjacent to like businesses.  For that reason, retail businesses are better suited to locations such as Central Walk or surrounding commercial areas.

However, it is acknowledged that there are currently constraints in the Service Industrial area in regard to establishment of warehouse or service industrial style developments that incorporate a substantial office component.  Given that offices are not currently a permitted use in the Service Industrial area, these types of developments cannot be approved, and Joondalup is missing out on the ‘Business Park’ style developments.  From a planning point of view, the Central Core of the City Centre is still to be the prime location for purely office development.  To encourage that, height limits are proposed for the Business Support area, but not for the Central Core area.

Survey of land uses within the Service Industrial area

A survey of land uses within the Service Industrial area has been undertaken to ascertain the extent to which existing businesses comply with the existing District Planning Scheme, and the draft Joondalup City Centre Structure Plan. 

There are 231 premises that are appropriately approved under DPS2, and would not be affected by the draft structure plan. 

For ease of reference, 3 categories have been established to describe the impact on the remaining premises:

Category A premises

Some premises (37 in total) do not have, but could obtain approval for their land use if they made an application, subject only to the development conforming to the provisions of the current Planning Scheme.  The City will be writing to these proprietors and the land owners advising that approval is to be sought under the current DPS2.

Category B premises

Some premises (18) are conducting business activities that are not approvable, and would remain that way under the draft structure plan.  Generally, these premises are clothing or food retailers.   

An alternate approach could be to consider further amending the Structure Plan to allow it (when adopted) to accommodate applications from those businesses – so that they can continue to operate, however, this ad-hoc approach to planning is not supported or recommended.

Category C premises

Some premises (11) are conducting businesses which are not approvable currently, but may be approvable under the proposed structure plan (if adopted in its current draft form). Generally these premises are offices. These future applications would also be dependent on conformity to any development standards contained within the new structure plan.  

Conclusion

Overall, it is evident that the draft structure will expand the number of land uses permitted within the current Service Industrial area.  Some land uses will remain as not permitted uses within the draft structure, as is currently the case under DPS2.

ATTACHMENTS

Attachment 1 
Draft Joondalup City Centre Structure Plan

Attachment 2  
Draft Scheme Amendment

VOTING REQUIREMENTS

Simple Majority

RECOMMENDATION

That Council:

1
Pursuant to Clause 9.5 of the City of Joondalup District Planning Scheme No 2, INITIATES public advertising of the draft Joondalup City Centre Structure Plan as outlined in Attachment 1 to Report CJ286-12/08 for a period of 60 days; 

2
NOTES that a consultation plan will be prepared prior to advertising;

3
Pursuant to Part 5 of the Planning and Development Act 2005, CONSENTS to initiate Amendment No 42 to the City of Joondalup’s District Planning Scheme as outlined in Attachment 2 to Report CJ286-12/08 for the purposes of public advertising for a period of 60 days.
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CJ038-02/09
PROPOSED MIXED USE DEVELOPMENT AT LOT 201 (88) LAKESIDE DRIVE, JOONDALUP - 42 MULTIPLE DWELLINGS AND ASSOCIATED USE (CONVENIENCE STORE) – [86007]
	WARD:
	North

	
	

	RESPONSIBLE
	Mr Clayton Higham

	DIRECTOR:
	Planning and Community Development


PURPOSE

To request Council’s determination of an application for forty two multiple dwellings and a convenience store at Lot 201 (88) Lakeside Drive, Joondalup.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

The applicant proposes to construct a residential apartment complex, comprising three separate buildings of one, three and four storeys in height on the subject site which is on the eastern side of Lakeside Drive, Joondalup. The subject site is within the Lakeside District of the Joondalup City Centre. Forty two residential multiple dwellings and one commercial unit are proposed as part of the development. Although the dwellings will be located within three separate buildings, the development will appear as a continuous built form, as viewed from the street frontages.

The proposal generally meets the statutory requirements of the Joondalup City Centre Development Plan and Manual (JCCDPM) and the Residential Design Codes Variation 1 (R-Codes) and is identical to a previous application made to Council for the subject site in October 2006. A new application for planning approval has been submitted, as the previous approval has lapsed.

It is recommended that the Council approves the development subject to conditions as resolved in October 2006.

BACKGROUND

Suburb/Location:  
Lot 201 (88) Lakeside Drive, Joondalup

Applicant:  

Greg Rowe and Associates
Owner:  

Webberton Holdings
Zoning:
DPS:  
Centre


MRS:  
Central City Area

Site Area:  

3705m²
Structure Plan:  
JCCDPM
The subject site is located on the eastern side of Lakeside Drive, approximately 250 metres south of the intersection with Shoveler Terrace and directly opposite the WA Police Academy complex. The property is zoned Centre under the City’s District Planning Scheme No 2 (DPS2) and is subject to the provisions of the JCCDPM.

Under the JCCDPM, the site is located within the Lakeside District and is designated as “Landmark Apartments”.

Council has previously considered three applications for planning approval for this site. In November 2004, the City refused an application for 41 multiple dwellings on the subject land. The application was refused for a number of reasons, including a shortfall of 8 car parking bays and the design exceeding the setback requirements of the JCCDPM.

In April 2005, development approval was granted for 45 multiple dwellings and one commercial unit on the subject land. As part of this approval, Council exercised its discretion to allow variations to open space, residential density and plot ratio for single-bedroom dwellings within the development.

In October 2006, development approval was issued for 42 multiple dwellings and one commercial unit on the subject land, which is identical to this proposal. The approval has since expired and the applicant wishes to continue with the development, therefore requiring a new approval.

DETAILS

The proposed development includes the following:

• 
Three separate buildings, comprising a four storey building on the western portion of the site, a three storey building on the eastern portion of the site and a single level building on the northern boundary of the site;

• 
42 multiple dwellings (including 15 single bedroom dwellings) ranging in size from 66m2 to 123m2;

• 
A 75m2 convenience store fronting Lakeside Drive;

• 
73 car parking bays including one disabled bay;

• 
Service vehicle access and car parking to be provided from a right of way (ROW) at the rear of the property, accessible from Sittella Turn.

Compliance with the relevant requirements of the JCCDPM is summarised below:

	Standard
	Required
	Proposed
	Compliance

	Front Setback
	Nil, maximum 2 metres.
	Nil
	Yes

	Side Setback
	Nil, maximum 2 metres
	Nil, up to 2m.
	Yes

	Height
	13.5m with 60° recession plane.
	13.5m
	Yes


Compliance with the relevant requirements of the R-Codes is summarised below:

	Standard
	Required
	Proposed
	Compliance

	Balconies for Multiple Dwellings
	10m² with minimum 2m dimension per multiple dwelling.
	> 10m² with > 2m dimension per multiple dwelling.
	Yes

	Communal Open Space
	16m² per dwelling (672m²)
	Approximately 700m²
	Yes

	Open Space
	60%
	35%
	No

	Storerooms
	1 per dwelling, 4m² each
	1 per dwelling, 4m² each
	Yes


Compliance with the car parking requirements, as outlined in the JCCDPM and DPS2 is summarised below:

	Use
	Parking Standard
	Required
	Proposed

	Multiple Dwelling
	2 bays per dwelling
	54
	54

	Single Bedroom Dwelling
	1 bay per dwelling
	15
	15

	Convenience Store
	No prescribed standard.

Corner Store:

4 bays / 100m² NLA 
	3
	4

	
	
	
	

	Total
	
	72
	73


The proposed development complies with the car parking requirements of the JCCDPM and

DPS2 subject to Council approving the use of a car parking standard of 4 bays per 100m2 for the Convenience Store.

The proposed development generally complies with the requirements of the Draft Joondalup City Centre Structure Plan 2009, as considered by Council at the December 2008 meeting.
Issues and options considered:

Council has the discretion to:

(
Approve the application without conditions;

(
Approve the application with conditions; or

(
Refuse the application
Link to Strategic Plan:

Not Applicable.
Legislation – Statutory Provisions:

DPS2 requires development in the Centre Zone to be in accordance within an approved Structure Plan. The relevant Structure Plan is the JCCDPM. Variations to the standard requirements are sought for residential density, open space and plot ratio for one bedroom dwellings. 

Council is also required to exercise discretion for a convenience store as an associated use to the development. 

The provisions of DPS2 which enable Council to consider variations to the standard requirements of the JCCDPM are identified below:

4.5
VARIATIONS TO SITE AND DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS AND REQUIREMENTS

4.5.1 Except for development in respect of which the Residential Planning Codes apply and the requirements set out in Clauses 3.7.3 and 3.11.5, if a development is the subject of an application for planning approval and does not comply with a standard or requirement prescribed under the Scheme, the Council may, notwithstanding that non-compliance, approve the application unconditionally or subject to such conditions as the Council thinks fit.

4.5.2 In considering an application for planning approval under this clause, where, in the opinion of Council, the variation is likely to affect any owners or occupiers in the general locality or adjoining the site which is subject of consideration for the variation, the Council shall:

(a)
consult the affected parties by following one or more of the provisions for advertising uses pursuant to clause 6.7.1 and

(b)
have regard to any expressed views prior to making its decision to grant the variation.

4.5.3
The power conferred by this clause may only be exercised if the Council is

satisfied that:

(a)
approval of the proposed development would be appropriate having regard to the criteria set out in Clause 6.8; and

(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.
4.8
CAR PARKING STANDARDS

4.8.2
The number of on-site car parking bays to be provided for specified development shall be in accordance with Table 2.  Where development is not specified in Table 2 the Council shall determine the parking standard.  The Council may also determine that a general car parking standard shall apply irrespective of the development proposed in cases where it considers this to be appropriate.
6.8
MATTERS TO BE CONSIDERED BY COUNCIL

6.8.1 The Council when considering an application for Planning Approval shall have due regard to the following:

(a)
interests of orderly and proper planning and the preservation of the amenity of the relevant locality;

(b)
any relevant submissions by the applicant;

(c) 
any Agreed Structure Plan prepared under the provisions of Part 9 of the Scheme;

(d)
any planning policy of the Council adopted under the provisions of clause 8.11;

(e)
any other matter which under the provisions of the Scheme the Council is required to have due regard;

(f)
any policy of the Commission or its predecessors or successors or any planning policy adopted by the Government of the State of Western Australia;

(g)
any relevant proposed new town planning scheme of the Council or amendment or proposed Metropolitan Region Scheme Amendment insofar as they can be regarded as seriously entertained planning proposals;

(h)
the comments or wishes of any public or municipal authority received as part of the submission process;

(i)
the comments or wishes of any objectors to or supporters of the application;

(j)
any previous decision made by the Council in circumstances which are sufficiently similar for the previous decision to be relevant as a precedent, provided that the Council shall not be bound by such precedent; and

(k)
any other matter which in the opinion of the Council is relevant.
As certain clauses of the R-Codes are to be varied Council is required to exercise discretion under clause 2.5 of the R-Codes. Clause 2.5.2 of the R-Codes specify matters to be taken into consideration when exercising that discretion.

2.5.2 Discretion shall be exercised having regard to the following considerations:

(a)
the stated purpose and aims of the scheme;

(b)
the provisions of part 1-7 of the codes, as appropriate;

(c)
the performance criterion or criteria in the context of the coding for the locality that corresponds to the relevant provision;

(d)
the explanatory guidelines of the codes that correspond to the relevant provision;

(e)
any local planning strategy incorporated into the scheme;

(f)
a provision of a local planning policy pursuant to this policy and complying with clause 2.5.3; and

(g)
orderly and proper planning

Risk Management considerations:

The proponent has a right of appeal against Council’s decision, or any conditions included therein, in accordance with the State Administrative Tribunal Act 2004 and the Planning and Development Act 2005.

Financial/Budget Implications:

Not Applicable.

Policy implications:

Not Applicable.

Regional Significance:

Not Applicable.

Sustainability implications:

Not Applicable.

Consultation:

The proposed development was not advertised, as it is generally consistent with the JCCDPM and identical to that approved previously by Council. The variations being sought will not adversely impact on the amenity of surrounding residents as they are internal to the development and as such the proposal was not advertised for public comment.

A 43 signature petition was received in August 2005 requesting that the proposed development under consideration at that time be modified to have direct access to Lakeside Drive. It was considered not to be appropriate to advertise the application to these submitters as the development was previously approved in its current form and although Council resolved to approve the development subject to left out access on to Lakeside Drive from Building A this is inconsistent with the JCCDPM and does not form part of this recommendation. This is further discussed in the Comment section of this report.

COMMENT

Joondalup City Centre Development Plan and Manual (JCCDPM)

The subject land is located within the Lakeside District of the JCCDPM. The JCCDPM provides development control standards for the subject land. Within the district, the subject site is designated “Landmark Apartment Developments”. Such sites present the opportunity to create a significant landmark for the district and provide a point of orientation within the locality.

Land Use and Character

Residential development is identified as the preferred use for the site. The JCCDPM states that Landmark Apartment sites may be developed to include associated uses that are for the benefit of the predominant use, being residential. The applicant proposes to include a commercial unit to be used as a convenience store.

It is considered that a convenience store is an associated use within the residential development and will provide a useful service for local residents and workers within and nearby the Lakeside District.

Residential Density

The density permitted for the site by the JCCDPM is R60. The JCCDPM gives Council the discretion to consider a density bonus to R100 where Council is satisfied that the proposed development:

(a) 
creates an appropriate landmark; and

(b) 
enhances the overall legibility and amenity of the Lakeside District and the City Centre.

Section A4.3 of the JCCDPM indicates that building height is a key determinant of the landmark quality of a building and states that buildings on the subject site should be at least 2 storeys in height. From Lakeside Drive the proposed development will appear four storeys in height, from Greenshank Park the proposed development will appear three storeys in height. Compared with surrounding buildings which are predominantly two storeys, the proposal will be a prominent landmark building and will therefore act as a key reference point within the greater Joondalup City Centre area.

The 15 proposed single bedroom dwellings have an average area of 67m² each. The R-Codes allow 60m² each under the Acceptable Development Standards. The performance criteria of the R-Codes state that single bedroom dwellings are “dwellings that provide limited accommodation, suitable for one or two persons”. Although larger than 60m2, all units have only one bedroom and one open plan living area. It is considered that the 15 single bedroom units are generally only suitable for one or two persons, and therefore meet the performance criteria of the R-Codes.

If Council resolves that the 15 single bedroom units meet the performance criteria of Clause 7.1.3 of the R Codes, this aspect of the development will attract a density bonus of one third in area. The table below summarises the site area calculation (including the density bonus).

	Minimum Land Area per Unit
	Site Area Calculation

	27 x 2 & 3 Bedroom Units at 100m² each
	2700m²

	15 x 1 Bedroom Units at 66.66m² each

Note: density bonus reduction of 33.33m².
	1000m²

	Total Area
	3700m²


As such the development complies with the R100 density requirements of the R-Codes.

Car Parking

The proposed development meets the car parking requirements of DPS2 and the JCCDPM subject to approval of a car parking standard for the Convenience Store.

The car parking standards for multiple dwellings and single bedroom dwellings are outlined in the JCCDPM. ‘Convenience Store’ does not have a prescribed parking standard under the JCCDPM or DPS2 and as such Council is required to exercise discretion in nominating a car parking standard for Convenience Store.

It is considered appropriate that the car parking standard for a corner store, as outlined in DPS2 should apply (4 bays per 100m²) as:

( 
The proposed Convenience Store is similar in size and scale to a Corner Store;

( 
The proposed Convenience Store will offer similar goods and services to a Corner Store; and

( 
It is considered that the proposed Convenience Store will attract a similar rate of customers as a Corner Store.
Building Height

Under the provisions of the JCCDPM, a minimum height requirement of two storeys applies to Landmark Apartment sites in the Lakeside District. Proposed buildings A and B, where the residential component of the development is proposed to be located, satisfy this requirement. 

While the proposed building C is only one storey in height, the building is to be used as a vehicle garage fronting the right of way (ROW) on the northern boundary of the development site and a storage and pump room for the communal pool. Building C is a minor component of the development and will not affect the landmark status of the development, given that it does not front Lakeside Drive or Greenshank Park.

The JCCDPM further states that buildings in the Lakeside District are required to have a maximum street frontage height limit of 13.5 metres, with development above this height to be set back behind a 60-degree height plane. The proposed development satisfies the maximum building height requirement.

Site Coverage / Open Space

The R-Codes require 60% open space for sites coded R100. The proposed development has an open space provision of 35%.

The performance criteria of the R-Codes in relation to open space require that there is sufficient open space around buildings:

• 
To complement the building;

• 
To allow attractive streetscapes; and

• 
To suit the future needs of residents, having regard to the type and density of the dwelling.

The proposed development is located within the Lakeside District of the Joondalup City Centre and it is intended that the development will have a character and urban design consistent with a city centre where interaction between public and private spaces is encouraged. Open space around buildings is considered inappropriate for this development, as it would detract from the active frontages the development will have to Lakeside Drive and Greenshank Park.

The proposed private open space and communal recreational facilities within the development will be of high amenity and quality to the residents of the apartment complex and are considered to meet the future needs of the residents. 

It is recommended that in this instance, an open space allocation of 35% be supported as it complements the building, adds to a streetscape that is consistent with the provisions of the JCCDPM and provides for the future needs of residents. The proposed 35% open space is consistent with the development approvals issued for the site in April 2005 and October 2006.

Site Access

Vehicle access to the development is proposed from a ROW adjacent to Sittella Turn. The proposed access arrangement is consistent with that previously approved by Council in April 2005 and October 2006.

The proposed access arrangement is consistent with the JCCDPM, which identifies Lakeside Drive as a major road carrying a medium volume of vehicles at moderate to higher speeds. It is anticipated that traffic volumes along Lakeside Drive will increase to the point where the road will need to be upgraded to a four lane dual carriageway with vehicle access points along its length required to be strictly controlled.

In support of this, the Lakeside District design guidelines of the JCCDPM are very specific with regards to access. The guidelines require that all dwellings in the Lakeside District address the primary street frontage and obtain vehicle access from other streets.

Section A3.2 of the Lakeside District design guidelines states that "for landmark sites, car parking shall be provided out of sight of primary frontages." The proposed development is consistent with this requirement.

Section A4.1 of the Lakeside District design guidelines also requires that the primary frontage of development shall be to Lakeside Drive and that vehicle access shall be provided from rear ROWs. The proposed development is also consistent with this requirement.

The proposed access arrangements are considered consistent with the relevant guidelines and requirements of the JCCDPM. 

Traffic Safety Audit

Council resolved in September 2006 to conduct a traffic safety audit of the proposed development prior to resolving to grant approval for the development in October 2006. The traffic safety audit included consideration of probable traffic generation, the existing road and ROW environment, and the function and classification of the surrounding road network. As the proposed development and the surrounding road layout has not changed since this audit was conducted, the findings of this report are relevant to this proposal.

• 
Proposed ROW Closure/Rubbish Collection

The conclusion of the audit is that a vehicle closure of the ROW (marked in red on attachment 1) running parallel to Lakeside Drive at its junction with the ROW adjacent to the development is recommended to prevent future residents and users of the development taking a shortcut from Sittella Turn from Lakeside Drive. Pedestrian and bicycle access should be retained. However, this will require rubbish collection practices to be addressed as this impacts on the current route of the garbage truck. It is recommended that a condition of any approval be that this is resolved at the building licence stage.

The section of the ROW adjacent to the proposed development closest to Lakeside Drive (as marked in blue on attachment 1) does not have provision for vehicles to turn around and has the potential to become an unintended parking area. It is concluded in the audit that consideration be given to remove the road pavement in this area to prevent parking there whilst maintaining pedestrian and cycle access. Council previously resolved to monitor the use of this part of the ROW.

It is recommended that Council initiate processes to close the junction and monitor use of the ROW adjacent the proposed development.

• 
Existing ROW Lighting

The positioning of the lighting bollards in the ROW has effectively narrowed the ROW adjacent to the development from 5.5m in width to approximately 4.8m. Lighting methods within the ROW should be reviewed to consider options that have less impact on the available ROW width. The cost of any works associated with this should be met by the owner.

• 
Temporary Vehicular Access from Lakeside Drive

A temporary access for construction vehicles to the development site should be considered off Lakeside Drive for the duration of the construction period in order to minimise the impact on the adjacent residential area. This should be closed off immediately following completion of construction.

It is recommended that Council allow temporary access from Lakeside Drive during construction of the proposed development.

• 
Direct Access to Lakeside Drive

While direct access from the ROW onto Lakeside Drive was raised by the local residents as a means to reduce traffic impact on the residential area, a traffic study has indicated that this is not necessary. It is estimated that the development will generate 190 vehicle trips per day which is well within the indicative maximum daily traffic volume for a ROW of 300 vehicle trips per day. 

• 
Previous Council Resolution

The previous approval granted by Council in October 2006 included a resolution different to the officer’s recommendation. The changes related to access in to and out of building A and are directly copied below:

“the laneway adjacent to the northern boundary of the property being modified such that vehicles can enter Building A via the lane off Sittella Turn and only exit Building A left via the lane being extended to a left turn only single lane crossover at Lakeside Drive in conjunction with the closure of the ROW between the entry and exit point to Building A”

As previously discussed, the JCCDPM identifies that access to the site be from other streets other than the primary street (Lakeside Drive). Access to Lakeside Drive should be restricted due to the potential future development of Lakeside Drive as a four lane dual carriageway, and to maintain safe and efficient movement of pedestrians along Lakeside Drive. The conclusion of the traffic safety audit was that the ROW had ample capacity to carry the anticipated residential traffic from the proposed development, which when combined with the access closure (as discussed above) to prevent future residents ‘rat-running’ along the ROW parallel to Lakeside Drive is a suitable outcome. As such the above resolution is not included in the current recommendation.

Designing Out Crime

The Western Australian Planning Commission and Office of Crime Prevention have developed guidelines for development to reduce the opportunity for crime through simple design solutions. The following designing out crime measures have been met by the proposed development:
• 
Surveillance

A substantial number of dwellings have major openings to habitable rooms and balconies which face Lakeside Drive, Greenshank Park, and the adjacent ROW which provide natural surveillance and a deterrent to anti-social behaviour and crime activities in these areas.

Natural surveillance is also provided internally within the development over communal recreation areas from balconies and major openings from dwellings.

It is recommended that a condition of approval be that the internal facing openings to both basement car parks of buildings A an B meet the requirements of visual permeability (as specified by the R-Codes) to assist in surveillance of the car parking areas.
• 
Activity Generation

The proposal combines residential development, and a commercial use (convenience store). The convenience store will operate during day time hours providing surveillance and activity in the surrounding area at times when the residential component of the development would be relatively quiet.

The development also has a nil setback to the street on Lakeside Drive encouraging interaction between the public and private space which will increase surveillance.

• 
Access Control 

Controlled access gates are proposed around the perimeter of the proposed development to restrict access into the development by non-residents and increase security for occupants.

• 
Predictable Routes and Space Safe from Entrapment

Access gates are in visible locations and internal communal areas are open in nature and readily overlooked by surrounding dwellings.

• 
Lighting

It is recommended that a condition of approval be that a detailed lighting plan be included with the building licence submission in order to ensure that sufficient lighting is provided on the perimeter of the development and in internal communal spaces.

• 
Maintenance

It is recommended that a condition of approval be that the walls facing Greenshank Park on the northern, eastern and southern boundary be treated in non sacrificial anti graffiti treatment, at the applicants cost, to assist in future maintenance.
Conclusion

The proposed development complies with the majority of the requirements as outlined in the JCCDPM. The proposal is considered to be a landmark development by virtue of its height, size and location.

The proposed density bonus for single bedroom dwellings, variations to the height and open space requirements and the provision of a convenience store are considered minor in the context of the overall development and will not have an adverse impact on the adjoining areas.

It is considered that the development will contribute to the identity of the area as a city centre where high-density development is expected.

The variations will serve to promote a city centre character, which is appropriate for the area, and will not adversely impact upon the surrounding areas. The traffic audit also proposes some enhancements to the local road network, which are endorsed and form part of this recommendation. It is therefore recommended that the proposed development be approved, subject to conditions.

ATTACHMENTS

Attachment 1 Location Plan

Attachment 2 Development Plans

Attachment 3 Traffic and Safety Review Report
VOTING REQUIREMENTS

Simple Majority

RECOMMENDATION

That Council:

1 
EXERCISES discretion in relation to Clause 4.5 of District Planning Scheme No 2 and the Joondalup City Centre Development Plan and Manual and determines that:

(a) 
Residential density bonus up to a maximum of R-100 in recognition that the building will create a suitable landmark that will be legible in terms of the surrounding Joondalup City area:

(b) 
An open space provision of 35% in lieu of 60% is acceptable in this instance;

(c) 
A Convenience Store is an associated use and therefore permitted as part of a landmark apartment development;

(d) 
Single bedroom dwellings with a plot ratio (floor area) greater than 60m² is acceptable in this instance; and
(e) 
A height of 1 storey in lieu of 2 storeys is acceptable for proposed building C.

2 
Having regard to Clause 4.8.2 of the City of Joondalup District Planning Scheme No 2, DETERMINES that:

(a) 
The car parking standard for the use “Convenience Store” shall be four (4) car parking bays per 100m² Net Lettable Area.

3
APPROVES the application dated 20 October 2008 submitted by Greg Rowe & Associates on behalf of the owners Webberton Holdings, for 42 multiple dwellings and a convenience store at Lot 201, (88) Lakeside Drive, Joondalup, subject to the following conditions:

(a) 
The parking bays, driveways and points of ingress and egress to be designed in accordance with the Australian Standard for Offstreet Carparking (AS/NZS2890.1-2004). Such areas are to be constructed, drained, marked and thereafter maintained to the satisfaction of the Manager Planning, Approvals and Environmental Services prior to the development first being occupied. These works are to be done as part of the building programme;

(b) 
All stormwater to be contained on site to the satisfaction of the Manager Infrastructure Management Services. The proposed stormwater drainage system is required to be shown on the Building Licence application and be approved by the City prior to the commencement of construction. It shall be designed to cater for the 100 year 24 hour storm event;

(c) 
The driveways and crossovers to be designed and constructed to the satisfaction of the Manager Planning, Approvals and Environmental Services before occupation of development;

(d) 
The footpath treatment in the adjoining road reserve to match the existing paving and at a grade of 2% rising from the kerbline, prior to the development first being occupied;

(e) 
Any roof mounted or free standing plant or equipment such as air conditioning units, satellite dishes or radio masts to be located and screened so as not to be visible from beyond the boundaries of the development site;

(f) 
Submission of a Construction Management Plan with the Building Licence application detailing phasing of construction, access, storage of materials, protection of pedestrians, footpaths and other infrastructure;

(g) 
A refuse management plan indicating the method of rubbish collection is to be submitted as part of the building licence and approved by the Manager Planning, Approvals and Environmental Services;

(h) 
Boundary walls being of a clean finish and made good to the satisfaction of the Manager Planning, Approvals and Environmental Services;

(i) 
The application of an acoustic consultant's report with the Building Licence application demonstrating to the satisfaction of the Manager Planning, Approvals and Environmental Services that the proposed development is capable of containing all noise emissions in accordance with the Environmental Protection Act;

(j) 
The lodging of detailed landscaping plans based on water sensitive urban design


and Designing Out Crime principles, to the satisfaction of the Manager Planning, Approvals and Environmental Services, for the development site with the Building Licence Application. For the purpose of this condition a detailed landscaping plan shall be drawn to a scale of 1:100. All details relating to paving and treatment of verges, to be shown on the landscaping plan;

(k) 
Landscaping, reticulation and all verge treatments are to be established in accordance with the approved plans prior to the development first being occupied and thereafter maintained to the satisfaction of the Manager Planning, Approvals and Environmental Services;

(l) 
The levels of the proposed development shall match the existing road and verge levels to the satisfaction of the Manager Planning, Approvals and Environmental Services;
(m) Details of the proposed servicing of the Convenience Store are to be submitted prior to the issue of a Building Licence for approval by the Manager Planning, Approvals and Environmental Services;

(n)
Temporary vehicular access from Lakeside Drive will be permitted during the
construction phase in order to facilitate the construction of the proposed development. The temporary access way shall be removed at the direction of the City or prior to a Certificate of Classification being issued and the owner will be responsible for the reinstatement of the verge and any costs associated with those works to the satisfaction of the Manager Infrastructure Management Services. Plans showing the location and detailed design of the temporary access way shall be submitted for approval by the Manager Infrastructure Management Services prior to the issue of a Building Licence. 

(o) 
The location of the existing lighting in the right of way is to be the subject of a review by the owner to ensure that the lights do not impair the efficiency of vehicle movements in the area. The details of the review are to be provided to the satisfaction and approval of the Manager Infrastructure Management Services. Any works required with the re-location of the existing lights as a result of the review are to be carried out to the satisfaction of the Manager Infrastructure Management Services and at the owners cost;

(p) 
the six car parking spaces located in proposed building "C" being marked and set aside for use as visitor car parking spaces;

(q)
Directional signage indicating the location of the visitor car parking bays in Building ‘C’ shall be provided within the lot boundary so as to be visible from Sitella Turn, to the satisfaction of the Manager Planning, Approvals and Environmental Services. Details of signage shall be included in the Building Licence application;

(r)
The northern, eastern, and southern ground level facades as marked in RED on the approved plans shall be treated with non-sacrificial anti-graffiti coating;
(s)
Obscured or reflective glazing shall not be used at ground floor level fronting Lakeside Drive;

(t)
A lighting plan detailing all pole and fixture positions, lux levels and light spillage shall be submitted with the Building Licence Application for approval of the Manager Planning, Approvals & Environmental Services; and

(u)
The internal facing ground floor openings of the basement car park shall be visually permeable as defined by the Residential Design Codes Variation 1.
4 
INITIATES the closure of the right of way running parallel to Lakeside Drive at its junction with the right of way adjacent to the development;

5 
NOTES that the future use of the right of way adjacent to the northern side boundary of Lot 201 (88) Lakeside Drive will be monitored.

Appendix 34 refers

To access this attachment on electronic document, click here: Attach34brf100209.pdf
PROPOSED MIXED USE DEVELOPMENT OF 24 MULTIPLE DWELLINGS, 8 GROUPED DWELLINGS, OFFICES, CONVENIENCE STORE & RESTAURANT AT Lot 9009 (46) ANGOVE DRIVE, HILLARYS – [68543]

	WARD:
	South-West 

	
	

	RESPONSIBLE
	Mr Clayton Higham

	DIRECTOR:
	Planning and Community Development


This Item has been WITHDRAWN and will be resubmitted at a further date.

11
REPORT OF THE CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER

CJ039-02/09
CONTRIBUTION TO THE 2009 VICTORIAN BUSHFIRE APPEAL - [08032]

	WARD:
	All

	
	

	RESPONSIBLE
	Mr Garry Hunt

	DIRECTOR:
	Office of CEO


PURPOSE

To give consideration to donating an amount of $10,000 to the Australian Red Cross for the 2009 Victorian Bushfire Appeal.
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

In early 2009 a number of large bushfires engulfed rural areas of Victoria which has seen hundreds of people lose their lives and many lose their property.  The disaster has affected many people across the country.

As of 10 February 2009, the death toll involved in the disaster stood at 173, with many still missing or unaccounted for.

Red Cross Australia is co-ordinating the Victorian Bushfire Appeal 2009 which was launched by the Victorian State Government.  The 2009 Victorian Bushfire Appeal is to assist individuals and communities affected by the bushfires in Victoria.  

The City has also arranged that 50% of donations made at the 2009 Valentines Concert will be sent to the Appeal.
BACKGROUND

In early 2009, a number of large bushfires engulfed rural areas of Victoria which has seen hundreds of people lose their lives and many lose their property.  The disaster has affected many people across the country.

As at 10 February 2009, the confirmed death toll stood at 173.  It is estimated that the death toll could rise above 250 people.

In October 2002, the Council contributed $5,000 to the Lord Mayor’s Distress Relief Fund for the victims and their families of the Bali bombing tragedy, and in January 2005 contributed $10,000 ($5,000 to Save the Children Australia and $5,000 to CARE Australia) as part of the Asian Tsunami Disaster.

DETAILS

The Victorian State Government in partnership with Red Cross Australia and the Federal Government launched the 2009 Victorian Bushfire Appeal.  The Appeal has been established to assist individuals and communities affected by the bushfires in Victoria.  As at 10 February 2009 it had raised $25.7 million.

Australian Red Cross

Since 1914 Australian Red Cross has been responding to the needs of Australians in suburbs and towns right across the country. 

Through war, drought, flood and fire its volunteers have responded willingly and risen to the task with a passion and commitment that has become renowned. It has a reputation that is richly deserved, embodying the universal spirit of the Red Cross.

For many volunteers, such as those who serve as emergency services teams, it is a 24-hour a day, seven day a week commitment to helping people whose lives have been touched by tragedy or disaster.

Today it has more than 27,000 trained volunteers and delivers over 60 local programs and services around Australia mostly funded by public donation and corporate partnerships.

It is part of the International Red Cross and Red Crescent Movement, the largest humanitarian organisation in the world with more than 97 million volunteers worldwide. It is independent of government and is without any political, religious or cultural affiliation.

Issues and options considered:

The Council may:

· Agree to donate $10,000 to the 2009 Victorian Bushfire Appeal.

· Not agree to donate to the 2009 Victorian Bushfire Appeal.

· Amend the amount agreed to donate to the 2009 Victorian Bushfire Appeal.

Link to Strategic Plan:

Not Applicable.

Legislation – Statutory Provisions:

Not Applicable.

Risk Management considerations:

Not Applicable.

Financial/Budget Implications:

The 2008/09 budget does not include funds for such a donation, therefore it will be necessary to approve the expenditure by an absolute majority.
Account No:
1.130.A1301.3292.0000

Budget Item:
Governance Costs – Elected Members - Donations

Budget Amount:
$0

YTD Amount:
$0

Actual Cost:
$10,000

Contact has been made with the Cities of Wanneroo and Stirling, who have indicated the following amounts will be donated:

City of Wanneroo
· Donations received during an upcoming community concert will be forwarded to the Appeal.
City of Stirling

· $10,000 to the 2009 Victorian Bushfire Appeal.
Other Initiatives by the City of Joondalup

2009 Valentines Concert

Initially as part of the 2009 Valentines Concert, all donations made on the evening would be contributed to TEEN Challenge.  It has been agreed that the donations raised on the evening be split 50/50 between TEEN Challenge and the Bushfire Appeal.
Policy Implications:

Not Applicable.

Regional Significance:

Not Applicable.

Sustainability Implications:

Donations to the Appeal will greatly assist individuals and communities affected by the devastation caused by the bushfires.

Consultation:

Not Applicable.

COMMENT

The tragic events of the Victorian Bushfires has affected the lives of many people.

It is requested that the Council agrees to contribute $10,000 to the 2009 Victorian Bushfire Appeal.

ATTACHMENTS

Nil.

VOTING REQUIREMENTS

Absolute Majority

RECOMMENDATION

That Council:

1
BY AN ABSOLUTE MAJORITY, DONATES an amount of $10,000 from Account No 1.130.A1301.3292.0000 - (Governance Costs – Elected Members – Donations) to the 2009 Victorian Bushfire Appeal;

2
NOTES that 50% of the donations collected from the City’s 2009 Valentines Concert will be contributed to the 2009 Victorian Bushfire Appeal.

	


CJ040-02/09
REPORT ON CODE OF CONDUCT COMPLAINT – [09358] [84031]

	WARD:
	All

	
	

	RESPONSIBLE
	Mr Garry Hunt

	DIRECTOR:
	Office of CEO


PURPOSE

The Chief Executive Officer has investigated a complaint lodged under the Code of Conduct by Mr Stephen Kobelke about Mayor Pickard. In accordance with section 8 of the Code of Conduct, the investigation report on the complaint is presented to Council. 

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Mr Stephen Kobelke lodged a complaint about Mayor Pickard, alleging he had breached sections 3.4(b) and 3.4(e) of the Code of Conduct. The Chief Executive Officer is the designated Complaints Officer and is charged with investigating Code of Conduct complaints. The investigation found that one of the allegations in the complaint was substantiated. The Code of Conduct requires the investigation report on the complaint to be presented to Council. 

BACKGROUND

Mr Kobelke made a public statement at the Council meeting held on 15 April 2008. Mr Kobelke exceeded his allocated time and the presiding member of the meeting, Mayor Pickard, requested him to draw his comments to a close. After Mr Kobelke failed to draw his comments to a close Mayor Pickard intervened and required Mr Kobelke to resume his chair. 

Mayor Pickard then said the following ‘Your behaviour is absolutely inappropriate, the time has expired, I asked you to conclude I did not ask you to raise your voice and carry on like a monkey.’ (“the Statement”) Approximately 7 minutes after the Statement was made, Mayor Pickard stated ‘I would just like to place on the public record my unreserved apology to Mr Kobelke for calling him a monkey. So that’s on the public record. Highly inappropriate his behaviour but I shouldn’t call him a monkey.’

On 2 May 2008, Mr Kobelke wrote to the City complaining about the Statement.

DETAILS

Issues and options considered:

The complaint alleges breaches of the following clauses of the Code of Conduct:

(i) Clause 3.4(b) – which requires Council members and employees to perform their duties impartially to the best of their ability and in the best interests of the community, uninfluenced by fear or favour;

(ii) Clause 3.4(e) – which requires Council members and employees to make no allegations which are improper or derogatory (unless true and in the public interest) and refrain from any form of conduct in the performance of their official or professional duties which may cause or is likely to cause any reasonable person unwarranted offence or embarrassment. 

The complaint has been investigated and Chief Executive Officer’s findings are that the Statement was in breach of clause 3.4(e), but not clause 3.4(b) of the Code. Both the complainant and Mayor Pickard have been notified of the outcome.  

Section 8 of the Code of Conduct requires a report on a complaint about an Elected Member to be presented to Council. 

Link to Strategic Plan:

Objective 1.1 provides that the City ensures that the processes of local governance are carried out in a manner that is ethical, transparent and accountable.

Legislation – Statutory Provisions:

Section 5.103 Local Government Act 1995. Codes of conduct

(1) Every local government is to prepare or adopt a code of conduct to be observed by council members, committee members and employees.

Risk Management considerations:

Breaches of the Code of Conduct bring reputational risk to the City. 

Financial/Budget Implications:

Not applicable

Policy implications:

Council Policy 4-1 Code of Conduct

Regional Significance:

Not applicable

Sustainability implications:

Not applicable

Consultation:

Not applicable

COMMENT

Not applicable

ATTACHMENTS

Attachment 1 - Investigation Report

VOTING REQUIREMENTS

Simple majority

RECOMMENDATION

That Council NOTES the Investigation Report on the Code of Conduct complaint made by Mr Stephen Kobelke about Mayor Pickard. 

Appendix 38 refers
To access this attachment on electronic document, click here: Attach38agn170209.pdf
CJ041-02/09
ICLEI WORLD CONGRESS 2009 and north american study tour  - CONNECTING WORLD LEADERS - ADVANCING LOCAL ACTION FOR SUSTAINABILITY – [00427] [24592]

	WARD:
	All

	
	

	RESPONSIBLE
	Mr Garry Hunt

	DIRECTOR:
	Office of CEO


PURPOSE

To give consideration to the request received from Councillor Michael Norman to attend the ICLEI World Congress 2009 and North American Study Tour – Connecting World Leaders – Advancing Local Action for Sustainability, 14-24 June 2009, Edmonton, Canada.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

The City’s Strategic Plan 2008 – 2011 includes a key focus area for the natural environment.   Councillor Norman has requested to attend the ICLEI World Congress & North American Study Tour 14–24 June 2009.

The City’s Policy 8-2 Elected Members (Allowances) requires the Council to determine the request.  Councillor Norman does not have sufficient funds remaining in his allocated annual conference and training account to meet all associated costs for the Congress and Study Tour.
BACKGROUND

ICLEI - Local Governments for Sustainability is an international association of local governments and national and regional local government organizations that have made a commitment to sustainable development. More than 850 cities, towns, counties, and their associations worldwide comprise ICLEI's growing membership. ICLEI works with these and hundreds of other local governments through international performance-based, results-oriented campaigns and programs.
The first ICLEI World Congress was held in Cape Town, South Africa in 2006.

DETAILS

The World Congress is a key gathering of ICLEI Members, ICLEI’s strategic partners and experts, an opportunity to learn about the achievements of the most advanced cities and towns, and to build upon past successes to advance local action for sustainability. 

The event will facilitate exchange and capacity-building among local governments, and other stakeholders who play leading roles in the path towards sustainability. 
The Study Tour will visit the Cities of:

· Vancouver

· Seattle

· San Francisco

These cities offer numerous examples of practical and successful local government to sustainability and livability.
A copy of the congress and study tour registration is attached.

Issues and options considered:

The Council has the following options: -

· Agree to the request of Councillor Norman to attend the congress with the City meeting all costs; 

· Not agree the request of Councillor Norman to attend the congress and study tour; or

· Agree to Councillor Norman attending the congress and study tour with costs being shared between the balance of his conference allowance and Councillor Norman personally.

Link to Strategic Plan:

The City has a key focus area specific to preserving the natural environment with a number of objectives and strategies identified to assist it in achieving the key focus area.

Legislation – Statutory Provisions:

Not applicable

Risk Management considerations:

Not applicable

Financial/Budget Implications:

	Account No:
	1.130.A1301.3207.0000

	Budget Item:
	Elected members conference & training expenses

	Budget Amount:
	$126,000

	YTD Amount:
	$

	Actual Cost:
	$12,850 (approximate)


Below are approximate costs for attendance at the congress and study tour would be: -

Congress and Study Tour registration 
$9,700 (includes discounts offered as member of ICLEI)

Cash Advance
 (12-26 June 2009 – 15 days)

$2,550

Return economy airfare Sydney or Melbourne
$600

Total approximate costs



$12,850

Congress and Study tour registration fees covers: -

· International economy flights from and return to Melbourne, Sydney and Auckland with international flights anticipated to depart on Friday 12 June and return no later than Friday 26 June 2009;

· ICLEI World Congress registration (14-18 June 2009) fees;

· North American economy class flights;

· All transport between cities on the Study Tour, all accommodation, all breakfasts and dinners, all hotel and airport transfers related to the World Congress and Study Tour, and carbon offsets for all flights
Congress and Study tour registration fees do not cover: -

· The cost of travelling to and from Melbourne and Sydney; 
· Lunches during the Study Tour (19–24 June), travel insurance, passport fees, gratuities, refreshments, or personal expenses incurred (e.g. laundry, telephone, facsimiles, medical services).
Below are appropriate costs for attendance of the World Congress only:

Registration
$985.00

Accommodation (6 nights)
$1860.00

Economy Airfare to Edmonton
$3500.00

Cash advance
$1360.00


TOTAL Approximate Costs
$7705.00
The above figures are conversions from both Euro and Canadian dollars to Australian dollars so costs may change prior to booking.
Policy implications:

City Policy 8-2 Elected Members (Allowances) specifies the requirements for elected members wanting to attend conferences.  In essence, each elected member is allocated a certain amount per annum, where the elected member can determine his/her training/conference needs.  The Chief Executive Officer has delegated authority to approve elected members attendance at conferences, except international conferences which require the approval of the Council.

Part 5 of the policy states: -

PART 5 – ATTENDANCE AT OVERSEAS CONFERENCES

1. An Elected Member may, with Council approval, attend an overseas conference. The Council approval must include a specific Council resolution indicating that the conference attendance will be of benefit to the City and the Elected Member and detailing any conditions that may apply.

2. An Elected Member may attend an overseas conference if the Elected Member has sufficient funds in their annual conference and training expense allocation to meet the costs. Where there are insufficient funds to meet the cost of the registered overseas Conference or Training in the Elected Member’s conference and training expense allocation, Council approval must be obtained before costs are incurred in keeping with 4.9(5) above or the Elected Member agrees to meet the additional costs personally.

3. All air travel overseas shall be by Business Class, except where an Elected Member chooses to travel at a cheaper rate. If Business Class is not available, Economy Class is to be used.

4. Cash advances are payable for overseas conferences (see Section 4.7(7)).
Councillor Norman currently has $7,965.80 remaining in his annual training and conference allowance.  This leave a shortfall of approximately $4,445 based on Councillor Norman not attending any further training or conferences until October 2009.  There are sufficient funds to attend the congress above, based on the estimated costs.
Regional Significance:

The attendance at the conference has no regional significance, however the issue of managing environmental issues does.

Sustainability implications:

The congress and study tour will facilitate exchange and capacity-building among local governments, and other stakeholders who play leading roles in sustainability intitiatives. 

Consultation:

Not applicable

COMMENT

The City of Joondalup is committed to its sustainable principles and is a recognised leader in the field of environmental management within the local government context.  

The City of Joondalup has been participating in the CCP program for a number of years.    The CCP program is administered by the International Council for Local Environmental Initiatives – Local Governments for Sustainability (ICLEI) in collaboration with the Australian Greenhouse Office (AGO).  

The City is also a member of the Local Action Biodiversity Program (LAB) which is a 3 year     ICLEI partnership project, involving 21 cities from around the world to enhance the profile, planning and management of biodiversity at a local level. The aim of the three year project is to develop a local government network for biodiversity action, broadly representative of ICLEI’s region and continents, to promote greater understanding of local government biodiversity issues leading to the implementation of appropriate measures within the participating local governments.

It is not intended that an officer of the City attend the Study tour or the World Congress.

ATTACHMENTS

Attachment 1 - ICLEI World Congress & North American Study Tour 14–24 June 2009 DELEGATE REGISTRATION FORM
VOTING REQUIREMENTS

Simple Majority

RECOMMENDATION

That the Council GIVES consideration to the request from Cr Michael Norman to attend the ICLEI World Congress and North American Study Tour 12-24 June 2009.
Appendix 39 refers

To access this attachment on electronic document, click here: Attach39agn170209.pdf
CJ042-02/09
CONFIDENTIAL REPORT – APPOINTMENT, DIRECTOR GOVERNANCE AND STRATEGY - [56586]
WARD:
 All 

RESPONSIBLE

Mr Garry Hunt
DIRECTOR:

Chief Executive Officer

This Item is Confidential – Not for Publication

A full report has been provided to Elected Members under separate cover.
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MOTIONS OF WHICH PREVIOUS NOTICE HAS BEEN GIVEN


NOTICE OF MOTION NO. 1 – CR BRIAN CORR – CLIMATE CHANGE (SEA LEVEL RISES)  -  [59091]

In accordance with Clause 26 of Standing Orders Local Law 2005, Cr Brian Corr has given notice of his intention to move the following motion at the Council Meeting to be held on Tuesday, 17 February 2009:


“That Council:


NOTING the following:

1
the scientific evidence is overwhelming: climate change presents very serious risks;


2
preparing for the impacts of climate change is imperative;

3
the sea level is estimated to rise 18 to 59 cm by the end of this century with shoreline retreat being as much as 50 to 200 times the vertical sea level rise (i.e. 9M to 118M, depending on the coastal geomorphology);

4
sea level rises could affect drainage, road and pathway construction and maintenance, coastal assets and infrastructure, open space, marinas and jetties, dunes etc;

5
developments where climate change is taken into account are more likely to be successful, be a better investment, command a higher price, and have lower long-term running costs (such as insurance etc);

6
developments where climate change is ignored could be too dangerous or uncomfortable to utilise, too expensive to run and maintain, and affordable insurance may not be available;

7
down the track, when a problem arises, the City of Joondalup will still be here to be held to account, the developer may or may not be.  The cost to ratepayers in litigation could be enormous;

8
owners rely on the City of Joondalup for advice on matters such as this to reduce their risks and demonstrate due diligence;

9
the need for due diligence cannot now be ignored because a risk is uncertain or is in the future;

10
the general awareness of the impacts of climate change has increased dramatically in the recent past;

11
a number of other authorities have published climate change impact assessments;

12
buyers and tenants expect that developments designed and built now will withstand the impacts of climate change within the lifetime of the development;

13
the head of the climate change unit at the Australian National University and science advisor to the Federal Government, Professor Will Steffen, said “we see things happening much faster than we thought” (ABC News 19 August 2008);

14
a Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal (VCAT) decision, labelled ‘Red Dot’ for emphasis and referenced VCAT 1545 (29 July 2008), overturns a planning approval for six (6) houses as, “applying the precautionary principle, we consider that increases in the severity of storm events coupled with rising sea levels create a reasonably foreseeable risk of inundation of the subject land and the proposed dwellings, which is unacceptable.”


REQUESTS a report from the Chief Executive Officer advising Council whether, or not, a full climate change/risk assessment, with particular attention being given to sea level rises and its effects, should be done, giving the pros and cons, with a recommendation to Council, and, if the recommendation is yes, the urgency that the assessment should be given.”

Reason for Motion

Cr Corr submitted the following comments in support of his Notice of Motion:

· Climate change predictions indicate a high risk of increased sea levels often associated with extreme storm events.  The debate is about the extent of the risks, particularly in coastal areas.

· Charles Johnson, Executive Director of Urban Policy at DPI, at the Perth NRM Local Government Reference Group meeting on 3 December 2008 said, when discussing Climate Change, that unless action is taken quickly, we may have to write off most of Rockingham and Mandurah.  I asked him, considering the major projects we have earmarked for our coastal strip, should the City of Joondalup do its own Climate Change study.  He said ‘Yes’.

· We are about to embark on some terrific, and exciting, and costly, projects along our coastline and our residents/ratepayers need to be assured that all the risks have been taken into account.

· The effects of climate change will not just happen one day in 2030 or 2050.  Every storm could be a new line in the sand.  Some people will pack up and move to higher ground, like they did in New Orleans, and some will stay until the next storm tells them they are on the wrong side of the line.  Was Brisbane in November a sign of things to come?

· Can we assure our residents and ratepayers that we are considering these possibilities seriously?

· A number of authorities, local and other, have already looked at Climate Change.  Attached are the following documents.

· A Darwin City Council paper dated July 2008 on climate change;

· A copy of the program for a July 2008 conference on the subject ‘Responding to Sea Level Rise’ held in Coffs Harbour;

· A Fact Sheet from Lake Macquarie City Council detailing their work on climate change;

· A copy of a report from the Greater Wellington Regional Council titled ‘Sea Level Rise – A New Zealand Context’;

· A 2002 report from the CSIRO titled ‘Using Sea Level Rise Projections for Urban Planning in Australia’ – in particular Pages 31 and 32 which refer to erosion, extreme storm events and the magnitude of sea level rise here in Western Australia.


There are many more papers and studies available, mostly taking a pessimistic view and urging action.

· The West Australian reported on 23 October 2008 (copy attached) that Mandurah City Council has employed consultants to “formulate an action plan for its coastal zone and waterways.”  The same report mentioned that Cottesloe had done a similar study in June 2008.

· The Claremont Nedlands Post on 22 November 2008 (copy attached) reports that a meeting took place on Cottesloe Beach the previous Sunday as part of “Australia’s biggest call for climate change action.”  The Mayor of Cottesloe, Kevin Morgan, reportedly told the crowd that the Indiana Teahouse could be under water by 2030 if serious action on climate change was not taken today.  “Doing nothing is not an option,” he said.  Organiser, Carolyn Hofmeester reportedly said “If we fail to take action, then as well as losing Cottesloe we risk losing many of our beautiful beaches from Yallingup to Cable Beach.”

· Whilst I have the utmost respect for our officers and their advice, this is one example of a situation that requires, in my opinion, expert external opinion.

· This motion asks the question “Should we do a full climate change/risk assessment specific to the City of Joondalup?  If yes, how urgent should it be?

Officer’s comment

A report can be prepared.

Appendix 36 refers

To access this attachment on electronic document, click here: Attach36brf100209.pdf
NOTICE OF MOTION NO.2 – CR GEOFF AMPHLETT – BETTER UTILISATION OF CITY SUMPS - [42666]

In accordance with Clause 26 of Standing Orders Local Law 2005, Cr Geoff Amphlett has given notice of his intention to move the following motion at the Council Meeting to be held on Tuesday, 17 February 2009:


“That Council request a report from the Chief Executive Officer on the potential to better utilise the City’s sumps, including but not limited to passive recreational purposes, enhanced beautification and improved bio filtration. The report should also identify the indicative costs, timing and technical issues associated with sump upgrading.”

REASON FOR MOTION

Cr Amphlett submitted the following comments in support of his Notice of Motion:

“The City maintains a large number of sumps.  These have received considerable focus and attention recently because of tree deaths on land surrounding the sumps.  The City is commencing the process of replanting trees to replace the dead trees.  In conjunction with this action, it is considered desirable to consider and evaluate whether better use could be made of the City’s sumps, particularly for recreation purposes.”

Officer’s comment

A report can be prepared.

NOTICE OF MOTION NO.3 – MAYOR TROY PICKARD – REVIEW OF DISTRICT AND WARD BOUNDARIES AND ELECTED MEMBER RATIO TO ELECTORS – [01369] [51577] [16878]
In accordance with Clause 26 of Standing Orders Local Law 2005, Mayor Troy Pickard has given notice of his intention to move the following motion at the Council Meeting to be held on Tuesday 17 February 2009:


“That following the recent announcement by Mr John Castrilli, Minister for Local Government; Heritage; Citizenship and Multicultural Interests regarding the current government’s strategies for local government reform based on a voluntary reduction in the number of individual local governments, the Council REQUESTS the Chief Executive Officer to prepare a report on the opportunities and options to review the City of Joondalup’s: 

(a)
Current district boundary;

(b)
Current ward boundaries;

(c)
Number of offices of elected members on the Council; and


(d) 
Ratio of elected members to electors.”

OFFICER’S COMMENT

A report can be prepared
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DECLARATION OF

FINANCIAL INTEREST/INTEREST THAT MAY AFFECT IMPARTIALITY

To:
CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER



CITY OF JOONDALUP

	Name/

Position
	

	Meeting Date
	

	Item No/

Subject
	

	Nature of Interest
	Financial Interest *

Interest that may affect impartiality*

       
	* Delete where 

not applicable

	Extent of Interest
	

	Signature
	

	Date
	


Section 5.65(1) of the Local Government Act 1995 states that:


“A member who has an interest in any matter to be discussed at a Council or Committee meeting that will be attended by that member must disclose the nature of the interest:

(a)
in a written notice given to the CEO before the meeting; or


(b)
at the meeting immediately before the matter is discussed.
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QUESTION TO BE ASKED AT 

BRIEFING SESSION/COUNCIL MEETING

	TITLE

(Mr/Mrs/Ms/Dr)
	FIRST NAME
	SURNAME
	ADDRESS

	
	
	
	


QUESTIONS

……………………………………………………………………………………………………………

……………………………………………………………………………………………………………

……………………………………………………………………………………………………………

……………………………………………………………………………………………………………

……………………………………………………………………………………………………………

……………………………………………………………………………………………………………

……………………………………………………………………………………………………………

……………………………………………………………………………………………………………

……………………………………………………………………………………………………………

……………………………………………………………………………………………………………

Please submit this form at the meeting or:

- post to The Chief Executive Officer, City of Joondalup, P O Box 21, Joondalup   WA   6919

- email to council.questions@joondalup.wa.gov.au
Please note that:

· Questions asked at a Briefing Session must relate to matters contained on the draft agenda.

· Questions asked at a Council meeting can relate to matters that affect the operations of the City of Joondalup.

· Questions asked at a Special Meeting of the Council must relate to the purpose for which the meeting has been called
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STATEMENT TO BE MADE AT 

BRIEFING SESSION/COUNCIL MEETING

	TITLE

(Mr/Mrs/Ms/Dr)
	FIRST NAME
	SURNAME
	ADDRESS

	
	
	
	


STATEMENT

……………………………………………………………………………………………………………

……………………………………………………………………………………………………………

……………………………………………………………………………………………………………

……………………………………………………………………………………………………………

……………………………………………………………………………………………………………

……………………………………………………………………………………………………………

……………………………………………………………………………………………………………

……………………………………………………………………………………………………………

……………………………………………………………………………………………………………

……………………………………………………………………………………………………………

Please submit this form at the meeting or:

- post to The Chief Executive Officer, City of Joondalup, P O Box 21, Joondalup   WA   6919

- email to council.questions@joondalup.wa.gov.au
Please note that:

· Statements made at a Briefing Session must relate to matters contained on the draft agenda.

· Statements made at a Council meeting can relate to matters that affect the operations of the City of Joondalup.
· Statements made at a Special Meeting of the Council must relate to the purpose for which the meeting has been called
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Agenda Ordinary Meeting of Council

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN THAT THE NEXT ORDINARY MEETING OF THE
COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF JOONDALUP WILL BE HELD IN THE COUNCIL
CHAMBER, JOONDALUP CIVIC CENTRE, BOAS AVENUE, JOONDALUP

ON
COMMENCING AT

PUBLIC QUESTION TIME Members of the public are requested
to lodge questions in writing by
9.00am

Answers to those questions received
within that timeframe will, where
practicable, be provided in hard copy
form at the Council Meeting.

QUESTIONS TO council.questions@joondalup.wa.gov.au
PO Box 21 Joondalup WA 6919

GARRY HUNT www.joondalup.wa.gov.au
Chief Executive Officer
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