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CITY OF ALBANY STRATEGIC PLAN (2011-2021) 
 
 

The City of Albany Strategic Plan was adopted by Council on 16 August 2011 and is 
available at www.albany.wa.gov.au 

 
 

The Plan states our vision and values as: 
 
 
VISION 
 
Western Australia’s most sought after and unique regional city to live, work and visit. 
 
 
VALUES 
 
The values of the City of Albany apply to elected members and staff who commit to: 
 

• Results 
 

• Ethical behaviour 
 

• Accountability 
 

• Leadership 

http://www.albany.wa.gov.au/
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I. DECLARATION OF OPENING AND ANNOUNCEMENT OF VISITORS 

 
The Mayor declared the meeting open at 7.00pm 
 
II. OPENING PRAYER 
 
The Mayor read the opening prayer. 
 
“Heavenly Father, we thank you for the peace and beauty of this area. Direct and prosper 
the deliberations of this Council for the advancement of the City and the welfare of its 
people. Amen.” 
 
7.01pm Councillor Elect Holden made his declaration. 
 
ITEM 2.0: RESOLUTION 
 
MOVED: COUNCILLOR HOLDEN 
SECONDED: COUNCILLOR DUFTY 
 
THAT Standing Order 3.1 be SUSPENDED to allow recording of proceedings. 

CARRIED 12-0 
 
III. ANNOUNCEMENTS BY MAYOR AND COUNCILLORS WITHOUT DISCUSSION 
 
7:03:18 PM Councillor Sutton 
Summary of key points: 
 

• Congratulated City staff on the upgrade of Lower Denmark Road 
• Local government, and the community, were becoming ‘over legislated’ by State and 

Federal government  
 

 
7:06:55 PM Councillor Attwell 
Summary of key points: 
 

• Attended 14 functions, 8 meetings, 4 induction sessions and 7 enquiries on behalf of 
ratepayers including the Nurses Memorial Service -keynote address from this service 
tabled for Council 

• MC for the Nurses Memorial Service, former Mayor Annette Knight, congratulated 
City of Albany staff on the presentation of the rose gardens 

• Met with AEG Ogden representative Rod Phillips and Gary Snowden, who have 
offered a tour of the Albany Entertainment Centre to all Elected Members 

tre://?label=&quot;ALBANY&nbsp;COUNCIL&nbsp;CHAMBERS&quot;?datetime=&quot;20111115190318&quot;?Data=&quot;def7134a&quot;
tre://?label=&quot;ALBANY&nbsp;COUNCIL&nbsp;CHAMBERS&quot;?datetime=&quot;20111115190655&quot;?Data=&quot;ffec87e5&quot;
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7:09:09 PM Mayor presented his report. 
 
ITEM 3.0: RESOLUTION 
 
MOVED: COUNCILLOR SUTTON 
SECONDED: COUNCILLOR GREGSON 
 
THAT the Mayor’s Report be RECEIVED. 

CARRIED 12-0 
 
IV. RESPONSE TO PREVIOUS UNANSWERED QUESTIONS FROM PUBLIC 
 Nil. 
 
V. PUBLIC QUESTION AND STATEMENT TIME 
 
Each person asking questions or making comments at the Open Forum will be LIMITED to a 
time period of 4 MINUTES to allow all those wishing to comment an opportunity to do so. 
 
 
7:12:48 PM Mayor opened the Public Forum 
 
7:13:02 PM Ms Diane Curlewis, Wilson Street, Little Grove 
Ms Curlewis’ tabled address is detailed at Appendix B. 
 
7:16:12 PM Mr Jonathon Hoskin, Wilson Street, Little Grove. 
Summary of key points: 
 

• A fresh start for Albany was important, but this needs trust and respect between 
Councillors and the community 

• Council has approved two developments creating uncertainty for landholders in Little 
Grove, and asked that the City of Albany clarify the planning rules which are to be 
applied to every development 

• Electors should be able to have confidence in Council 
 
7:18:56 PM Ms Kim White, 27 Parker Brook Road, Willyung 
Summary of key points: 
 

• Expressed concern over the proposed Motorplex site when as a neighbour, she was 
already experiencing issues with noise from the Albany Kart Club. 

• Concerned that devaluation of neighbouring properties to the proposed site as a 
result of noise pollution would occur 

• The wrong location has been chosen, and more suitable location should be found 

tre://?label=&quot;ALBANY&nbsp;COUNCIL&nbsp;CHAMBERS&quot;?datetime=&quot;20111115190909&quot;?Data=&quot;3cd7bb42&quot;
tre://?label=&quot;ALBANY&nbsp;COUNCIL&nbsp;CHAMBERS&quot;?datetime=&quot;20111115191248&quot;?Data=&quot;ad52e959&quot;
tre://?label=&quot;ALBANY&nbsp;COUNCIL&nbsp;CHAMBERS&quot;?datetime=&quot;20111115191302&quot;?Data=&quot;95d44bb5&quot;
tre://?label=&quot;ALBANY&nbsp;COUNCIL&nbsp;CHAMBERS&quot;?datetime=&quot;20111115191612&quot;?Data=&quot;16689674&quot;
tre://?label=&quot;ALBANY&nbsp;COUNCIL&nbsp;CHAMBERS&quot;?datetime=&quot;20111115191856&quot;?Data=&quot;17115107&quot;
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7:22:16 PM Mr Brad Kneebone, Lowlands 
Summary of key points: 
 

• Item 1.5: proposal to withdraw Cr attendance at South Coast Management Group 
meetings 

• Coordinates roles of coastal management across the south coast 
 
7:27:32 PM Ramin Majidi, Little Grove 
Mr Majidi’s tabled address is detailed at Appendix B. 
 
7:32:42 PM Mr Ross Chapman, Collingwood Heights 
Summary of key points: 
 

• Item 2.2: Development Application Junk Yard (Timber Salvage Only) 235-239 Ulster 
Road, Collingwood Heights. 

• Quoted objections from Government agencies regarding the siting of the timber in the 
floodplain 

• Agreed with the plan to recycle timber but said that it was not a suitable site and 
questioned the zoning. 

 
Executive Director Planning and Development Services, Mr Graeme Bride responded that 
the land in question has a rural zoning and the proposed Junk Yard for Timber Salvage is a 
discretionary use. 
 
7:35:28 PM Mr Peter White, Parker Brook Road, Willyung 
Summary of key points: 
 

• Opposed to the proposed Motorplex site, and was concerned with possible noise 
pollution, devaluation of land in surrounding areas and uncertainty in the future 

• Asked Council to defer a decision pending the provision of an independent acoustic 
report 

 
7:38:56 PM Mr Mark Robinson, Morris Road, Milpara 
Summary of key points: 
 

• Item 2.1: Final Approval of Development Guide Plan for Lots 873-875 John Street 
and 870, 876 and 877 Morris Road, Milpara 

• The development needs to minimise the impact on existing properties, and was 
concerned over the density, type and height of the proposed vegetation buffer zone 

• Requested specific details of what constitutes a buffer zone 

tre://?label=&quot;ALBANY&nbsp;COUNCIL&nbsp;CHAMBERS&quot;?datetime=&quot;20111115192216&quot;?Data=&quot;f677b4da&quot;
tre://?label=&quot;ALBANY&nbsp;COUNCIL&nbsp;CHAMBERS&quot;?datetime=&quot;20111115192732&quot;?Data=&quot;7c3d8ce2&quot;
tre://?label=&quot;ALBANY&nbsp;COUNCIL&nbsp;CHAMBERS&quot;?datetime=&quot;20111115193242&quot;?Data=&quot;c61ad900&quot;
tre://?label=&quot;ALBANY&nbsp;COUNCIL&nbsp;CHAMBERS&quot;?datetime=&quot;20111115193528&quot;?Data=&quot;753bd360&quot;
tre://?label=&quot;ALBANY&nbsp;COUNCIL&nbsp;CHAMBERS&quot;?datetime=&quot;20111115193856&quot;?Data=&quot;13e4813a&quot;
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7:43:03 PM Ms Ricci Draper, Albany Motorcycle Club 
Summary of key points: 
 

• Item 1.7: Proposal and Request for Lease over Crown Reserve 1947, Parker Brook 
Road, Willyung  

• Council had steered the Motorcycle Club to this site, and with continued delays on 
the development, the Club were experiencing an impact on membership 

• As no training facilities are currently available to the Club, the possibility of injuries to 
members riding on unmaintained tracks was now a concern 

• The Club will be seeking an extension to continue use of the current site until an 
alternative site is found. 

 
7:46:46 PM Mayor closed public forum 

tre://?label=&quot;ALBANY&nbsp;COUNCIL&nbsp;CHAMBERS&quot;?datetime=&quot;20111115194303&quot;?Data=&quot;cb41e794&quot;
tre://?label=&quot;ALBANY&nbsp;COUNCIL&nbsp;CHAMBERS&quot;?datetime=&quot;20111115194646&quot;?Data=&quot;2fee5bd4&quot;


ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING 
MINUTES – 1511/2011 

** REFER DISCLAIMER ** 
 

 8 

 
VI. RECORD OF ATTENDANCE/APOLOGIES/LEAVE OF ABSENCE (PREVIOUSLY 
 APPROVED) 
 Mayor       D Wellington 
Councillors: 
 Breaksea Ward     R Hammond 

Breaksea Ward     V Calleja 
 Frederickstown Ward     Vacant 

Frederickstown Ward     G Stocks 
Kalgan Ward      C Holden 
Kalgan Ward      Y Attwell 
West Ward      G Gregson 
West Ward      D Dufty 
Yakamia Ward     A Hortin JP 
Yakamia Ward     R Sutton 
Vancouver Ward     D Bostock 
Vancouver Ward     S Bowles 
 
 

Staff: 
 Chief Executive Officer    F James 
 Acting Executive Director Corporate Services P Wignall 
 Acting Executive Community Services   L Hill 
 Executive Director Planning & Development  

Services      G Bride 
 
 Minutes      J Williamson 
 
Apologies: 
 
 
VII.  APPLICATIONS FOR LEAVE OF ABSENCE 
 
ITEM 7.0: RESOLUTION 
 
MOVED: COUNCILLOR GREGSON 
SECONDED: COUNCILLOR HORTIN 
 
THAT Councillor Hammond be granted leave of absence for the month of December. 

CARRIED 12-0 
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VIII. CONFIRMATION OF MINUTES OF PREVIOUS MEETINGS 
 
ITEM 8.0: RESOLUTION 1 
 
MOVED: COUNCILLOR HAMMOND 
SECONDED: COUNCILLOR HOLDEN 
 
THAT the minutes of the Ordinary Council Meeting held on 11 October 2011, as 
previously distributed, be CONFIRMED as a true and accurate record of proceedings. 
 

CARRIED 12-0 
 
ITEM 8.0: RESOLUTION 2 
 
MOVED: COUNCILLOR BOWLES 
SECONDED: COUNCILLOR ATTWELL 
 
THAT the minutes of the Special Council Meeting held on 18 October 2011, as 
previously distributed, be CONFIRMED as a true and accurate record of proceedings. 
 

CARRIED 12-0 
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IX. DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST 
 

Name Item 
Number 

Nature of Interest 

Mayor Wellington 1.1.1 Impartiality. Mayor Wellington is named in a 
writ served on himself and Council by 
Councillor Bostock and Roland Paver. 
Mayor Wellington left the Chamber. Council 
then voted to allow the Mayor to return to the 
meeting after deciding that the Mayor’s interest 
in the matter is the same as the City’s. 

Councillor Attwell 1.7 Impartiality. Councillor Attwell’s sons are 
associated with the Albany Motorcycle Club. 
Councillor Atwell remained in the Chamber and 
participated in the discussion and vote. 

Councillor R Hammond 2.2 Impartiality. Councillor Hammond has a 
common and minor shareholding in an entirely 
unrelated entity. 
Councillor Hammond left the Chamber and did 
not participate in the discussion or vote. 

Councillor R Sutton 2.2 Impartiality. Councillor Sutton is brother to the 
applicant. 
Councillor Sutton left the Chamber and did not 
participate in the discussion or vote. 

Councillor Sutton 2.3 Impartiality. The nature of the interest was not 
declared. 
Councillor Sutton remained in the Chamber and 
participated in the discussion and vote. 

Councillor V Calleja 2.3 Proximity. The proponent is a contractor 
working on a building contract for Councillor 
Calleja. 
Councillor Calleja left the Chamber and did not 
participate in the discussion or vote. 
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X.  IDENTIFICATION OF MATTERS FOR WHICH THE MEETING MAY SIT BEHIND 

CLOSED DOORS 
 
 Nil. 
 
XI. PETITIONS, DEPUTATIONS AND PRESENTATIONS 

 
Nil. 

 
XII. ADOPTION OF RECOMMENDATIONS EN BLOC 
 
 Nil. 

 
RISK MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK 

 
The City of Albany Organisational Risk Management Framework, which will be 

used as a Reference Document for the “Risk Identification and Mitigation” 
Section for all Papers in the Agenda, has been previously distributed to all 

Elected Members. 
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1.1.1: AUDIT COMMITTEE  

 
File Number (Name of Ward)  FM.MEE.1 (All Wards) 
Proponent  City of Albany 
Responsible Officer : Chief Executive Officer, Faileen James 
 
7.53pm Councillor D Bostock and Mayor Wellington left the Chamber 
 
Deputy Mayor Attwell took the Chair. 
 
Councillor Hammond proposed that as Chair of the Audit Committee, that the Mayor rejoin the 
meeting. The Mayor’s interest in this matter is the same as the City’s. 
 
ITEM 1.1.1: RESOLUTION 
 
MOVED: COUNCILLOR HAMMOND 
SECONDED: COUNCILLOR SUTTON 
 
THAT the Mayor rejoin the meeting. 

CARRIED 10-0 
 
7.56pm Mayor Wellington returned to the Chamber and resumed the Chair. 
 
ITEM 1.1.1:RESOLUTION 1 
 
MOVED: COUNCILLOR HAMMOND 
SECONDED: COUNCILLOR GREGSON 
 
THAT under S5.11(2) of the Local Government Act 1995, and noting that Councillor David 
Bostock has served a writ of summons against the Mayor and the City of Albany, the 
Council removes Councillor Bostock from the office of member of the Audit and Finance 
Committee. 

CARRIED 11-0 

 
7.58PM Councillor Bostock returned to the Chamber. 
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ITEM 1.1.1 

 

 
ITEM 1.1.1: RESOLUTION 2 
 
MOVED: COUNCILLOR HAMMOND 
SECONDED: COUNCILLOR DUFTY 
 
 

1. THAT Council rescinds its previous polices stated below, and delegates to the CEO 
the authority to rescind or amend any Human Resources (HR) operational policies of 
the City including: 
 
a) Operational Human Resources Policy (Adopted by Council 15/05/07) 
b) Customer Service Policy (Adopted by Council 17/03/09) 
c) Code of Conduct (Adopted by Council 21/10/08) 
d) Communications Policy (Adopted by Council 20/07/10) 
e) Elected Member Attendance at Conferences Policy (Adopted by Council 19/12/06) 
f) Legal Representation for Elected Members, Employees and Volunteers Policy 

(Adopted by Council 14/12/10) 
g) IT System Security and Information Management Policy (Adopted by Council 

21/10/08) 
h) Plant and Vehicle Policy (Adopted by Council 17/11/09) 
i) Service Complaint Policy (Adopted by Council 21/08/07) 

(Note: All of the above policies were adopted by Council prior to February 2011) 
 

2. THAT Council delegate to the CEO the authority to develop and regularly review new 
HR operational policies for the City as required. 
 

3. The Council directs the CEO to provide to the Audit and Finance Committee, for its 
information, a copy of amended or new HR operational policies created under this 
delegation. 

 
CARRIED 12-0 

 
 
ITEM 1.1.1: RESOLUTION 3 
 
MOVED: COUNCILLOR HAMMOND 
SECONDED: COUNCILLOR STOCKS 
 
Given subsequent information received by Piper Alderman and communicated to the City 
on 4 November 2011, THAT the Committee WITHDRAW its previous recommendation to 
Council that the Chief Executive Officer respond positively to the offer made by Piper 
Alderman in regards to the Lehman Brothers Chapter 11 Bankruptcy offer. 

CARRIED 12-0 
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ITEM 1.2 

 

1.2: PLANNING AND BUILDING REPORTS OCTOBER 2011 
 
Responsible Officer : Executive Director Planning and Development 

Services (G Bride) 
Attachment : Planning and Building Reports October 2011 

 
IN BRIEF 
 

• Receive the contents of the Planning and Building Report for October 2011. 
 

ITEM 1.2: RESOLUTION 
 
MOVED: COUNCILLOR ATTWELL 
SECONDED: COUNCILLOR HOLDEN 
 
THAT the Planning and Building Report for October 2011 be RECEIVED. 
 

CARRIED 12-0 
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ITEM 1.3 

 

1.3: COMMON SEAL AND EXECUTED DOCUMENTS UNDER 
DELEGATION REPORTS 

 
Responsible Officer : Chief Executive Officer (F James) 
Attachments : Common Seal Report 

 
IN BRIEF 

 
• Receive the Common Seal Report for October 2011, which include decisions made by 

Delegated Authority 
 

ITEM 1.3: RESOLUTION 
 
MOVED: COUNCILLOR SUTTON 
SECONDED: COUNCILLOR HORTIN 
 
THAT the Common Seal Report for October 2011 be RECEIVED. 

CARRIED 12-0 
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1.4: LOCAL LAW (MEETING PROCEDURES)  

 
Proponent : City of Albany 
Attachments : Draft Local Law Meeting Procedures 2011 
Responsible Officer  : Chief Executive Officer, Faileen James 

 
IN BRIEF 

• Give public notice of the Councils intent to make a new City of Albany Local Law (Meeting 
Procedures). 

 
ITEM 1.4: ALTERNATE MOTION BY COUNCILLOR BOSTOCK 
 
MOVED: COUNCILLOR D BOSTOCK 
SECONDED: COUNCILLOR SUTTON 
 
THAT Agenda Item 1.4 be laid on the table pending a workshop to further discuss the 
detail of the local law. 

LOST 2-10 
Record of Vote 
For the Motion: Councillors Bostock and Stocks 
 
RECOMMENDATION 
 
ITEM 1.4: RESOLUTION 
VOTING REQUIREMENT: ABSOLUTE MAJORITY 
 
MOVED: COUNCILLOR DUFTY 
SECONDED: COUNCILLOR BOWLES 
 
THAT Council in accordance with section 3.12 of the Local Government Act 1995, 
agrees to GIVE PUBLIC NOTICE of its intention to MAKE the City of Albany Local Law 
Meeting Procedures 2011. 

CARRIED 11-1 
ABSOLUTE MAJORITY 

Record of Vote 
Against the Motion:  Councillor D Bostock 
 
BACKGROUND 
 
1. The Standing Orders Local Law 2009 was gazetted on 24 June 2009. 

 
2. Council previously considered the proposed new Local Law (Meeting Procedures) at the 

Ordinary Meeting of Council held on 11 October 2011. 
 
3. Given identified deficiencies in the current Standing Orders, Council conduct a review of 

these Standing Orders and has proposed a new Local Law (Meeting Procedures). 
 
4. Council has conducted an extensive review of the current standing orders over the past 12 

months and has proposed a new Standing Orders Local Law (Meeting Procedures). 
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DISCUSSION 
 
5. Feedback from the majority of Council members indicates the desire to have this matter 

considered by the Council who has “lived with” the inadequacies of the current Standing 
Orders. 

 
6. A series of workshops have been conducted to allow elected member participation into the 

Local Law Meeting Procedures and policies with the final workshop being conducted on 27 
September 2011. 

 
7. The Local Law Meeting Procedure was based on a variety of model Meeting Procedures 

recommended by the Department of Local Government including City of Mandurah, City of 
South Perth and City of Greater Geraldton. 

 
8. While many Councillors gave feedback in the workshops and individually, the “majority view” 

of Councillors was incorporated into the final version. For example, while one Councillor was 
keen for the opportunity (at item (e) of clause 3.2(1) of the Meeting Procedures) to make 
statements of opinion (whether true or not), the majority of councillors believed that such 
statements should be restricted to a report of Councillor activity to advise constituents of 
business individual Councillors have undertaken in the prior month. Accordingly, item (e) of 
clause 3.2(1) of the Meeting Procedures reflects that majority review for a “Report”. 

 
GOVERNMENT CONSULTATION 
 
9. The Joint Standing Committee on Delegated Legislation was contacted on 19 September 

2011 in order to verify actions required to make a new local law and ensure compliance. 
 
PUBLIC CONSULTATION / ENGAGEMENT 
 
10. Statewide and local public notice of the proposed new local law will invite submission from 

the public. 
 
11. Copies of the proposed local law will be made available on the internet and hardcopy at the 

City of Albany public library.  
 
STATUTORY IMPLICATIONS 
 
12. Section 3.12 (3)(a)(iii) of the Local Government Act 1995 requires local governments to 

advertise their proposed local laws and provide the public with a statutory period of ‘not less 
than six weeks after the notice is given’ in which to lodge submissions. 

 
13. The presiding member is to give notice to the Council meeting of the purpose and effect of 

the proposed local law. 
 
Purpose  and Effect 
 
14. Purpose. The purpose of this local law is to provide a set of procedures to assist in the good 

conduct of meetings of the Council and committees. 
 
15. Effect. This local law is intended to result in: 

• better decision-making by the Council; 
• orderly and efficient conduct of meetings dealing with business of the Council; 
• greater community participation and understanding of the business of the Council; and 
• more open and accountable local government. 
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STRATEGIC IMPLICATIONS 
 
16. The introduction of a new Local Law (Meeting Procedures) directly links to the City’s Vision 

and Values (2011-2021), being: Results: Strive for business excellence and continuous 
improvement. 

 
Key Focus Areas 

• Community Priorities: Policy and procedures 
• Proposed Strategies: Regularly review all policies in consultation with community and key 

stakeholders.  
 
POLICY IMPLICATIONS 
 
17. This new local law will replace the Standing Orders Local Law 2009 (as amended) 15 

September 2009. 
 
RISK IDENTIFICATION & MITIGATION 
18. The risk identification and categorisation relies on the City’s Risk Management Framework. 
 

Risk Likelihood Consequence Risk 
Analysis 

Mitigation 

Proposed local law contains 
clauses that will be disallowed 
by the Joint Standing Committee 
on Delegated Legislation. 

Unlikely Medium Medium The local law has been modelled 
on what the Department of Local 
Government considers to be “Best 
Practice” meeting procedures. 

Council fails to make the new 
local law 

Unlikely Medium Medium Local Law will be further reviewed 
and resubmitted to a future Council 
meeting. 
 

 
FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS 
 
19. The cost of government gazettal, state-wide and local public notices will be undertaken by 

the Office of the CEO using staff resources within existing budget lines. 
 
LEGAL IMPLICATIONS 
 
20. Section 3.12 of the Act prescribes the procedures for making local laws.  
 
21. In accordance with section 3.13 of the Act if during the procedure for making a proposed 

local law the local government decides to make a local law that would be significantly 
different from what it first proposed, the local government is to recommence the procedure. 
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ALTERNATE OPTIONS 
 
22. Council can chose to adopt the new local law or continue to use the current standing orders. 
 
23. If Council chooses to continue to use the current standing orders, the City will require finalise 

the outstanding undertaking resolved by Council on 15 September 2009 to the Parliament of 
Western Australia, Joint Standing Committee on Delegated Legislation, being: 

 
“THAT Council give a written undertaking that the City of Albany will affect the following 
amendments within the next two years and not rely or use the following clauses and sub 
clauses in the interim, being:  
a. Delete clause 4.8 and clause 4.12;  
b. Amend sub clause 4.15(3) by deleting the words "and must be accepted by the meeting 
without argument or comment" after the word "final";  
c. Amend sub clause 4.16(3) by deleting the words "that meeting' after the words "part in" 
and insert the words "the debate of the item"; and  
d. Delete sub clause 5.11(3).” 

 
Consulted References Local Government Operational Guidelines – Number 16, 

September 2006 
Circular No. 04-201. Minister’s Directions – Local Laws 
Explanatory Memoranda (EM) Directions 2010 

File Number (Name of Ward) CM.STD.2 (All Wards) 
Previous Reference OCM 15/09/2009 - Item 19.1 
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1.5: NEW COMMITTEES OF COUNCIL 

 
Attachments : Terms of Reference for the following Committees of 

Council: 
• Airport Emergency Committee 
• Cultural  and Community Development Committee 
• Environment and Reserves Committee 
• Governance Committee 
• Local Emergency Management Committee 
• Marketing Albany Committee 
• Planning and Development Committee 

Responsible Officer  : Chief Executive Officer  (Faileen James) 
 
IN BRIEF 

• Establish Committees of Council. 
 
ITEM 1.5: AMENDED ALTERNATE MOTION BY COUNCILLOR ATTWELL 
 
MOVED: COUNCILLOR ATTWELL 
SECONDED: COUNCILLOR SUTTON 
 
THAT: 

a) Council ENDORSES appointment of Elected Members and members of the 
community to the following Committees of Council: 

• Airport Emergency Committee 
• Cultural and Community Development Committee 
• Environment and Reserves Committee 
• Governance Committee 
• Local Emergency Management Committee 
• Marketing Albany Committee 
• Planning and Development Committee 

 
b) The Terms of Reference for the Planning and Development Committee be 

AMENDED to DELETE “this Committee is open to the public and members of 
the public can address the Committee on matters in the Agenda”. 
 

c) Council REVIEW this particular reference for the Planning and Development 
Committee Terms of Reference in six months to assess if a change is needed. 

CARRIED 12-0  
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Councillor’s Reason: 
• I support the Committee system 
• I support accountability and transparency 
• I support Councillors having a forum to discuss and exchange ideas and opinions, to ask 

questions and to this ‘in camera’ to arrive at a better understanding and therefore better 
decisions 

• Under Standing Order 5.8. all Committees not required under the Act to be open to the 
public, are closed 

• Under the Terms of Reference for other suggested Committees, it does not state ‘Open to 
the Public’. In fact, we know our Audit and Finance and Governance Committees are 
closed Committees 

• We still have an Open Forum before our Briefing and Council Meetings to allow community 
participation 

• We can receive delegations to Committee meetings 
• Committees do not have delegated authority 

 
In asking for this change to the Planning and Development Committee Terms of Reference, I am 
seeking the opportunity for Councillors to have the time to openly discuss all aspects of planning 
and development and to come to a better understanding of what is involved. 
 
We can, and should this motion be passed, we will include members of the community in this 
process. We will endeavour to cover all aspects of this often controversial area of local 
government.  
 
Getting this right is important and I know we can make a difference. 
 
Councillors Calleja, Holden and Bowles nominated for the Albany Entertainment Centre 
Committee. 
 
The first ballot conducted resulted in a three way tie of 8 votes for each Councillor. 
The second ballot conducted elected Councillor Calleja and Councillor Bowles to the committee. 
 
ITEM 1.5: RESOLUTION 
VOTING REQUIREMENT: SIMPLE MAJORITY 
 
Council ENDORSE appointment, along with the Chief Executive Officer, of Elected 
Members to the soon-to-be-created Albany Entertainment Centre Committee (or 
similarly named), with Terms of Reference yet to be determined by Perth Theatre Trust, 
in partnership with Committee members: 
 

1. Councillor Calleja; and 
2. Councillor Bowles. 

 
ITEM 1.5: RESOLUTION 
 
MOVED: COUNCILLOR 
SECONDED: COUNCILLOR 
 
THAT Councillor Gregson be appointed to the Airport Emergency Committee. 

CARRIED 12-0 
ABSOLUTE MAJORITY 
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ITEM 1.5: RESOLUTION 
VOTING REQUIREMENT: ABOSLUTE MAJORITY 
 
THAT Councillor Gregson and Councillor Bostock be appointed to the Local 
Emergency Management Committee. 

CARRIED 12-0 
ABSOLUTE MAJORITY 

 
ITEM 1.5: RESOLUTION: 
VOTING REQUIREMENT: ABSOLUTE MAJORITY 
 
THAT Councillor Bowles, Councillor Attwell, Councillor Holden and Councillor Bostock 
be appointed to the Environment and Reserves Committee. 

CARRIED 12-0 
ABSOLUTE MAJORITY 

 
ITEM 1.5: RESOLUTION 
 
MOVED: COUNCILLOR ATTWELL 
SECONDED: COUNCILLOR DUFTY 
 
THAT City of Albany staff advertise for expressions of interest from members of the 
community to fill four positions on the Environment and Reserves Committee. 

CARRIED 12-0 
 
ITEM 1.5: RESOLUTION 
 
THAT all Elected Members be appointed to the Governance Committee. 

CARRIED 12-0 
 
ITEM 1.5: RESOLUTION 
 
MOVED: COUNCILLOR HAMMOND 
SECONDED: COUNCILLOR BOSTOCK 
 
THAT Mayor Wellington, Councillor Holden, Councillor Calleja, Councillor Hortin and 
Councillor Stocks be appointed to the Marketing Albany Committee. 

CARRIED 12-0 
 
ITEM 1.5: RESOLUTION 
 
MOVED: COUNCILLOR CALLEJA 
SECONDED: COUNCILLOR SUTTON 
 
THAT two representatives from the tourism industry, two business representatives 
including the President or the Chief Executive of the Albany Chamber of Commerce 
and Industry, a senior officer of the Great Southern Development Commission and a 
senior officer of the local office of Regional Development Australia be invited to join 
the Marketing Albany Committee. 
 

CARRIED 12-0 
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ITEM 1.5: RESOLUTION 
 
MOVED: COUNCILLOR ATTWELL 
SECONDED: COUNCILLOR HAMMOND 
 
THAT City of Albany staff advertise for expressions of interest from two 
representatives of the tourism industry and one business representative to sit on the 
Marketing Albany Committee. 
 

CARRIED 12-0 
 
ITEM 1.5: RESOLUTION 
VOTING REQUIREMENT: ABSOLUTE MAJORITY 
 
THAT Mayor Wellington, Councillor Attwell, Councillor Stocks, Councillor Dufty, 
Councillor Sutton, Councillor Hammond and Councillor Bowles be appointed to the 
Planning and Development Committee. 

CARRIED 12-0 
ABSOLUTE MAJORITY 

 
ITEM 1.5: RESOLUTION 
 
MOVED: COUNCILLOR ATTWELL 
SECONDED: COUNCILLOR BOWLES 
 
THAT City of Albany staff advertise for expressions of interest for community members 
to join the Planning and Development Committee. 

CARRIED 12-0 
 
ITEM 1.5: MOTION BY COUNCILLOR DUFTY 
VOTING REQUIREMENT: ABSOLUTE MAJORITY 
 
MOVED: COUNCILLOR DUFTY 
SECONDED: COUNCILLOR HAMMOND 
 
THAT a separate Senior’s Committee be formed and that the Terms of Reference of the 
Cultural and Community Development Committee be reconsidered for issues relating 
to Seniors. 

CARRIED 9-3 
ABSOLUTE MAJORITY 

Record of Vote 
Against the Motion: Councillors Hortin, Sutton and Holden 
 
ITEM: 1.5: RESOLUTION 
VOTING REQUIREMENT: ABSOLUTE MAJORITY 
 
MOVED: COUNCILLOR SUTTON 
SECONDED: COUNCILLOR STOCKS 
 
THAT Councillor Bowles, Councillor Dufty and Councillor Holden be appointed to the 
Cultural and Community Development Committee. 

CARRIED 12-0 
ABSOLUTE MAJORITY 
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ITEM 1.5: RESOLUTION 
 
MOVED: COUNCILLOR GREGSON 
SECONDED: COUNCILLOR CALLEJA 
 
THAT City of Albany staff advertise for expressions of interest from community 
members to join the Cultural and Community Development Committee. 

CARRIED 12-0 
 
ITEM 1.5: RESOLUTION 
VOTING REQUIREMENT: ABSOLUTE MAJORITY 
 
MOVED: COUNCILLOR ATTWELL 
SECONDED: COUNCILLOR BOWLES 
 
THAT Councillor Dufty and Councillor Hortin be appointed to the Seniors Committee. 

CARRIED 12-0 
ABSOLUTE MAJORITY 

 
ITEM 1.5: RESOLUTION 
 
MOVED: COUNCILLOR CALLEJA 
SECONDED: COUNCILLOR DUFTY 
 
THAT City of Albany staff advertise for expressions of interest from community 
members for four representatives to join the Seniors Committee. 

CARRIED 12-0 
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BACKGROUND 
 
1. As part of the governance review conducted by the Chief Executive Office and feedback 

from some Councillors it was identified that possible changes to the current Committee 
structure is required to better reflect functions and responsibilities, improve governance 
generally, and to better utilise Council Members’ time and participation in Council 
Committees. 

 
DISCUSSION 
 
Proposed City of Albany Council Committees: 
 
2. Local Emergency Management Committee (LEMC) and Airport Emergency Committee 

to operate as a subcommittee to the LEMC. 
 
3. The LEMC needs to be established under legislation, by the local government to overview, 

plan and test the local community emergency management arrangements.  The LEMC also: 

a. considers strategic matters relating to the preventing, controlling and extinguishing of 
bush fires; 

b. facilitates training and exercises for community emergency management. 

c. ensures the capabilities of agencies involved in emergency responses, and the 
process of emergency responses, are adequately documented and understood by all 
stakeholders 

d. should review the City of Albany’s Emergency Management Plan as required. 

 
4. It is proposed that the LEMC be immediately followed by a (sub) committee meeting of the 

Airport Emergency Committee, with both Committees being convened every three months.  
 
5. It is proposed both Committees have the same two members of Council as members, with 

both Committees chaired by a member of Council. 
 
6. The LEMC Committee should also include representatives of agencies, organisations and 

community groups with expertise relevant to the identified community hazards and risks and 
emergency management arrangements. Members of the City of Albany LEMC have 
previously included representatives from FESA, St John Ambulance, Police, Health Service, 
Albany State Emergency Unit, Main Roads Western Australia and other State government 
departments.  

 
7. The City of Albany currently also has separate Bushfire Management and Bush Fire 

Advisory Committees.  It is proposed that these two committees be disbanded as 
Committees of Council, and become operational working groups of LEMC, with operational 
officers, including volunteer fire brigade members, meeting as required to consider 
operational issues arising out of LEMC or other emergency operational matters and 
reporting to LEMC as necessary.  These operational committees would consider issues such 
as:  

a. the operational planning and maintenance of fire-breaks across the district; 

b. the preparedness of the City in regards to its obligations under the Bush Fires Act 
1954; 

c. the operational effectiveness and efficiency of bushfire brigades  
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d. improving / enhancing opportunities,  and addressing deficiencies in the levels of co-
operation and co-ordination of the City of Albany, volunteer bushfire brigades and 
other fire management agencies;  

e. any other matter relating to bush fire control and management. 
 
8. Airport Emergency Committee – This Committee needs to be established under 

legislation. Under legislation the Committee does not necessarily need to be a Committee of 
Council, and could be an operational committee with City of Albany staff representatives. 
The Executive Director of Community Services and the Senior Airport Reporting Officer are 
of the opinion that an operational committee structure would be more time effective, 
particularly regarding implementation of operational matters. 
 

9. The CEO is of the view that an emergency situation at the airport is a significant incident for 
this community, and therefore should have Council Member leadership (as the Chair of the 
Committee) and input to the considerations of this committee. 
 

10. Its purpose would be to: 

a. To oversight the development of and compliance with the Airport Emergency Plan and 
procedures in accordance with the Civil Aviation Safety Regulations 1998 and the 
Emergency Management Act 2005. 

b. To consider the post activity report of the annual emergency exercise and any report 
recommendations. 

c. Consider strategic matters relating to the planning, compliance and implementation of 
the Federal and State Governments’ airport security requirements as they relate to 
emergency situations. 

11. It is proposed that the Committee will convene as required, immediately following LEMC 
meetings. 

 
12. Planning and Development Committee. This proposed Committee would be a new 

Committee of Council.  Given that planning and development issues constitute a large 
portion of the business of Council meetings, pre-consideration of Officer reports and issues 
by a Committee may assist better Council’s deliberations at the Council meeting. 

 
13. The nature of the reports presented to this Committee would cover: 

a. Planning matters (Scheme amendments, group developments, policy development, 
planning studies, non conforming applications); 

b. Health issues (Liquor Licensing, Noise, Prosecutions); and 

c. Building license requests (non conforming). 
 
14. The proposed Planning and Development Committee could consist of at least six members 

being one Councillor from each Ward as a minimum. It is also suggested that three–four 
members of the community (who would not regularly have conflicts of interest with the 
business under consideration)  be invited to contribute as members representing different 
community views, to the Committee’s deliberations.  

 
15. Executive Directors and other senior staff members would attend the meeting according to 

the business to be discussed. 
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16. It is proposed that the Planning and Development Committee meets on the fourth Tuesday 
of the month to allow sufficient time to prepare and collate papers for the Ordinary Council 
Meetings. 

 
17. The Committee meetings would be open to the public, and members of the public could 

speak on matters listed on the agenda.  This could further enhance public input, and debate 
and transparency of deliberations of planning and development matters.  This would 
contribute to increased confidence in Council processes. 

 
18. Governance Committee – a proposed new Committee of Council which would oversee the 

following functions:  

a. Review of Council's policies; 

b. Matters relating to supporting Elected Members; 

c. Drafting changes or additions to existing or new local laws; 

d. Preliminary consideration of the Council's draft Strategic Plan; 

e. Preliminary consideration of the Council's draft Annual Report; 

f. Matters pertaining to the conduct of the Council's Annual General Meeting; 

g. Consideration of the proposed meeting schedule for Council and its Committees; 

h. Receiving reports from Council representatives on outside bodies and from other 
bodies as determined by Council; 

i. Considering matters not falling within the terms of reference of other Council 
committees. 

j. Chief Executive Officer (CEO) Performance Appraisal.  

 
19. Section 5.38 of the Act requires an annual review of the performance of the CEO. 
 
20. It is proposed that the Chief Executive Officer would present reports to this Committee, 

either self-initiated or on the recommendation of Councillors, but once that business was 
finalised, the Chief Executive Officer would depart the Committee and Council would have 
“in camera” time to discuss issues as a Council team. 

 
21. The proposed Governance Committee could consist of all members of Council who wish to 

nominate. 
 
22. It is proposed that the Governance Committee meets at least two-monthly, on the first 

Tuesday of the month to allow sufficient time to prepare and collate papers for the Ordinary 
Council Meetings. 

  



OFFICE OF THE CEO ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING MINUTES  
15/11/2011 

**REFER DISCLAIMER** 

ITEM 1.5 

 

 
ITEM 1.5 17 ITEM 1.5 
 

 
23. Environment and Reserves Committee – a proposed new Committee which would include 

the current functions of the Bush Carers Advisory Committee.  
 
24. Currently the Bush Carers Advisory Committee is responsible for coordinating external 

assistance and resources to community bush care groups including: 

a. Promote the value, conservation and management of bushland within the community. 

b. Promote policy development for the protection and management of bush land. 

c. Seek legislative changes for bush land protection. 

d. Provide a forum and support to local groups, including funding, training and activities. 

25. The Environment and Reserves Committee could be responsible for setting the strategic 
direction for developed and natural reserves in the care and control of the City of Albany, 
working in partnership with community groups who have the same objectives. 

 
26. The proposed Environment and Reserves Committee could consist of four members of 

Council and three–four members of the environmental / bushcare community group 
representatives. 
 

27. Senior City of Albany staff members would attend the meeting according to the business to 
be discussed. 
 

28. It is proposed that the Environment and Reserves Committee meets at least quarterly on the 
second Tuesday of the month. 

 
29. Cultural and Community Development Committee – a proposed new Committee which 

would consolidate the membership and current functions of the following Committees: 

a. Aboriginal Advisory Committee (with the to-be-reviewed Indigenous Accord to be used 
as the platform for the Cultural and Community Development Committees 
considerations of issues in this area); 

b. Albany Arts Development Committee;  

c. Community Financial Assistance Committee;  

d. Sports Person of the Year Judging Panel; 

e. Premiers Australia Day Active Citizenship Award Committee; 

f. Senior’s Advisory Committee; and  

g. Youth Advisory Committee. 

 
30. This proposed Committee’s role would be to: 

a. Encourage the involvement of the community in the City of Albany’s art and cultural 
development. 

b. Provide strategic direction regarding development of community spaces, including the 
future and utilisation of the Town Hall, in partnership with other community spaces, 
including Albany Entertainment Centre, the proposed development at Discovery Bay 
and other community venues. 
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c. Provide a forum for the sharing of ideas and resources between the City of Albany and 
the community, and provide mutual support and assistance in developing and 
implementing public art and cultural activities in Albany. 

d. Identify community development projects to seek funding for projects. 

e. Community Development enhancement, including community safety, cultural diversity, 
civic awards and equality and access; 

f. Consider services for special needs groups such as children, youth and older people; 

g. Consider Sister City Relationships; 

h. Facilitate Community, Cultural and Major Event Grants; 

i. Facilitate Sports person of the year judging panel; 

j. Facilitate the Premiers Australia Day Active Citizenship Award; 

31. The proposed Cultural and Community Development Committee could consist of at least 
four members of Council and four members of the community with varied interests and/or 
representation from various community groups. 

 
32. Senior City of Albany staff members would attend the meeting according to the business to 

be discussed. 
 
33. It is proposed that the Cultural and Community Development Committee meets on the fourth 

Tuesday of the month. 
 
34. Marketing Albany Committee – a proposed new Committee which would consolidate the 

membership and current functions of the Albany Tourism Marketing Advisory Committee 
(ATMAC) and the Streetscape Committee. 

 
35. The proposed Committee’s role would be to make recommendations to Council on matters 

pertaining to marketing Albany as a liveable and tourism destination, and to enhance 
economic development opportunities for Albany and the region, including enhanced tourism 
(as one significant economic development opportunity).  

 
36. The composition of the Committee is proposed at: 

a. four Council members;  

b. two tourism industry representatives from the community,  

c. two business representatives from the Community, including the President or the 
Chief Executive of the Albany Chamber of Commence and Industry;  

d. a senior officer of the Great Southern Development Commission; and  

e. a senior officer of local office of Regional Development Australia. 

37. Senior City of Albany staff members would attend the meeting according to the business to 
be discussed. 

 
38. It is proposed that the Marketing Albany Committee meets on the first Tuesday of the month. 
 
39. It is proposed that involvement of Council Members in the following be ceased: 
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a. The Great Southern Motorplex Group Committee – it appears that this intended 
regional Committee has not progressed, with work on this initiative resting with the 
three clubs who have an interest in the Motorplex proceeding leading work on the 
matter.  Currently appointed Council members have not attended for some time, 
although City Staff represent the City in discussions with the three clubs from time to 
time. 

b. Great Southern Regional Recreation Advisory Group – this Group, with Department of 
Sport and Recreation appears to have been inactive for some time. 

c. South Coast Management Group.  As this is an operational Group, which currently 
appointed Council members have not attended for some time, although City Staff do, it 
is proposed that City staff only continue to represent the City on this Group. 

d. Airport Users Focus Group Committee.  It is proposed that the issues this Committee 
considered be consolidated into the Airport Transport Security Committee, and that  
City staff continue to meet separately with this group of stakeholders regarding User 
needs generally, as part of the master planning and ongoing operations of the Airport. 

40. At the Albany Entertainment Centre Operational Committee meeting on 20 October 2011, on 
the request of the City’s Chief Executive Officer, the Committee members discussed the 
composition and Terms of Reference of that Committee.  The Committee believed that the 
current Committee should be amended, with revised Terms of Reference to reflect both 
strategic, operational and public relations’ matters. 

 
41.  As such the Albany Entertainment Centre Operational Committee members, and in 

particular the Perth Theatre Trust, requested that two members of the Council be requested 
to join the to-be-created new Committee.  Perth Theatre Trust will revise the existing Terms 
of Reference to reflect this new composition and objectives, which includes advocacy with 
the community and strategic purpose. 

 
GOVERNMENT CONSULTATION 
 
42. Nil 
 
PUBLIC CONSULTATION / ENGAGEMENT 
 
43. Nil 
 
STATUTORY IMPLICATIONS 
 
44. The following Committees have a statutory requirement for establishment: 

• Local Emergency Management Committee (LEMC) 
• Airport Emergency Committee 
• Airport Security Committee 
• Governance Committee, in so far as the function of appraising the performance of the 

Chief Executive Officer 
 
45. In accordance with section 5.11(1)(d) of the Local Government Act 1995, a person’s 

membership of a Committee continues until the next ordinary election. Therefore, all 
Committee members will be appointed after the 15 October 2011 ordinary election, and 
remain members until the 2013 ordinary election. 
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STRATEGIC IMPLICATIONS 
 
46. The introduction and trial a new committee structure directly links to the City’s Vision and 

Values (2011-2021), being: Results: Strive for business excellence and continuous 
improvement. 

 
Key Focus Areas 
• Community Priorities: Policy and procedures 
• Proposed Strategies: Regularly review all policies in consultation with community and 

key stakeholders.  
 
POLICY IMPLICATIONS 
 
47. The introduction of the new committee structure will amend associated policies and terms of 

reference. 
 
RISK IDENTIFICATION & MITIGATION 
 
48. The risk identification and categorisation relies on the City’s Risk Management Framework. 
 

Risk Likelihood Consequence Risk 
Analysis 

Mitigation 

Council does not support the 
proposed committee structure 

Unlikely Medium Medium The proposed committee structure 
will be further reviewed and 
resubmitted to a future Council 
meeting. 
 

 
FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS 
 
49. Committee meetings will be advertised where appropriate, and the cost of preparing local 

public notices will be undertaken by the Office of the CEO using staff resources within 
existing budget lines. 

 
LEGAL IMPLICATIONS 
 
50. There are no legal implications related to this item except for compliance with specific 

provisions of the Local Government Act 1995, including Subdivision 2 – Committees and 
their meetings. 

 
ALTERNATE OPTIONS 
 
51. Council can continue to with existing Committee structures, or create different Committees to 

that proposed. 
 
 
Consulted References Local Government Act 1995 
File Number (Name of Ward) All Wards 
Previous Reference OCM 11/10/2011 Item 1.8 
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1.6: DEVELOPMENT ASSESSMENT PANEL – REPLACEMENT 
 COUNCILLOR REPRESENTATIVE ON THE GREAT SOUTHERN 
 JOINT DEVELOPMENT ASSESSMENT PANEL  VERSION 2 
 
Land Description : N/A 
Proponent : City of Albany 
Attachments : 

 
• Incoming correspondence from Minister for 

Planning, Culture and the Arts requesting Local 
Government Nominations for Development 
Assessment Panels. 

• Planning Bulletin 106/2011 – New legislative 
provisions for development assessment panels. 

• Previous Council Report (dated 17 May 2011) 
Responsible Officer  : E/Director Planning and Development Services (G Bride) 

 
IN BRIEF 

• The implementation of Development Assessment Panels required the City to nominate two 
Councillors and two Alternate members to be City of Albany representatives on the Great 
Southern Joint Development Assessment Panels (GSJDAP). 

• At the Ordinary Council Meeting held on 17 May 2011 Council resolved to nominate 
Councillors Wolfe and Dufty as the City of Albany representatives on the Great Southern 
Joint Development Assessment Panel and Councillors Wellington and Holden as the 
required alternate GSJDAP members. 

• As a result of the recent Council elections held in October 2011, one of the approved City of 
Albany representatives (Councillor Wolfe) is no longer eligible to be a representative for the 
City of Albany. 

• The recommendation is to nominate replacement representatives for appointment by the 
Minister onto the GSJDAP. 

 
ITEM 1.6: RESOLUTION 
 
MOVED: COUNCILLOR HAMMOND 
SECONDED: COUNCILLOR CALLEJA 
 
THAT Council; 
 

1. Nominates Councillor Attwell as a City of Albany representative on the Great 
Southern Joint Development Assessment Panel; and  
 

2. Directs the CEO to advise the Minister for Planning of such nominations. 
 

CARRIED 12-0 
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BACKGROUND 

1. For the benefit of new incoming Councillors the previous report considered by Council at its 
Ordinary Meeting held on 17 May 2011 is attached to the rear of this report.  
 

DISCUSSION 
 
2. Refer to the OCM report dated 17 May 2011. 

 
3. There will be a requirement that the appointed Councillor attends a training day on the WA 

planning system provided by the Department of Planning prior to sitting on the GSJDAP.  
The Department of Planning have advised that training sessions will be arranged in the near 
future; staff will advise the appointed Councillor when details are confirmed.  

 
GOVERNMENT CONSULTATION 
 
4. No consultation with government is required to be undertaken in relation to this item. 
 
PUBLIC CONSULTATION / ENGAGEMENT 
 
5. No consultation with the public is required to be undertaken in relation to this item. 
 
STATUTORY IMPLICATIONS 

6. The statutory implications associated with this item are: 
• Planning and Development Act 2005 and associated Regulations 
• Planning and Development (Development Assessment Panels) Regulations 2011 
• Local Planning Scheme No’s 1A,2, 3, 3.2B & 7  
• Local Government Act 1995 and associated Regulations 

 
STRATEGIC IMPLICATIONS 

 
7. This item relates to the following elements of the City of Albany Strategic Plan (2011-2021): 

 
 Key Focus Area 
 Organisational Performance 
 
 Community Priority  
 Policies and procedures 
 
 Proposed Strategies 

Develop clear processes and policies and ensure consistent, transparent application across 
the organisation. 

 
POLICY IMPLICATIONS 
 
8. Council has recently updated its local planning policies to ensure that they are current and 

contemporary.  Whilst Council will no longer be the body that will assess certain 
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development applications the local planning policies set by Council will guide the decision 
making of the GSJDAP. 

 
FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS 

9. Refer to the OCM report dated 17 May 2011. 
 
ALTERNATE OPTIONS & LEGAL IMPLICATIONS 

10. Council has the following options in relation to this information: 
 
Option A 
To nominate a replacement member for appointment as a City of Albany representatives on 
the GSJDAP. 
 
Option B 
To decline to nominate a replacement member for appointment as City representatives on 
the GSJDAP. Option B will result in one of the existing alternate members being required to 
fulfil the required responsibilities. 

 
11. It is recommended that Option A be pursued to ensure that the City is adequately 

represented at GSJDAP proceedings.   
 
SUMMARY CONCLUSION 
 
12. Council have previously resolved to nominate the required two Councillors as members and 

two Councillors as alternate members for appointment onto the GSJDAP.  Because of recent 
Council elections a new GSJDAP representative is required.  
 

Consulted References Planning and Development (Development Assessment 
Panels) Regulations 2011 

File Number (Name of Ward) GR.STL.25 (All Wards) 
Previous Reference OCM 20/10/2009 – Item 13.1.2 

OCM 17/05/2011 – Item 2.1 
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1.7: GREAT SOUTHERN MOTORPLEX GROUP INC. PROPOSAL AND 
REQUEST FOR LEASE OVER CROWN RESERVE 1947 PARKER BROOK 
ROAD, WILLYUNG  
 
Land Description 
 
 
Proponent 
Owner 

: 
 
 

Lot 8122 on Plan 26510 and being whole of the land 
contained in Certificate of Title LR3124 Folio 121 – Crown 
Reserve 1947 Parker Brook Road, Willyung 
Great Southern Motorplex Group Inc. 
Crown 

Appendices : Meeting Notes 27 June 2007 
Resolution of Council 19 August 2008 Item 12.8.1 
Resolution of Council  16 December 2008 Item 12.8.2 
including Motor Sport Complex Feasibility Study Project 
Brief 
Resolution of Council 17 February 2009 Item 12.8.2 with 
Motor Sport Complex Feasibility Study and appendices 
Resolution of Council 16 June 2009 Item 18.2  
Resolution of Council 10 November 2009 Item 6.2.15 
Resolution of Council 15 February 2011 Item 2.6 including 
updated Great Southern Motorplex Group Design Study  
Resolution of Council 15 March 2011 Item 2.7 
Great Southern Motorplex Group Inc. letter of request 
seeking lease and other requirements 14 September 2011 

  Department of Environment and Conservation Clearing 
Permit CPS 3968/1 
Resolution of Council 15 March 2011 Item 1.9  
Resolution of Council 15 March 2011 Item 2.3 
Resolution of Council 21 June 2011 Item 4.4 
Albany Motorcycle Club Noise Management Plan  
Airport fact sheet – Lighting in the  vicinity of Aerodromes  

Responsible Officer : Chief Executive Officer (F James) 
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Maps and Diagrams : 
  
 

 
 
IN BRIEF 
 
• In 2009, Council received the Motor Sport Complex Feasibility Study and supported the 

concept of the development of a Motor Sport Complex on Crown Reserve1947 Parker Brook 
Road, Willyung.  
 

• The 2009 resolution specified that Council’s support was subject to achievement of, and 
Council’s satisfaction with, numerous conditions and approvals including but not limited to an 
Environmental Noise Impact Assessment, a Site Environmental Management Plan and an 
Operational Management Plan.  Sufficient external funding and the attainment of Planning 
Scheme Consent were also required prior to executing a lease.  

 
• Council’s support was affirmed at the Ordinary Council Meeting 15 February 2011, with 

Council resolving to affirm its support for the concept plan, subject to achievement of and 
Council’s satisfaction with the following: 

 
a. Environmental Noise Impact Assessment including Environmental Protection Authority 

(EPA) Assessment, requirements of the Environment Protection Act 1986 and the 
Environmental Protection (Noise) Regulations 1997. 

b. Site Design and Full Environmental Management Plan to be submitted to the EPA for 
approval. 

c. Approval of the Site Design and Environmental Management Plan by the EPA. 
d. A facility/operational management plan specifying and demonstrating the sustainable 

operation of the facility. 
e. The availability of sufficient external funding by the Great Southern Motorplex Group to 

undertake each stage of the proposal. 
f. A new/amended lease over the site containing provisions relating to EPA approval etc. 
g. Community consultation occurring and Council considering that feedback. 

 

Crown Reserve 
1947 

Airport 

Subject site 
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• As the Great Southern Motorplex Group Inc. (Motorplex) has recently received a Department 
of Environment and Conversation (DEC) Clearing Permit, subject to conditions, over Crown 
Reserve 1947 they are now seeking a lease over the Reserve. 

 
• Motorplex is also seeking in-principle consent to display third party signage viewable from 

Albany Highway. Council’s Signage Policy and Main Roads Policy would not permit the third 
party signage envisaged by the Motorplex. 

 
• Motorplex is also seeking the City’s undertaking not to approve or permit any new 

development within the vicinity of Reserve that may compromise Motorplex activities. 
 
• Crown Reserve 1947 is affected by a registered Aboriginal Heritage site that passes through 

the Reserve. 
 
• This report provides a collated history and other information on the Motor Sport Complex 

proposal and asks Council to holistically reconsider the many issues surrounding the 
implementation of the Motor Sport Complex. 

 
ITEM 1.7: RESOLUTION 
VOTING REQUIREMENT: SIMPLE MAJORITY 
 
MOVED: COUNCILLOR CALLEJA 
SECONDED: COUNCILLOR GREGSON 
 

1. THAT Council notes the Officer’s Report detailing the history and other information 
on the Great Southern Motorplex Group Inc. proposal and the suitability of Crown 
Reserve 1947 for Motor Sport activities; 

2. THAT Council directs the CEO and Councillors Sutton, Hammond and Calleja to 
meet with the four key stakeholder groups of: 

• Albany Motorcycle Club; 
• Albany City Kart Club;  
• Great Southern Street Machine Association; and 
• Albany Motorsport Group. 

To further discuss progression of a Motor Sport Complex at a site that is more 
appropriate as quickly as possible and taking into account the immediate needs of 
particular clubs for their upcoming events. 

 
CARRIED 12-0 
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BACKGROUND 
 
1. Since the publishing of this paper on the City of Albany Website, a further submission from 

Mr Ken Loughton of Loughton and Patterson has been received. The submission is 
attached to this report. 

 
2. Crown Reserve 1947 is under a Management Order H680343 issued to the City of Albany 

with the power to lease, sub-lease or licence for the purpose of “Recreation” for a term not 
exceeding 21 years, subject to the consent of the Minister for Lands. 

 
3. Crown Reserve 1947 is located at Lot 8122 Parker Brook Road, Willyung, adjacent to, and 

south of, the Albany Regional Airport.  Land to the west of the subject site, on the opposite 
side of Albany Highway is zoned for Special Rural development, with the surrounding area 
being rural in nature. 

 
4. The development of a Motor Sport Complex in Albany has been considered periodically 

since 2004.  Preliminary investigation came about as a response to potential solutions to 
“hoon” problems in Albany. 
 

5. The project was initially postponed by Council due to concerns regarding the magnitude of 
this project, the infrastructure required, the financial commitment by Council and how the 
venue would be managed. 

 
6. There is a registered Aboriginal Heritage site (No. 21837) on the subject site following the 

creek traversing the Reserve. Further, one of the tributaries for the creek is situated within 
the subject site. 

 
7. The impact of a registered site within the Motor Sport Complex presents various 

challenges. The proposed Motorplex design will significantly impact on the registered site 
and will require referral to the Department of Indigenous Affairs and South West Aboriginal 
Land and Sea Council for consideration.  

 
8. In June 2007, the City of Albany facilitated a meeting with stakeholders regarding a 

potential Motor Sport Complex. The stakeholders at this meeting were representatives from 
the Albany Motorcycle Club, Albany City Kart Club, Great Southern Street Machine 
Association, the Department of Water and the Water Corporation.  

 
9. At the Ordinary Council Meeting 19 August 2008 under Item 12.8.1, Council ratified the 

Community and Economic Development Strategy and Policy Committee minutes of 16 July 
2008 that determined that the need and location of a motor sport facility be assessed as 
part of the Recreation Planning Strategy and Recreation Masterplan process and that the 
City undertakes a motor education and training complex feasibility study. 
 

10. The feasibility study of the Motor Sport Complex and driver education and training facility 
was developed ‘in-house’ by the City’s Manager of Community Development and the 
Recreation Planning Officer. 
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11. As part of that work, site options were investigated. Crown Reserve 1947 was identified as 

the preferred site for the proposed Motor Sport Complex for the following reasons: 
 

• Existing Reserve purpose ‘Recreation’. 
• Albany City Kart Club currently occupy site for kart racing activities. 
• A Motor Sport Complex design could be implemented with minimal impact on the 

environment of the Reserve. 
• A portion of the Reserve is currently allocated in the Airport Noise Buffer Zone with 

the Speedway Noise Buffer Zone ceasing a minimal distance to the south of the 
Reserve. 

12. The following factors were also considered during the assessment phase of determining 
the suitability of Crown Reserve 1947 as the preferred site for the proposed Motor Sport 
Complex: 

 
• The Albany Motorcycle Club had been previously operating on Crown Reserve 

1947 but due to noise issues was relocated to Crown Reserve 30495, Roberts 
Road Robinson in 1992. 

• Residents noise concerns and the need to ensure any future proposal could meet 
the EPA Noise Regulations 1997. 

• Environmental concerns, particularly the clearing of vegetation within the Reserve. 
• Developers’ concerns regarding the impact of the Motor Sport Complex on rural 

subdivision on the opposite side of Albany Highway (Lot 2 Gunn Road) which will 
result in the creation of around 70 lots. 

 
13. The noise impact on surrounding land owners of the proposed Motor Sport Complex has 

always been considered the most important issue that required addressing.  
 

14. An environmental noise impact assessment/noise management plan for the site to satisfy 
the EPA conditions for noise, has consistently been recognised by Council as a 
prerequisite to determine the suitability of the Motor Sport Complex at the subject site. 

 
15. At the Ordinary Council Meeting 16 December 2008 Council ratified the Community and 

Economic Development Strategy and Policy Committee minutes of 25 November 2008 
Committee Recommendation that considered the scoping minutes and the Motor Sport 
Complex Feasibility Study Project Brief and resolved: 
 
“THAT Council ADOPT the concept of a co-located Motor-Sport facility in the current Go-
Kart lease area”.  

 
16. In 2008, in response to noise complaints regarding the Albany Motorcycle Club activities on 

Crown Reserve 30495 Roberts Road, Robinson, the City with the support of the 
Department of Environment and Conservation (DEC) undertook noise measurements of 
the Club’s motocross activities. On the basis of the results the City issued the Club with an 
Environment Protection Notice (EPN) on 14 November 2008. 

 
17. The EPN prevents the Club from using the site and the Notice provisions required the Club 

to reduce noise emissions so that they meet the requirements of the Environmental 
Protection (Noise) Regulations. The City required the preparation and implementation of a 
plan to abate noise and monitor the effectiveness of the actions taken. 
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18. The Club appealed the Notice to the Minister for Environment; the Minister in determining 

the appeal allowed the Club to operate for ten days in the 2009 calendar year. This 
provided the opportunity for the Club to further monitor noise and provide evidence to the 
City and the Minister that the Club’s activities could be carried out in compliance of the 
regulations. 

 
19. The EPN remains in force until the Notice is removed or complied with.  At the Ordinary 

Council Meeting 20 April 2010, Council supported the Club operating a further ten days in 
the 2010 calendar year on the same basis as 2009.  

 
20. At the Ordinary Council Meeting 15 March 2011 Council supported a request to allow two 

non-complying events to be held within the 2011 calendar year. 
21. The Albany City Kart Club currently leases Crown Reserve 1947 Parker Brook Road for 

the purposes of Recreation for a term of ten years which commenced on 1 November 2002 
and is to expire on 31 October 2012. 

 
22. The Albany Motor Sport Facility Feasibility Study recommended that Council does not 

support the construction of separate facilities for the purpose of driver training as research 
indicated that it is not economically or environmentally sustainable, due to the capacity of 
the infrastructure and the amount of land required.  

 
23. The completed Motor Sport Complex Feasibility Study was considered at the Community 

and Economic Development Strategy and Policy Committee meeting on 18 January 2009.  
 
24. At the Ordinary Council Meeting 17 February 2009 Council ratified the Community and 

Economic Development Strategy and Policy Committee minutes of 18 January 2009 (Item 
5.4) and resolved: 

 
“A) THAT Council RECEIVES the ‘Motor sports Complex Feasibility Study’ and supports 

the concept of the development of a Motor-Sport Complex on Parker Brook Reserve 
(reserve 1947), subject to achievement of and council’s satisfaction with the following: 

 
1. ‘Environmental Noise Impact Assessment’ demonstrating the design and 

management/ operational measures required and the ability of the concept to meet: 
• Environmental Protection Authority (EPA) Environmental Impact Assessment 

Requirements; 
• Requirements of the Environmental Protection Act 1986; and 
• Requirements of the Environmental Protection (Noise) Regulations 1997. 

2. Site Design and Full ‘Environmental Management Plan’ of sufficient detail to be 
submitted to the EPA for Environmental Impact Assessment Approval. 

3. Approval of the Site Design and ‘Environmental Management Plan’ by the EPA. 
4. A facility/ operational management plan specifying and demonstrating the 

sustainable operation of the facility including but not limited to: 
• - operation and functionality of the site management group 
• - responsibilities and entitlements of co-located tenants 
• - driver education and training facilities 
• - noise management 
• - waste management 
• - water management- 
• - facility access and security management 
• - asset maintenance and management 
• - reserve flora and fauna management 
• - principles for major event management at the site 

5. The achievement of sufficient external funding to undertake each stage of the 
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proposal. 
6. A new/ amended lease over the site containing provisions that the facility is 

constructed and operated in accordance with EPA approval, council 
determinations in relation to the items above and any other relevant council 
strategies, policies, procedures and determinations. 

 
(B) The feasibility study is handed over to the ‘Great Southern Motorplex Group’ 

consisting of City of Albany, Albany Motorcycle Club, Great Southern Street Machine 
Association and Albany City Kart Club who will: 
• lead and undertake responsibility for the development of the project 
(including but not limited to the items in recommendation A). 
• undertake responsibility for the lease and management of the site. 
 

(C) Council funding, if any, towards the project being directed towards the components of 
the driver training and education.” 

 
25. The Great Southern Motorplex Group Inc. is a not-for-profit incorporated organisation 

consisting of the following four motor sport entities: 
 

i. Albany City Kart Club Inc. 
ii. Albany Motorcycle Club Inc. 
iii. Great Southern Street Machine Association Inc. 
iv. Albany Motorsport Group Inc. 

 
26. At the Ordinary Council Meeting dated 16 June 2009 Council appointed Mayor Evans and 

Cr Wolfe as Council representatives to the Great Southern Motorplex Group committee 
and confirmed the terms of reference for Council’s role in the Great Southern Motorplex 
Group committee as: 
 
“Elected representatives: 

a. To act in an advocacy capacity for the Motorplex project; and 
b. To report back to Council in relation to the status of the proposal and outcomes 

discussed at the Great Southern Motorplex Group. 
 

 City Staff representatives: 
c. To provide technical, procedural and scheduling advice specific to the Motorplex 

project proposals.” 
 

27. At the Special Council Meeting 10 November 2009 Council nominated Mayor Evans and Cr 
Sutton to the Great Southern Motorplex Group Committee. 

 
28. To date that Committee has not actively met with Council representatives. 

 
29. In August 2010, Motorplex applied to DEC for a permit to clear vegetation from Crown 

Reserve 1947, Parker Brook Road as they were not prepared to enter into a lease without 
clear indication that the Reserve would be able to be cleared in the manner required. 
 

30. In February 2011, Motorplex, the Albany Motorcycle Club and the Albany City Kart Club 
were advised by the City of the requirement for a future easement within the northern 
boundary of Crown Reserve 1947 for the Grange Resources pipeline.  The easement will 
form part of any new lease over this area. The Albany City Kart Club lease area is not 
impacted by the easement, although other areas of the site may be. 
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31. At Ordinary Council Meeting 15 February 2011, Council resolved to affirm its previous 

support for the Motorplex Design Study concept plan for the development of Crown 
Reserve 1947 Parker Brook Road, subject to achievement of, to Council’s satisfaction, a 
number of conditions (being the same conditions as set out in Council’s resolution 17 
February 2009). 
 

32. Additionally at the 15 February 2011 Council meeting, Council considered an Officer’s 
Recommendation to refuse the Motorplex request for funds of $4,730 to complete a Fauna 
Assessment and Site Environmental Management Plan (required by DEC to assess August 
2010 Motorplex clearing application) as there was no budget allocation for this proposal 
and such funding allocation would not align with Council’s previous decision in relation to 
funding 
 

33. An alternate motion by Cr Sutton at the time, to lay the matter on the table for one month to 
allow further investigation by Council of funding options, was carried 11-0. 

34. Also at the February 2011 meeting, Council considered an Officer’s Recommendation to 
support the surrender of the Albany City Kart Club Inc. existing lease over the entire Crown 
Reserve 1947 and replace it with a new ten year lease over portion of the Reserve subject 
to certain conditions. 

 
a. That the Albany City Kart Club will surrender their new lease over a portion of 

Reserve 1947, Parker Brook Road when the Great Southern Motorplex Group Inc. 
have received all available approvals and funding in order to develop Reserve 1947, 
Parker Brook Road, for the purposes of Motorsport as detailed in the Design study 
Motorplex concept plan; and 

b. The Albany City Kart Club Inc. obtain all relevant planning and construction 
approvals before commencing any alterations to their existing track and/or site.” 

 
35. The Albany City Kart Club Inc. surrender of lease and new lease documents are currently 

being executed by all parties.  Once completed the lease documents will be forwarded to 
the Minister for Lands for endorsement of consent.  

 
36. The City staff under delegation granted approval to the Albany City Kart Club for 

extensions to its existing track (under application P2105312) on 22 February 2011.  The 
planning consent requires the submittal of a noise management plan and evidence that a 
clearing permit and aboriginal heritage approval has been received.  The Club is aware of 
these requirements and is attending to these three matters. 

 
37. At the February 2011 meeting, Council also considered Officer’s Recommendation 

regarding the Albany Motorcycle Club’s request to operate two non-complying events at 
the Roberts Rd site on Crown Reserve 30495 and resolved that: 

 
“1. The Council note that in relation to the request by the Albany Motorcycle Club to hold 

two non-complying events on Reserve 30495, Roberts Road, community consultation 
will be undertaken with residents and property landowners within a radius of 1.5km; 

3. Where objections are received as a result of the community consultation the request 
shall be considered at the March Ordinary Council Meeting; 

4. Where no objections are received Council notes that the CEO will grant approval for 
the two non-complying events in accordance with Regulation 18 of the Environmental 
Protection (Noise) Regulations 1997.” 

 
38. At the Ordinary Council Meeting 15 March 2011 Council considered community members 

submissions received regarding the Albany Motorcycle Club request to operate two non-
complying events at the Roberts Road site on Crown Reserve 30495 and resolved: 
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“THAT Council GRANT the Albany Motorcycle Club Inc approval to hold two non-
complying events under Regulation 18 of the Environmental Protection (Noise) Regulations 
1979 conditional on no further breaches of the Environmental Protection Notice previously 
served on the Albany Motorcycle Club Inc. Should further breaches occur this approval will 
be withdrawn.” 
 

39. At the Ordinary Council Meeting 15 March 2011 Council considered Motorplex’s funding 
request to complete a Fauna Assessment and Site Environmental Management Plan 
(required by DEC to assess the August 2010 Motorplex clearing application) and resolved: 

 
“THAT Council AGREE to provide $4,730 to the Great Southern Motorplex Group for the 
preparation of the Fauna Assessment and Site Environmental Management Plan of the 
Parker Brook reserve (Reserve 1947).” 
 

40. At the Ordinary Council Meeting 15 March 2011 Council also considered the request from 
the Albany Motorcycle Club Inc. to surrender the existing lease over Crown Reserve 30495 
located at Roberts Road, Robinson and a new ten year lease over portion of Crown 
Reserve 1947 Parker Brook Road, Willyung and resolved: 

 
“The request from the Albany Motorcycle Club Inc. to surrender existing lease over 
Reserve 30495 and a new lease over portion of Reserve 1947 be SUPPORTED subject to: 

 

1. Lease surrender date to be as soon as practical. 
2. Lease surrender subject to remediation of Reserve 30495 to the satisfaction of the 

City of Albany. 
3. All costs associated with the remediation of Reserve 30495 to be payable by the 

proponent. 
4. Lease term being 10 years commencing as soon as practical. 
5. Lease purpose being establishment of grounds suitable for the riding of motorcycles 

and conducting motorcycle events. 
6. Lease rental being equivalent to Minimum Land Rate as set by Council per annum. 

This is currently $725.00 plus GST per annum. 
7. All relevant approvals including Planning Scheme Consent being obtained prior to 

development or riding activities within the leased area. 
8. Lease area being approximately 5 hectares, and not encroaching on Aboriginal 

Heritage listed creek site. 
9. The Club received the approval of the appropriate Departments (State and 

Commonwealth) regarding usage of land next to an Aboriginal Heritage listed site. 
10. Lease is subject to a 5 metre access easement for Grange Resources pipeline. 
11. Lease special condition will provide for the relinquishment of the lease once the 

Great Southern Motorplex Group has obtained all necessary approvals and is in a 
position to undertake the responsibility for the lease and management over the 
entire Reserve 1947 for development of the Motorsport complex. 

12. Section 3.58 of the Local Government Act 1995, advertising requirements. 
13. Section 18 of the Lands Administration Act 1997, Minister for Lands consent. 
14. All costs associated with the development, maintenance and operations of the 

leased area to be payable by the proponent. 
15. All costs associated with the development, execution and completion of the 

surrender and new lease to be payable by the proponent.” 
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41. At Ordinary Council Meeting 21 June 2011 Item 4.4 Council considered the three 
submissions received regarding the Albany Motorcycle Club surrender and new lease and 
resolved: 
 
“THAT Council: 
 

1) NOTES its previous resolution (OCM 15.03.2011 – Item 2.3 – Attachment A). 
2) GRANTS the final lease approval to the Albany Motorcycle Club Inc. over portion of 

Reserve 1947 Parker Brook Road, Willyung subject to the Club obtaining all 
remaining approvals and complying to all conditions detailed in OCM 15 March 
2011 Council resolution and satisfying all conditions of the Planning Scheme 
Consent prior to any development and riding activities within the lease area.” 

42. The Albany Motorcycle Club lease documents are currently being drafted prior to 
forwarding to the Club for review.  
 

 
 
43. An application for Planning Scheme Consent (P2115122) has been made by the Albany 

Motorcycle Club for a motorcycle track facility on Crown Reserve 1947 and is currently 
being assessed by the City.  This proposal is on advertising with the submission period 
closing on 3 November 2011.  

 
44. These submissions will be made available to the public and Councillors prior to the 

November Council Meeting. 
 
45. Submissions have been sought from the public and relevant government agencies such as 

the Department of Water, Department of Environment and Conservation, Main Roads WA 
and the Department of Indigenous Affairs. 

 
46. The noise management plan as submitted by the Albany Motorcycle Club’s acoustic 

consultant has identified that for the ‘Seniors Race’ noise levels are likely to be as high as 
60dB at two adjacent dwellings which would exceed the EPA Noise Regulations 1997.   
The EPA Noise Regulations 1997 require noise levels affecting premises do not exceed: 
 
• 40dB for more than 10% of the time on Sundays between 9am and 7pm (ie.1 hour); 
• 50dB for more than 1% of the time on Sundays between 9am and 7pm (ie. six 

minutes); 
• 65 dB at no time on Sundays between 9am and 7pm. 

 
47. Notwithstanding the above, Council will need to consider the overall merits of the Albany 

Motorcycle Club proposal and has the ability to approve non-complying events if such 
events are deemed by Council to be an overall benefit to the community.  The Club has 
proposed to restrict the number of events to 14 events per year and training of 3 days per 
week.  The surrounding landowners have received a copy of the noise management plan 
which identifies the events and training days proposed. 
 

48. There are concerns that the Motorplex car racing will generate similar or greater noise 
levels and if operated concurrently with other motor sport activities (motorcycle and kart 
events) the accumulative noise impact further impacts the amenity of existing residents. 
 

49. No overall noise management plan has been prepared for the entire Motorplex proposal by 
the site users.  
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50. The Motorplex has recently been granted clearing permit number CPS 3968/1 over Crown 
Reserve 1947 subject to following conditions prior to clearing: 
 

• Vegetation management – construct a fence enclosing the areas not to be cleared. 
• Fauna management – area to be inspected by fauna specialist to identify, remove 

and relocate fauna. 
• Dieback and weed control – minimise risk of the introduction and spread of weeds 

and dieback. 
• Wind erosion management – shall not clear unless construction begins within one 

month of clearing. 
• Retain vegetative material and topsoil, revegetation and rehabilitation – stockpile 

the vegetative material and topsoil for rehabilitation. 
• Records must be kept and reporting undertaken – to be submitted to DEC annually 

on or before 30 June. 
 

51. The Motorplex seeks to lease Crown Reserve 1947 as detailed in a letter received by the 
City on 14 September 2011.  

 
52. The Albany Motorcycle Club and the Albany City Kart Club have been made aware of the 

Motorplex Design Study and the requirement to agree not to carry out permanent works or 
install infrastructure that may prevent or impede the future development as indicated in the 
Design Study.  

 
53. The Albany Motorcycle Club will also be made aware of and be provided with a copy of the 

City’s Airport requirements for lighting in the vicinity of Aerodromes. 
 
DISCUSSION 
 
54. Given the Motorplex requirements detailed in the letter received by the City on 14 

September 2011 and the numerous approvals and funding required to satisfy conditions 
set out in Council’s resolution of 17 February 2009, City representatives including the 
Mayor and CEO and Motorplex representatives met on 15 September 2011 to discuss the 
matters in the letter. 
 

55. At that meeting, Motorplex advised that the single most significant factor in determining its 
financial ability to progress with development of the site was the right to display third party 
signage on this site, such signage being viewable from outside of the site along Albany 
Highway. 

 
56. Council’s Signage Policy does not allow third party signage (signage where products and 

services associated with the advertisement are not available from the site). Motorplex have 
indicated that a singular large sign or a series of signs along the entire frontage, which is 
around 870 metres in length, will be sought. 
 

57. A planning application has not yet been lodged with the City by Motorplex for the signage. 
If received this application will need to be considered by Council as it is outside of Council’s 
adopted policy position. 

 
58. Several years ago the Council set a precedent regarding signage by taking action against 

all landowners fronting Albany Highway and Chester Pass Roads to remove third party 
signage. This directive resulted in a loss of revenue to such landowners. The removal was 
based on concerns regarding visual amenity and driver safety.  Around fifty signs were 
removed as part of the enforcement action. 
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59. In assessing any application for signage the proposal would also need to be referred to 
Main Roads WA.  Main Roads WA need to be consulted for any signage within 50 metres 
of the Albany Highway road reserve to ensure that any signage due to size and positioning 
does not pose a distraction to motorists and compromise traffic safety. 

 
60. The Motorplex is also seeking a City of Albany undertaking not to approve or permit any 

new development within the vicinity of the Reserve that may compromise Motorplex 
activities.  
 

61. Acceptance of this request is unachievable unless the City imposes a noise buffer via a 
scheme amendment or local planning policy over adjacent land parcels.  Without the 
preparation of a holistic noise management plan for all activities identified in the Motorplex 
proposal such a buffer could not be identified.   
 

62. Furthermore should the City commence such action, which results in development 
restrictions on land owners, the City would be liable to claims for compensation.  Such a 
buffer is likely to impact on several adjacent lots, including the special rural subdivision on 
the opposite side of Albany Highway (the imposition of a buffer could impact on the ability 
of this developer to sell those lots).  
 

63. The current rateable value of the new development land is $633,000. 
 

64. It was discussed and acknowledged at the meeting on 15 September 2011 that the 
Motorplex Design Study concept plan will also significantly impact on the registered 
Aboriginal Heritage creek site (No. 21837) traversing Crown Reserve 1947.  

 
65. In City staff’s experience when dealing with Aboriginal Heritage Act 1972 and Native Title 

Act 1993 matters the preference is that any development plans be modified to avoid 
damaging or altering any site, and Motorplex at this stage has not considered how it will 
address such matters. 
 

66. In order to avoid committing an offence under the Aboriginal Heritage Act 1972 Motorplex 
will require a Section 18 Notice approach under the Act from the Minister of Indigenous 
Affairs. Consent will be required prior to any development/activity on the site. 

 
67. Any new lease request will be referred to both the South West Aboriginal Land and Sea 

Council and the Department of Indigenous Affairs for any considerations under the Native 
Title Act 1993 and the Aboriginal Heritage Act 1972 respectively. 

 
68. Taking into consideration the numerous approvals and external funding required by 

Motorplex in the immediate future, rather than entering into a lease, an Agreement to 
Lease with the Motorplex is more appropriate.  The Agreement to Lease will detail all 
conditions that must be satisfied by Motorplex prior to executing a lease. 
 

69. The Agreement to Lease eliminates the cost implications of terminating the existing Albany 
City Kart Club and in progress Albany Motorcycle Club leases on the Reserve and 
associated costs should Motorplex not be able to satisfy all of the required conditions. 
 

70. An Agreement to Lease should provide the Motorplex with the security of tenure that is 
required by funding bodies when pursuing funding. 

 
71. When considering all of the above, it is questionable whether Crown Reserve 1947 is the 

most suitable site for the Motor Sport Complex. 
  



OFFICE OF THE CEO ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING MINUTES – 
15/11/2011 

**REFER DISCLAIMER** 

ITEM 1.7 

 

ITEM 1.7 36 ITEM 1.7 
 

GOVERNMENT CONSULTATION 
 
72. Nil. 

 
PUBLIC CONSULTATION / ENGAGEMENT 
 
73. Section 3.58 of the Local Government Act 1995 deals with the disposal of property 

including leased land and buildings. 
 

74. This Section requires there to be local public notice of any lease proposal for a period of 
two weeks inviting submissions from the public.  Any submissions are to be considered by 
Council and their decision with regard to those submissions, to be recorded in the minutes. 
 

75. Section 30 of the Local Government (Functions & General) Regulations 1996 deals with 
dispositions to which the advertising requirements of section 3.58 of the Act does not 
apply. Section 30 (2) (b) (i & ii) states that Section 3.58 of the Act is exempt if: 
(b) The land is disposed of to a body, whether incorporated or not – 
 (i) the object of which are charitable, benevolent, religious, cultural, educational, 

 recreational, sporting or other like nature; and 
(ii) the members of which are not entitled or permitted to receive any pecuniary 
 profit from the body’s transactions; 

 
76. Motorplex is a recreational association, therefore exempt from the advertising requirements 

of Section 3.58 of the Local Government Act 1995. 
 

77. However, in this instance given: 
a) the nature of the proposed lease;  
b) implications for residents and landowners within the vicinity; 
c) that the Motorplex intends to seek significant commercial sponsorship; and 
d) that the City may be required to pay compensation to affected landowners. 

 
it is recommended that any Agreement to Lease be advertised for a period of at least two 
weeks inviting submissions from the public. Any submissions received will be considered 
by Council at the next available meeting. 

 
78. The subject land is identified as a Reserve under Town Planning Scheme No. 3.  Whilst 

any proposals for motor sport activities should be consistent with the purpose of the 
Reserve and advertising is not specifically required under the Scheme, the City has the 
power to seek public comments if deemed appropriate. 

 
STATUTORY IMPLICATIONS 
 
79. In addition to the statutory obligations stated above, all leases undergo a statutory process in 

accordance with the Land Administration Act 1997 and Local Government Act 1995. 
 

80. Section 18 (1) of the Land Administration Act 1997 states that a person must not, without the 
prior approval in writing of the Minister assign, sell, transfer or otherwise deal with interests 
on crown land. 

 
81. As this is Crown land, South West Aboriginal Land and Sea Council consideration and 

consent under the Native Title Act 1993 for the new lease will be required. 
 
82. Under the City’s Town Planning Scheme No. 3, the area is zoned “Parks and Recreation”. 

The proposed use for motor sport activities is permitted use in accordance with the Scheme. 
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STRATEGIC IMPLICATIONS & ALIGNMENT TO COPORATE PLAN 

83. This item relates to the following elements of the City of Albany Strategic Plan (2011-2021): 
 

Key Focus Area 
Lifestyle and Environment. 
 
Community Priority 
A built environment for active lifestyles. 

  
 Proposed Strategies 
 Nil. 
 
POLICY IMPLICATIONS 
 
84. Council adopted a Property Management - Leases Policy in 2008.  This policy aims to 

ensure that all requests for leases, for whatever purpose, will be treated in a fair and 
equitable manner using open and accountable methodology and in line with statutory 
procedures.  
 

RISK IDENTIFICATION & MITIGATION  

85. The risk identification and categorisation relies on the City’s Risk Management Framework. 
 

Risk Likelihood Consequence Risk Analysis Mitigation 
Council withdraw 
their support of the 
Motorplex on Crown 
Reserve 1947 – 
Reputational 

Possible High Medium Work with 
stakeholders to 
meet needs 

Non-compliance 
with conditions 
attached to Council 
resolution 17 
February 2009 Item 
12.8.2 – 
Operational and 
community impact 

Almost Certain Extreme Extreme Council continued 
support by possible 
investigation of 
alternatives 

Non-compliance 
with lease 
(assuming lease is 
issued after all 
conditions have 
been met) – 
Environmental 

Possible High Extreme City resources 
applied for 
monitoring and 
compliance 

Approval of 
Motorplex third party 
signage viewable 
from Albany 
Highway may set 
precedent for other 
landowners to apply 
for such signage.  
Landowners that 
were required to 
remove their 
signage due to 
enforcement action 
of Council could 
express 

Likely Medium High Council to consider 
these aspects 
should an 
application for third 
party signage be 
received. 
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dissatisfaction and 
seek recompense/ 
restitution with 
perceived ‘double 
standards’. 
 
City undertaking to 
restrict development 
within the vicinity of 
the Reserve via 
Scheme 
Amendment of Local 
Planning Policy – 
claims for 
compensation by 
affected landowners 
could be made. 
 

Likely High Extreme Council to consider 
these aspects 
should the 
Motorplex propose a 
policy or scheme 
amendment to 
impose a noise 
buffer on 
surrounding private 
landholdings. 

Non-compliance 
with EPA Noise 
Regulations 1997 – 
compliance burden 
on Council staff 
should complaints 
be received. 
 

Almost Certain High Extreme Continual monitoring 
of noise levels at 
adjacent noise 
sensitive premises – 
where ongoing 
breaches occur 
enforcement action 
under the EPA 
Noise Regulations 
1997 may be 
required, requiring 
increased City 
resources. 

 
FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS 
 
86. All costs associated with the development, execution and completion of any new Agreement 

to Lease and lease documentation including but not limited to legal, advertising, valuation 
and survey will be borne by the proponent, the Motorplex. 

 
87. Any new lease rental will be determined by Council based on the category of lease. For 

community leases rent for true not-for-profit with little commercial sponsorship opportunity, is 
the equivalent to Minimum Land Rate as set by Council per annum. This is currently $725.00 
plus GST per annum. 

 
88. Where there is a significant commercial sponsorship or lease conditions, rent is determined 

by current market valuation. 
 
89. Previous Council expenditure of $4,520.00 (incl GST) for Motorplex Fauna Assessment and 

Site Environmental Management Plan in May 2011, and other work on this matter is being 
funded from staff time within existing budgets. 

 
ALTERNATE OPTIONS & LEGAL IMPLICATIONS  
 
90. Council has the following options in relation to this item, which are: 

 
Option A 
To continue its support for Motor Sport Complex proposal over Crown Reserve 1947, Parker 
Brook Road, Willyung although it is highly unlikely EPA and Council conditions can be 
satisfied. 
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Option B 
To continue its support for the Motor Sport Complex proposal with investigations for a 
possible alternate suitable site commencing. 

91. Should Council continue its support for Motorplex’s occupancy of Crown Reserve 1947, it is 
recommended an Agreement to Lease with Motorplex be agreed requiring Motorplex to 
satisfy all conditions prior to executing a lease. 
 

SUMMARY CONCLUSION 

92. Over a period of three years Council has taken action to support use of Crown Reserve 1947 
for the use of a Motor Sport Complex. However, given noise nuisance issues, possible 
compensation claims against the City and other issues relating to approvals it is 
questionable if this site is appropriate. 

 
93. Motorplex wish to proceed with their project having received a DEC Clearing Permit. 

Motorplex are now seeking a lease over Crown Reserve 1947 for motor sport activities. 
 
94. Motorplex has numerous approvals and funding requirements as defined in resolution of 

Council 17 February 2009 to be satisfied prior to executing a lease on the Reserve. It is 
questionable whether these terms can be satisfied. 

 
95. Should the Council determine to proceed with this site, an Agreement to Lease is the most 

appropriate mechanism to enable Motorplex to pursue funding opportunities and to allow 
time for Motorplex to meet all conditions required prior to entering into a lease. 

 
Consulted References • Council’s Policy – Property Management – Leases 

• Local Government Act 1995 
• Land Administration Act 1997 

File Number (Name of Ward) PRO384 (Kalgan Ward) 
Previous Reference OCM 19.08.2008 Item 12.8.1 

OCM 16.12.2008 Item 12.8.2 
OCM 17.02.2009 Item 12.8.2 
OCM 16.06.2009 Item 18.2 
SCM 10.11.2009 Item 6.2.15 
OCM 15.02.2011 Item 2.6 
OCM 15.03.2011 Item 1.9 
OCM 15.03.2011 Item 2.3 
OCM 15.03.2011 Item 2.7 
OCM 21.06.2011 Item 4.4 
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1.8: EXTRAORDINARY ELECTION – FREDERICKSTOWN WARD 

 
Attachments : Proposed Extraordinary Election Time Line. 
Responsible Officer  : Chief Executive Officer  (Faileen James) 

 
RECOMMENDATION 
 
ITEM 1.8: RESOLUTION 
VOTING REQUIREMENT: ABSOLUTE MAJORITY 
 
MOVED: COUNCILLOR GREGSON 
SECONDED: COUNCILLOR HOLDEN 
 
THAT Council: 
 

1. RESOLVE, in accordance with section 4.61 (2) of the Local Government Act 
1995, that the method of conducting the required extraordinary election will be 
as a postal election.  

 
2. REQUEST, in accordance with section 4.20 (4) of the Local Government Act 

1995, the Electoral Commissioner to be responsible for the conduct of  
extraordinary elections in 2012.  

 
3. REQUEST, in accordance with section 4.9 (2) of the Local Government Act 1995, 

the Electoral Commissioner hold an extraordinary election for the 
Frederickstown Ward on Thursday 23 February 2012. 

 
4. NOTE the conduct of the extraordinary election has not been budgeted for but 

that amount will be subject to the next quarterly review.  
CARRIED 12-0 

ABSOLUTE MAJORITY 
 
BACKGROUND 
 
1. As a result of a serving member of Council being elected as the popularly elected Mayor 

there is a requirement for the City to conduct an extraordinary election for the 
Frederickstown Ward. 
 

DISCUSSION 
 
2. To ensure maximum number of returns and ensure ballots are issued after the school 

holidays it is proposed that the extraordinary election is held on 23 February 2012. 
 

3. The proposed date for the Extraordinary Election is outside the prescribed time of four 
months since the vacancy occurred, therefore the Electoral Commissioner’s agreement is 
required to be sought. 

 
4. The Electoral Commissioner is responsible for conducting postal elections in Western 

Australia and conducts elections on request under the Local Government Act 1995. 
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5. By making the Electoral Commissioner responsible for the extraordinary election, the City of 

Albany can ensure that the election is conducted by professional, experienced staff who are 
independent and impartial.  

 
6. Other advantages for the City of Albany having the election conducted by the Western 

Australian Electoral Commission;  
(a) Ensures that all statutory requirements are fulfilled, noting that it is not the core 

business of a CEO to run elections; 
(b) A full election report (including statistics) is prepared by the Electoral Commissioner for 

presentation to Council; 
(c) The vast majority of elector and candidate enquiries are received and resolved by 

either the Returning Officer or the Electoral Commissioner; and 
(d) Processes, materials and equipment used meet contemporary electoral standards.  

 
 
GOVERNMENT CONSULTATION 
 
7. Consultation has been conducted with Western Australian Electoral Commission, and its 

suggested time line is attached. 
 

PUBLIC CONSULTATION / ENGAGEMENT 
 
8. There is no requirement to conduct public consultation for this item. 
 
STATUTORY IMPLICATIONS 
 
9. Section 4.61 of the Local Government Act 1995, states in part as follows:  

 
“4.61 Choice of methods of conducting the election  
 
(1) The election can be conducted as a –  
 
“Postal election” which is an election at which the principal method of casting votes is by 
posting or delivering them to an electoral officer on or before the election day, or  
 
“voting in personal election” which is an election at which the principal method of casting 
votes is by voting in person on election day, or posted and delivered, in accordance with 
regulations.  
 
(2) The local government may decide* to conduct the election as a postal election.  
 

*Absolute majority required 
10. Section 4.20 (4) of the Act states as follows:  

 
(3) A local government may, having first obtained the written agreement of the Electoral 
Commissioner, declare* the Electoral Commissioner to be responsible for the conduct of an 
election, or all elections conducted within a particular period of time, and, if such a 
declaration is made, the Electoral Commissioner is to appoint a person to be the returning 
officer of the local government for the election or elections.  

 
*Absolute majority required 
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11. There is no option under the Local Government Act 1995 to have the vacancy remain 

unfilled.  
 
STRATEGIC IMPLICATIONS 
 
12. The introduction and trial a new committee structure directly links to the City’s Vision and 

Values (2011-2021), being: Results: Strive for business excellence and continuous 
improvement. 

 
Key Focus Areas 
• Organisation Performance: Local Government standards must be ethical, transparent 

and include democratic decision making. 
 
POLICY IMPLICATIONS 
 
13. Nil. 
 
RISK IDENTIFICATION & MITIGATION 
 
14. The risk identification and categorisation relies on the City’s Risk Management Framework. 
 

Risk Likelihood Consequence Risk 
Analysis 

Mitigation 

Council does not support 
appointing the WAEC to conduct 
the election. 

Unlikely Medium Medium The Extraordinary Election would 
be run by City of Albany staff. 
 

Council does not support the 
proposed extraordinary election 
date. 

Unlikely Low Low The date will be set by the 
Western Australian Electoral 
Commissioner at a time not of 
Council’s choosing. 

 
FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS 
 
15. The cost for the WAEC to conduct the election will be based on the following assumptions;  

• 3,634 electors  
• Response rate of approximately 47%  
• Count to be conducted in Albany  

 
16. An accurate cost at this time is not know but could be as much as $15,000. 
 
17. Costs not incorporated in the estimate include (approx $2 000);  

• Non statutory (i.e. additional advertising in community newspapers and promotional 
advertising  

• One local government staff member to work in the polling place on Election Day  
 

18. The cost of running the extraordinary election has not been budgeted for. 
 
LEGAL IMPLICATIONS 
 
19. There are no legal implications related to this item except for compliance with specific 

provisions of the Local Government Act 1995, including Subdivision 2 – Committees and 
their meetings. 
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ALTERNATE OPTIONS 
 
20. Council can choose to set the proposed date for the extraordinary election or abdicate this 

responsibility to the Electoral Commissioner. 
 
 
Consulted References Local Government Act 1995 
File Number (Name of Ward) All Wards 
Previous Reference OCM 11/10/2011 Item 1.8 
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Land Description : Lots 873 – 875 John Street and 870, 876 and 877 Morris 

Road, Milpara 
Proponent : Harley Global 
Owner/s : Hysnex Pty Ltd and PG, EM & SJ Franey 
Business Entity Name 
Directors: 

: 
: 

Hysnex Pty Ltd 
Peter George Franey & Stephen John Franey 

Attachment(s) 
 
 
 
Appendices 

: 
 
 
 
: 

Schedule of Submissions 
ODP009 – Plan Only 
Amended ODP Plan (Attachment A) 
Exert plan from Traffic Study 
ODP009 – Full Report 

Councillor Workstation : 
 

Copy of submissions 
Copy of AMD285 supporting documents 

Responsible Officer(s) : E/Director Planning and Development Services (G Bride) 
 
Maps and Diagrams: 

 
 
 
 
 
  

2.1: FINAL APPROVAL OF DEVELOPMENT GUIDE PLAN –  LOTS 873 – 
875 JOHN STREET AND 870, 876 AND 877 MORRIS ROAD, 
MILPARA  

Subject Land 
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IN BRIEF 
• Consider submissions received from Government Agencies and members of the public on the 

proposed Development Guide Plan for Lots 873 – 875 John Street and 870, 876 and 877 
Morris Road, Milpara and determine whether to grant final approval. 

• It is recommended that the Development Guide Plan be finally approved, subject to 
modifications. 
 

RECOMMENDATION 
 
ITEM 2.1: RESOLUTION 
VOTING REQUIREMENT: SIMPLE MAJORITY 
 
MOVED: COUNCILLOR ATTWELL 
SECONDED: COUNCILLOR SUTTON 
 
THAT Council: 
 
1) ADOPT the Development Guide Plan for Lots 873 – 875 John Street and 870, 876 and 

877 Morris Road, Milpara for final approval, subject to the following: 
 
i. Modification of Development Guide Plan provision 2(d) to read as follows: 

 
“Appropriate fire management principles and mechanisms, including minimising 
impacts upon Vegetation Retention and Protection Zones, to be implemented within 
the industrial development.” 
 

ii. Modification of Development Guide Plan provision 2(f) to read as follows: 
 

“The ‘Development Exclusion Zone – Vegetation Retention and Protection’ and 
‘Development Exclusion Zone – Landscape Buffer’ to be surveyed and demarcated 
prior to subdivision and/or development.  No further development and clearing will 
be permitted in these areas.” 
 

iii. Modification of Development Guide Plan provision 2(g) to read as follows: 
 

“The protection of remnant vegetation outside Development Exclusion Zones in 
road reserves and within lots where practicable.” 
 

ii. Modification of Development Guide Plan provision 2(h) to read as follows: 
 

“The protection and maintenance of an ecological corridor through the 
‘Development Exclusion Zone − Vegetation Retention and Protection'.” 
 

iii. Modification of the Development Guide Plan to show a temporary cul-de-sac on the 
northern end of the future north-south future neighbourhood contributor to prevent 
vehicular access onto Morris Street with the following notification being added: 
 
“Continuation of north-south distributor to connect with Henry Street, through 
Want Street, will be considered at a later stage after a traffic study addressing the 
local traffic impacts are undertaken which includes extensive public consultation.  
In the interim period the area of road reserve north of the cul-de-sac head should be 
planted as per the adjacent landscape buffer, and include a barrier to prevent 
vehicles accessing the subject land from Morris Street (a dual use path to 
accommodate pedestrian access may be required as a condition of subdivision).” 
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iv. Correction of the drafting error on the Development Guide Plan legend by removing 

the red markings within the POS reserve and replacing the word Stylidium 
Plantagineum in the legend with ‘Stylidium Plantagineum’ (which is a priority 4 
declared rare flora species)’ for the purposes of clarity. 

 
2) Formally REFER the Development Guide Plan to the Western Australian Planning 

Commission recommending endorsement. 
CARRIED 11-1  

Record of Vote 
Against the Motion: Councillor D Bostock 
 
BACKGROUND 
 
1. A Scheme Amendment (AMD 285) to rezone Lots 873 – 875 John Street and 870, 876 and 

877 Morris Road, Milpara from the ‘Rural’ zone to the ‘Light Industry’ zone and ‘Parks and 
Recreation’ reserve was initiated by Council at its ordinary meeting held on 17 March 2009. 

 
2. Following public advertising and referral to State Government agencies, the Amendment was 

considered by Council for final approval at its ordinary meeting held on 20 October 2009 
whereby it was resolved: 

 
i) THAT Council in pursuance of section 75 of the Planning and Development Act 2005 and 

regulation 25(1)(c) of the Town Planning Regulations 1967 resolves to ADOPT WITH 
MODIFICATIONS Amendment No. 285 to Town Planning Scheme No. 3 as follows: 

 
(a) Rezoning Lots 873 – 875 John Street and 870, 876 and 877 Morris Road, Milpara 

from the ‘Rural’ Zone to the ‘Light Industry’ Zone and the ‘Parks and Recreation’ 
Reserve; 

 
(b) Inserting Schedule VII – Light Industry Zone into the scheme text, subject to “Bulky 

Goods Outlet” under provision 2c being moved under provision 2f; and 
 
(c) Modifying the scheme maps accordingly; 

 
AND 

 
ii) THAT Council RECEIVE the Schedule of Submissions and ADOPTS the officer’s 

recommendation to either dismiss, uphold or note each individual submission as 
contained within the Schedule of Submissions. 

 
3. The Amendment was subsequently referred to the Minister for Planning for final approval.  

The Minister responded with instructions for final modifications to be made to the 
Amendment, which when implemented, allowed the Minister to grant final approval on 29 
June 2011.  The Amendment was then published in the Government Gazette on 8 July 2011. 

 
4. The proponent had prepared a Development Guide Plan as required by the Town Planning 

Scheme which has been referred to adjoining landowners and relevant state government 
agencies for comment. 
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5. Council is now required to consider the submissions received and determine whether to 

grant final approval to the Development Guide Plan and seek the endorsement of the 
Western Australian Planning Commission. 

 
DISCUSSION 
 
6. The subject lots cover a total area of 24.4 hectares and are located approximately 5km north 

of the Albany central area.  The land slopes from east to west across the lots, from 53.1m 
AHD to 40.4m AHD, at the northwest corner of Lot 873 John Street.  There is remnant native 
vegetation on all of the subject lots, with significant stands on Lots 870 and 877 John Street 
and parkland cleared vegetation on portions of Lots 874 Morris Road and 876 John Street.  
Lot 877 John Street has a significant amount of vegetation cover, primarily to the north and 
east of the lot.  Lot 870 John Street is almost entirely covered by vegetation, with the 
exception of boundary firebreaks, and an access way from the south-east corner following 
the eastern boundary to a cleared area of approximately 2200m2, which lies to the eastern 
boundary and the centre of the lot. 

 
7. The subject lots have recently been rezoned from the ‘Rural’ zone to the ‘Light Industry’ 

zone, with  ‘Parks and Recreation’ Reserve ‘buffers’ on the periphery, in order to remove the 
potential for land use conflicts with the adjoining ‘Residential’ zoned area to the north and 
west. 

 
8. The Development Guide Plan has generally been supported by government agencies.  

However, the Department of Environment and Conservation has raised some minor 
concerns in relation to the proposal and a number of objections have been received from 
neighbouring landowners.  The issues raised in the submissions can be effectively 
addressed through modifications to the development guide plan and the future subdivision 
and/or development application processes, as listed and discussed in the Schedule of 
Submissions. 

 
9. The main concern raised through the public submission period involved the notation on the 

Development Guide Plan which states ‘Future Connection to Henry Street’.  Two petitions 
signed by forty two residents has objected to a north-south distributor extending to the north 
of Morris Street through to Henry Street due to the increase in traffic and type of traffic 
(industrial/commercial) that will be diverted through existing residential areas.  It is likely that 
the future distributor road to the north of Morris Street will not be needed for many years and 
will only be required when land to the north of Henry Street is developed.  Henry Street will 
become an important east-west connection ultimately connecting Albany Highway with 
Chester Pass Road as the City continues to grow to the north (an exert from the traffic study 
prepared by Opus Consultants identifying the road hierarchy for the area is attached).  Whilst 
it is good planning to cater for a future road connection it is considered that the Development 
Guide Plan could be altered to identify a temporary cul-de-sac in the interim period.  The 
notation could then read: 

 
“Continuation of north-south distributor to connect with Henry Street, through Want Street, 
will be considered at a later stage after a traffic study addressing the local traffic impacts are 
undertaken which includes extensive public consultation.  In the interim period the area of 
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road reserve north of the cul-de-sac head should be planted as per the adjacent landscape 
buffer, and include a barrier to prevent vehicles accessing the subject land from Morris Street 
(a dual use path to accommodate pedestrian access may be required as a condition of 
subdivision).” 

 
10. Other issues relevant to the amendment raised within the submissions are as follows: 
 

• Protection of native vegetation; 
• Inadequate road infrastructure; 
• Inadequate drainage infrastructure; 
• Potential noise nuisance; 
• Potential road safety hazards; and 
• Loss of residential amenity. 

 
11. The Albany Local Planning Strategy (ALPS) identifies the subject land as ‘Existing Urban’.  
 
12. ALPS states that the existing Industrial zoned land to the south and east of the subject lots is 

intended to “maintain an adequate supply and range of serviced industrial land in appropriate 
locations”.  However, the majority of this land has already been developed, leaving little 
potential for further growth.  

 
13. The characteristics and location of the subject land and its designation within the ALPS make 

it suitable for ‘Light Industrial’ uses.  This expansion would also help to overcome the 
increasingly limited development potential within the existing industrial areas to the south and 
east. 

 
14. By agreeing to the scheme amendment to create the ‘Light Industry’ zone which has since 

been applied to the subject land (through Amendment No. 285 to Town Planning Scheme 
No.3), Council’s role now is to review the future subdivision layout and development control 
mechanisms that should apply to these lots. 

 
15. The scheme report associated with Amendment No. 285, contained a number of appendices 

with supporting information, which are as follows: 
 
Land Capability Assessment 
 
16. The Land Capability Assessment report prepared by Opus International Consultants advises 

that the site has a moderate capability for light industrial development. 
 
17. The report highlights the poor drainage of the area, in particular the susceptibility of buildings 

in the area to foundation soundness issues and water logging/inundation.  The Development 
Guide Plan, through provision 3(c) has recommended that a geotechnical analysis be 
required at the time of subdivision to confirm the land capability and determine whether 
further remediation is required. 
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Technical Buffer Assessment 
 
18. The Technical Buffer Assessment report prepared by Opus International Consultants 

recommended a 30 metre and 20 metre wide fully vegetated buffer areas or setbacks from 
existing residential properties to the west and north respectively.  The Development Guide 
Plan identifies a 40 metre wide landscape buffer/setback along the western boundary of the 
subject site, incorporating a 20 metre road reserve and two 10 metre landscape buffers 
either side of the road reserve.  A 20 metre wide landscape buffer has been provided along 
the northern boundary of the subject land.  
 

19. The allocated buffers are consistent with the Technical Buffer Assessment and are further 
strengthened by identifying two land use precincts, with the precinct closest to existing 
residential areas (Precinct A) accommodating lighter industrial uses than those permitted 
within Precinct B which adjoins existing industrial premises.  The boundary of Precinct B is 
more than 150 metres from existing residential areas. 

 
20. In a state context it is also important to note that under the Western Australian Planning 

Commission’s Statement of Planning Policy 4.1 – State Industrial Buffer, there is no 
requirement for a buffer area between ‘Light Industrial’ and ‘Residential’ development. 
 

Vegetation, Flora and Fauna Assessment 
 
21. The Vegetation, Flora and Fauna Assessment report prepared by Opus International 

Consultants contains a number of recommendations, inclusive of  the retention of good 
stands of remnant vegetation on Lots 870 and 877 in Public Open Space (POS).  A Spring 
Declared Rare Flora, Priority Listed Flora and Threatened Ecological Communities 
Addendum was also produced by Opus International Consultants which confirmed the 
identification of Priority 4 flora species (specifically Stylidium plantagineum) across part of 
Lots 870 and 877. 

 
22. Before Amendment No. 285 was completed, further vegetation and flora survey work was 

undertaken by Bio Diverse Solutions in order to provide final guidance on the retention and 
protection of remnant vegetation across Lots 870 and 877.  This in turn necessitated a 
redesign of the road layout and broad lot arrangements across the subject land, from the 
original draft Development Guide Plan that was provided with Amendment No. 285. 

 
23. The final version of the Development Guide Plan indicates the proposed road structure and 

landscaped buffers to the western and northern boundaries.  In addition, it retains the inner 
and outer precincts from the original version of the plan, with restrictions on land uses in 
each, as set out in Schedule VII of Town Planning Scheme No. 3.  This is intended to ensure 
that any land uses that could cause amenity issues are located further from the adjacent 
residential areas.  The plan also makes provision for the retention and protection of remnant 
vegetation across the subject land and specifically across Lots 870 and 877 through 
development exclusion areas, which has been supported by the Department of Environment 
and Conservation. 
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GOVERNMENT CONSULTATION 
 
24. The Development Guide Plan was referred to WA Gas Networks (WestNet Energy), Telstra, 

Water Corporation, Western Power, Department of Agriculture and Food, Department of 
Health, Department of Environment and Conservation, Fire and Emergency Services 
Authority (FESA), and Main Roads WA for assessment and comment.  Responses were 
received from Water Corporation, Western Power, Department of Agriculture and Food, 
Department of Environment and Conservation and FESA and are summarised in the 
attached Schedule of Submissions. 

 
PUBLIC CONSULTATION / ENGAGEMENT 
 
25. The DGP was advertised in accordance with the requirements of clause 6.9.2(A) of Town 

Planning Scheme No. 3 by advertisement in the local newspaper.  Additionally, a sign was 
placed on-site, and letters were sent to affected and adjoining/nearby landowners and 
relevant State Government agencies. 

 
26. A total of seventeen written submissions were received as attached.  The submissions 

received are summarised and discussed with a recommendation for each submission in the 
attached Schedule of Submissions. 

 
STATUTORY IMPLICATIONS 
 
27. Clause 2(a) of Light Industry Zone No. 1 within Schedule VII of Town Planning Scheme No. 3 

requires the approval by the City of Albany and endorsement of the WAPC of a Development 
Guide Plan prior to subdivision and/or development of the land. 
 

28. Clause 2(b) requires such a Development Guide Plan to have regard to the following: 
• The proposed road layout and impacts on the district distributor road system; 
• The requirement for a north-south neighbourhood connector; 
• Restrictions on vehicular access; 
• The proposed pedestrian and cycling layout and impacts on the existing network; 
• Topographic conditions, particularly drainage implications; 
• Preservation of the environment including the need to protect remnant vegetation on Lot 

870 John Street in particular; 
• Landscaping and re-vegetation requirements; 
• Distribution of uses and appropriate setbacks to residential development and other 

sensitive uses; and 
• Designation of Development Exclusion Zones – ‘Vegetation Retention and Protection’ 

and ‘Landscaping Buffer’. 
 
29. The Development Guide Plan as submitted by the proponent does address all the above 

issues identified in Clause 2(b) of the Scheme as it: 
• Includes a legible road network that seeks to pick up existing connections to the east of 

the subject land.  Road reserve widths of 20 metres for internal roads have been 
provided to the City of Albany’s specifications. 

• Identifies and provides for the future north-south neighbourhood connector. 
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• Restricts vehicular access along Morris Street and Rufus Street will not connect through 
to the industrial estate.  

• Identifies a Dual Use path (2.5 metres wide) along John Street with footpaths provided 
along the major internal roads. 

• Includes detailed contour information and identifies a drainage reserve in the north-west 
corner which represents the lowest level of the subject land.  The Drainage Study that 
accompanied the Amendment Document is referenced in the Plan.  

• Identifies the retention of a significant portion of the vegetation on Lot 870 John Street 
which has been supported by the Department of Environment and Conservation and is 
identified as Development Exclusion Areas on the Plan.  

• Identifies a 40 metre minimum setback distance between the boundaries of the 
residential and industrial allotments with at least 20 metres of this buffer being fully 
vegetated and acknowledges that land uses within Precinct A are lighter in nature than 
those identified for Precinct B. 

• Includes vegetation protection and landscape buffer zones as development exclusion 
areas. 
 

STRATEGIC IMPLICATIONS 
 
30. The subject land has been identified within the ALPS as ‘Existing Urban’.  This allows 

rezoning for a variety of purposes, provided that the land is capable and the use is 
appropriate in an urban context.   
 

31. Council in supporting the rezoning of the subject land to ‘Light Industry’, via Amendment No. 
285 to Town Planning Scheme No. 3, has already identified that this zone is appropriate for 
the area.  The zoning will provide for a range of employment opportunities for the growing 
residential expansion of the City. 

 
32. This item relates directly to the following element of the City’s Strategic Plan (2011-2021): 
 

Key Focus Area 
Sustainability and Development 
 
Community Priority 
A diversified industrial base 
 
Proposed Strategy 
Encourage an increase in Albany’s industry base to ensure employment for school leavers 
and university graduates. 
 

POLICY IMPLICATIONS 
 
33. The most relevant policies that apply to this proposal are Statement of Planning Policy 3 – 

Urban Growth and Settlement and Statement of Planning Policy 4.1 – Industrial Buffers. 
 
SPP 3 – Urban Growth and Settlement 
 
34. SPP 3 sets out the key principles and planning considerations that apply to planning for 

urban growth and expansion of settlements in the State. 
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35. The key policy objectives in SPP 3 are as follows: 
 

• “To promote a sustainable and well planned pattern of settlement across the State, with 
sufficient and suitable land to provide for a wide variety of housing, employment, 
recreation facilities and open space. 

• To build on existing communities with established local and regional economies, 
concentrate investment in the improvement of services and infrastructure and enhance 
the quality of life in those communities. 

• To manage the growth and development of urban areas in response to the social and 
economic needs of the community and in recognition of relevant climatic, environmental, 
heritage and community values and constraints. 

• To promote the development of a sustainable and liveable neighbourhood form which 
reduces energy, water and travel demand whilst ensuring safe and convenient access to 
employment and services by all modes, provides choice and affordability of housing and 
creates an identifiable sense of place for each community. 

• To coordinate new development with the efficient, economic and timely provision of 
infrastructure and services.” 

 
36. It is considered that the proposal: 

 
• builds on existing communities with established local and regional economies; 
• manages the growth and development of urban areas in response to the social and 

economic needs of the community and in recognition of relevant climatic, environmental, 
heritage and community values and constraints; 

• promotes the development of a sustainable and liveable neighbourhood form which 
reduces energy, water and travel demand whilst ensuring safe and convenient access to 
employment and services by all modes (of transport); and 

• coordinates new development with the efficient, economic and timely provision of 
infrastructure and services. 

• coordinates new development with the efficient, economic and timely provision of 
infrastructure and services. 

 
SPP 4.1 – State Industrial Buffer 
 
37. SPP 4.1 sets out the requirements for buffers between industrial and sensitive land uses 

across the State.  With regard to light industry, the policy contains the following statement: 
 
“Light and service industry and technology parks should retain all emissions and hazards on-
site or at least within the zone or park area. 
 
On-site buffer areas should be sufficient to address local amenity.  Local governments 
should ensure that sufficient setback distances (including the treatment of setbacks, e.g. 
landscaping) are included in their town planning schemes to retain residual emissions and 
risks within site boundaries.  Easements to provide protection for infrastructure such as 
drainage lines, transmission lines and gas and petroleum pipes should also be shown as 
these are one form of on-site buffer.  Provisions should also be included to ensure 
acceptable levels of visual amenity.” 
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38. It is considered that the proposal meets the objective of this policy, as it provides an off-site 

buffer area between the light industrial development area and the surrounding residential 
area.  This buffer will also help to protect the visual amenity of the surrounding residential 
area. 

 
RISK IDENTIFICATION & MITIGATION 
  
39. The risk identification and categorisation relies on the City’s Risk Management Framework. 
 

Risk Likelihood Consequence Risk 
Analysis 

Mitigation 

Fire (threat to future 
buildings on the 
south-eastern 
quarter of the DGP 
area, which are 
adjacent to the 
Development 
Exclusion Zone – 
Vegetation 
Protection and 
Retention). 

Possible High Extreme The City of Albany will request 
that the Western Australian 
Planning Commission impose a 
condition at the time of 
subdivision, requiring the 
preparation of a Fire 
Management Plan in 
accordance with Planning for 
Bushfire Protection Guidelines 
Edition 2 or any policy or 
guidelines superseding it. 
 
Furthermore, the provisions of 
the Planning for Bushfire 
Protection Guidelines Edition 2 
will be considered on a site-
specific basis at the 
Development Application stage. 

Environmental (loss 
of remnant native 
vegetation). 

Possible Medium High Issues surrounding the loss of 
remnant native vegetation were 
resolved with Amendment No. 
285.  The proposed DGP 
incorporates a Development 
Exclusion Zone – Vegetation 
Protection and Retention, 
primarily to protect a Priority 4 
flora species.  Other DGP 
provisions direct that other 
remnant native vegetation 
should be protected without this 
area wherever practicable.  
This is consistent with advice 
given by the Department of 
Environment and Conservation.  

Traffic 
safety/management 
(inadequacy of road 
network, in 
particular the 
intersection of John 
Street and Chester 
Pass Road, to 
support future 
development). 

Possible Medium High The proposed DGP includes 
potential future road links to 
channel traffic north and south 
away from John Street to east-
west Integrator Arterial and 
Neighbourhood Connector 
Roads (Henry Street and 
Anson Road/Newbey Street) to 
alleviate traffic problems.   
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FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS 

 
40. There are no direct financial implications directly relating to this item, except that when 

subdivision occurs the City will be responsible for managing the roads and public open space 
constructed and created by the proponent.   

 
LEGAL IMPLICATIONS 
 
41. There are no legal implications relating to this item.  Should Council approve the 

Development Guide Plan the Western Australian Planning Commission will consider whether 
the plan should be ultimately endorsed. 

 
ALTERNATE OPTIONS 
 
42. Council has the following options in relation to this item, which are: 
 

• To finally approve the Development Guide Plan without modification; 
• To finally approve the Development Guide Plan subject to modifications; or 
• To not grant final approval of the Development Guide Plan. 

 
43. If Council was to not grant final approval no development and subdivision of the land could 

occur and the proponent would need to resubmit the guide plan to Council; in this instance 
specific guidance should be provided as to why the guide plan cannot be supported or could 
not be modified.  Should Council be concerned with any aspect of the Development Guide 
Plan it is recommended that this issue be rectified by requesting an additional or altered 
modification to that included in the responsible officer recommendation. 
 

44. In relation to the future north-south connector Council may wish to modify the Development 
Guide Plan to limit any future access from the site through to Henry Street, via Want Street 
through a restrictive covenant on the title.  This would not be consistent with the existing 
Scheme provisions associated with the subject land, which required the Development Guide 
Plan cater for this road connection.  If this option was pursued the Western Australian 
Planning Commission will ultimately decide whether such a modification is appropriate. 

 
SUMMARY CONCLUSION 
 
45. The Development Guide Plan indicates the proposed road structure and lot layout across the 

subject land also defines the extent of the landscaped buffers to the western and northern 
boundaries.  In addition, it sets out the inner and outer precincts, with restrictions on land 
uses in each, as set out in Schedule VII of Town Planning Scheme No. 3.  This is intended to 
ensure that any land uses that could impact on the amenity of the adjacent residential areas 
are located away from them, towards the established industrial areas to the south and east.  
The plan also makes provision for the retention and protection of remnant vegetation across 
the subject land and specifically across Lots 870 and 877. 
 

46. Overall it is recommended that the plan be finally approved, subject to modifications, and 
referred to the Western Australian Planning Commission for endorsement. 
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Consulted References WA Planning Commission (WAPC) Statements of Planning 

Policy (SPP’s) SPP1, SPP 3 & SPP4.1 
File Number (Name of Ward) ODP009 (Kalgan Ward) 
Previous References OCM 20/10/2009 – Item 13.2.1 (AMD285) 
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2.2: DEVELOPMENT APPLICATION – JUNK YARD (TIMBER SALVAGE 
ONLY) –  235 – 239 ULSTER ROAD, COLLINGWOOD HEIGHTS  

 
Land Description : 235-239 Ulster Road, Collingwood Heights 
Proponent : G Sutton 
Owner  : G & V Sutton 
Business Entity Name : Nil 
Attachments : • Application for Planning Scheme Consent 

• Copies of Submissions 
Councillor Workstation : Yakamia Creek Flood Study 2001 (Plans) 
Responsible Officer(s)  : E/Director Planning and Development Services (G Bride) 

 
Maps and Diagrams: 

 
 
IN BRIEF 

• The proponent seeks consent to receive and store timber from building demolition on 
235-239 Ulster Road, Collingwood Heights.  The timber would be processed, graded 
and sorted on site for sale and re-use. Lower quality wood would be used for fence 
posts, railings and pallets with the excess used for firewood. 

 
• The activity is proposed to be located within the floodplain of the Yakamia Creek. The 

location for the timber stockpiles together with the associated infrastructure, have 
floodwater capacity implications for the drainage system. 

 
• Objections have been received from the community and government agencies primarily 

based on the impact on flood flows as well as implications of the junk yard use. 
 
 

  

Subject Land 

Boundary of Floodway 
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ITEM 2.2: ALTERNATE MOTION BY COUNCILLOR BOWLES 
VOTING REQUIREMENT: SIMPLE MAJORITY 
 
MOVED: COUNCILLOR BOWLES 
SECONDED: COUNCILLOR HOLDEN 
 
That Council issue a Planning Scheme Consent for a ‘Junk Yard (Timber Salvage)’ at 
235-239 Ulster Road, Collingwood Heights subject to the following conditions: 

 
A. The approval is valid for a period of 3 years only from the date of approval, 

after which the land use is to cease operation; 
B. Timber products are to be sourced only from the demolition of the Albany 

Hospital site; 
C. The approval is for the collection, storage, abandonment or sale of timber 

only; 
D. The business should not employ any person other than members of the 

proponent’s household; 
E. The timber stored on the site shall not be chemically treated; 
F. The area identified for the operation of the junkyard shall be repositioned 

outside the identified floodway identified in the Yakamia Creek Flood Study 
2001, with the same or less site area dimensions to that submitted within 
the application for planning scheme consent, to the satisfaction of Council; 

G. The height of the timber stockpiles shall not exceed 3 metres in height; 
H. The timber stockpile being screened along its eastern side with a dense 

planting of mature trees to the satisfaction of Council. 
I. No manufacturing (processing) of the timber is to occur on site, except for 

the removal of nails and sorting of timber without the prior approval of 
Council; 

J. The crossover and access is to be upgraded prior to the operation of the 
use to the satisfaction of the Council. 

K. The operating hours associated with the use, inclusive of deliveries and 
sale of salvaged timber, shall be limited to Monday to Saturday 8am to 6pm 
with no trading on Sundays. 

CARRIED 8-2 
Record of Vote 
Against the Motion: Councillors Gregson and Bostock 
 
Councillor’s Reason: 
 
Removal of the stockpile from the flood plain of the Yakamia Creek will address the objections by 
the Department of Water and concerns of many local residents. 
 
Officer Report (G Bride): 
 
1. This alternative option is supportive of the proposal on the condition that the timber is stored 

outside of the floodway.   
 

2. As can be seen below this would mean the location of the stockpile would need to be 
relocated to the Ulster Road side of the dashed line which picks up the extent of the floodway. 
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RECOMMENDATION 

ITEM 2.2: RESPONSIBLE OFFICER RECOMMENDATION 1  
VOTING REQUIREMENT: SIMPLE MAJORITY 
 
THAT Council ISSUE a Notice of Planning Scheme REFUSAL for a ‘Junk Yard (Timber 
Salvage Only)’ at 235 – 239 Ulster Road, Collingwood Heights as the proposed development 
is located within the Flood Way of the Yakamia Creek and therefore does not meet: 
 

A. Clause 5.4 of Town Planning Scheme No. 3 (Matters to be considered) as the 
proposed development is subject to a flooding risk and is not supported by consulted 
state government agencies. 
 

B. Council’s Policy 5E – Development in Flood Prone Areas as the nature of the 
proposal and its associated infrastructure would likely disrupt and reduce the 
floodwater capacity of the natural drainage system and is likely to give rise to 
increased flood risk upstream. 

 

 
ITEM 2.2: RESPONSIBLE OFFICER RECOMMENDATION 2  
VOTING REQUIREMENT: SIMPLE MAJORITY 
 
THAT Council ADVISE the proponent that the existing stockpile of timber is to be used for 
personal use only on the property (ie. firewood) and that should any additional timber be 
placed on the site Council will undertake prosecution action in accordance with Section 214 
of the Planning and Development Act 2005. 
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BACKGROUND 
 
1. At its meeting dated 20 September 2011 Council resolved to lay the item on the table for a 

period of one month to allow the City to make further enquiries.  The item has been brought 
back to Council for a decision. 
 

2. The subject site is around 7.75ha in area and is zoned ‘Rural’ under Town Planning Scheme 
No. 3.  It is located on the north side of Ulster Road opposite St Joseph’s College. The land 
is low lying and the flood way of the Yakamia Creek extends over the site from the north as 
far as 150m from the Ulster Road boundary.  The flood fringe area extends over more of the 
site in a couple of places.   
 

3. Both the flood way and flood fringe as a whole are known as the ‘flood plain’.  The floodplain 
is representative of the extent of flooding that would be caused in a 1 in 100 year storm 
event.  Whilst the floodway is not suitable for development, the flood fringe can be developed 
subject to limited filling above the 1:100 flood level. 
 

4. A Junk Yard is defined in Town Planning Scheme 3 as ‘Land used for the collection, storage, 
abandonment or sale of scrap metal, building materials, waste paper, rags, bottles or other 
scrap materials or goods, or used for the collecting, dismantling, storage, salvaging or 
abandonment of buildings, automobiles or other vehicles or machinery or for the sale of parts 
thereof’.   

 
5. The proposal has been classified as a junk yard limited to timber salvage only.  The term 

‘Junk Yard’ is required to be used as it is the most applicable land use class listed within 
Council’s Town Planning Scheme No. 3 which describes the activity proposed. 

 
6. The Junk Yard land use is an ‘AA’ use in the rural zone, which is a use that is not permitted 

unless planning consent is granted by Council after a period of public consultation and 
advertising. 

 
7. This application is referred to Council in accordance with the Planning Processes Guidelines 

as the use class of Junk Yard can only be considered by Council. 
 
DISCUSSION 

 
8. The proponent seeks planning scheme consent for the use of part of his land as a Junk Yard, 

specifically for timber salvage.  The application has arisen primarily as a result of the re-
development of the Albany Regional Hospital whereby significant amounts of timber from 
demolished buildings (roof frames etc) were sorted by the demolition contractor and 
identified for disposal at landfill.  The proponent negotiated for the delivery of the timber 
(several truckloads) onto the subject site.  
 

9. The proponent intends to sort and grade the wood according to its quality for re-use.  The 
timber would then be processed (de-nailed, etc) and stacked neatly in close proximity to the 
delivered unsorted stockpiles.  The processed wood would not be used for any manufacture 
onsite, but sold to a retailer.  It is envisaged that the best quality lengths of timber would be 
used for such things as furniture making with the lower grade timber used for fence posts, 
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railings and pallet manufacture.  Off-cuts and other scraps would be sold for firewood and 
retailed by the truck load from the subject property. 
 

10. This operation is proposed to be conducted approximately 300m into the site away from 
Ulster Road and would require construction of an access road (haul road) and turning area 
for the trucks delivering and collecting the timber.  No buildings are proposed with the 
storage and processing activity intended to be undertaken in the open air.  Although it is 
proposed to be carried out without significant alteration to the site, it is likely that due to the 
site conditions some isolated filling would be needed to raise the level of the land to keep the 
area dry during winter and to accommodate access by vehicles, particularly for moving and 
loading timber onto trucks.  According to spot height levels taken from the Yakamia Creek 
Flood Study 2001 (prepared by the then Water and Rivers Commission) the area designated 
for the timber stockpile and access is at a level of approximately 2.3 metres AHD which is 
700mm lower than the boundary of the floodplain/fringe, which sits at around 3 metres AHD 
on the subject site.     

 
11. At the September Council meeting there was some confusion over whether the proponent 

intended to operate the use on a temporary or more permanent basis.  Staff have sought 
clarification from the proponent who has advised that the timber salvage operation will only 
source timber from the demolition of the remaining buildings from the Albany Hospital site.  
The completion of stage 2 and 3 demolition works at the Albany Hospital site is scheduled to 
finish in 2013 (once the new hospital has been built).  Council has the ability to limit the 
collection of timber products from the demolition of the Albany Hospital site only and could 
time limit any approval for say 3 years.    

12. In relation to the type of timber to be collected the proponent has confirmed that he will not 
accept or deal with chemically treated timber; this can also be conditioned accordingly. 

 
13. The Department of Environment and Conservation (DEC) only have an interest in the 

operation if the use involves chemically treated timber or the volume of material exceeds 500 
tonnes per annum.  The proposal complies with these requirements and could be 
conditioned accordingly. 

 
14. The Department of Water has objected to the proposal given the operation will be located 

within the floodway of the Yakamia Creek (refer to the map below).  This has been relayed to 
the proponent and he has been requested to reconsider the location, moving it closer to 
Ulster Road to the higher portion of the lot out of the flood way.  The proponent does not 
wish to relocate the operation out of the designated flood way.  An aerial photograph is also 
identified below for the purposes of clarity.  
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15. With regard to the submissions from the public, many of these raised the same concerns to 
those expressed by the Department of Water.  Several submissions refer to other items 
being placed on the site such as unsightly car bodies and general junk/rubbish, however 
such comments are not relevant to the proposal, and were raised due to misconceptions 
associated with the term ‘Junk Yard’.  The proposal is for timber salvage only. 
 

16. Although a full list of concerns is outlined in Paragraph 25, the major concerns raised by the 
public included: 

 
• the storage of chemically treated timber and resultant environmental concerns via 

contamination; 
• the future expansion of the stockpiled areas outside of those areas identified on the 

site plan; 
• the height of stockpiles and the visual impact from the surrounding residential area 

which overlook the floodplain (parts of Spencer Park and Collingwood Heights); and 
• truck movements involving dust, noise and traffic safety concerns on Ulster Road. 

 
17. In relation to the above concerns it is anticipated that these issues can be adequately 

controlled through the application of planning conditions.  A condition restricting the use to 
untreated timber would address possible contamination concerns.  Likewise restricting the 
areas used for storage to stated dimensions and setting a maximum height would control and 
minimise visual amenity and landscape impact concerns.  With controlled or limited stacks of 
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wood and the one person operating nature of the proposal, it would have minimal impact 
when assessed against the overall size of the lot and would not necessarily be discernable or 
distinguishable from other rural type activities.  The hours of operation and days when 
activity is permitted could also be controlled by condition. 

 
18. The traffic impacts associated with the proposal primarily relate to the suitability of access 

from Ulster Road by trucks and or other vehicles delivering and collecting the timber.  The 
City’s Works and Services Department have reviewed the proposal and are satisfied that 
suitable sight lines for exiting vehicles would exist and that the crossover and access 
driveway can be suitably upgraded to meet relevant standards.  It is envisaged that the 
frequency of deliveries would be insignificant and is unlikely to pose any adverse impacts on 
Ulster Road traffic. 

 
19. The significant issue raised in the majority of responses, including those from statutory 

bodies is the location of the proposal within the flood way.  Such a location is unsuitable for 
this type of activity due to high possibility of inundation rendering access and use of the land 
problematic during significant stormwater events.  If approved in this location, this is likely to 
result in a request for further filling of the land to maintain access and keep the operation 
above sub-surface water levels.  According to the Department of Water such filling would 
have significant impacts on the drainage system water flows and floodwater storage capacity 
of the flood plain.  In extreme events it is also likely any timber stored onsite could move or 
be washed away creating potential hazards offsite. 

 
20. Given the location of the proposed timber salvage yard, inclusive of access and parking 

within the flood way staff are of the opinion that the proposal should be refused.  However, 
should the proponent reconsider its location outside of the flood way, the proposal could be 
considered acceptable subject to appropriate conditions. 

 
GOVERNMENT CONSULTATION 

 
21. The proposal was referred to the Department of Water and the DEC. 

 
22. The Department of Water objected to the proposal being within the flood way and was 

concerned that the bulky nature of the timber storage would constitute an obstruction to flood 
flows and exacerbate the impact of flooding upstream of the site. 

 
23. The DEC raised concerns over the development being within the flood plain of Yakamia 

Creek, however they advised that provided the timber being processed is not chemically 
treated and is less than 500 tonnes per year, they have no direct interest. 

 
PUBLIC CONSULTATION / ENGAGEMENT 

 
24. A standard consultation letter was sent to surrounding landowners as well as a sign being 

placed on the road verge outside the site and an advertisement being placed in the Public 
Notices section of the Albany Advertiser.   

 
25. A total of 27 responses were received from members of the public and surrounding 

landowners. Three of these raised no objections, one gave comment without expressing a 
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particular opinion and the remaining twenty-three raised the following 
objections/issues/concerns: 

 
• The land should be considered as Special Rural, not Rural. A Junk Yard is not 

permitted in Special Rural areas. 
• Impact on views. 
• Increased noise from this site. 
• What will the impact be on the wildlife of the flood plain and wetland? 
• Ulster Road would need widening to accommodate increased vehicle use. 
• Reduce property values in the area. 
• This is a residential area, not industrial. 
• Possible pollution/contamination of the wetland and Yakamia Creek system. 
• Heavy truck movements, including being in close proximity to the schools. 
• Detrimental to visual amenity with unsightly piles of scrap, flood lighting, fencing and 

barking guard dogs. 
• Road safety and poor access arrangements. 
• Amenity of residential properties in the vicinity. 
• Concerns of this activity being within the floodplain. 
• In a flood situation the open stored timber would be carried off into Oyster Harbour. 
• Not attractive for visitors driving around town. 
• Such a use should be on a sealed drainage system to prevent runoff. The ongoing 

monitoring of such a system would become a Council obligation. 
• Regulated hours would be required to give local residents some peace at weekends. 
• The site may be an attractive playground for children. 
• An approval would lead the way to an expectation to expand the business in the 

future. 
• This is incompatible with the existing low-key activities on surrounding lots. 
• The land either side of the creek should become a riparian park for the enjoyment of 

future generations, not this. 
• The noise from machinery will cause more stress to the dogs at the kennels making 

them bark more. 
• The timber is proposed stored on the grass, but may in the future be requested to be 

on a hard surface. The fill required and works for this would have a significant impact 
on the water dynamics. 

 
26. Since the September Council meeting was held several additional letters have been received 

raising similar concerns to those raised above.  Although these letters have been received 
outside of the public submission period a copy of these letters are also attached for 
Councillors perusal. 

 
STATUTORY IMPLICATIONS 

 
27. A ‘Junk Yard’ is an ‘AA’ use within the Rural zone of Town Planning Scheme 3 (ie. a use that 

is not permitted unless planning consent to it is granted by the Council after notice has been 
given in accordance with Clause 5.1.4). 
 

28. Clause 5.4 of the Scheme details the matters to be considered by Council and states: 
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5.4 The Council in considering an application for planning consent is to have due regard 
to such of the following matters as are in the opinion of the Council relevant to the 
use or development the subject of the application: 

 
(i) the compatibility of a use or development with its setting; 

 
(l) the likely effect of the proposal on the natural environment and any means that are 

proposed to protect or to mitigate impacts on the natural environment; 
 
(m) whether the land to which that application relates is unsuitable for the proposal by 

reason of it being, or likely to be, subject to flooding, tidal inundation, subsidence, 
landslip, bush fire or any other risk; 

 
(n) the preservation of amenity; 
 
(o) the relationship of the proposal to development on adjoining land or on other land in 

the locality including but not limited to, the likely effect of the height, bulk, scale, 
orientation and appearance of the proposal; 

 
(p) whether the proposed means of access to and egress from the site are adequate 

and whether adequate provision has been made for the laoding, unloading, 
manoeuvring, and parking of vehicles; 

 
(q) the amount of traffic likely to be generated by the proposal, particularly in relation to 

the capacity of the road system in the locality and the probable effect on traffic flow 
and safety; 

 
(y) any relevant submission received on the application; 
 
(z) the comments or submissions received from any authority consulted under clause 

5.1A; 
 

(zb) any other planning consideration the Council considers relevant. 
 
STRATEGIC IMPLICATIONS 

 
29. The land is identified in the Albany Local Planning Strategy as ‘Regional Reserve’ noting that 

the subject site is part of the Yakamia Creek flood plain. 
 

30. This item relates to the following elements of the City of Albany Strategic Plan (2011-2021): 
 

 Key Focus Area 
 Sustainability 
 
 Community Priority  
 Adopt “Green City” principles 
 
 Proposed Strategies 
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Reduce the amount of landfill waste by allowing the use of recycled/second hand building 
materials in new homes. 

 
31. City staff in consultation with the Department of Water, are currently preparing a detailed 

brief for the preparation of a District Water Management Strategy for the Yakamia Drainage 
Catchment (which includes the Yakamia floodplain).  This Strategy is required to inform the 
Yakamia Structure Plan, and will determine such things as the likely impact of future urban 
development on Yakamia Creek, the implementation priorities to reduce flooding for existing 
and future landholders within the catchment and ongoing management strategies to enhance 
and protect Yakamia Creek.  This Strategy will involve extensive consultation with affected 
landowners and the wider public.  

 
POLICY IMPLICATIONS 
 
32. Policy 5E of the City’s Local Planning Policy Manual titled ‘Development in Flood Prone 

Areas’ is relevant to the proposal. 
 

33. Whilst the Policy is broad in nature it notes that in areas subject to periodic inundation or 
flooding, that development should: 

 
1) Prevent disruption to the natural drainage system or the modification of the flood 

levels that would be experienced within the drainage system; 
 

3) Maintain the natural ecological and drainage function of the area to store and 
convey stormwater and floodwater within the watercourse, drainage system or 
floodplain;  

 
34. This proposal does not meet these policy requirements as the proposed junk yard is within 

the mapped floodway as determined through the Yakamia Creek Flood Study 2001. 
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RISK IDENTIFICATION & MITIGATION 

35. The risk identification and categorisation relies on the City’s Risk Management Framework. 
 

Risk Likelihood Consequence Risk 
Analysis 

Mitigation 

The development 
within the Flood Way 
may be prone to 
inundation in severe 
storm events and 
cause an obstruction 
which could 
exacerbate the 
impact of flooding 
upstream. 

Possible Major High Entirely dependent on 
Council. 

 
FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS 
 
36. The appropriate planning fee has been paid by the proponent and staff have processed the 

proposal within existing budget lines. 
 
LEGAL IMPLICATIONS 
 
37. Should Council refuse the proposal, the proponent has the ability to seek review of Council’s 

decision at the State Administrative Tribunal. Such an appeal would be a Class 1 appeal 
which does not involve legal representation, and therefore such costs would be mainly staff 
time. 
 

38. Council also has the ability to issue a Section 214 Notice under the Planning and 
Development Act 2005 for the removal of the existing timber stockpile.  The proponent has 
advised however if the application is refused they would not accept any further timber 
deliveries and would utilise the existing stockpile for personal use (ie. firewood) so that no 
commercial gain (retailing) from the timber would be permitted.  Any breach of such 
commitments would result in prosecution action, which is identified in Recommendation 2 of 
the Responsible Officer Recommendation.   

 
39. The proponent would also be able to appeal any such enforcement notice to the State 

Administrative Tribunal.   
 

ALTERNATE OPTIONS 
 
40. Council could determine that the location and type of proposal is acceptable and would not 

have a significant impact of flood flows and cause an obstruction during severe storm events.  
However the consequences of such a decision could present a precedent for future requests 
from landowners in the area to fill their land and or undertake similar activity in known 
floodplains.  Any changes to the existing ground levels could have a significant impact on 
surrounding landowners in terms of floodwater capacity and visual amenity. 
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41. Should Council wish to approve the proposal as submitted and allow the development within 
the designated flood way the following alternate motion could be considered by a Council 
member: 

 
That Council issue a Planning Scheme Consent for a ‘Junk Yard (Timber Salvage)’ at 235-
239 Ulster Road, Collingwood Heights subject to the following conditions: 
 
L. The approval is valid for a period of 3 years only from the date of approval, after which 

the land use is to cease operation; 
M. Timber products are to be sourced only from the demolition of the Albany Hospital site; 
N. The approval is for the collection, storage, abandonment or sale of timber only; 
O. The business should not employ any person other than members of the proponent’s 

household; 
P. The timber stored on the site shall not be chemically treated; 
Q. The timber is to be stored within the stockpile areas identified on the site plan submitted 

with the application for planning scheme consent; 
R. The height of the timber stockpiles shall not exceed 3 metres in height; 
S. The timber stockpile being screened along its eastern side with a dense planting of 

mature trees to the satisfaction of Council. 
T. No manufacturing (processing) of the timber is to occur on site, except for the removal of 

nails and sorting of timber without the prior approval of Council; 
U. The crossover and access is to be upgraded prior to the operation of the use to the 

satisfaction of the Council. 
V. The operating hours associated with the use, inclusive of deliveries and sale of salvaged 

timber, shall be limited to Monday to Saturday 8am to 6pm with no trading on Sundays. 
 

42. Council may wish to grant planning scheme consent in accordance with the conditions 
outlined in Paragraph 41 above, except that Condition F could be reworded to ensure the 
development is located wholly outside of the floodplain area:  

 
‘The area identified for the storage of timber shall be repositioned outside the identified 
floodplain identified in the Yakamia Creek Flood Study 2001 and City of Albany Local 
Planning Policy 5E, with the same site area dimensions to that submitted within the 
application of planning scheme consent, to the satisfaction of Council.’ 

 
43. Council also has the ability to add further reasons for refusal to that list identified in the 

Responsible Officer Recommendation 1; an alternative motion to this effect could be put to 
the meeting. 

 
SUMMARY CONCLUSION 
 
44. This application is for a Junk Yard, limited to timber only, whereby the timber from building 

demolition would be stockpiled, processed and graded for re-use. It is intended that only 
timber that has not been chemically treated would be received onsite.  The activity would be 
a singular person operation utilising a small portion of the 7.75ha site. 
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45. Given the scale of the operation and restrictions applying to timber only, the activity and use 
is considered acceptable subject to the application of several planning conditions.  The 
intended location is however entirely located within the floodway of the Yakamia Creek.  
Accordingly, the use and its associated infrastructure in this location raises significant 
concerns regarding water flows in the flood plain and the flood water capacity of the drainage 
system. 

 
46. Staff are of the opinion that the proposal is unacceptable in its current location and 

recommends the application be refused. 
 
Consulted References Town Planning Scheme 3 

Yakamia Creek Flood Study 
Local Planning Policy Manual – Policy 5E 

File Number (Name of Ward) A67452 (Yakamia Ward) 
Previous Reference OCM 20 September 2011 - Item 2.2 
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2.3: DEVELOPMENT APPLICATION – LANDFILL (INERT WASTE FROM 
BUILDING DEMOLITION) – 241 TO 247 ULSTER ROAD,  

       COLLINGWOOD HEIGHTS 
 
Land Description : 241-247 Ulster Road, Collingwood Heights 
Proponent : R Barker 
Owner  : R Barker 
Business Entity Name : Nil 
Attachments : 

: 
• Application for Planning Scheme Consent 
• Recommended Floodplain Development Strategy 
• Correspondence from John Holland that spoil is free 

from asbestos/contaminants 
• Copies of Submissions 

Councillor Workstation : 
: 

Photographs of waste material onsite 
Legal Advice from Mcleods Solicitors 

Responsible Officer(s)  : E/Director Planning and Development Services (G Bride) 
 
Maps and Diagrams: 

 
IN BRIEF 

• Demolition spoil, consisting mainly of concrete and brick rubble, associated with the 
Albany Hospital redevelopment was used by the proponent to fill approximately 2500m2 
of the subject land.  The spoil is classed as a waste material under the Town Planning 
Scheme and its deposit requires planning scheme consent.  Retrospective consent is 
now sought for the imported demolition spoil.  

 
• Objections have been received from the public and agencies due to the impact on flood 

flows and capacity and risk of contamination. 
 
 

Subject Land 

Boundary of Floodway 
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RECOMMENDATION 

9.19PM Councillor Calleja left the Chamber after declaring an interest in this item. 

ITEM 2.3: RESOLUTION 1 
VOTING REQUIREMENT: SIMPLE MAJORITY 
 
MOVED: COUNCILLOR ATTWELL 
SECONDED: COUNCILLOR DUFTY 
 
THAT Council resolves to ISSUE a Notice of Planning Scheme Consent for a ‘Use Not 
Listed – Landfill (inert waste from building demolition)’ at 241 – 247 Ulster Road, 
Collingwood Heights, subject to the following conditions at the proponents expense: 
 
A. The proponent within a period of 60 days from the date of the approval is to 

complete the Western Australian Planning Commission’s Acid Sulfate Soils Self 
Assessment Form to the satisfaction of the City and the Department of 
Environment and Conservation for the retrospective works. 
 
Advice: 
Where an Acid Sulfate Soils report is required under the Assessment Form such a 
report needs to be prepared in accordance with the Department of Environment’s 
Guidelines titled ‘Investigation of Acid Sulfate Soils’. 
 

B. Where an Acid Sulfate Soils report is prepared and subsequently endorsed and 
actions are identified in an accompanying management plan, such actions stated 
in that management plan are to be completed within 60 days of the Acid Sulfate 
Self Assessment Form being received by the City. 
 

C. The approval is limited to the existing demolition spoil deposited on the site (as 
per the approved site plan) and no further waste material is to be deposited on the 
site without the prior authorisation of Council. 

 
D. The proponent within a period of 60 days is to the satisfaction of the City, place a 

notification, pursuant to Section 70A of the Transfer of Land Act 1893 on the 
Certificate of Title of the lot advising of the existence of the fill site and that a 
geotechnical report to determine the suitability of the site to support structures 
would be required should development be contemplated on or adjacent to the fill.  

 
E. The extent of the landfill material being surveyed by a licensed surveyor to 

properly inform the notification on the title as required under Condition D. 
 
F. The survey plan should be overlayed with the boundary of the flood way as 

designated within the Yakamia Creek Flood Study 2001 and where any spoil has 
encroached into the flood way, such material shall be removed and the remaining 
fill appropriately battered to the satisfaction of the City of Albany as per the 
Recommended Flood Plain Strategy within a period of 90 days from the date of the 
approval. 

 
G. The proponent proving that the timber content within the spoil does not exceed 

unavoidable quantities.  To this end the proponent shall dig random inspection 
pits in accordance with a methodology agreeable to the City and the Department 
of Environment and Conservation.  If the timber content is found to be excessive 
further screening will be required.  

 
CARRIED 11-0 
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ITEM 2.3: RESOLUTION 2 
VOTING REQUIREMENT: SIMPLE MAJORITY 
 
MOVED: COUNCILLOR ATTWELL 
SECONDED: COUNCILLOR GREGSON 
 
THAT the proponent is ADVISED that the current enforcement notices issued will not 
be pursued, however: 

1) should the proponent fail to comply with the above conditions of planning 
scheme consent, and/or 

2) any further unauthorised fill is placed on the site,  
new enforcement action under the Planning and Development Act 2005 will be 
actioned.  

CARRIED 11-0 
 
9.22PM Councillor Calleja returned to the Chamber. 
 
BACKGROUND 
 
1. The subject site is just over 8.5ha in area and is zoned Rural under Town Planning Scheme 

No. 3.  It is located on the north side of Ulster Road opposite St Joseph’s College.  The land 
is low lying and the flood plain of the Yakamia Creek extends over the site from the 
northeast as far as 180m from the Ulster Road boundary. The flood fringe area extends a 
further 80m to within 100m of the Ulster Road boundary. 
 

2. Clause 5.1.2.2(b) of Town Planning Scheme No. 3 permits land owners to alter the natural 
contours of their land through excavation or filling provided this does not exceed 600mm in 
height, however under part (a) of the same Clause the deposit of any refuse or waste 
materials requires planning scheme consent. 

 
3. Following complaints from the public regarding truck movements to and from the site, City 

staff visited the site and found demolition waste from the redevelopment of the Albany 
Hospital was being used to fill an area of approximately 2500m2 within 180 metres of the 
front boundary of the subject land.   

 
4. Given a waste material was being deposited without prior planning scheme consent, the City 

served Direction Notices under Sections 214(2) and 214(3) requiring the activity to stop and 
not recommence and for the material to be removed within a period of 60 days. However, 
within this timeframe the proponent lodged a retrospective planning application seeking 
Council’s support to retain the demolition spoil onsite as inert fill.   

 
5. The enforcement notices have been held in abeyance pending the outcome of Council’s 

decision on this application. 
 
6. This application is referred to Council in accordance with the Planning Applications 

Guidelines.  The activity is classified as a landfill, for which staff do not have delegation to 
make a decision. 
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DISCUSSION 
 

7. The proponent has excavated the topsoil and back filled with demolition spoil.  Although the 
imported material is deeper than 600mm, this has not increased the new level beyond 
600mm above the pre-existing natural ground level.   
 

8. The waste materials were inspected by City staff whereby it was observed that the materials 
were predominantly bricks, concrete and general demolition rubble.  Other materials 
consisting of carpet, electrical cabling, timber, metal sheets and strapping as well as plastic 
pipes were also observed, albeit in smaller quantities.  Staff deemed the demolition spoil to 
be a waste material for the purposes of the Scheme.   

 
9. Legal advice obtained by the City confirmed that the deposit of this material required 

planning scheme consent and should correctly be classified as a ‘Use Not Listed (Inert 
Waste from Building Demolition)’.   

 
10. “Uses that are not listed” in the Zone Development Table of Council’s Town Planning 

Scheme No. 3 are required to be advertised.  Such advertising was undertaken which 
involved referral to surrounding landowners and relevant government agencies.  
 

11. Objections were received raising the following broad issues: 
• Heavy truck movements in close proximity to the schools; 
• Road safety and poor access arrangements; 
• Amenity of residential properties in the vicinity and 
• Concerns of this activity being within the floodplain. 

 
12. The Department of Water (DOW) has objected to the proposal on the grounds that the fill 

straddles the floodway and flood fringe which may present an obstacle to flood flows and 
could exacerbate the impact of flooding upstream of the site.   
 

13. The Department of Environment and Conservation (DEC) advised that the subject land has 
a moderate to high risk of Acid Sulfate Soils. The Acid Sulfate Soils status would require 
further investigation for ongoing excavation and burial activities that may require liaison with 
the DEC Contaminated Sites Branch in Perth.  However, their main concern was the stated 
up to 10% timber content of the material. Treated timber is excluded from being buried at an 
inert landfill site and any timber (treated of not) is not considered to be inert and is only 
allowed in ‘unavoidable’ quantities.  

 
14. The DEC further add that a licence under the Environmental Protection Act 1986 is required 

for a landfill with a capacity of 500 tonnes per year. 
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15. The proponent was informed of the objections and concerns raised through the consultation 

process and was invited to reply or provide further information or clarification on the 
application in light of the comments received. 

 
16. In response to the concerns over truck movements, proximity to schools and road safety, the 

proponent advised that the trucks delivering the material have now ceased and no more are 
envisaged.  He also advised that the route from the Albany Hospital site was much shorter 
than that to the City Hanrahan Road tip, so the distance travelled and time spent on the road 
was much less and reduced the possibility for traffic conflict.  Whilst the trucks were entering 
his property he had signs up advising and warning traffic travelling along Ulster Road. 

 
17. In response to the fill in the flood plain and obstruction to flood flows, the proponent has 

provided photographs and advances the argument that the diversion drain is severely 
restricted downstream where it has had little or no maintenance resulting in flood waters 
backing up and flooding.  He is doing relatively minor work to his land, yet the drain and 
creek are required to cope with increased stormwater flows from development and 
impermeable surfaces upstream within the catchment, with little or no upgrade to the drain 
infrastructure. 

 
18. In response to the DEC comment on the quantity of timber present in the waste, the 

proponent advises he has further screened the building rubble onsite and has removed a lot 
of the timber.  He estimates the timber content is now less than 1% by volume and would 
meet the DEC’s requirements for ‘unavoidable quantities’. 

 
19. Although the application is classified as a landfill operation, it is not comparable to a typical 

landfill activity.  It is not intended to be set up to receive all manner of waste materials and in 
fact the landfill activity as an operation has ceased.  The application merely covers the area 
where the waste material has already been deposited and no further areas for landfill have 
been identified under the application.  The proponent has accepted delivery of demolition 
waste/rubble as fill to raise the level of his land by less than 600mm.  As no more of the 
demolition spoil will be brought onto the site many of the objections received (relating to 
vehicle movements and road safety) are no longer relevant. 

 
20. Due to the nature of the demolition spoil and the way it was deposited, it may not have been 

adequately compacted to offer a sufficient base for any possible future construction.  Such a 
construction may or may not be intended at this point in time on this area of the site, but this 
may compromise the use of this part of the site by current and/or subsequent owners.  In this 
regard it is recommended that a notification be placed on the title of the lot to ensure that 
future purchasers are aware that prior to development occurring within the area subject to 
fill, a geotechnical engineer would need to confirm that the site is adequately 
stabilised/compacted for the development envisaged. 

 
21. As the landfill activity was undertaken within the flood fringe and not the flood way it is 

unlikely to present a major obstacle to flood flows and exacerbate the impact of flooding 
upstream.  The two main issues associated with the proposal are: 
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(i) The site is located in an area with a moderate to high possibility of acid sulfate soils 
which if present may have been disturbed as part of the excavation process prior to 
the placement of the landfill; and 

(ii) Whether the proponent has adequately demonstrated that the demolition spoil is free 
of harmful contaminants, such as asbestos. 

 
GOVERNMENT CONSULTATION 

 
22. The proposal was referred to the DOW and the DEC. 

 
23. The DOW has objected to the proposal on the grounds that the fill straddles the floodway 

and flood fringe which may present an obstacle to flood flows and could exacerbate the 
impact of flooding upstream of the site.   
 

24. On closer inspection of the map associated with the Yakamia Creek Flood Study 2001 (as 
shown below) and the site plan submitted by the proponent, the area of land affected by the 
land fill is located within the flood fringe (although a surveyed drawing will verify this beyond 
doubt).  The DOW’s Recommended Floodplain Development Strategy, which accompanied 
the Flood Study, does indicate that development such as filling and building can encroach 
into the flood fringe area and would be acceptable with respect to major flooding.  A copy of 
the Recommended Floodplain Development Strategy is attached. 

 

 
 

25. The response received from the DEC advises that the land is located within the Yakamia 
Creek drainage flats with a history of flooding and has a high to moderate risk of Acid Sulfate 
Soils.  In relation to the specific details of the application, the DEC was concerned that the 

Flood Plain 

Area outside of the 
dotted line is the Flood 
Fringe. 

Approximate 
location of Landfill 
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timber content could be as high as 10%.  DEC guidelines exclude treated timber from being 
buried as inert landfill and any timber (treated or not) is not considered inert, but is allowed in 
‘unavoidable’ quantities.  A 10% content exceeds this intent and the DEC recommends that 
further separation of timber be undertaken for re-use or disposal elsewhere if the application 
is approved.    Since this submission was received and communicated to the proponent, the 
proponent has advised that further screening has been undertaken and quantities of timber 
would now be in the realm of 1%.  As the subsequent screening was not observed by staff it 
is recommended that sample holes are dug to prove the timber content has been reduced to 
around 1% of overall content.  It should be noted that the timber was not likely to be 
chemically treated as it was made up of jarrah or karri (commonly used in buildings of that 
period) rather than pine. 

 
26. The DEC further advised that given the Acid Sulfate Soils risk status, further investigation in 

liaison with the DEC Contaminated Sites Branch in Perth should be considered with the 
possibility of a management plan being required.  Ongoing licensing under the 
Environmental Protection Act 1986 is required if a landfill receives more than 500 tonnes of 
waste per year.  If this threshold is not reached / exceeded then DEC has advised that they 
have no direct interest. 

 
27. As suggested by the DEC Albany Office, further consultation has been undertaken with the 

DEC Contaminated Sites Branch.  In relation to the issue of Acid Sulfate Soils, the 
Contaminated Sites Branch has recommended an acid sulfate self-assessment form be 
completed and depending on the outcomes of that assessment, an acid sulfate soils report 
and management plan may be required.   

 
28. The Contaminated Sites Branch have also advised that given the material is demolition 

rubble from the Albany Regional Hospital site there is potential for asbestos containing 
materials to be mixed in with this waste.  As suggested by the Contaminated Sites Branch, 
Staff have liaised with the demolition contractor (Delta Group) who was responsible for the 
demolition of the buildings at the Hospital site.  John Holland Pty Ltd (builders of the 
hospital) have advised that the removal of the asbestos was undertaken prior to the 
demolition of the buildings.  A copy of the evidence in this regard is attached to the rear of 
this report.  John Holland Pty Ltd have also advised that a contamination investigation over 
the whole Albany Hospital site was undertaken prior to demolition and revealed only a small 
area of the site was contaminated (most likely from an isolated oil/fuel leakage).  This area of 
the site has not yet been disturbed and is a considerable distance from the buildings that 
were demolished.  Staff have sought a copy of the overall site contamination report which 
details this information; if received the report will be circulated to Councillors.    

 
29. Based on the advice from John Holland Pty Ltd staff are satisfied that the fill can be 

classified as ‘inert’.  The DEC Contaminated Sites Branch have reviewed the evidence and 
are also confident that no contamination would be present in the fill. 

 
30. The Contaminated Sites Branch has advised that should Council be satisfied that the 

proponent has adequately demonstrated that the landfill was ‘inert’, no further conditions 
would be required.  If Council however is not satisfied with the level of information provided, 
Council may wish to either: 
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(a) Place a condition on the development requesting the proponent at his cost submit an 
environmental report to determine whether any contaminants such as asbestos are 
present within the inert waste material and surrounding soil; or 

(b) Report the site to the DEC under the Contaminated Sites Act 2003 as a potential 
contaminated site.  The DEC will then assess the available information and classify the 
site accordingly. 

 
31. The Contaminated Sites Branch has advised that Option (a) above may be an expensive 

undertaking for the proponent and Council may wish to consider Option (b) as an alternative.  
Option (b) will allow the Contaminated Sites Branch, who has expertise in this area, to 
determine whether the waste material is free from potential contamination.  It will also 
provide a ruling in perpetuity from the appropriate government department that the concerns 
relating to contamination have been thoroughly investigated in accordance with legislative 
requirements.  From the proponent’s perspective the DEC, based on the evidence provided, 
may be satisfied that a more detailed environmental investigation as identified in Option (a) 
is not required.  Further details on the process identified in the Contaminated Sites Act 2003 
are outlined in Paragraph 47 below, under the heading of Legal Implications.  If Council is 
not satisfied that the spoil is inert and Option (b) is pursued it is recommended that the 
application be deferred pending the outcome of the DEC investigation. 
 

PUBLIC CONSULTATION / ENGAGEMENT 
 

32. The surrounding landowners were consulted, a sign was placed on the road verge outside 
the site and an advertisement was placed in the Public Notices section of the Albany 
Advertiser.  
 

33. A total of five (5) responses were received from members of the public and surrounding 
landowners. Two (2) of these raised no objections, the remaining three (3) raised the 
following issues/concerns: 

 
• Heavy truck movements in close proximity to the schools. 
• Road safety and poor access arrangements. 
• Amenity of residential properties in the vicinity. 
• Concerns of this activity being within the floodplain. 

 
STATUTORY IMPLICATIONS 

 
34. The use ‘Landfill – inert waste from building demolition’ is not a use that is listed within Town 

Planning Scheme No. 3. 
 

35. Clause 3.2 of the Scheme details how uses that are not listed are to be considered and 
states: 

 
3.2 ... Where an application is received for permission to use land for a proposed use 

which is not contained in the “Use Class” table and the table does not, in the 
opinion of the Council contain a use class with which the proposed use is 
comparable, Council may determine that the proposed use: 
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a) is considered to be consistent with the objectives of the zone and is therefore 
permitted; 

 
b) may be consistent with the objectives of the particular zone and thereafter follow the 

advertising procedures of Clause 5.1.4 in considering an application for planning 
approval; or 

 
c) is not consistent with the objectives of the particular zone and is therefore not 

permitted. 
 

36. The objective of the ‘Rural’ zone as stated within Town Planning Scheme No. 3 is: 
 

To ensure that high quality agricultural land is retained for primary production.  To regulate 
uses which might conflict with farming interests, and foster uses which are complementary to 
such interests.  To preserve rural land within easy reach of urban areas. 
 

37. In relation to the objective stated above, the subject land is not high quality agricultural land, 
being predominantly affected by the Yakamia Floodplain, and the nature of the proposal is 
unlikely to conflict with farming interests as the surrounding rural lots are not used for 
agricultural production.  The proposal also does not result in a loss of rural land.    
 

38. Clause 5.4 of the Scheme details the matters to be considered by Council and states: 
 
5.4 The Council in considering an application for planning consent is to have due 

regard to such of the following matters as are in the opinion of the Council relevant 
to the use or development the subject of the application: 

 
(i) the compatibility of a use or development with its setting; 

 
(l) the likely effect of the proposal on the natural environment and any means that are 

proposed to protect or to mitigate impacts on the natural environment; 
 
(m) whether the land to which that application relates is unsuitable for the proposal by 

reason of it being, or likely to be, subject to flooding, tidal inundation, subsidence, 
landslip, bush fire or any other risk; 

 
(y) any relevant submission received on the application; 
 
(z) the comments or submissions received from any authority consulted under clause 

5.1A; 
 

(zb) any other planning consideration the Council considers relevant. 
 

STRATEGIC IMPLICATIONS 
 

39. The land is identified in the Albany Local Planning Strategy as ‘Regional Reserve’ noting that 
the subject site is part of the Yakamia Creek Floodplain. 
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POLICY IMPLICATIONS 
 

40. Policy 5E of the City’s Local Planning Policy Manual titled ‘Development in Flood Prone 
Areas’ is relevant to the proposal. 
 

41. Whilst the Policy is broad in nature it notes that in areas subject to periodic inundation or 
flooding, that development should: 

 
1) Prevent disruption to the natural drainage system or the modification of the flood 

levels that would be experienced within the drainage system; 
 

3) Maintain the natural ecological and drainage function of the area to store and 
convey stormwater and floodwater within the watercourse, drainage system or 
floodplain;  

 
42. This proposal is located within the flood fringe and not the flood way and the impact of the 

natural drainage system is unlikely to be significant.  The conditions identified in the 
responsible officer recommendation will ensure compliance with the DOW’s Recommended 
Floodplain Development Strategy. 

 
RISK IDENTIFICATION & MITIGATION 

43. The risk identification and categorisation relies on the City’s Risk Management Framework. 
 

Risk Likelihood Consequence Risk 
Analysis 

Mitigation 

The demolition spoil and 
excavation works may 
present an asbestos risk. 

Possible Medium High The City notes the 
evidence supplied by 
John Holland that 
asbestos was removed 
prior to and during 
demolition. 

The excavation works 
may have disturbed the 
acid sulphate soils, 
exposing such soils to 
the open air which can 
turn the soil acidic. 

Possible Medium  High Request the proponent 
complete an Acid 
Sulfate Soils Self 
Assessment Form as 
recommended by DEC 
Contamination Branch. 

 
FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS 
 
44. The appropriate planning fee has been paid by the proponent and staff have processed the 

application within existing budgetary lines.   
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LEGAL IMPLICATIONS 
 
45. Should Council accept the Responsible Officer Recommendation the proponent may seek a 

review of any of the conditions by the State Administrative Tribunal (SAT).  Such an appeal 
would be a Class 1 appeal which does not involve legal representation, and therefore such 
costs would be mainly staff time. 
 

46. Should Council accept the Responsible Officer Recommendation the existing notices held in 
abeyance would not be pursued as the fill will be able to be retained on site.  This does not 
mean that the City cannot issue new notices in the future if the proponent does not comply 
with the conditions of planning scheme consent or brings further waste materials onto the 
site.  If Council refuses the proposal the existing enforcement notice will remain in place. 
 

47. As per Paragraph 30(b) Council has the ability to refer the site under Section 11 of the 
Contaminated Sites Act 2003 to the CEO of the DEC advising that the portion of the site 
subject to the deposited demolition spoil could possibly be contaminated.  The CEO of the 
DEC will then be required to classify the site within 45 days and may deem that the site is 
‘possibly contaminated — investigation required’.  This classification, which is subject to 
appeal, would be placed on the certificate of title of the subject land (as a Section 70A 
Notification) and remain until evidence was provided that the site is not contaminated or 
remedial actions to the satisfaction of the DEC have been undertaken.  Based on the 
evidence that asbestos was removed from the site and that no other contaminants were 
found through a pre-demolition contamination survey within or adjacent to the buildings that 
were demolished in Stage 1, this action is not considered necessary. 
 

ALTERNATE OPTIONS 
 
48. Council has the following alternate options to the responsible officer recommendation: 

 
Option 1 
 
Determine that Conditions A, B and/or D in the Responsible Officer Recommendation No. 1 
are not required if Council is satisfied that there is likely to be no adverse impacts associated 
with the disturbance of the soil which is at a moderate to high risk for acid sulfate soils.  The 
Acid Sulfate Soil Assessment Form is a relatively straight forward process (Condition A).  If 
the excavation work involved less than 100m3 of soil removal no further acid sulfate soil 
reports or management plans are required (Condition B). 
 
Condition D is a notification so that should the area subject to the landfill be considered for 
development (dwellings/outbuildings) a geotechnical engineers report would be required to 
assess soil stability for construction.  This notification ensures that all future purchasers are 
aware of this requirement. 
 
Condition E and F have been requested to accurately map the area subject to the landfill 
and ensure that all landfill is located outside of the flood way of the Yakamia Creek. 
 
Condition G will give Council further security that the timber content is now at a level that can 
be considered an unavoidable quantity. 
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Option 2   
 
Determine that the application should be refused if Council is concerned that the proposal 
will have a detrimental impact on the floodplain of the Yakamia Creek. 
 
Option 3 
 
Formally refer the proposal under Section 11 of the Contaminated Sites Act 2003 to the DEC 
Contamination Branch if Council is not satisfied with the evidence that the spoil is not likely 
to be contaminated  and defer making a decision on the proposal until the DEC has finalised 
their investigations under the Act.  Alternatively Council could place a condition on the 
approval requiring testing of the soil for asbestos any other potential contaminants by a 
relevant professional. 

 
SUMMARY CONCLUSION 
 
49. This application is for retrospective approval for a landfill – inert waste from building 

demolition.  The application is not seeking support for ongoing use as a landfill facility and 
merely seeks Council’s consent to retain the deposited fill on site. 
 

50. The imported material is classified as waste material, being demolition spoil, and there was 
evidence that low quantities of other materials within the landfill on inspection by staff.  In 
unavoidable quantities timber, metal and plastic is allowed, however it is difficult to 
determine from the photographs taken whether the criteria of the DEC has been met.  It is 
clear however that the amount of landfill deposited is well within the 500 tonnes per year 
annual restriction set down by the DEC.  The demolition contractor has advised however that 
all asbestos was removed prior to demolition and therefore the fill would not contain this 
contaminant.  

 
51. Whilst the DOW has raised concerns on the impact on the proposal on flood water storage 

capacity of the land, filling within the flood fringe is considered acceptable according to 
Recommended Floodplain Development Strategy which accompanied the Yakamia Creek 
Flood Study 2001.  On this basis it is difficult to sustain the position that the height of the fill 
involved is likely to cause a significant impact on the drainage function of the Yakamia 
Creek.  

 
52. Accordingly staff are of the opinion that the proposal can be supported subject to appropriate 

conditions being placed on the development. 
 

Consulted References Town Planning Scheme 3 
Yakamia Creek Flood Study 

File Number (Name of Ward) A37843 (Yakamia Ward) 
Previous Reference Nil 
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3.1: ALBANY AIRPORT – SCREENING AUTHORITY 

 
Land Description : Albany Regional Airport 
Proponent : City of Albany 
Attachments : Nil 
Responsible Officer(s)  : Community Services Leaders (L Hill) 

 
IN BRIEF 

• There is a requirement to comply with federal government legislation to introduce security 
screening capability at Albany Airport by 1 July 2012 and to determine the responsibility 
for a Screening Authority and Screening Provider.  
 

ITEM 3.1: RESOLUTION 
 
MOVED: COUNCILLOR SUTTON 
SECONDED: COUNCILLOR HORTIN 
 
That Council SUPPORT the recommendation to appoint, through a tender process, a third 
party to operate as a Screening Authority and Screening Provider at the Albany Airport. 
 

CARRIED 12-0 
 
BACKGROUND 
 
1. In response to the Aviation White Paper released in December 2009, a range of increased 

security initiatives is to be introduced at regional airports across Australia.  In order to 
comply, Albany Airport will be required to screen passenger and baggage for passengers’ 
departing on aircraft over 20,000kg maximum takeoff weight (MTOW) effective 1 July 2012.  
 

2. The aircraft used by SkyWest to provide regular public transport from Albany is currently 
rated in excess of 20,000kg MTOW and there are plans to move to larger planes in the 
future. 

 
3. Introducing the security screening capability will involve changes to infrastructure such as 

installation of equipment in a screening area, establishing a sterile lounge where passengers 
are held after screening, installation of conveyor belts for checked baggage screening. It will 
also necessitate installation of other security requirements such as CCTV cameras and more 
sophisticated swipe card access. 

 
4. It will also involve ensuring that all security screening occurs in accordance with legislation. 

This necessitates updating the Transport Security Program, establishing a Screening 
Authority and appointing a Screening Provider. 
 

DISCUSSION 
 
5. A Screening Authority is the person or body corporate that has been given the legal 

responsibility by the Office of Transport Security, Department of Infrastructure and Transport, 
to ensure that screening occurs in accordance with legislation.  
 

6. A Screening Provider screens and clears passengers and baggage prior to being granted 
access to a sterile area and to boarding an aircraft. Screening provision is a separate and 
distinct function from being the Screening Authority. 
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7. The decision to approve a Screening Authority license by the Office of Transport Security will 

focus on the applicant’s ability to provide screening operations which are compliant with the 
Act, Regulations and Aviation Screening Notice (ASN). This describes the methods, 
techniques and equipment to be used for screening. The ASN is a written notice made under 
the Regulation and gives operational effect to the Act and Regulations. 
 

8. The Office of Transport Security must be satisfied that the applicant has the capacity and 
capability to undertake and sustain screening and clearing responsibilities. 

 
9. The Screening Authority (not the Screening Provider) is legally responsible for demonstrating 

compliance with the requirements under the Act, the Regulations and the ASN.  Irrespective 
of whether a third party is engaged as the Screening Provider, the entity authorised as the 
Screening Authority will be held legally responsible for demonstrating compliance, and 
actually complying with the Act, the Regulations and ASN. 
 

10. Correspondence from the Department of Infrastructure and Transport has provided little 
detail on the Screening Authority application process, beyond providing a template for the 
application and advising that the application process can take up to six months. 

 
11. Recent correspondence from the Department, received on 20 October 2011, provides more 

detail along with a working draft of a Screening Authority Submission Guidance Document 
(dated 14 October 2011) and is the most instructive correspondence to date. It is identified in 
the working draft of the Submission Document that submissions can be made on behalf of a 
specified screening authority who is not the airport operator (as well as an airport operator 
where screening has not previously occurred i.e. a new entrant screened airport such as 
Albany). 
 

12. Regardless of who becomes the Screening Authority, as the operator of the Albany Airport, 
the City of Albany is required to update our Transport Security Program (TSP), along with a 
recent risk assessment.  The TSP forms one element of the application to become a 
Screening Authority. The City of Albany will continue to be the TSP holder, regardless of who 
becomes the Screening Authority and Screening Provider. 
 

13. Port Lincoln and Coffs Harbour Local Government Authorities’ (LGAs) plan to/or have 
outsourced both their Security Authority and Provider operations to one third party Screening 
Authority citing cost and risk management issues as primary deciding criteria. Albury LGA 
retains the role of Authority however has outsourced the Provider role. In terms of other 
known and comparable West Australian airports, both Geraldton and Esperance have 
determined they will be the Screening Authority and have/will be outsourcing screening 
provision. 

 
14. Known Screening Authorities in the market are: MSS Security, Security ID with SkyWest 

considering becoming an authority. 
 

15. Known Screening Providers in the market are: MSS Security, SNP Security, Security ID, 
SkyWest. 

 
16. It is anticipated that the most attractive proposition for a third party is to tender to be both the 

Screening Authority and Screening Provider. Operationally, it makes sense for the authority 
and screening role to be performed by one entity. 

 
 
  



COMMUNITY  
SERVICES 

ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING MINUTES – 
15/11/2011 

**REFER DISCLAIMER** 

ITEM 3.1 

 

ITEM 3.1 3 ITEM 3.1 
 

 
17. Assessing how the decision was made by airport operators to become, or contract out the 

function of, the screening authority, appears to be based on: 
• level of experience and number of trained staff available at the operating airport 
• level of experience of Airport Operator (in this case City of Albany) in airport operations 
• volume of departing passengers 
• level of risk, liability and legal obligations the Airport Operator is prepared to manage 

rather than delegate. 
 
18. City of Albany staff at the Albany Airport are reporting officers.  There is no compliance 

officer or security professionals at the City of Albany Airport as is the case at other airports. 
While staff are trained in the operational safety and current security requirements at the 
Airport, if the City was to become the Screening Authority, there would need to be a 
designated officer appointed to take responsibility for the management of screening 
operations.  This position would need the appropriate level of training, qualifications and 
intimate understanding of the appropriate legislation. 
 

19. The level of operational and security maturity at the Albany Airport is currently low which 
presents a risk to the City.  
 

20. The number of departing passengers from Albany, in comparison to other screened airports, 
is also low at approximately 27,000. 

 
21. Given there are no specifically trained staff, and the relatively low level of expertise, in overall 

Airport security operations it is recommended that the City of Albany not become the 
Screening Authority, at least in the short term.  It is recommended that a third party be 
contracted to become both the Screening Authority and Screening Provider. 

 
 
GOVERNMENT CONSULTATION 
 
22. There is continued liaison between the City of Albany officers and federal and state 

colleagues, primarily on implementation timelines and requesting further information re 
compliance requirements. 
 

23. The Department of Infrastructure and Transport state that they will not become involved in 
any commercial deliberations between an applicant and a Screening Authority nor will the 
Department become a consultative source for an applicant in sourcing or formulating 
commercial arrangements to establish screening operations. 
 

 
PUBLIC CONSULTATION / ENGAGEMENT 
 
24. Consultation has occurred with other regional airport operators across Australia to determine 

how many would become the Screening Authority and who would outsource and on what 
basis. 
 

25. Consultation with Esperance and Busselton (other airports in Western Australia introducing 
security screening in a similar time frame) was undertaken specifically to determine if there 
was merit in developing a consortium.   

 
26. There was no appetite by those Airports to enter a consortium, given the different level of 

expertise available at each Airport and level of risk each Shire/Council was prepared to take. 
Shire of Esperance has decided they will become the Screening Authority and Busselton is 
undecided. 
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27. Additionally, contracting as a consortium for the Screening Provider does not provide 
benefits beyond what could be achieved through diligent contract development and 
management by the City of Albany.  

 
STATUTORY IMPLICATIONS  
 
28. All aspects of security provision at the Albany Airport must comply with the Aviation 

Transport Security Act and Regulations 2005 (amended 2010).  
 
STRATEGIC IMPLICATIONS 
 
29. This item directly relates to the following elements of the City of Albany Strategic Plan 2011-

2021: 
 
Key Focus Area  
Sustainability and Development  
 
Community Priorities 
Albany Regional Airport 
 
Proposed Strategies 
Plan for future expansion of the airport to allow larger aircraft to access the airport.  
 

 
POLICY IMPLICATIONS 
 
30. There are no policy implications relevant to this item. 
 
RISK IDENTIFICATION & MITIGATION 
 
31. The risk identification and categorisation relies on the City’s Risk Management Framework. 
 

Risk Likelihood Consequence Risk 
Analysis 

Mitigation 

Post 1 July 2012,  a 
security breech 
occurs at Albany 
Airport   

Possible Medium High Appoint experienced 
Screening Authority 
who is contractually 
bound to comply with 
legislation. Diligent 
contract 
management 
between Authority 
and City of Albany. 

 
FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS 
 
32. The operational costs of the provision of security screening at Albany Airport will need to be 

passed on to the passenger, most likely added to the cost of an outbound SkyWest ticket.   
 

33. Cost estimates conducted by the Department of Infrastructure and Transport for screening 
are based on:  
• number of passengers departing the airport 
• infrastructure development requirements  
• flight scheduling and frequency (as it impacts on staff required).  
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34. For airports with 20,000 or more departing passengers (Albany has 27,000) the cost could be 
up to $40 per departing passenger ticket (Reference: Discussion Paper, Possible Security 
Classification for Australian Airports, Department of Infrastructure and Transport, 2010). 
 

35. The Screening Provider in Geraldton (SkyWest), due to be operational by 1 November 2011, 
has advised it intends to charge approximately $15 per person.  

 
36. The cost associated with tendering out the Screening Authority will be an additional cost to 

providing security screening. Port Lincoln has recently done an Expression of Interest (EOI) 
for both the Screening Authority and Screening Provider. The responses to the EOI indicate 
that companies have added a minimal additional cost to act as the Screening Authority to 
secure the contract to become the Security Provider.  

 
37. If the City of Albany were to become the Screening Authority, there would be additional staff 

required incurring additional costs.  
 
 LEGAL IMPLICATIONS 
 
38. The appetite by the City of Albany to directly manage any legal implications that may result 

from a security issue as the Screening Authority is central to making the recommendation to 
outsource the Screening Authority.  

 
ALTERNATE OPTIONS 
 
39. The City of Albany could become the Screening Authority and only outsource the Screening 

Provider.  This option would see the City of Albany as the entity that will be held legally 
responsible for demonstrating compliance, and actually complying with the Act, the 
Regulations and ASN. 

 
 
SUMMARY CONCLUSION 
 
40. City of Albany to outsource, to a third party, the responsibilities of becoming the Screening 

Authority and provision of screening services at Albany Airport. 
 
File Number (Name of Ward)  
Previous Reference OCM May 2011, Item 3.2 

SCM September 2011, Item 6.2 
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4.1: LIST OF ACCOUNTS FOR PAYMENT 

 
File Number  (Name of Ward) : FM.FIR.2 - All Wards 
Appendices : List of Accounts for Payment 
Responsible Officer : Acting Executive Director Corporate Services (P Wignall) 
 
ITEM 4.1: RESOLUTION 
 
MOVED: COUNCILLOR GREGSON 
SECONDED: COUNCILLOR DUFTY 
 
The list of accounts authorised for payment under delegated authority to the Chief 
Executive Officer for the period ending 18 October 2011 totalling $3,418,739.75 be 
RECEIVED. 

CARRIED 12-0 
 
BACKGROUND  
 
1. 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. 

 
DISCUSSION  
 
2. The table below summarises the payments drawn from the municipal fund during the month 

of October 2011. Further details of the accounts authorised for payment by the Chief 
Executive Officer is included within the Elected Members Report/Information Bulletin. 

 
Municipal Fund   
         Trust Totalling $7651.66 
 Cheques Totalling $30,197.95 
 Electronic Fund Transfer Totalling $2,528,763.28 
 Credit Cards Totalling $4,523.59 
 Payroll Totalling $847,603.27 

TOTAL $3,418,739.75 
 
3. As at 15th October 2011, the total outstanding creditors, stands at $524,079.90 and made up 

follows: 
 

Current $ 279,298.32 
30 Days $220,746.20 
60 Days $24,035.38 
90 Days $0.00 
TOTAL $524,079.90 

 
 
  



CORPORATE SERVICES ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING MINUTES – 15/11/11 
**REFER DISCLAIMER** 

ITEM 4.1 
 

 
ITEM 4.1 2 

 
ITEM 4.1 

 

 
4. Cancelled cheques – 27559 – not required and 27628 - replacement cheque 27636 and EFT 

70198 issued due to mix up Guest Town when issuing cheques. 
 
STATUTORY IMPLICATIONS 
 
5. Regulation 12(1)(a) of the Local Government (Financial Management) Regulations 1996, 

provides that payment may only be made from the municipal fund or a trust fund if the Local 
Government has delegated this function to the Chief Executive Officer or alternatively 
authorises payment in advance. 
 

6. The Chief Executive Officer has delegated authority to make payments from the municipal 
and trust fund.  
 

7. Regulation 13 of the Local Government (Financial Management) Regulations 1996 provides 
that if the function of authorising payments is delegated to the Chief Executive Officer, then a 
list of payments must be presented to Council and recorded in the minutes. 

 
FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS  

8. Expenditure for the period to 18 October 2011 has been incurred in accordance with the 
2011/2012 budget parameters. 

 
POLICY IMPLICATIONS  

9. The City’s 2011/2012 Annual Budget provides a set of parameters that guides the City’s 
financial practices.  

 
SUMMARY CONCLUSION  
 
10. That list of accounts have been authorised for payment under delegated authority. 
 
 
File Number (Name of Ward) FM.FIR.2 - All Wards 
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4.2: FINANCIAL ACTIVITY STATEMENT – 31st OCTOBER 2011  

 
Responsible Officer : Acting Executive Director Corporate Services (P Wignall) 
 
IN BRIEF 
 

• Statement of Financial Activity reporting on the revenue and expenditure of the City of 
Albany for the reporting period ending 31 October 2011. 
 

ITEM 4.2: RESOLUTION 
 
MOVED: COUNCILLOR ATTWELL 
SECONDED: COUNCILLOR HAMMOND 
 
The Financial Activity Statement for the period ending 31 October 2011 be RECEIVED. 
 

CARRIED 12-0 
 
BACKGROUND  
1. The Statement of Financial Activity for the period ending 31 October 2011 has been 

prepared and is attached. 
 

2. In addition to the statutory requirement to provide Council with a Statement of Financial 
Performance, the City provides Council with a monthly investment summary to ensure the 
performance of the investment portfolio is in accordance with anticipated returns and 
complies with the Investment of Surplus Funds Policy. 

 
DISCUSSION  
 
3. In accordance with section 34(1) of the Local Government (Financial Management) 

Regulations 1996, the City of Albany is required to prepare each month a Statement of 
Financial Activity reporting on the revenue and expenditure of the local authority. 
 

4. The requirement for local governments to produce a Statement of Financial Activity was 
gazetted in March 2005 to provide elected members with a greater insight in relation to the 
ongoing financial performance of the local government. 
 

5. Additionally, each year a local government is to adopt a percentage or value to be used in 
Statements of Financial Activity for reporting material variances.  Variations in excess of 
$100,000 are reported to Council. 

 
“Please note that rounding errors may occur when whole numbers are used, as they are in the 
reports that follow.  The ‘errors’ may be $1 or $2 when adding sets of numbers.  This does not 
mean that the underlying figures are incorrect.” 
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6. STATEMENT OF FINANCIAL ACTIVITY – AS AT 31 OCTOBER  2011  
 

 
Actual 

 Current 
Budget  

 Current 
Budget    

 
 

 Year to Date   Year to Date   vs Actual    
 

 
31-Oct-11 31-Oct-11  Variance    

 REVENUE       *  
 Operating Grants, Subsidies and Cont 853,994 764,575 89,419   
 Fees and Charges 7,368,982 7,292,503 76,479 √ 
 Interest Earnings 396,009 298,920 97,089 √ 
 Other Revenue 379,774 229,892 149,882 √ 
 

 
8,998,759 8,585,890 412,869   

 EXPENDITURE         
 Employee Costs 5,097,319 6,115,827 -1,018,508 √ 
 Materials and Contracts 3,060,512 4,468,505 -1,407,993 √ 
 Utility Charges 532,603 425,098 107,505 X 
 Interest Expenses -1,857 -1,209 -648 √ 
 Insurance Expenses 488,730 573,555 -84,825 √ 
 Other Expenditure 449,818 213,988 235,830 X 
 Depreciation 3,957,872 3,937,696 20,176 X 
 

 
13,584,997 15,733,460 -2,148,463   

 Adjustment for Non-cash Revenue and          
 Expenditure:         
 Depreciation -3,957,872 -3,937,696 -20,176   
 

 
        

 CAPITAL REVENUE         
 Non-Operating Grants, Subsidies and Cont 1,985,447 2,519,074 -533,627 X 
 Proceeds from asset disposals 143,714 1,347,719 -1,204,005 X 
 Proceeds from New Loans 0 0 0   
 Self-Supporting Loan Principal Revenue 0 0 0   
 Transfers from Reserves (Restricted Assets) 4,855,084 4,855,084 0   
 

 
6,984,245 8,721,877 -1,737,632   

 CAPITAL EXPENDITURE         
 Capital Expenditure 811,687 4,445,229 -3,633,542 √ 
 Repayment of Loans 36,890 36,890 -0   
 Transfers to Reserves (Restricted Assets) 3,788,653 3,762,885 25,768   
 

 
4,637,230 8,245,004 -3,607,774   

 Estimated Surplus B/fwd         
 ADD  Net Current Assets July 1 B/fwd 4,582,872 4,582,872 n/a   
 LESS Net Current Assets Year to Date 31,798,838 31,274,794 n/a   
 

 
        

 Amount Raised from Rates -25,497,317 -25,502,973 5,656   
 * √ Is higher than expected revenue or lower than expected expenditure 

* X is lower than expected revenue and higher than expected Expenditure 
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7. CITY  OF  ALBANY - NET CURRENT ASSETS  –  31  OCTOBER  2011 

    
 Actual   Actual  

    
31-Oct-11 30-Jun-11 

NET CURRENT ASSETS 
 

    
Composition of Net Current Asset Position     

     
  

CURRENT ASSETS 
  

  

Cash - Unrestricted 
 

  22,635,715    5,767,118  
Cash - Restricted 

  
    5,299,575    6,634,295  

Receivables 
  

  11,053,784    2,136,618  
Inventories 

  
    3,064,099    3,202,824 

Total Current Assets 
 

  42,053,173  17,740,855  

    
    

LESS: CURRENT LIABILITIES     
Payables and Provisions 

 
    4,954,760    6,523,688  

    
    

    
  37,098,413  11,217,167  

Less: Cash - Restricted - Trust   (1,050,011)  (1,318,300) 

Less: Cash - Restricted - Reserves   (4,249,564)  (5,315,995) 
NET CURRENT ASSET POSITION   31,798,838    4,582,872  

    
    

NET CURRENT ASSETS PER BALANCE  
SHEET 

             
29,007,457              2,819,433 

Difference 
  

             
(2,791,381) 

           
(1,763,439) 

 
Difference Represented by: 

  Restricted Cash (Trust) 
 

   1,050,011    1,318,300  
Reserve Funds - Financial Assets       327,010       327,010  
Reserve Funds - Other 

 
   3,922,554    4,988,985  

Self Supporting Loans (part of Receivables and 
Other)     

    
   5,299,575    6,634,295  

 
Less: 

     Borrowings 
  

   7,101,286    7,138,175  
Trust Liabilities 

  
      989,670    1,259,559  

Difference 
  

  (2,791,381) (1,763,439) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
8. CITY  OF  ALBANY  –  STATEMENT OF FINANCIAL POSITION  
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       AS  AT  31 OCTOBER  2011   

  
 Actual   Actual   

 
Note 31-Oct-11 30-Jun-11 

 CURRENT ASSETS  
 

    
 Cash - Municipal            6  22,635,715 5,767,118 
 Restricted cash (Trust)          26  1,050,011 1,318,300 
 Reserve Funds - Financial Assets           12  327,010 327,010 
 Reserve Funds - Other  

 
3,922,554 4,988,985 

 Receivables & Other  
 

11,053,784 2,136,618 
 Investment Land  

 
2,331,370 2,398,674 

 Stock on hand            8  732,729 804,151 

  
42,053,172 17,740,856 

  
    

 CURRENT LIABILITIES  
 

    
 Borrowings          10  7,101,285 7,138,175 
 Creditors prov -  Annual leave & LSL          11  2,652,593 2,381,578 
 Trust Liabilities          11  989,669 1,259,559 
 Creditors prov & accruals          11  2,302,167 4,142,110 

  
13,045,714 14,921,422 

  
    

 NET CURRENT ASSETS  
 

29,007,457 2,819,433 

  
    

 NON CURRENT ASSETS  
 

    
 Receivables            7  46,211 46,211 
 Pensioners Deferred Rates            7  370,759 370,759 
 Investment Land  

 
4,509,155 4,509,155 

 Property, Plant & Equip            9  70,761,945 71,237,891 
 Infrastructure Assets  

 
187,806,622 190,555,179 

 Local Govt House Shares   9a  19,501 19,501 

  
263,514,192 266,738,695 

  
    

 NON CURRENT LIABILITIES  
 

    
 Borrowings          10  12,626,394 12,626,394 
 Creditors & Provisions          11  464,911 464,911 

  
13,091,305 13,091,305 

  
    

 NET ASSETS  
 

279,430,345 256,466,823 

  
    

 EQUITY  
 

    
 Accumulated Surplus  

 
255,678,673 231,648,724 

 Reserves          12  4,977,038 6,043,465 
 Asset revaluation Reserve  

 
18,774,634 18,774,634 

  
279,430,345 256,466,823 

  
9.      STATEMENT  OF  COMPREHENSIVE   INCOME  (BY NATURE OR TYPE) 
               31 OCTOBER  2011 
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 YTD Actual   

 2011/12  
  

 Budget-Total  
 2011/12  

  

 Actual   
 2010/11  

  
 INCOME  

 
   Rates  

 
25,497,317 25,619,665 24,114,001 

 Grants & Subsidies  
 

682,237 2,710,582 3,570,141 
 Contributions. Reimb & Donations  

 
171,757 349,697 1,215,224 

 Fees & Charges  
 

7,368,982 13,327,249 7,660,720 
 Service Charges  

 
322 0 3,741,095 

 Interest Earned  
 

396,009 697,000 1,184,413 
 Other Revenue / Income  

 
381,052 617,625 860,783 

  
34,497,676 43,321,818 42,346,378 

  
      

 EXPENDITURE  
 

      
 Employee Costs  

 
5,097,319 16,948,783 15,295,323 

 Utilities  
 

532,603 1,319,732 1,507,429 
 Interest Expenses  

 
(1,857) 1,042,761 1,114,199 

 Depreciation on non current assets  
 

3,957,872 11,817,938 11,449,614 
 Contracts & materials  

 
3,060,512 12,973,799 11,290,975 

 Insurance expenses  
 

488,730 584,845 543,500 
 Other Expenses  

 
449,818 223,994 1,665,462 

  
13,584,997 44,911,852 42,866,502 

  
      

 Change in net assets from operations  
 

20,912,679 (1,590,034) (520,124) 

  
      

 
 Grants and Subsidies - non-operating  

 
1,985,447 6,770,372 9,180,800 

 Contributions Reimbursements  
 

      
   and Donations - non-operating  

 
0 3,148,907 1,567,374 

 Profit/Loss on Asset Disposals  
 

65,396 (905,815) 142,634 
 Cash Backing of Reserves  

 
0 718,230 0 

 Fair value - Investments adjustment  
 

    0 

  
22,963,522 8,141,660 10,370,684 
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         10.  PORTFOLIO  VALUATION  –  MARKET VALUE  –  AS  AT  31  OCTOBER  2011 

Security 

Maturity 
Date 

Security 
Cost (Incl 
accrued 
interest) 

Current 
Interest 

Market 
Value 

Market 
Value 

Market 
Value 

Latest 
Monthly 
Variation 

      % Aug-11 Sep-11 Oct-11   
MUNICIPAL ACCOUNT       

 
      

 
CBA 4/11/2011 2,000,000  5.70% 0 0 2,000,000   
CBA 4/12/2011 1,000,000  5.66% 0 0 1,000,000   
NAB  4/12/2011 2,000,000  5.53% 0 0 2,000,000   
NAB  3/01/2012 1,000,000  5.70% 0 0 1,000,000   
ANZ 4/01/2012 3,000,000  5.80% 0 0 3,000,000   
BENDIGO 4/11/2011 1,000,000  5.50% 0 0 1,000,000   
BANKWEST 5/01/2012 2,000,000 5.80% 0 0 2,000,000   
        0 0 12,000,000 n/a 
        

 
      

RESERVES ACCOUNT       
 

      
 
No funds currently invested       0 0 0   
        0 0 0 n/a 
        

 
      

COMMERCIAL SECURITIES - CDOs (New York 
Mellon)**       

 
      

Saphir (Endeavour)  AAA 4/08/2011 
          

413,160  9.10% 0 0 0 0 
Zircon (Merimbula AA) 20/06/2013 502,450  8.87% 0 0 0 0 
Zircon (Coolangatta AA) 20/09/2014 1,002,060  9.12% 0 0 0 0 
Beryl (AAAGlogal Bank Note) 20/09/2014 200,376  8.42% 0 0 0 0 

    
       
2,118,046    0 0 0 0 
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Security 

Maturity 
Date 

 
Security 

Cost (Incl 
accrued 
interest) 

Current 
Interest 

Market 
Value 

Market 
Value 

Market 
Value Latest 

Monthly 
Variation 

      % Aug-11 Sep-11 Oct-11   

Magnolia (Flinders AA) 20/03/2012 
          

171,994  9.32% 144,500 144,500 144,500 0 

Start (Blue Gum AA-) 22/06/2013 
          

276,708  8.77% 0 0 0 0 

Corsair (Kakadu AA) 20/03/2014 
          

273,710  8.37% 68,750 68,750 68,750 0 

Helium (C=Scarborough AA) 23/06/2014 
          

602,244  8.77% 113,760 91,980 91,980 0 

    
       
1,324,656    327,010 305,230 305,230 0 

        
 

      
        

 
      

        
 

      

PORTFOLIO TOTAL       327,010 305,230 12,305,230 0 

        

        ** These CDO’s have been the subject of a Court Ruling in the United States Bankruptcy Court (as advised in a  
        memorandum from the Executive Director Corporate and Community Services).  The ruling has the potential to  

       significantly impact the valuations for these CDOs.  However, until the US Court and the English Court have worked 
       together to reconcile their opposing rulings, it is unlikely that the City will receive any revised valuations. 
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11.    FINANCIAL RATIOS - AS AT  31 OCTOBER  2011 
 
CITY OF ALBANY FINANCIAL RATIOS   30-Jun-10 30-Jun-11 31-Oct-11 Benchmark 
Liquidity Ratios 

    
  

Current Ratio1 
 

117.4% 81.3% 304.9% >100% 
Untied Cash to trade creditors  Ratio2 

 
51.2% 273.6% 4486.2% >100% 

Financial Position Ratio 
    

  
Debt Ratio3  

 
11.3% 9.8% 8.6% <100% 

Debt Ratios 
    

  
Debt Service Ratio4 

 
7.5% 9.0% 0.1% <10% 

Gross Debt to Revenue Ratio5 
 

56.9% 46.7% 57.2% <60% 
Gross Debt to Economically Realisable Assets6 

 
25.9% 22.6% 17.7% <30% 

Coverage Ratio 
    

  

Rate Coverage Ratio7 
 

63.3% 46.0% 73.6% >33% 
Effectiveness Ratio 

    
  

Outstanding Rates Ratio8   5.4% 3.3% 39.6% <5% 

      1.  This ratio focuses on the liquidity position of a local government. 

2.  This ratio provides an indication of whether a local government has sufficient unrestricted cash to 
pay its trade creditors. The ratio is high at present as the due date for rates has just passed.   The 
ratio will reduce steadily in the coming months. 

3.  The ratio is a measure of total liabilities to total assets or alternatively the number of times total 
liabilities are covered by the total assets of a local government.  The lower the ratio of total 
liabilities to total assets, the stronger is the financial position of the local government. 

4.  This ratio measures a local government's ability to service debt (principal and interest) out of it's 
available operating revenue. 

5.  This ratio measures a local government's ability to service debt in any given year out of total 
revenue. 

6.  This ratio provides a measure of whether a local government has sufficient realisable assets to 
cover it's total borrowings. 

7.  The Coverage Ratio measures the local governments dependence on rate revenue to fund it's 
operations.  The higher the ratio, the less dependent a local government is on grants and external 
sources to fund it's operations. 

8. The Effectiveness Ratio measures the effectiveness of a local governments with the collection of 
it's rates.  It would be expected to be above 5% at this time of the year, as it includes rates which 
are being paid by instalments, this will reduce steadily to be below the benchmark at 30 June. 

 
STATUTORY IMPLICATIONS 
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12. Section 34 of the Local Government (Financial Management) Regulations 1996 
provides: 
I. A local government is to prepare each month a statement of financial activity reporting on the 

source and application of funds, as set out in the annual budget under regulation 22 (1)(d), for 
that month in the following detail –  

a) annual budget estimates, taking into account any expenditure incurred for an additional 
 purpose under section 6.8(1)(b) or (c); 

b) budget estimates to the end of the month to which the statement relates; 
c) actual amounts of expenditure, revenue and income to the end of the month to which 

 the statement relate 
d) material variances between the comparable amounts referred to in paragraphs (b) and (c); 

and 
e) the net current assets at the end of the month to which the statement relates. 

II. Each statement of financial activity is to be accompanied by documents containing –  
a) an explanation of the composition of the net current assets of the month to which the 

 statement relates, less committed assets and restricted assets; 
b) an explanation of each of the material variances referred to in sub regulation (1)(d); and 
c) such other supporting information as is considered relevant by the local government. 

III. The information in a statement of financial activity may be shown –  
a) according to nature and type classification; 
b) by program; or 
c) by business unit 

IV. A statement of financial activity, and the accompanying documents referred to in sub regulation 
(2), are to be — 

(a) presented at an ordinary meeting of the council within 2 months after the end of the month 
to which the statement relates; and 

(b) recorded in the minutes of the meeting at which it is presented.
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FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS Expenditure for the period ending 31 October 2011 has been incurred in accordance with the 2011/12 proposed budget parameters.  Details of any 
budget variation in excess of $100,000 (year to date) follow.  There are no other known events which may result in a material non recoverable financial loss or financial loss arising from an 
uninsured event.  

13. VARIANCES TO BUDGET IN EXCESS OF $100,000 - AS AT 31 OCTOBER  2011 

Account 
Original 
Budget 

Current 
Budget 

YTD 
Budgets 

YTD 
Actuals 

YTD 
Variance 

YTD 
Percentage 

Variance 
Variance 

Ticks Comments 

CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER             
 

  

132650. Subdivision Land Sales (2,000,000) (2,000,000) (666,400) (166,160) (585,695) -88%  
Cull Rd development continues to be offered for sale.  
Only two sales completed in 2011-12 

133170. GUEST TOWN ROYAL SHOW 0 0 0 110,884 (110,884) -100%  
Subject to Q1 budget review amendment – inability 
to attract sufficient sponsorship. 

DIRECTOR COMMUNITY             
 

  

106370. COMM SVC - SALARIES 518,090 518,090 179,362 58,312 121,050 67%  
Subject to Q1 budget review, under Corporate 
 restructure. 

DIRECTOR CORPORATE             
 

  

125430. SALE LAND P/LOSS 2,496,899 2,496,899 831,964 142,433 831,964 100%  
Cull Rd development continues to be offered for sale.  
Only two sales completed in 2011-12 

184020. FINANCE-SALARIES 652,847 652,847 226,012 113,906 112,106 50%  
Subject to Q1 budget review, under Corporate  
restructure. 

DIRECTOR WORKS & SERVICES             
  

119530. REFUSE-INC HANRAHAN ROAD (1,720,000) (1,720,000) (429,828) (309,515) (120,313) -28%  

Tonnage across the weighbridge is down on last year 
 by approximately 5000 tonnes, receiving less industrial 
 waste as local competitor is now taking waste from  
building sites. 

132220. ROAD MAINTENANCE 3,925,000 3,925,000 1,307,804 1,076,586 231,218 18%  

 
Road maintenance program is increasing in activity,  
now that management restructure is almost complete.  
Should align closer to budget over the next quarter. 
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Account 
Original 
Budget 

Current 
Budget 

YTD 
Budgets 

YTD 
Actuals 

YTD 
Variance 

YTD 
Percentage 

Variance 
Variance 

Ticks Comments 

 
134850. ASSET FUNDING – REGIONAL  
              ROAD  GROUP (894,607) (894,607) (447,303) (340,293) (107,010) -24%  

Timing difference, between budgeted grant receipt,  
and actual receipt of grant. 

138070. Waste Minimisation Contract 2,363,896 2,363,896 787,640 537,745 249,895 32%  
Subject to 10/11 end of year accrual adjustments.  
Timing issue.  

141050. Road Funding - Roads to Recovery (844,968) (844,968) (422,484) 0 (422,484) -100%  
Timing difference, between budgeted grant receipt, 
 and actual receipt of grant. 

144450. State Black Spot Funding (123,714) (123,714) 0 (111,392) 111,392 100%  
Balance of 10/11 funding ($93 000) not received until  
11/12. 

146520. WO –WORKERS COMP INSURANCE 50,000 50,000 25,000 (103,393) 128,393 514%  
Prior years premium adjustment invoices yet to be  
processed. 

147920. PLANT-ALLOCATE TO W/SERV. (2,932,540) (2,932,540) (977,116) (857,338) (119,778) -12%  

This is an internal "billing" of plant and machinery used 
 on various jobs around the City. As work is performed  
by Works and Services, plant use is billed to the job. As  
can be seen in 132220 Road Maintenance and 149940  
Asset Preservation, for example, maintenance activity  
has been below budget , but should increase over the  
next quarter. 

149940. ASSET PRESERVATION 3,195,730 3,195,730 427,702 100,316 327,386 77%  

Road maintenance program is increasing in activity,  
now that management restructure is almost complete.  
Should align closer to budget over the next quarter. 

150140. DRAINAGE CONSTRUCTION 1,175,070 1,175,070 273,919 100,749 173,170 63%  

Some of the major projects budgeted for 11/12 are 
yet to  commence. Activity should increase over the  
next quarter.  

151640. PATHWAY CONSTRUCTION 1,498,497 1,498,497 499,220 236,447 262,773 53%  Some projects budgeted for 11/12 yet to commence. 
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Account 
Original 
Budget 

Current 
Budget 

YTD 
Budgets 

YTD 
Actuals 

YTD 
Variance 

YTD 
Percentage 

Variance 
Variance 

Ticks Comments 

  
 
 
 
 
 
152140. WASTE/TIPS PROJECTS 1,930,010 1,930,010 226,716 9,491 217,225 96%  

Timing issue. A number of major projects relating to  
waste management have not yet commenced,. This  
includes Hanrahan Rd leachgate, South Stirlings waste  
site and capping of landfill. 

167640. Peace Park 990,214 990,214 329,936 42,107 287,829 87%  
Funding has been received, project costs will align to  
budget timing as construction work increases. 

Total DIRECTOR WORKS & SERVICES 8,612,588 8,612,588 1,601,206 381,509 1,219,697 76% 
 

  
 
 
 
 
 
POLICY IMPLICATIONS  

14. The City’s 2011/12 Annual Budget provides a set of parameters that guides the City’s financial practices.  

15. The Investment of Surplus Funds Policy stipulates that the status and performance of the investment portfolio is to be reported monthly to Council.  

 
File Number (Name of Ward) FM.FIR.2 - All Wards 
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4.3: PROPOSED DISPOSAL OF CROWN LAND - RESERVE 38290 LOT 
 123 GIPTON STREET, GLEDHOW 
 
Land Description : Lot 100 No 37 Kitson Road, Gledhow 

Lot 103 No 25 Kitson Road, Gledhow 
Lot 123 No 62 Gipton Street, Gledhow (Reserve 38290) 

Proponent : Department for Regional Development and Lands 
Owner  : F Burns & S Gorman 

A & J Goodall 
Responsible Officer(s)  : Chief Executive Officer (F James) 

 
Maps and Diagrams: 

 
 
IN BRIEF 

• At the request of the Department for Regional Development and Lands, Council is 
requested to consider the disposal of Crown Reserve 38290 to the adjoining landowners.  
This reserve is vested in the City of Albany for the purpose of ‘Rubbish Disposal Site’. 
 

 
 
 
 
 

Reserve 38290 

Interested 
Landowners 

Reserve 30599 

Lot 50 
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ITEM 4.3: RESOLUTION 
VOTING REQUIREMENT: SIMPLE MAJORITY 
 
MOVED: COUNCILLOR ATTWELL 
SECONDED: COUNCILLOR BOWLES 
 
THAT Council: 
 
i) ADVISE the Department for Regional Development and Lands that it has no objection 

to the sale of Reserve 38290 Lot 123 Gipton Street, Gledhow to the adjoining 
landowners, subject to the following conditions: 
 
a) A Memorial being placed on any resultant freehold title advising current 
 landowners and any future prospective purchasers that the land may be 
 contaminated; and 
 
b) The prospective purchasers of the subject land being advised that the future 
 use and development of the land must comply with the City’s Town Planning 
 Scheme and any relevant policies. 
 

ii) AGREES to revoke the Management Order for Reserve 38290 held by the City of 
Albany, pursuant to section 50 of the Land Administration Act 1997. 

CARRIED 11-1 
Record of Vote 
Against the Motion: Councillor Bostock 
 
BACKGROUND 
 
1. The Department of Regional Development and Lands has been approached by the owners 

of Lot 103 Kitson Road about the potential to purchase the land adjoining their property at 
Lot 123 Gipton Street. 
 

2. Lot 123 Gipton Street is a designated Crown Reserve (R38290).  It was reserved in March 
1983 for the Shire of Albany to use as a Rubbish Disposal Site, in conjunction with the 
adjoining Lot 50, which is owned in freehold title by the Shire (now owned by City of Albany). 
 

3. In investigating the disposal of R38290 Lot 123 Gipton Street, the Department for Regional 
Development and Lands asked whether this land has ever been used for its designated 
purpose. 
 

4. City staff has researched the former Shire of Albany records to determine whether the land 
has ever been used for Rubbish Disposal purposes.  It has not been possible to identify 
whether this use has ever occurred on the land, therefore it is uncertain whether the land is 
contaminated.  It has been noted that the adjoining Reserve 30599 was the Regional 
Saleyards and is a contaminated site in the City’s register. 
 

5. The Department for Regional Development and Lands had asked the City to sign a statutory 
declaration pursuant to the Contaminated Sites Act 2003 to clarify the potential 
contamination of the land.  The City advised the Department that, as no information exists 
on how the land has been used or what contaminants might exist on the land, that it was not 
possible to sign a Statutory Declaration about its past use. 
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6. Separate to the issue of the contamination of the land, the Department for Regional 
Development and Lands has asked the City to determine whether it agrees to the sale of the 
land, as the Department cannot progress the proposal without the City’s consent. 
 

7. The Department for Regional Development and Lands has advised that it has also sought 
the comments of the adjoining landowner of Lot 100 Kitson Road who may be interested in 
obtaining a portion of the subject area of land depending on associated costs. 
 

DISCUSSION 
 
8. Lot 100 and 103 Kitson Street both have existing residences and appear to be used for 

residential purposes only. It is noted that a single dwelling is designated as an ‘A’ use in the 
City of Albany Town Planning Scheme No 3 Table 1 – Zones, which means that it is a use 
not permitted unless approval is granted by the Council.  The appropriate approvals of 
Council were obtained prior to the construction of these dwellings. 
 

9. In considering the disposal of R38290 Lot 123 Gipton Street, the City has considered and 
discussed with the owner of Lot 103 Kitson Street the future use of the land.  The owner has 
been advised that the land is zoned ‘General Industry’ under the City’s Town Planning 
Scheme No 3 and can only be used for the uses permitted under the Scheme. 
 

10. It is noted that Gipton Street is currently unconstructed and any development of R38290 Lot 
123 Gipton Street for industrial purposes would require the construction of this road as a 
condition of development. 
 

11. The owner of Lot 103 Kitson Street has advised that they would like to purchase the land so 
that more space is available for the construction of an outbuilding and as additional storage 
space in conjunction with their existing residence.  They do not propose to operate any 
business from this property at this time. 
 

12. With regard to the issue of the possible contamination of the land, the Department for 
Regional Development and Lands are currently seeking legal advice on placing a Memorial 
on title to advise of the potential for the land to be contaminated.  This is a matter for the 
Department to resolve and does not require any action by the City. 
 

13. While it is noted that the land is reserved for Rubbish Disposal purposes, it is noted that 
there would be a number of constraints to developing the land for this purpose.  In particular, 
there are four residential properties within 100m of Lots 50 and 123.  The minimum 
recommended buffer for landfill sites to sensitive uses (including residences) is 150m (as 
specified by the Department for Environment and Conservation).  There are no plans by the 
City to use or develop this reserve for waste disposal purposes. 
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GOVERNMENT CONSULTATION 
 
14. This matter was initiated by the Department for Regional Development and Lands as a result 

of a public query from the owners of Lot 103 Kitson Road.  The City has consulted with the 
Department throughout the process of investigating the disposal of the subject land.  No 
other government agency has been contacted. 
 

PUBLIC CONSULTATION / ENGAGEMENT 
 
15. This matter has been initiated by a private landowner.  Both the City and the Department for 

Regional Development and Lands have discussed the matter with the owner Lot 103 Kitson 
Road.  The Department has also been in contact with the owner of Lot 100 Kitson Road.  No 
other surrounding owners have been contacted, though it is noted that majority of the 
surrounding properties are under the ownership or management of the City of Albany. 

 
STATUTORY IMPLICATIONS 
 
16. Section 50 of the Land Administration Act 1997 allows the Minister for Lands to revoke a 

management order for a Crown Reserve where the management body agrees that it should 
be revoked.  The City of Albany is the management body for the subject reserve. 
 

17. Section 74 of the Land Administration Act 1997 allows the Minister for Lands to sell Crown 
land. 
 

18. Table 1 of the City of Albany Town Planning Scheme No 3 sets out the land uses that are 
permitted in a General Industry zone.  In this table, a single dwelling is specified as an ‘A’ 
use, which means it is a use only permitted with the approval of Council.   
 

STRATEGIC IMPLICATIONS 
 
19. This item relates directly to the following elements of the City of Albany Strategic Plan (2011-

2021) 
 

Key Focus Area 
Organisational Performance 

 
Community Priority 
Policy and Procedures 

 
Proposed Strategies 
Develop clear processes and policies and ensure consistent, transparent application across 
the organisation. 
 
The Albany Local Planning Strategy maintains that the subject land and surrounding area 
will continue to be set aside for Industry purposes (Map 9B).  Clause 5.3.1 of the Albany 
Local Planning Strategy provides the planning objective for existing industrial sites, as 
follows: 
 
“To maintain the sustainable use of existing industrial sites.” 
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The sale of the land is consistent with the strategic directions sets by the Albany Local  
Planning Strategy, provided that the future development of the land is consistent with the 
Town Planning Scheme provisions for the General Industry zone. 

 
POLICY IMPLICATIONS 
 
20. There are no policy implications relevant to this item. 
 
RISK IDENTIFICATION & MITIGATION 
 
21. The risk identification and categorisation relies on the City’s Risk Management Framework. 
 

Risk Likelihood Consequence Risk 
Analysis 

Mitigation 

Council does not 
support the sale of 
the land to adjoining 
landowners and the 
land remains in the 
management of the 
City. 

Possible Insignificant – This 
land is not regularly 
maintained, so it 
would have little 
impact if it was to 
remain under the 
City’s management. 

Low Council supports the 
sale of the unused 
Crown Reserve to 
adjoining landowners 
and reduces the 
amount of land 
required to be 
maintained by the 
City. 

 
FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS 

22. Beyond staff time involved in organising land matters, there are no financial implications 
relevant to this item.  The Department for Regional Development and Lands will be 
responsible for the actions associated with the disposal of the land. 

 
LEGAL IMPLICATIONS 
 
23. The only legal implication associated with the sale of the land is if the owner purchases 

contaminated land without being duly advised.  In the circumstance where an owner buys 
contaminated land without being notified of such, the owner could make a claim for 
compensation against the Crown. 
 

24. As it cannot be clearly identified whether the land has been contaminated or not, the 
Department for Regional Development and Lands is proposing to place a Memorial on title 
to advise the current owner and any prospective purchasers that the land has potentially 
been contaminated.  In this case, the landowner would have no potential to make a claim for 
compensation against the Crown. 
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ALTERNATE OPTIONS 
 
25. Council can: 

 
a) Not support the sale of R38290 Lot 123 Gipton Street and the land will remain under 

the care, control and management of the City of Albany; or 
b) Support the sale of the subject land and agree to the revocation of the Management 

Order held by the City of Albany. 
 
SUMMARY CONCLUSION 
 
26. Reserve 38290 Lot 123 Gipton Street is not used or actively managed by the City of Albany 

and there are no plans at this time for the City to develop the land as a Rubbish Disposal 
site, particularly given the proximity of nearby residences.  The issues of contamination and 
the use of the land may be adequately managed by the placement of a Memorial on title and 
compliance with the City’s Town Planning Scheme and Policies.  Accordingly, the sale of the 
land is supported and to facilitate the sale, the City must revoke the management order held 
for Reserve 38290. 

 
Consulted References City of Albany Town Planning Scheme No 3 

City of Albany Local Planning Strategy 
Land Administration Act 1997 
Contaminated Sites Act 2003 

File Number (Name of Ward) CU.PRA.60 
Previous Reference No previous references 
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4.4: RECONSIDERATION OF THE PROPOSED ROAD WIDENING 
       OF BETTY’S BEACH ROAD AFFECTING 905 HOMESTEAD 
       ROAD,  MANYPEAKS 
 
Land Description : Lot 4457 No 905 Homestead Road, Manypeaks 
Proponent : City of Albany 
Owner  : E & L Stone 
Attachment : Item 5.1 OCM 21/06/2011 
Responsible Officer(s)  : Executive Director Corporate Services (P Wignall) 

 
Maps and Diagrams: 
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IN BRIEF 
 

• Council previously resolved, at its meeting on 21 June 2011, to widen a portion of Betty’s 
Beach Road to accommodate the section of the road that has been constructed outside of 
the road reserve.   

• The detailed survey of the land has identified issues that could not be detected as part of 
the preliminary assessment.  These changes impact on Council’s previous resolution and 
an amended resolution is now required. 
 

ITEM 4.4: RESOLUTION 
VOTING REQUIREMENT: SIMPLE MAJORITY 
 
MOVED: COUNCILLOR ATTWELL 
SECONDED: COUNCILLOR HORTIN 
 
THAT subject to Council rescinding its resolution at the Ordinary Council Meeting held on 
21 June 2011, Council: 
 
i) SEEKS the Minister for Lands approval, under section 58 of the Land Administration 

Act 1997, to permanently close a portion of Betty’s Beach Road Reserve (shown as 
areas B and C on Drawing 110826, dated 01-03/08/2011); 

 
ii) AUTHORISE the Chief Executive Officer of the City of Albany to forward the required 

applications to the Minister for Lands without the need for a further item to Council, 
should there be no objections received during the required advertising period 
(legislative requirement); 

 
iii) SUPPORTS the Taking by Agreement, under section 168 of the Land Administration 

Act 1997, of a 1.9254ha portion of land from Lot 4457 No 905 Homestead Road, 
Manypeaks to allow the widening of the Betty’s Beach Road Reserve (shown as areas 
A and D on Drawing 110826, dated 01-03/08/2011); 

 
iv) SEEKS approval under Section 168 of the Planning & Development Act 2005 to 

dedicate the 1.9254ha portion of land to be taken from Lot 4457 No 905 Homestead 
Road, Manypeaks as a public road, through the lodgement of a subdivision 
application; and 

 
v) INDEMNIFIES the Minister for Lands from any claims for compensation, as is required 

under Section 56 of the Land Administration Act 1997. 
 

CARRIED 12-0 
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BACKGROUND 
 
1. In November 2009, the City was approached by Albany Mapping & Surveying Services, on 

behalf of the owners of 905 Homestead Road, Manypeaks, advising that a significant portion 
of Betty’s Beach Road had been constructed outside of the dedicated road reserve. 
 

2. The proponent requested that this situation be resolved through either re-construction of 
Betty’s Beach Road in the correct alignment or the resumption of land to widen the road 
reserve and protect the constructed road. 
 

3. The matter was considered by Council at its meeting on 21 June 2011 and it was resolved: 
 

THAT Council: 
 

i) SUPPORTS the Taking by Agreement, under section 168 of the Land Administration 
Act 1997, of a 1.57ha portion of land from Lot 4457 No 905 Homestead Road, 
Manypeaks to allow the widening of the Betty’s Beach Road Reserve; 

 
ii) SEEKS approval under Section 168 of the Planning & Development Act 2005 to 

dedicate the 1.57ha portion of land to be taken from Lot 4457 No 905 Homestead 
Road, Manypeaks as a public road, through the lodgement of a subdivision 
application; and 

 
iii) INDEMNIFIES the Minister for Lands from any claims for compensation, as is 

required under Section 56 of the Land Administration Act 1997. 
 

4. The area of 1.57ha was identified by Albany Survey and Mapping Services, based on aerial 
photography and the original land survey. 
 

5. A detailed survey of the land is not undertaken prior to obtaining Council’s resolution on a 
road widening action, as this would be an unnecessary expense if Council did not support 
the proposal. 

 
DISCUSSION 
 
6. The appointed surveyor has now undertaken a detailed survey of the land.  It is a 

requirement of the subdivision process, which is used as the conduit to acquire the subject 
land, that a feature survey be undertaken and that the subdivision plan is based on this 
survey. 
 

7. The survey has shown that the original area of 1.57ha to be taken from Lot 4457 No 905 
Homestead Road, Manypeaks is incorrect and that the required area is 1.7628ha.  In 
addition, there is a minor incursion of 1626m2 of Betty’s Beach Road (based on the existing 
fence lines) into Lot 4457 No 905 Homestead Road, Manypeaks (shown as Areas A and D 
on the map).  The means the total area of land to be resumed is 1.9254ha. 
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8. The survey has also shown that portion of the Betty’s Beach Road reserve, based on the 

existing fence line, is being privately used by the owners of Lot 4457 No 905 Homestead 
Road (shown as areas B and C on the map and constituting a total area of 1965m2). 
  

9. The differing information now provided is partly because of the inaccuracy of aerial 
photography relative to ground features.  The surveyor also only managed to locate two 
reliable survey pegs and all other survey marks in this location now no longer exist. The 
surveyor advised that the original survey of this land is very old (dating back to 1911) and the 
ground features as they exist today did not correlate with the original survey.  None of this 
information would have been available until such time as the detailed survey of the land was 
undertaken. 
 

10. If the portion of Betty’s Beach Road being used by the subject landowners was closed as 
part of the road widening action and included in their landholding, this land swap would leave 
a difference of 1.7289ha. 
 

11. Council has previously been advised that the relocation of the existing road reserve was 
more cost effective that re-constructing the road in the correct alignment.  Similarly, the 
landowners would also like to maintain their existing fence lines and save the expense of 
relocating this infrastructure. 
 

12. The landowners have previously agreed to financial compensation of $15,700 for the land to 
be taken, which was based on the valuation of an area of 1.57ha.  The landowner has 
entered into a Taking by Agreement with the City on this basis. 
 

13. The outcomes of the survey and the differing area have been discussed with the affected 
landowners.  It has been agreed that the closure of portion of the Betty’s Beach Road and 
ceding that land back to their title compensates for the additional land to be taken and they 
are willing to proceed with the land resumption based on the original valuation of the land. 
 

14. While the negotiations on compensation for the taking of the land can be dealt with under the 
Road Widening Delegation (OCM 14/12/10 Item 4.3.21), the provisions of the Land 
Administration Act 1997 require Council’s resolution to indemnify the Minister for Lands from 
any claims from compensation. 

15. As this action now also includes closing portion of the Betty’s Beach Road reserve, the Land 
Administration Act 1997 also requires Council’s resolution to close a road. 

GOVERNMENT CONSULTATION 
 
16. This matter has been discussed with the Department for Regional Development and Lands 

to seek their support to ceding the closed road back to the title of Lot 4457 No 905 
Homestead Road without the need to purchase the land.  In this circumstance, the land 
would be “swapped”, however this is dependent upon the valuation of the land areas.  The 
Department is further investigating this matter through Landgate Valuation Services. 
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17.  As part of the subdivision application process, the Western Australian Planning Commission 

will refer the proposal to all the relevant servicing and government agencies for comment. 
 
18. Depending on Council’s resolution, notification will be sent to the Department for Regional 

Development and Lands at the same time as lodging the subdivision application to advise of 
the Minister’s indemnification and compliance with the Land Administration Act 1997. 

 
PUBLIC CONSULTATION / ENGAGEMENT 
 
19. Section 58 of the Land Administration Act 1997 sets the procedure for permanently closing 

roads.  It is a requirement of the Act that the proposed road closure be advertised in a local 
newspaper for 35 day period and that nearby owners and public utility service providers be 
provided written notification of the proposal. 
 

20. The landowner’s written consent to the resumption of the land for road widening purposes 
and supporting the amendment to the original area has been obtained. 

 
STATUTORY IMPLICATIONS 
 
21. Section 56 of the Land Administration Act 1997 allows the dedication of land as a road.  In 

doing so, the Local Government must indemnify the Minister for Lands against any claim for 
compensation. 

 
22. Section 58 of the Land Administration Act 1997 allows the local government to request the 

Minister for Lands to close a road (or portion thereof). 
 

23. Section 168 of the Land Administration Act 1997 sets the procedure for acquiring land for 
public works through a Taking by Agreement. Part 10 of the Act states that every person 
having an interest in land taken under the Act is entitled to compensation. 

 
24. The creation of a road occurs through the subdivision process detailed under Part 10 of the 

Planning and Development Act 2005.  Section 168 of this Act states all land shown on a 
diagram or plan of survey of a subdivision shown as a new road or road widening will be 
dedicated as a road. 

 
STRATEGIC IMPLICATIONS 
 
25. This item relates directly to the following elements of the City of Albany Strategic Plan (2011-

2021): 
 

Key Focus Area 
Organisational Performance 
 
Community Priority 
Policy and Procedures 
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Proposed Strategies 
Develop clear processes and policies and ensure consistent, transparent application across 
the organisation. 
 

POLICY IMPLICATIONS 
 

26. There are no policy implications relevant to this item. 
 
RISK IDENTIFICATION & MITIGATION 
 
27. The risk identification and categorisation relies on the City’s Risk Management Framework. 
 

Risk Likelihood Consequence Risk 
Rating 

Mitigation 

If road widening 
not obtained, 
Council assets 
would be 
contained in 
freehold title. 

Possible Moderate Medium Support the modified 
Taking by Agreement of 
land providing for the 
widening of Betty’s 
Beach Road. 

 

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS 

28. The payment of $15,700 for the land to be resumed from Lot 4457 No 905 Homestead Road, 
Manypeaks can be accommodated in the current 2011/12 budget. 

 
29. The lodgement of a subdivision application for road widening purposes does not require the 

payment of fees to the Western Australian Planning Commission. 
 
30. There are fees associated with the advertising of the road closure, the feature survey of the 

area, the creation of an initial plan for the subdivision application, the creation of a final 
deposited plan, the lodgement of the plan with Landgate and settlement fees.  This is 
expected to be in the order of $9,500 and can also be accommodated in the current budget 
line item for land acquisition. 

 
LEGAL IMPLICATIONS 
 
31. The widening of the Betty’s Beach Road reserve will legitimise the road infrastructure 

currently situated in freehold title. 
 
ALTERNATE OPTIONS 
 
32. Council may: 

 
a. Support the modified proposal for the taking of land to widen Betty’s Beach Road, 

including the closure of the portion of the road reserve being used by the adjoining 
owners; or 
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b. Not support the modified proposal and the previous resolution of Council from its 
meeting held 21 June 2011 will stand, however in this circumstance portion of the 
City’s assets will be contained in freehold title. 

 
SUMMARY CONCLUSION 

33. The proposed widening of Betty’s Beach Road will ensure that Council’s road is contained in 
a dedicated road reserve and the closure of the portion of the road contained within the 
fence line of Lot 4457 No 905 Homestead Road will ensure that Crown land is not used for 
private purposes. 
 

34. The affected landowner of Lot 4457 No 905 Homestead Road, Manypeaks has agreed to the 
modified area at the original compensation value included in the Taking by Agreement.   

 
35. Council’s resolution to enact the road closure and dedication processes is sought to meet 

the requirements of the Land Administration Act 1997 and the Planning & Development Act 
2005. 

 
Consulted References Land Administration Act 1997 

Planning and Development Act 2005 
File Number (Name of Ward) RD.ACQ.1 (Kalgan Ward) 
Previous Reference Item 5.1 OCM 21/06/2011 
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4.5: REQUEST TO ADOPT FIRST QUARTER 2011-12 BUDGET REVIEW 

 
Attachments : First Quarter 2011-12 Budget Review (to be provided prior  

to OCM)                                                                                                 
Responsible Officer : Acting Executive Director  Corporate Services (P Wignall) 
 
IN BRIEF 
 

• Adoption of the First Quarter 2011-12 Budget Review. 
 

ITEM 4.5: RESOLUTION 
VOTING REQUIREMENT: ABSOLUTE MAJORITY 
 
MOVED: COUNCILLOR HAMMOND 
SECONDED: COUNCILLOR CALLEJA 
 
THAT Council ADOPT the First Quarter 2011-12 Budget Review. 
 

CARRIED 12-0 
ABSOLUTE MAJORITY 

 
BACKGROUND 
 
1. The Audit Committee met on 25 October 2011 and considered the First Quarter Review of 

the 2011-12 Budget.  
 
DISCUSSION 
 
2. The net position of the Budget following the first quarterly 2011-12 Budget review is a deficit 

of $1,578,775, which is a $15,565 better result than anticipated result. 
 
3. There were a number of required amendments resulting from changed circumstances since 

the 2011-12 Annual Budget was adopted. 
 
GOVERNMENT CONSULTATION 
 
4. Nil 
 
PUBLIC CONSULTATION / ENGAGEMENT 
 
5. Nil 
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STATUTORY IMPLICATIONS 
 
6. Under the Local Government Act 1995, Section 6.8, a local government is not to incur 

expenditure from its municipal fund for an additional purpose except where the expenditure: 
 

a. is incurred in a financial year before the adoption of the annual budget by the local 
government 

 
b. is authorised in advance by a resolution (absolute majority required) or 
 
c. is authorised in advance by the mayor in an emergency 

 
STRATEGIC IMPLICATIONS 
 
7. This item relates directly to the following elements of the City of Albany Strategic Plan (2011-

2021 Community Vision: 
  

Key Focus Area 
Organisational Performance 
 
Community Priority 
Financial Management 
 
Proposed Strategies 
Reduce debt through careful financial management, prioritisation of expenditure and 
investments in secure portfolios.  

 
POLICY IMPLICATIONS 
 
8. Nil 
 
RISK IDENTIFICATION & MITIGATION 
 

Risk Likelihood Consequence Risk 
Rating 

Mitigation 

Council does not 
approve the First 
Quarter 2011-12 
Budget Review 

Unlikely Moderate Medium The existing Annual 
Budget would apply and 
proposed amendments 
would not apply.  

 
FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS 
 
9. A summary of the proposed First Quarter 2011-12 Budget Review follows: 

 
 

Original 
Budget 

Current 
Budget 

Proposed Q1 
Budget 

Variance 
from Current 

Budget 
Office of the CEO 4,706,321 4,706,321 5,362,425 646,104 
Community Serv. 4,364,720 4,364,720 3,845,378 (519,342) 
Corporate Services 3,630,264 3,630,264 3,964,768 334,504 
Development Services  1,492,137 1,492,137 1,584,440 92,303 
Works & Services    15,374,415    15,374,415 14,795,281 (579,134) 
General Purpose Income (28,837,247) (28,837,247) (28,837,247) 0 
Loans 863,730 863,730 863,730 0 
Total (Surplus)/Deficit 1,594,340 1,594,340 1,578,775 (15,565) 
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LEGAL IMPLICATIONS 
 
10. Nil 
 
ALTERNATE OPTIONS 
 
11. The First Quarter 2011-12 Budget Review is not adopted by Council and the proposed re-

allocation of budget line items therefore could not be applied. 
 

12. The First Quarter 2011-12 Budget Review may be adopted subject to specific changes 
directed by Council.  The proposed deficit would be affected by any changes directed by 
Council. 

 
SUMMARY CONCLUSION 
 
13. Nil 
 
Consulted References Adopted Budget 2011-12 

Local Government Act 1995 
 

File Number (Name of Ward) FM.BUG.2 
Previous Reference • Annual Budget – OCM 9th August 2011  

 
 

 

 

 
 

http://www.slp.wa.gov.au/legislation/statutes.nsf/main_mrtitle_551_homepage.html
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5.1: INSTALLATION OF A SLURRY WATER PIPE FOR SOUTHDOWN 
MAGNETITE PROJECT 

 
Land Description : Various Crown reserves 
Proponent : Harley Global on behalf of Grange Resources Ltd 
Owners : Crown 
Attachment(s) : Letter from Harley Global, and diagrams depicting pipeline 

easements across and parallel to road reserves, and across 
reserves dated 13 October 2011 
Letter from Grange Resources – Peace Park slurry pipeline  
dated 5 October 2011 

Responsible Officer(s)  : Chief Executive Officer (F James) 
 
IN BRIEF 

 
• Council’s support is sought from Grange Resources Ltd for approval to utilise various 

road reserves in the Albany area, to install a slurry and return water pipeline from the 
proposed Southdown Mine to the Albany Port. 
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ITEM 5.1: RESOLUTION 
VOTING REQUIREMENT: SIMPLE MAJORITY 
 

MOVED: COUNCILLOR HAMMOND 
SECONDED: COUNCILLOR SUTTON 
 

THAT Council SUPPORTS the: 
1) Request to utilise various road reserves in the Albany area: 

• Kojaneerup West Road (drawing 12937-102B);  
•  Corimup Road (drawing  12937-110B); 
•  Palmdale Road (drawing 12937-172A); 
•  Parker Brook Road (drawing 12937-264A); 
•  Toll Place (drawing 12937-263A); 
•  Link Road (drawing 12937-265A); 
•  Charles Street (drawing 12937-184A); 
•  Harrogate Road (drawing 12937-183A); 
•  Cumming Road (drawing 12937-079C); 
•  Horden Road (drawing 12937-182A and 12937-180A); 
•  Elphinstone Road (drawing 12937-179A); 
•  Robinson Road (drawing 12937-077B); 
•  Frenchman Bay Road (drawing 12937-076B); 
• Woolstores Place (drawing 12937-075C); 
• Gnowellen Road (drawing 12937-266A); 
• Mettler/Cape Riche Road (drawing 12937-268A); 
• Basil Road (drawing 14943-258A); and 
• Cape Riche Road – Reserve 14943 drawing 12937-258A 
• Lower Denmark Road-(drawing 12937-181B) 
to install a slurry and return water pipeline from the proposed Southdown Mine 
to the Albany Port. 
 

2) Request to access Reserve 46686- Anzac Peace Park (drawing 12937-270A), 
subject to – 

i) construction of the pipeline within the Peace Park, being completed 
before the end of 2013 calendar year 

ii) reinstatement of all landscaping and hardscaping by Grange 
Resources Ltd such that by the end of March 2014, no visible 
evidence of construction is apparent 

iii) provision of a bond, payable to the City of Albany by Grange 
Resources Ltd, for the loss or damage of any of the Peace Park 
infrastructure; and 
 

3) Proposals to cross the above listed roads, in accordance with the provisions of the 
Local Government Act 1995, Local Government (Uniform Local Provisions) 
Regulations 1996 Schedule 9.1, clause 8, section 17 - Private works on, over, or 
under public places, to facilitate the proposed slurry pipeline request, subject to 
all roads being reinstated by Grange Resources Ltd to as-good-as (or better) pre-
installation condition. 
 

4) Proposals subject to all costs being borne by Grange Resources Ltd  
CARRIED 12-0 
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BACKGROUND 

1.  Grange Resources Ltd proposes to construct and operate an open pit magnetite mine 
approximately 90 km east of Albany.  The magnetite will to be pumped as a slurry via a 
pipeline approximately 105 km to the berth facilities at the Albany Port. 

 
2. Two pipelines will be required, to pipe the slurry to the Port and a second to return the 

recycled water to the mine from the Port.  Both pipes will use the same route, which has 
been sited mainly on cleared farmland, but will also require access along and across public 
roads in Albany. Grange Resources Ltd has also requested an optic fibre 
cable/communications cable to be included in the pipeline corridor. 

 
3. A number of road crossings and road reserves have been identified, in the proposed pipeline 

corridor that will require both the Department for Planning and Infrastructure (DPI) and 
Council approval, to enable the project to develop. 

 
DISCUSSION  
 
4. Council has been briefed on a few occasions on the mine proposal by Grange Resources 

Ltd. 
 

5. Previous Council items have addressed easement approvals across various Council owned 
lands, to allow the pipeline alignment to reach the Albany Port. 

 
6. With most of the negotiations for pipeline access completed, Grange Resources Ltd has 

been able to identify those road reserves, where either road reserve access or crossings are 
requested. Copies of drawings for the various road reserves involved, detailing the 
dimensions of the works, are included in the Attachments. 

 
7. Grange Resources Ltd now seeks approval from the City of Albany for the location of the 

slurry pipeline along the following routes: 
 
Various Road Crossings: 

• Kojaneerup West Road (drawing 12937-102B) - this road will be crossed in 
one of four possible places. As the precise crossing point has not yet been  
determined, Grange Resources seeks approval for one road crossing somewhere 
in the area as shown on drawing 12937-102B 

• Corimup Road (drawing 12937-110B) 
• Palmdale Road -drawing 12937-172A (previously approved in January 2009- 

but now slight change in alignment of crossing) 
• Parker Brook Road (drawing 12937-264A) 
• Toll Place (drawing 12937-263A) 
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Parallel in Road Reserves: 
 
• Link Road (drawing 12937-265A) 
• Charles Street (drawing 12937-184A) 
• Harrogate Road (drawing 12937-183A) 
• Cumming Road (drawing 12937-079C) 
• Harden Road (drawing 12937-182A and 12937-180A) 
• Elphinstone Road (drawing 12937-179A) 
• Robinson Road (drawing 12937-077B) 
• Frenchman Bay Road (drawing 12937-076B) 
• Woolstores Place (drawing 12937-075C) 
• Lower Denmark Road (drawing 12937-181B) 

 
8. Reserves under the control of City of Albany: 

 
• Reserve 46686- Anzac Peace Park (drawing 12937-270A)  

 
B.   DESALINATION PIPELINE and POWERLINE: 
 

• Gnowellen Road (drawing 12937-266A) 
• Mettler/Cape Riche Road (drawing 14943-258A) 
• Basil Road (drawing 12937-269A) 
• Cape Riche Road - part of Reserve 14943 (as per drawing supplied to Council for 

October 2011Council meeting) 
 
9. Discussions with Grange Resources regarding the Peace Park highlighted concerns about 

the proposed works impacting on the ANZAC Centenary Celebrations.  It was agreed the 
works could be supported subject to the following conditions –  

a. construction of the pipeline within the Peace Park being completed before the 
end of 2013 calendar year 

b. reinstatement of all landscaping and hardscaping such that by the end of 
March 2014, no visible evidence of construction is apparent 

c. provision of a bond, payable to the City of Albany by the Southdown Project, 
for the loss or damage of any of the Peace Park infrastructure. 

 
10. As these road reserves are Crown land, the legal requirements for the use of the road 

reserves are with the Department for Planning and Infrastructure (DPI), who can approve 
easements with the following types of conditions (this information has been relayed to the 
applicant) – 

• An Aboriginal heritage assessment; 
• Flora investigation; 
• Clearing requirements assessed; 
• Public utility approvals sought; 
• Applicant to pay all survey costs; 
• Crown to apply its various conditions; 
• Crown seeks local authority conditions; 
• Details of pipe condition, usage patterns, etc 
• Minimum of $10 million public liability cover by an approved insurer; 
• Indemnification of the Crown, local authority, and public utilites from any 

claims relating to the provision and operation of the private irrigation pipe; 
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• Rental assessment determined by the Department for Planning and 
Infrastructure’s Valuation Services section; 

• All legal costs paid by the applicant; and 
• Caveat registered on properties to protect Crown interests. 

 
11. Should Council support these requests, the type of conditions recommended for referral to 

the Crown for an easement are – 
• Pipe to be installed at a depth of 750mm on road reserve; 
• Pipe alignment to be 1.5metres from property boundaries; 
• Appropriate signage along the length of the road reserve affected by the pipe 

installation, advising of the private pipe location; 
• Re-instate the site where to pipe is laid, to Council’s satisfaction;  
• Applicant is responsible for any road reserve damage related to the irrigation 

pipe installation, operation or mal-function; and 
• A caveat be lodged on properties to protect Council’s  and other landholders 

interests. 
 
12. Once DPI has approved the easements for the pipeline corridor on the various road 

reserves, Council would then be able to apply its Local Law - Activities in Thoroughfares and 
Public Places and Trading Local Law 2001, to protect its interests regarding the installation 
of the road crossings. 

 
GOVERNMENT CONSULTATION 
 
13. Where Crown land access is required, Grange Resources Ltd have been liaising with the 

appropriate government instrumentality involved, including Department for Planning and 
Infrastructure, Department of Indigenous Affairs, Albany Port Authority, Western Power, etc. 

 
PUBLIC CONSULTATION / ENGAGEMENT 
 
14. Grange Resources Ltd have liaised and/or negotiated with affected landowners to enable 

appropriate easements to be granted in the proposed pipeline corridor, to enable the slurry 
pipeline to be sited on appropriate cleared farmland. 

 
STATUTORY IMPLICATIONS 
 
15. Under the Land Administration Act, Section 144, the Minister may grant easements – 

 
(1) Subject to this section, the Minister may – 

(a) With the consent of every management body of the relevant Crown 
land and of every person having any interest, right, title or power in 
respect of that land, grant to any person an easement, in on ,over, 
through or under that Crown land for a specified purpose or any 
other purpose the Minister thinks fit; and 

(b) In that grant express that easement to be subject to specified 
conditions and the payment of specified consideration. 

 
(2) The grantee of an easement may, with the consent of any management 

body or lessee of the relevant Crown land, apply to the Minister for the 
easement to be varied or cancelled. 
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(2a)   An easement may be granted under this section despite the fact that the 
characteristics of the easement do not satisfy all of the characteristics that 
must be satisfied for an easement to be created under the common law. 

 
(3) The Minister may, on receiving an application under subsection (2) – 

(a) By order or other instrument vary or cancel the relevant easement; 
or 

(b) Refuse the application. 
 

(4) In this section – 
“specified purpose” means for – 
(a) The provision of pipes, conduits, cables, transmission lines, and other 

services; 
(b) The provision of any structure, plant, or equipment; 
(c) The provision of access for carrying out of any works and the 

performance of any maintenance that is necessary for, or ancillary or 
incidental to, giving effect to any of the purposes referred to in paragraph 
(a) or (b); 

(d) A prescribed purpose. 
 

 
16. Under the Local Government Act 1995, Local Government (Uniform Local Provisions) 

Regulations 1996 Schedule 9.1, clause 8, section 17 - Private works on, over, or under 
public places – 

(1) A person who constructs anything on, over, or under a public thoroughfare 
or other public place that is local government property without first 
obtaining written permission from the local government commits an 
offence. 

(2) A local government may – 
(a) grant permission to construct anything on, over, or under a public 

thoroughfare or other public place that is local government property; 
and 

(b) impose conditions in respect of the permission, which may include a 
condition imposing a charge for any damage to the public thoroughfare 
or public place resulting from the construction. 

(3) It is a condition of the permission that the ordinary and reasonable use of 
the public thoroughfare or public place for the purpose to which it is 
dedicated is not to be permanently or unreasonably obstructed. 

(4) A person who fails to comply with a condition of the permission commits an 
offence. 

(5) A person who constructs anything in accordance with permission under this 
section is required to – 
(a) maintain it; and  
(b) obtain from an insurance company approved by the local government 

an insurance policy, in the joint names of the local government and the 
person, indemnifying the local government against any claim for 
damages which may arise in, or out of, its construction, maintenance or 
use. 
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(6) A person who fails to comply with sub regulation (5) commits an offence. 
(7) The penalty for an offence under sub regulation (1), (4), or (6) is $1,000. 

 
17. Should Council agree to the proposed pipe crossings across roads under the care, control 

and management of the Council, it would be appropriate to have a legal agreement 
prepared, addressing both parties obligations, and to protect all party’s interests.  All costs 
would be borne by the applicant. 
 

18. Under the City of Albany’s Activities in Thoroughfares and Public Places and Trading Local 
Law 2001, a permit is required to allow the installation and maintenance of a pipe on a 
verge, and various conditions applied, to protect Council’s interests. 

 
STRATEGIC IMPLICATIONS  
 
19. This item directly relates to the following elements of the City of Albany Strategic Plan 2011-

2012: 
 
Key Focus Area 
Sustainability and Development 
 
Community Priority 
A diversified industrial base 
 
Proposed Strategies 
Advocate and promote Albany as a viable centre for diverse industries.  
 

POLICY IMPLICATIONS  
 
20. There are no policy implications relevant to this item. 
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RISK IDENTIFICATION & MITIGATION 
 
21. The risk identification and categorisation relies on the City’s Risk management Framework. 

 
Risk Likelihood Consequence Risk 

Rating 
Mitigation 

Appropriate 
traffic 
management is 
not adhered to, 
while the pipeline 
is under 
construction 
on/along the road 
reserves 

Possible Medium High Request Grange 
Resources Ltd to 
submit traffic 
management plans for 
each location 

Appropriate City 
of Albany road is 
not re-instated to 
applicable 
standard 

Possible Medium High Condition of Grange 
Resources Ltd approval 
that all roads are re-
instated to current 
condition or higher, and 
that they submit 
appropriate quality 
assurance certificates 
where required 

 
FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS  
 
22. Should Council agree to the request for any road crossings, there will be financial 

implications: 
a.  as the proposed works will require Council approval and works inspection 

b. ongoing maintenance for the pipe.   

23. All such costs should be borne by the applicant. 
 

24. Should easements be granted by the Crown, the legal costs, establishment costs (survey, 
etc) and any such rental fees determined by the Crown, would also be payable by the 
applicant. 

 
LEGAL IMPLICATIONS 
 
25. This item will facilitate compliance with the legislative requirements of the Land 

Administration Act 1997. 
 

ALTERNATE OPTIONS  
 
26. The Council has two options regarding this request: 

 
i) Support the request to utilise various road reserves in the Albany area, to 

install a slurry and return water pipeline from the proposed Southdown 
Mine to the Albany Port; or 
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ii) Decline the request. 
 

27. The project would provide Albany with a new economic opportunity to expand its business 
base and also provide more work opportunities for the region. 

 
SUMMARY CONCLUSION  
 
28. In view of the financial opportunity the project offers for the region, Council support the 

request to utilise various road reserves in the Albany area, to install a slurry and return water 
pipeline from the proposed Southdown Mine to the Albany Port 

 
 

Consulted References Land Administration Act 1997 
File Number (Name of Ward) CS.PLA.5 
Previous References OCM 18.07.06 Item 13.7.2, OCM 15.05.07 Item 11.2.3 

OCM 15.05.07 Item 13.7.2, OCM 11.10.11 Item 5.1 
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XIV. MOTIONS WITH NOTICE 
 
14.1: MOTION WITH NOTICE BY MAYOR WELLINGTON-NOMINATION OF COUNCILLOR 
 HOLDEN TO THE AUDIT AND FINANCE COMMITTEE 
 
ITEM 14.1: MOTION WITH NOTICE BY MAYOR WELLINGTON 
 
MOVED: MAYOR WELLINGTON 
SECONDED: COUNCILLOR DUFTY 
 
THAT Councillor Holden be nominated to the Audit and Finance Committee. 

CARRIED 12-0 
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XV. MOTIONS OF WHICH NOTICE WAS GIVEN AT THE PREVIOUS MEETING 

 
15.1:  MOTION WITH NOTICE BY COUNCILLOR D BOSTOCK– MEMBERSHIP OF 
 COMMITTEES  
 

MOTION WITHDRAWN BY COUNCILLOR D BOSTOCK AT THE AGENDA BRIEFING 
SESSION HELD 01/11/2011. 

 
ITEM 15.1: Notice of Motion by Councillor D Bostock 
 
THAT membership of the Audit and Finance Strategy, Planning and Development, Governance 
and CEO Performance Appraisal Committees be extended to all Elected Members. 
 
Councillor’s Reason: 
 
These four committees cover the central functions of Council and all Councillors should be able 
to attend, as full voting members, if they so desire. 
 
Officer’s Comment (CEO Ms F James): 
 
All Elected Members have been elected to the Audit and Finance Committee at the Special 
Council Meeting held on 18 October 2011. 
 
The CEO Performance Appraisal Committee will form part of the Terms of Reference for the 
Governance Committee, and will also be open to all Elected Members. 
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XVI. URGENT BUSINESS TO BE APPROVED BY DECISION OF THE MEETING 
  
 Nil. 
 
XVII. REQUEST FOR REPORTS FOR FUTURE CONSIDERATION. 
 

Nil 
 
XVIII. ANNOUNCEMENT OF NOTICES OF MOTION TO BE DEALT WITH AT THE NEXT 
MEETING. 
 
18.1: NOTICE OF MOTION BY MAYOR WELLINGTON- 
 
ITEM 18.1: NOTICE OF MOTION BY MAYOR WELLINGTON 
 
THAT.(name to be advised) be nominated as a City of Albany Freeman. 
 
 
Councillor’s Reason: 
 
Due to the passing of Freeman Enid Home, there now exists a vacancy for a City of Albany 
Freeman.  Traditionally, the City has had a female and male Freeman of the City. It would now 
be appropriate to make a new appointment to this honorary position.  
 
18.2: NOTICE OF MOTION BY COUNCILLOR HAMMOND- 
 
ITEM 18.2: NOTICE OF MOTION BY COUNCILLOR HAMMOND 
 
THAT the 2011/12 Mayoral Budgeted Allowance of $65,000 be applied with immediate 
effect. 
 
 
Councillor’s Reason: 
 
The allowance of $65,000 was provided for within the scope of the 2011/12 Budget, and is 
entirely consistent with other larger municipalities. 
 
The matter of the Mayoral stipend is under review at State government level because in general 
stipends have fallen below what has been considered as reasonably adequate, particularly 
given the nature and level of responsibilities and duties. 
 
It is entirely appropriate that the new tenure commences in line with budgetary provisions, 
especially in light of an expected escalation in the work load. 
 
A signed rescission motion has been presented to rescind the previous resolution of Council: 
 
THAT on endorsement of the adopted 2011-12 Budget (on whatever date), Council AGREE to 
quarantine the amount of $36,600 allocated to Mayoral allowances and sitting fees (described in 
the Budget as the Mayoral salary), until the matter is further considered regarding the allocation 
of those funds.” 
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XIX. ITEMS TO BE DEALT WITH WHILE THE MEETING IS CLOSED TO MEMBERS OF THE 
PUBLIC 
 

Nil. 
 
XX. NEXT ORDINARY MEETING DATE 
 
Tuesday 13 December 2011 at 7pm. 
 
ITEM 20: RESOLUTION 
 
MOVED: COUNCILLOR HOLDEN 
SECONDED: COUNCILLOR CALLEJA 
 
THAT Standing Order 3.1 be RESUMED to stop recording of proceedings. 

CARRIED 12-0 
 
 
XXI. CLOSURE OF MEETING  
 
There being no further business the Presiding Member declared the meeting closed at 9.39PM 
 

 
 
 
 

 
___________________________ 
Dennis W Wellington 
Mayor 
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APPENDIX A 
 

STATUS REPORT ON DEFERRED ITEMS  
FROM PREVIOUS MEETINGS 

 
 

Meeting  
Date 

Item  
Number 

Details/Status 

15/06/2010 15.2.3 Lot 5 Rufus Street - Claim for Subdivision Design Changes. 
CEO LIAISING WITH LAND OWNER/DEVELOPER 
REGARDING POSSIBLE SOLUTIONS. 

16/11/2010 2.6 Surrender Lease over Hangar Site 2 at Albany Airport. 
REQUIRES FURTHER CONSIDERATION BY COUNCIL 
PENDING THE COMPLETION OF THE AIRPORT 
MASTERPLAN/BUSINESS PLAN. 

15/02/2011 4.11 Padre White Lookout Project. 
CEO to undertake further investigation of this project, 
including detailed budget analysis for project scope and 
provide further advice to council. AWAITING ANZAC 
ALLIANCE PROGRESS. 

19/04/2011 4.7 Audit Committee Recommendations. 
That Council request the Chief Executive Officer to further 
review the investment of Surplus Funds Policy through the 
Finance Strategy Committee, prior to recommendation to 
Council. 
PENDING. - AWAITING DEVELOPMENT OF FIVE YEAR 
(FINANCE) PLAN. 

17/05/2011 3.1 Albany Leisure and Aquatic Centre. 
That the Business Plan be Brought back to Council for the 
Approval of the Recommendation. 
PENDING COMPLETION OF BUSINESS PLAN TO BE 
PRESENTED TO FUTURE OCM. 

11/10/2011 5.2 Public Notice of Closure of Clydesdale Road at South Coast 
Highway. 
LAID ON THE TABLE FOR A PERIOD OF TWO MONTHS 
TO ALLOW FOR FURTHER CONSIDERATION BY 
COUNCIL. 
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APPENDIX B 
TABLED DOCUMENTS  

Mr Ramin Majidi Tabled Address GO.COM.3 
Ms Diane Curlewis Tabled Address GO.COM.3 

 
 

TABLED DOCUMENTS BY ELECTED MEMBERS 
 

Mayor Wellington Mayors Report to Council GO.COM.3 
Councillor Attwell Keynote Address-Nurses 

Memorial Service 
GO.COM.3 
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APPENDIX B 
TABLED ADDRESS BY MR RAMIN MAJIDI 
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APPENDIX B 
TABLED ADDRESS BY MR RAMIN MAJIDI 
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APPENDIX B 
TABLED ADDRESS BY MR RAMIN MAJIDI 
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APPENDIX B 
TABLED ADDRESS BY MS DIANE CURLEWIS 
 
 53 Wilson Street  
Little Grove  
 
Councillors, Mayor, Ms James  
 
My name is Diane Curlewis and I am speaking on behalf of the Little Grove community 
with regards to a State Administrative Appeal, SAT, lodged against the approval of the 
28 unit development on the corner of Grove Street West and Wilson Street, Little Grove 
by Yaran.  
 
I have several questions which we would like answered by the  
 next Council Meeting:-  
 
1. Why was the proposed development of 28 units kept a secret and not advertised or 
the community or neighbours consulted as per council practice prior to approval on the 
15 March?  
 
2. Why was a similar development of 11 units by the same Perth developer and in close 
proximity to the 28 unit site also kept a secret by the City of Albany?  
 
3. Why was the 28 unit development recommended by Graeme Bride and approved by 
Council when it did not meet planning requirements?  
 
4. The appeal legal fees paid by the community so far are $35,000 and we expect that 
the total will exceed $55,000. Does the City and Council think it fair and reasonable for 
its own ratepayers to pay these legal fees?  
 
5. What has the City paid to its own lawyers to defend this appeal in favour of a Perth 
developer and directly against its own ratepayers?  
 
6. Mayor Wellington has stated in his Press Release and I quote “We are confident that 
the City has taken all necessary steps to work with the tribunal, the developers and the 
community to resolve the matter,”.  
Could you please explain or give examples of how you have worked with the 
community?  
 
7. The City commissioned the Little Grove Structure Plan which included a density 
clause to protect the area from high density development. SAT has found that this 
clause is “erroneous and unnecessary”.  
What will be done to clarify and rectify the density clause in the Structure Plan? 
 
8. The Third Party Right of Appeal allowed the community to appeal to SAT to have the 
developers plans modified to meet planning requirements.  
What is the City’s and councils view on Third Party Right of Appeal and does it support 
the inclusion of it in its Town Planning Scheme? 
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APPENDIX B 
MAYORS REPORT 
 
Councillors, Staff, members of the public......... 
Below is a summary of Mayoral activities conducted over the past month.  Listed activities are 
additional to scheduled meetings and appointments with the C.E.O., Community members, 
Government Departments and utility officials, Council and Committee meetings. 
Since the Special Council meeting and swearing in on 18 October 2011activities have included: 

• ACCI Business After Hours at Irontree Furniture 
• Dined with Chair of the Anzac Centenary Advisory Board, Air Chief Marshal Angus 

Houston AC, AFC (Ret’d), along with members of the Albany Centenary of Anzac 
(ACAA) Board and the Chief Executive Officer on 19 October 2011.  The following 
morning I accompanied Albany Centenary of Anzac board members and support Albany 
Staff in presenting a comprehensive brief on planned infrastructure and activities for the 
Albany commemorations.  The City of Albany was also able to conduct a one on one 
meeting with Angus Houston during the day. 

• Along with CEO, met with representatives of Rio Tinto regarding possible FIFO 
opportunities for the City of Albany. 

• Drew winners of the Perth Royal Show Albany Guest Town competition. 
• Attended the Princess Royal Sailing Club Opening Day on evening of 22nd October. 
• St. Joseph’s College Presentation Night 26 October. 
• State Reception at Government House on 27 October in honour of Her Majesty Queen 

Elizabeth II’s visit to Perth for the Commonwealth Heads of Government Meeting . 
• Desert Mounted Corps Memorial Service & Wreath Laying on 30 October 2011. 
• 31 October started the Albany to Mount Barker leg of the Cancer Council WA Fund 

Raiser Bike Ride. 
• Guest speaker in my role as Mayor at Rotary Evening – 2 November. 
• Thank You Morning Tea for the organizing committee; volunteers; sponsors; staff and 

Albany businesses who supported the Perth Royal Show Albany Guest Town exhibit 
which was so successful. 

• Presentations evening for the traditional Local Government “Hollow Log” Golf 
Tournament which was hosted this year by the City of Albany 

• Deputy Mayor and I jointly funded a Council table at the WA Olympic Team fund raising 
function sponsored by ACCI from our allowances. 

• Small family Citizenship Ceremony; 
• Along with CEO, attended the Western Australian Regional Cities Alliance meeting in 

Bunbury.  A summary of the meeting is attached to this report 
• Thanks to Deputy Mayor Attwell who officiated at:  

 
Keep Australia Beautiful 2011 Tidy Towns – Sustainable Communities Awards;  
RSL Nurses’ Memorial Service;  
Keep Albany Beautiful showcase awards;  
RSL Remembrance Day Memorial Service;  
Albany Service Centre Official Opening;  
Albany Agriculture Society opening function;   
Meeting with State Opposition Leader and Shadow Ministers on Saturday, 12 November 
(thanks to Cr Calleja who also attended this meeting);  
Private Citizenship Ceremony today, 15 November. 
 

• Councillors who have also attended various functions throughout the month in their 
Wards on behalf of Council and I thank them for their support. 
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APPENDIX B 
KEYNOTE ADDRESS TABLED BY COUNCILLOR ATTWELL 
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	14. An environmental noise impact assessment/noise management plan for the site to satisfy the EPA conditions for noise, has consistently been recognised by Council as a prerequisite to determine the suitability of the Motor Sport Complex at the subject si�
	15. At the Ordinary Council Meeting 16 December 2008 Council ratified the Community and Economic Development Strategy and Policy Committee minutes of 25 November 2008 Committee Recommendation that considered the scoping minutes and the Motor Sport Complex �
	“THAT Council ADOPT the concept of a co-located Motor-Sport facility in the current Go-Kart lease area”.
	16. In 2008, in response to noise complaints regarding the Albany Motorcycle Club activities on Crown Reserve 30495 Roberts Road, Robinson, the City with the support of the Department of Environment and Conservation (DEC) undertook noise measurements of th�
	17. The EPN prevents the Club from using the site and the Notice provisions required the Club to reduce noise emissions so that they meet the requirements of the Environmental Protection (Noise) Regulations. The City required the preparation and implementa�
	18. The Club appealed the Notice to the Minister for Environment; the Minister in determining the appeal allowed the Club to operate for ten days in the 2009 calendar year. This provided the opportunity for the Club to further monitor noise and provide evi�
	19. The EPN remains in force until the Notice is removed or complied with.  At the Ordinary Council Meeting 20 April 2010, Council supported the Club operating a further ten days in the 2010 calendar year on the same basis as 2009.
	20. At the Ordinary Council Meeting 15 March 2011 Council supported a request to allow two non-complying events to be held within the 2011 calendar year.
	21. The Albany City Kart Club currently leases Crown Reserve 1947 Parker Brook Road for the purposes of Recreation for a term of ten years which commenced on 1 November 2002 and is to expire on 31 October 2012.
	22. The Albany Motor Sport Facility Feasibility Study recommended that Council does not support the construction of separate facilities for the purpose of driver training as research indicated that it is not economically or environmentally sustainable, due�
	23. The completed Motor Sport Complex Feasibility Study was considered at the Community and Economic Development Strategy and Policy Committee meeting on 18 January 2009.
	24. At the Ordinary Council Meeting 17 February 2009 Council ratified the Community and Economic Development Strategy and Policy Committee minutes of 18 January 2009 (Item 5.4) and resolved:
	25. The Great Southern Motorplex Group Inc. is a not-for-profit incorporated organisation consisting of the following four motor sport entities:
	26. At the Ordinary Council Meeting dated 16 June 2009 Council appointed Mayor Evans and Cr Wolfe as Council representatives to the Great Southern Motorplex Group committee and confirmed the terms of reference for Council’s role in the Great Southern Motor�
	project proposals.”
	27. At the Special Council Meeting 10 November 2009 Council nominated Mayor Evans and Cr Sutton to the Great Southern Motorplex Group Committee.
	28. To date that Committee has not actively met with Council representatives.
	29. In August 2010, Motorplex applied to DEC for a permit to clear vegetation from Crown Reserve 1947, Parker Brook Road as they were not prepared to enter into a lease without clear indication that the Reserve would be able to be cleared in the manner req�
	30. In February 2011, Motorplex, the Albany Motorcycle Club and the Albany City Kart Club were advised by the City of the requirement for a future easement within the northern boundary of Crown Reserve 1947 for the Grange Resources pipeline.  The easement �
	31. At Ordinary Council Meeting 15 February 2011, Council resolved to affirm its previous support for the Motorplex Design Study concept plan for the development of Crown Reserve 1947 Parker Brook Road, subject to achievement of, to Council’s satisfaction,�
	32. Additionally at the 15 February 2011 Council meeting, Council considered an Officer’s Recommendation to refuse the Motorplex request for funds of $4,730 to complete a Fauna Assessment and Site Environmental Management Plan (required by DEC to assess Au�
	33. An alternate motion by Cr Sutton at the time, to lay the matter on the table for one month to allow further investigation by Council of funding options, was carried 11-0.
	34. Also at the February 2011 meeting, Council considered an Officer’s Recommendation to support the surrender of the Albany City Kart Club Inc. existing lease over the entire Crown Reserve 1947 and replace it with a new ten year lease over portion of the �
	a. That the Albany City Kart Club will surrender their new lease over a portion of Reserve 1947, Parker Brook Road when the Great Southern Motorplex Group Inc. have received all available approvals and funding in order to develop Reserve 1947, Parker Brook�
	35. The Albany City Kart Club Inc. surrender of lease and new lease documents are currently being executed by all parties.  Once completed the lease documents will be forwarded to the Minister for Lands for endorsement of consent.
	36. The City staff under delegation granted approval to the Albany City Kart Club for extensions to its existing track (under application P2105312) on 22 February 2011.  The planning consent requires the submittal of a noise management plan and evidence th�
	37. At the February 2011 meeting, Council also considered Officer’s Recommendation regarding the Albany Motorcycle Club’s request to operate two non-complying events at the Roberts Rd site on Crown Reserve 30495 and resolved that:
	“1. The Council note that in relation to the request by the Albany Motorcycle Club to hold two non-complying events on Reserve 30495, Roberts Road, community consultation will be undertaken with residents and property landowners within a radius of 1.5km;
	38. At the Ordinary Council Meeting 15 March 2011 Council considered community members submissions received regarding the Albany Motorcycle Club request to operate two non-complying events at the Roberts Road site on Crown Reserve 30495 and resolved:
	39. At the Ordinary Council Meeting 15 March 2011 Council considered Motorplex’s funding request to complete a Fauna Assessment and Site Environmental Management Plan (required by DEC to assess the August 2010 Motorplex clearing application) and resol...
	40. At the Ordinary Council Meeting 15 March 2011 Council also considered the request from the Albany Motorcycle Club Inc. to surrender the existing lease over Crown Reserve 30495 located at Roberts Road, Robinson and a new ten year lease over portion of C�
	41. At Ordinary Council Meeting 21 June 2011 Item 4.4 Council considered the three submissions received regarding the Albany Motorcycle Club surrender and new lease and resolved:
	42. The Albany Motorcycle Club lease documents are currently being drafted prior to forwarding to the Club for review.
	43. An application for Planning Scheme Consent (P2115122) has been made by the Albany Motorcycle Club for a motorcycle track facility on Crown Reserve 1947 and is currently being assessed by the City.  This proposal is on advertising with the submission pe	
	44. These submissions will be made available to the public and Councillors prior to the November Council Meeting.
	45. Submissions have been sought from the public and relevant government agencies such as the Department of Water, Department of Environment and Conservation, Main Roads WA and the Department of Indigenous Affairs.
	46. The noise management plan as submitted by the Albany Motorcycle Club’s acoustic consultant has identified that for the ‘Seniors Race’ noise levels are likely to be as high as 60dB at two adjacent dwellings which would exceed the EPA Noise Regulations 1	
	 40dB for more than 10% of the time on Sundays between 9am and 7pm (ie.1 hour);
	51. The Motorplex seeks to lease Crown Reserve 1947 as detailed in a letter received by the City on 14 September 2011.
	52. The Albany Motorcycle Club and the Albany City Kart Club have been made aware of the Motorplex Design Study and the requirement to agree not to carry out permanent works or install infrastructure that may prevent or impede the future development as ind

	53. The Albany Motorcycle Club will also be made aware of and be provided with a copy of the City’s Airport requirements for lighting in the vicinity of Aerodromes.
	54. Given the Motorplex requirements detailed in the letter received by the City on 14 September 2011 and the numerous approvals and funding required to satisfy conditions set out in Council’s resolution of 17 February 2009, City representatives including 

	55. At that meeting, Motorplex advised that the single most significant factor in determining its financial ability to progress with development of the site was the right to display third party signage on this site, such signage being viewable from outside

	57. A planning application has not yet been lodged with the City by Motorplex for the signage. If received this application will need to be considered by Council as it is outside of Council’s adopted policy position.
	58. Several years ago the Council set a precedent regarding signage by taking action against all landowners fronting Albany Highway and Chester Pass Roads to remove third party signage. This directive resulted in a loss of revenue to such landowners. The r

	64. It was discussed and acknowledged at the meeting on 15 September 2011 that the Motorplex Design Study concept plan will also significantly impact on the registered Aboriginal Heritage creek site (No. 21837) traversing Crown Reserve 1947.
	65. In City staff’s experience when dealing with Aboriginal Heritage Act 1972 and Native Title Act 1993 matters the preference is that any development plans be modified to avoid damaging or altering any site, and Motorplex at this stage has not considered �
	66. In order to avoid committing an offence under the Aboriginal Heritage Act 1972 Motorplex will require a Section 18 Notice approach under the Act from the Minister of Indigenous Affairs. Consent will be required prior to any development/activity on the �
	67. Any new lease request will be referred to both the South West Aboriginal Land and Sea Council and the Department of Indigenous Affairs for any considerations under the Native Title Act 1993 and the Aboriginal Heritage Act 1972 respectively.
	68. Taking into consideration the numerous approvals and external funding required by Motorplex in the immediate future, rather than entering into a lease, an Agreement to Lease with the Motorplex is more appropriate.  The Agreement to Lease will detail al�
	69. The Agreement to Lease eliminates the cost implications of terminating the existing Albany City Kart Club and in progress Albany Motorcycle Club leases on the Reserve and associated costs should Motorplex not be able to satisfy all of the required cond�
	70. An Agreement to Lease should provide the Motorplex with the security of tenure that is required by funding bodies when pursuing funding.
	71. When considering all of the above, it is questionable whether Crown Reserve 1947 is the most suitable site for the Motor Sport Complex.
	73. Section 3.58 of the Local Government Act 1995 deals with the disposal of property including leased land and buildings.
	74. This Section requires there to be local public notice of any lease proposal for a period of two weeks inviting submissions from the public.  Any submissions are to be considered by Council and their decision with regard to those submissions, to be reco�
	75. Section 30 of the Local Government (Functions & General) Regulations 1996 deals with dispositions to which the advertising requirements of section 3.58 of the Act does not apply. Section 30 (2) (b) (i & ii) states that Section 3.58 of the Act is exempt�
	76. Motorplex is a recreational association, therefore exempt from the advertising requirements of Section 3.58 of the Local Government Act 1995.
	77. However, in this instance given:
	a) the nature of the proposed lease;
	b) implications for residents and landowners within the vicinity;
	c) that the Motorplex intends to seek significant commercial sponsorship; and
	d) that the City may be required to pay compensation to affected landowners.
	it is recommended that any Agreement to Lease be advertised for a period of at least two weeks inviting submissions from the public. Any submissions received will be considered by Council at the next available meeting.
	78. The subject land is identified as a Reserve under Town Planning Scheme No. 3.  Whilst any proposals for motor sport activities should be consistent with the purpose of the Reserve and advertising is not specifically required under the Scheme, the City �
	79. In addition to the statutory obligations stated above, all leases undergo a statutory process in accordance with the Land Administration Act 1997 and Local Government Act 1995.
	80. Section 18 (1) of the Land Administration Act 1997 states that a person must not, without the prior approval in writing of the Minister assign, sell, transfer or otherwise deal with interests on crown land.
	81. As this is Crown land, South West Aboriginal Land and Sea Council consideration and consent under the Native Title Act 1993 for the new lease will be required.
	82. Under the City’s Town Planning Scheme No. 3, the area is zoned “Parks and Recreation”. The proposed use for motor sport activities is permitted use in accordance with the Scheme.
	83. This item relates to the following elements of the City of Albany Strategic Plan (2011-2021):
	84. Council adopted a Property Management - Leases Policy in 2008.  This policy aims to ensure that all requests for leases, for whatever purpose, will be treated in a fair and equitable manner using open and accountable methodology and in line with statut

	85. The risk identification and categorisation relies on the City’s Risk Management Framework.
	86. All costs associated with the development, execution and completion of any new Agreement to Lease and lease documentation including but not limited to legal, advertising, valuation and survey will be borne by the proponent, the Motorplex.
	87. Any new lease rental will be determined by Council based on the category of lease. For community leases rent for true not-for-profit with little commercial sponsorship opportunity, is the equivalent to Minimum Land Rate as set by Council per annum. Thi�
	88. Where there is a significant commercial sponsorship or lease conditions, rent is determined by current market valuation.
	89. Previous Council expenditure of $4,520.00 (incl GST) for Motorplex Fauna Assessment and Site Environmental Management Plan in May 2011, and other work on this matter is being funded from staff time within existing budgets.
	90. Council has the following options in relation to this item, which are:
	91. Should Council continue its support for Motorplex’s occupancy of Crown Reserve 1947, it is recommended an Agreement to Lease with Motorplex be agreed requiring Motorplex to satisfy all conditions prior to executing a lease.
	92. Over a period of three years Council has taken action to support use of Crown Reserve 1947 for the use of a Motor Sport Complex. However, given noise nuisance issues, possible compensation claims against the City and other issues relating to approvals �
	93. Motorplex wish to proceed with their project having received a DEC Clearing Permit. Motorplex are now seeking a lease over Crown Reserve 1947 for motor sport activities.
	94. Motorplex has numerous approvals and funding requirements as defined in resolution of Council 17 February 2009 to be satisfied prior to executing a lease on the Reserve. It is questionable whether these terms can be satisfied.
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	1. 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 accoun
	2. The table below summarises the payments drawn from the municipal fund during the month of October 2011. Further details of the accounts authorised for payment by the Chief Executive Officer is included within the Elected Members Report/Information Bulle
	3. As at 15th October 2011, the total outstanding creditors, stands at $524,079.90 and made up follows:
	4. Cancelled cheques – 27559 – not required and 27628 - replacement cheque 27636 and EFT 70198 issued due to mix up Guest Town when issuing cheques.
	5. Regulation 12(1)(a) of the Local Government (Financial Management) Regulations 1996, provides that payment may only be made from the municipal fund or a trust fund if the Local Government has delegated this function to the Chief Executive Officer or alt�
	6. The Chief Executive Officer has delegated authority to make payments from the municipal and trust fund.
	7. Regulation 13 of the Local Government (Financial Management) Regulations 1996 provides that if the function of authorising payments is delegated to the Chief Executive Officer, then a list of payments must be presented to Council and recorded in the min�
	8. Expenditure for the period to 18 October 2011 has been incurred in accordance with the 2011/2012 budget parameters.
	9. The City’s 2011/2012 Annual Budget provides a set of parameters that guides the City’s financial practices.
	10. That list of accounts have been authorised for payment under delegated authority.
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	1. The Statement of Financial Activity for the period ending 31 October 2011 has been prepared and is attached.
	2. In addition to the statutory requirement to provide Council with a Statement of Financial Performance, the City provides Council with a monthly investment summary to ensure the performance of the investment portfolio is in accordance with anticipated re
	3. In accordance with section 34(1) of the Local Government (Financial Management) Regulations 1996, the City of Albany is required to prepare each month a Statement of Financial Activity reporting on the revenue and expenditure of the local authority.
	4. The requirement for local governments to produce a Statement of Financial Activity was gazetted in March 2005 to provide elected members with a greater insight in relation to the ongoing financial performance of the local government.
	5. Additionally, each year a local government is to adopt a percentage or value to be used in Statements of Financial Activity for reporting material variances.  Variations in excess of $100,000 are reported to Council.
	6. STATEMENT OF FINANCIAL ACTIVITY – AS AT 31 OCTOBER  2011
	10.  PORTFOLIO  VALUATION  –  MARKET VALUE  –  AS  AT  31  OCTOBER  2011
	11.    FINANCIAL RATIOS - AS AT  31 OCTOBER  2011

	12. Section 34 of the Local Government (Financial Management) Regulations 1996 provides:
	13. VARIANCES TO BUDGET IN EXCESS OF $100,000 - AS AT 31 OCTOBER  2011
	14. The City’s 2011/12 Annual Budget provides a set of parameters that guides the City’s financial practices.
	15. The Investment of Surplus Funds Policy stipulates that the status and performance of the investment portfolio is to be reported monthly to Council.
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