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Minutes
Council Committee Meeting

12 March 2019
ATTENTION
This is a Committee which has only made recommendations to Council. No action should be taken on any recommendation contained in these Minutes. The Council resolution pertaining to an item will be made at the next Ordinary Meeting of Council following this meeting.
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City of Nedlands
Minutes of a meeting of the Council Committee held in the Council Chambers, Nedlands on Tuesday 12 March 2019 at 7 pm.
Declaration of Opening
The Presiding Member declared the meeting open at 7 pm and drew attention to the disclaimer below.
(NOTE: Council at its meeting on 24 August 2004 resolved that should the meeting time reach 11.00 p.m. the meeting is to consider an adjournment motion to reconvene the next day).

Present and Apologies and Leave Of Absence (Previously Approved)
Councillors
His Worship the Mayor, R M C Hipkins
(Presiding Member)

Councillor I S Argyle
Dalkeith Ward

Councillor W R B Hassell
Dalkeith Ward


Councillor A W Mangano
Dalkeith Ward

Councillor B G Hodsdon
Hollywood Ward

Councillor J D Wetherall
Hollywood Ward

Councillor G A R Hay
Melvista Ward 

Councillor T P James
Melvista Ward

Councillor N W Shaw
Melvista Ward

Councillor L J McManus
Coastal Districts Ward 

Councillor K A Smyth
Coastal Districts Ward 

Staff
Mr M A Goodlet
Chief Executive Officer

Mr P L Mickleson
Director Planning & Development

Mr M A Glover
Director Technical Services

Mrs V Jayaraman
Acting Director Corporate & Strategy

Mrs N M Ceric
Executive Assistant to CEO & Mayor

Public
There were 20 members of the public present.

Press
The Post Newspaper & Western Suburbs Weekly representatives.

Leave of Absence

Councillor C M de Lacy
Hollywood Ward
(Previously Approved)

Councillor N B J Horley
Coastal Districts Ward
Apologies

Mrs L M Driscoll
Director Corporate & Strategy
Disclaimer

Members of the public who attend Council meetings should not act immediately on anything they hear at the meetings, without first seeking clarification of Council’s position. For example, by reference to the confirmed Minutes of Council meeting. Members of the public are also advised to wait for written advice from the Council prior to taking action on any matter that they may have before Council.

Any plans or documents in agendas and minutes may be subject to copyright. The express permission of the copyright owner must be obtained before copying any copyright material.

1. Public Question Time
1.1 Mr Carl Brauhart, 48 Lisle Street, Mt Claremont – Hockey Proposal at Mt Claremont Reserve
Question 1

I welcome the finding that “Council does not support the proposal to construct a synthetic hockey pitch at the Mt Claremont Oval Reserve due to lack of support from existing tenants and the local community”. However, the only reference to potential traffic and parking problems is a passing mention in Section 3. No analysis of parking or traffic is provided anywhere in the report, and yet concrete, if entirely erroneous and unsubstantiated, findings are presented on the environmental impact of the proposal. Why have Council chosen to all but overlook traffic and parking in their analysis of community feedback?

Answer 1

The Council Resolution on 18 December 2018 requested the CEO to undertake a strategic analysis of the feedback received during the community consultation period and to provide recommendations to inform the City’s review of the Strategic Recreation Plan. Any detailed assessment of parking and traffic would be undertaken at the business planning stage should Council decide to proceed with this proposal. 
Question 2

Why does the report state that “most of the existing users still being retained on the reserve”, when all sporting stakeholders other than Under 10s cricket state that they will need to leave Mount Claremont Oval under the proposal?

Answer 2

The City, contrary to the submission confirmed that the reserve could still spatially accommodate most of the existing users in some form.
Question 3

What purpose are Council serving by closing the report with an alternate recommendation that completely contradicts their recommendations:  “Council supports the progression of the Westside Wolves Hockey Proposal at Mt Claremont Oval to a formal business case noting that this support is not final approval for the project and does not commit the City of Nedlands to any financial support for the project.”?

Answer 3

The recommendation is from Administration. The alternative recommendation is an option for the Council.
Question 4

Why were all six stakeholder submissions opposing the proposal omitted from the documents supporting the strategic analysis report?

Answer 4

The City made all submissions available to the Council and were considered in the strategic assessment of the feedback received.
Question 5

Why was there no documentation provided to support the findings on environment?

Answer 5

The City is very familiar with the issues related to the shallow aquifer and the concept did not impact significantly on the bushland and consequently, there was no need to provide supporting documents.
Question 6

Why was no supporting documentation provided for traffic, parking or the comparative size of existing sporting precincts that include a synthetic hockey pitch? All of these data have been provided to Council and are easily verifiable on public data platforms. Council have been in receipt of the Wolves proposal for almost a year, and the report was delivered 3½ months after community consultation closed. Why were Council unable to do at least cursory research on these matters in that time?

Answer 6

The Council required a strategic analysis of the feedback and the City has provided this within an appropriate timeframe.
Question 7

The attachments to the report are mostly associated with Hockey WA. There is not a single cogent argument specific to Mount Claremont Oval in any of these attachments, for or against the proposal. For a report that gives strategic analysis of community engagement feedback, why are there no documents that address community concerns specific to Mount Claremont Oval?

Answer 7

The report addressed the strategic implications of this proposal and the attachments aim to reflect Hockey WA’s position on hockey development in Western Australia which the Westside Wolves form a part of.
Question 8 

In conclusion, the report is very contradictory in that a strong recommendation against the proposal is followed by material that largely favours the hockey proposal. Why? Are council preparing the way for the Westside Wolves to solve stakeholder issues in the medium term and then return to Mount Claremont Oval with a similar synthetic pitch proposal?

Answer 8

The strategic analysis confirmed the major impediment to the proposal progressing to a Business Case was the negative impact on the existing tenants.
Question 9
On the 26th of February 2019, Nedlands Council received the following question: “Has any attempt been made to clarify this matter (misleading statement in letter to residents) with Mt Claremont residents?”

It was answered as follows: “The community engagement sought the Mt Claremont residents’ opinions with respect to the proposal by Westside Wolves.”

Are council aware that the answer bears no relation to the question and completely fails to provide an adequate response? The community consultation process was the very thing compromised by the misleading statement in the letter. How is “the community engagement” an attempt to clarify the matter with Mt Claremont residents?

Answer 9
The matter referred to could have been the question regarding “misleading the residents” as “the site is potentially the most suitable for the hockey club’s facilities”. The City assumed the latter as there had been no intent to mislead and answered accordingly.
Question 10

On the 26th of February 2019, Nedlands Council answered that the statement "Other sites have been investigated but have been discounted due to size, location and the costs of construction - and on some sites, the cost of rehabilitation. In the absence of other suitable sites and the requirements for a hockey facility, Mt Claremont Oval is the most appropriate option" must remain on the Your Voice section of the council website until the process is complete. If it must remain, will Nedlands Council be clarifying the statement now that it has been shown to be, at best, misleading?
Answer 10

No.
1.2 Mrs Jennifer Brauhart, 48 Lisle Street, Mt Claremont – Hockey Proposal at Mt Claremont Reserve

Question 1

Submissions raised a range of potential environmental issues. Because of the lack of detail provided in the proposal in regard to the nature of the turf, water volume requirements for irrigation, water source for irrigation, internal water management etc, the concerns raised are many and varied, ranging from potential for impact to groundwater levels and water quality in the ecologically sensitive Lake Claremont, to the disruption to known migration routes of nesting turtles. These issues are very specific to the paving of the oval and introduction of artificial turf adjacent to an ecologically sensitive wetland environment and are UNRELATED to any “legacy contamination issues”, and NOT “issues relating to all active sporting reserves” as stated in the report. Did the Administration or Environmental Conservation Coordinator seek expert technical advice to support their decision to summarily dismiss all of these environmental concerns raised in relation to the paving of the oval for a carpark and artificial hockey turf?
Question 2

In regard to very detailed submissions provided on the potential toxicity of the artificial turf, the report states that “in terms of groundwater pollution, the major contributor to this is legacy sources which have been polluting the groundwater for decades, confirmed by high levels of ammonia present”. Although no detail was provided on the type of artificial turf proposed for installation, it is highly likely that runoff from the facility, including both rainfall and any irrigation water applied to the turf, will contain dissolved chemical contaminants (e.g. organic hydrocarbons and heavy metals) leached from the plastic turf materials, as well as micro fragments of plastic from the degrading turf. This leachate would be unlikely to be suitable for re-use for irrigation of the adjacent grassed area and must not be allowed to enter the wetland via the stormwater system. With no detail provided by the proponent as part of the proposal, how does the Council Administration and Environmental Conservation Coordinator justify dismissing these contamination concerns, and state that the only issues are associated with legacy contamination sources?
Question 3

The submissions detailed that as a designated ecologically sensitive environment, the aquatic receptors within the wetland are particularly sensitive to toxic contaminants and are afforded the highest level of protection (99% species protection) under the National Environmental Protection Measures (NEPM, 2013). This means that careful consideration must be given to environmental risk associated with any potentially polluting activity. The report fails to acknowledge this environmental sensitivity. Did the Administration or Environmental Conservation Coordinator seek expert advice, or source any scientific studies or evidence not referenced in the report, to support dismissal of any potential for risk to the wetland?

Question 4

In regard to the environmental concerns raised by the community, the report states that “the majority of these are issues relating to all active sporting reserves”. However, the report fails to adequately inform the Councillors that in this specific case, the siting an artificial turf adjacent to an ecologically sensitive wetland is not the same as approving the same proposal in any other ecological setting, and that the potential risks need to be thoroughly researched and due consideration given. Was the Council provided any detail to confirm the exact nature of the turf to be constructed, or proposed water management infrastructure, to enable the Council to research associated risk, including sourcing reference material such as leachate studies associated with the specific turf materials, to support the conclusion that there is no risk to the wetland?
Question 5

The oval was designated as Public Open Space as part of the Graylands housing development in the 1950’s. The location of the oval was chosen specifically to protect the drainage into Lake Claremont. By summarily dismissing all environmental concerns raised in relation to the paving of the oval for a carpark and artificial hockey turf, does the Council Administration of 2019 believe now that the protection of the drainage into Lake Claremont, a Conservation Category Wetland and designated Environmentally Sensitive Area, is no longer a valid consideration?
Question 6

The Mount Claremont Oval is identified in the Western Suburbs Greening Plan (Ecoscape, 2002) as an important part of the green corridor linking Bold Park and Lake Claremont and is specifically identified as a target area for the development and protection of green space. By dismissing the environmental concerns associated with paving the oval for a carpark and artificial turf, it could be inferred that is the Council now indifferent to the findings of the Western Suburbs Regional Organisation of Councils (WESROC), which includes the City of Nedlands, in this strategic planning document. Although the proposed development does in theory comply with the zoning for recreation, does the Administration value the protection of Mount Claremont Oval as green space for the protection of biodiversity within the City of Nedlands?
Answers 1-6
All  of these questions relate to the environment and impacts. “The City is very familiar with the issues related to the shallow aquifer and the concept does not impact on the bushland. If the Council decides to approve for the Westside Wolves Hockey Club to progress to the next phase of preparing a detailed business case, an environmental impact assessment will be required as part of this body of work. This would include Mt Claremont Oval Reserve and the adjoining Lake Claremont. The business case will also include addressing the concerns raised by the community throughout the community engagement process. Any construction of a synthetic pitch would also be required to meet the environmental conditions as required by Hockey WA.

It is noted that the Council required a strategic analysis of the feedback which the City has provided and within the timeframe set.”

1.3 Ms Rosie Lawn, 18 Landon Way, Mt Claremont – Hockey Proposal at Mt Claremont Reserve

Question 1

Relating to fencing for the proposed artificial hockey turf at Mount Claremont Oval: Is the Council aware that the new artificial turf for Southern Rivers Hockey Club in the south eastern suburbs, completed while the Community Engagement was open, has three lines of barbed wire above the plastic-coated chicken wire that goes all the way round the turf?
Answer 1

No.
1.4 Mr Guy Churchill, 67 Hardy Road, Nedlands – Local Planning Scheme 3 & DesignWA
Question 1

Has the City of Nedlands consulted with the Heritage Council in relation to ALL properties on the Municipal Inventory in accordance with s.79 of the Planning and Development Act 2005?
Answer 1

Yes 
Question 2

If the answer to (1) is “Yes”, what was the answer from the Minister for Planning?
Answer 2

No response was received from the Heritage Council.
Question 2a

Did the Minister give consent to proceed?
Answer 2a

Yes.
Question 2b        

What was the date of the consent?

Answer 2b

17 October 2017.
Question 2c

Were there any requirements of the consent?
Answer 2c

Yes, but not in relation to heritage.
Question 2d

Is the consent document available to the public?

Answer 2d

Yes.
Question 3
Has the City of Nedlands consulted the affected Residents regarding the potential impacts of the latest proposed LPS3 especially in relation to the Design WA guidelines as per section 83 of the Planning and Development Act 2005?

Answer 3
No. The Design WA guidelines were released after S.83 requirements for LPS3 had been complied with.
Question 4
If no, when will the City of Nedlands properly consult the affected Residents to fulfil the requirements of section 83 of the Planning and Development Act 2005, PRIOR to submitting the scheme to the Minister?  How will this be done?

Answer 4
The S.83 requirements have been complied with. The process to complete the modifications directed by the Minister of Planning have no requirement for further public consultation. However, the Council will be further consulting with ratepayers to explain the changes once LPS3 is gazetted.
1.5 Mr Peter Phillips, 38 Napier Street, Nedlands – Local Planning Scheme 3
Question 1

Does the council have the power to commission and manage an independent review of the draft LPS3, as measured against the stated aims and objectives of the scheme and current best planning practice for the 21st Century?
Answer 1

Yes, however, a review would have no power under the Planning and Development Act 2005.
Question 2
Including a review of the density numbers required against the Perth & Peel@3.5million target densities ; and can the council require that this review is organised and managed by our elected councillors and not by the council administration?
Answer 2

No, Council has no power to undertake administrative functions.
Question 3
If the council can do this - can the council commission this independent review of the draft LPS3 in its current form as a matter of urgency; independent of the outcome of the voting this evening?
Answer 3

Council can commission an independent review.
Question 4

Can this be managed by committee of councillors with previous professional experience in planning, transportation & infrastructure?
Answer 4

Council can authorise a committee with delegated functions.
1.6 Ms Sonya Derry, 38 Napier Street, Nedlands – Local Planning Scheme 3
Question 1

Why does the current draft of LPS3 primarily focus on the rezoning of residential land only; and ignore all the non-residential land adjacent or in close proximity to the rail line for residential zoning?
Answer 1

Most of this land is State owned and not subject to LPS3.
Question 2

Are there plans to develop this land near the rail line in the future as residential or mixed residential? If so, why is this not considered in the draft LPS3? If no, why not? 

Answer 2

No. Dwelling targets could be accommodated in the areas already identified.
Question 3

What actions has the council taken to speak with the Military and the State Government in respect to Irwin Barracks and the Health Department facilities?

Answer 3

None.
1.7 Ms Kylie Cheah, 36 Napier Street, Nedlands – Local Planning Scheme 3
Question 1

The rezoning proposed in LPS3 concentrates density increases on and around Stirling Highway in areas of Nedlands which, even at current R10 zoning, do not meet minimum requirements for public open space.  There are several areas within the City of Nedlands that could be rezoned for infill without compromising open space and drastically impacting amenity and the value of existing properties, such as the publicly owned land at Sunset Heritage Precinct. This site is 8.2 ha of derelict public housing and bushland.  Why is this area of land which is owned by the government (ie we the people of Western Australia) not being rezoned for infill?
Answer 1

It is state owned reserve and not available for residential development.
2. Addresses By Members of the Public (only for items listed on the agenda)
Ms Susan Kitchin, 46 Lisle Street, Mt Claremont
9.1
(spoke in support of the recommendation)

Mr Geoff Jones, 18 Landon Way, Mt Claremont
9.1

(spoke in support of the recommendation)

Dr Robyn Lawrence, 8 Daglish Street, Wembley
9.1

(spoke in opposition to the recommendation)

Dr Ric Charlesworth, 24 Carrington Street, Nedlands
9.1
(spoke in opposition to the recommendation)
3. Disclosures of Financial Interest
The Presiding Member reminded Councillors and Staff of the requirements of Section 5.65 of the Local Government Act to disclose any interest during the meeting when the matter is discussed.

There were no disclosures of financial interest.

4. Disclosures of Interests Affecting Impartiality
The Presiding Member reminded Councillors and Staff of the requirements of Council’s Code of Conduct in accordance with Section 5.103 of the Local Government Act.
There were no disclosures affecting impartiality.
5. Declarations by Members That They Have Not Given Due Consideration to Papers
Nil.
6. Confirmation of Minutes
6.1 Committee Meeting 12 February 2019

Moved – Councillor Shaw
Seconded – Councillor McManus
The Minutes of the Council Committee held 12 February 2019 be confirmed.
CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY 11/-

7. Matters for Which the Meeting May Be Closed
In accordance with Standing Orders and for the convenience of the public, the Committee is to identify any matter which is to be discussed behind closed doors at this meeting and that matter is to be deferred for consideration as the last item of this meeting.
Nil.

8. Divisional Reports
Note: Regulation 11(da) of the Local Government (Administration) Regulations 1996 requires written reasons for each decision made at the meeting that is significantly different from the relevant written recommendation of a committee or an employee as defined in section 5.70, but not a decision to only note the matter or to return the recommendation for further consideration.


Moved – Councillor Smyth

Seconded – Councillor Shaw

That item 9.1 be brought forward.
CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY 11/-

PLEASE NOTE THIS ITEM WAS BROUGHT FORWARD SEE PAGE 39
9.1 Hockey Proposal at Mt Claremont Reserve – Community Engagement Feedback – Strategic Analysis

	Committee
	12 March 2019

	Council
	26 March 2019

	Applicant
	City of Nedlands

	Officer
	Caroline Walker, Community Engagement Coordinator

	Director
	Martyn Glover, Director Technical Services

	Attachments
	1. Hockey WA – Letter of support for the proposal to Westside Wolves Hockey Club

2. Department of Education – Letter regarding Mt Claremont Primary School oval use

3. Hockey WA – Strategic Plan 2015-2020

4. Hockey WA – State Strategic Facilities Plan 2009-2025 (Executive Summary)

5. Hockey WA – Additional Synthetic Turf Policy and Procedure


Ms Susan Kitchin, 46 Lisle Street, Mt Claremont
9.1

(spoke in support of the recommendation)

Mr Geoff Jones, 18 Landon Way, Mt Claremont
9.1

(spoke in support of the recommendation)

Dr Robyn Lawrence, 8 Daglish Street, Wembley
9.1

(spoke in opposition to the recommendation)

Dr Ric Charlesworth, 24 Carrington Street, Nedlands
9.1

(spoke in opposition to the recommendation)
Regulation 11(da) – Not Applicable – minor amendment.
Moved – Mayor Hipkins

Seconded – Councillor Smyth


Recommendation to Council

Council: 
1. 
does not support the proposal to construct a synthetic hockey pitch at the Mt Claremont Oval Reserve due to lack of support from existing tenants and the local community; and

2. 
invites the Westside Wolves Hockey Club and Mt Claremont community to provide input into the review of the Strategic Recreation Plan and development of the Public Open Space Strategy. 

Councillor Hay left the room at 7.51 pm and returned at 7.54 pm.
CARRIED 9/1
(Against: Cr. Argyle)

 (Abstained: Cr. Wetherall)
Recommendation to Committee

Council:

1.
does not support the proposal to construct a synthetic hockey pitch at the Mt Claremont Oval Reserve due to lack of support from existing tenants and the local community;

2.
invites the Westside Wolves Hockey Club to provide input into the review of the Strategic Recreation Plan and development of the Public Open Space Strategy;

3.
invites the Mt Claremont community to work collaboratively with the City in the developing the Public Open Space Strategy as it relates to Mt Claremont Oval Reserve; and

4.
includes the community engagement results and submissions as an input into the development of the Strategic Recreation Plan.

Executive Summary

It was resolved at the ordinary meeting of Council on 18 December 2019 that:

“Council:

1. Receives the Community Engagement Report in relation to the proposal by Westside Wolves Hockey Club to establish a synthetic hockey pitch and club facilities at the Mt Claremont Oval;

2. Requests the CEO to prepare a report for the March 2019 Council round of meetings that strategically analyses the feedback received during the community consultation period on the proposal and provides recommendations to inform the City’s review of the Strategic Recreation Plan 2005-15; and

3. Receives the petitions submitted in opposition to the Westside Wolves Hockey Club proposal.”

The original aim of the engagement project was to understand community opinion in relation to a proposal to house an artificial turf pitch and clubrooms at Mt Claremont Oval.

The City received 2,079 submissions and three petitions before the closure of the engagement period and a letter from the Department of Education after the engagement period closed.

This report does not consider the actual numbers of survey respondents, but limits comments to issues raised in the submissions.

Currently, the oval services approximately 2,740 sports club members plus the Mt Claremont Primary School community (approximately 260 students), as well as participants in the “Kidz’n Sport Program”. This equates to more than 3,000 people of various ages who currently use the oval through club affiliation. Submissions from clubs (users of the oval) did not support this proposal. However, the Department of Education considered the proposal would have ‘no undue impact on the operation of the Mt Claremont Primary School.

In addition to this use, feedback identified that the Mt Claremont community uses the oval and the facilities (basketball hoop, cricket nets, playground etc.) for non-organised sport/passive recreation. 

Mt Claremont residents raised concerns regarding the impacts on the Mt Claremont community, particularly the potential loss of public open space available for sport and passive recreation use, as well as the impacts the facility would have on the surrounding environment (including Lake Claremont), parking, traffic, noise pollution, lighting, school use and safety.

A review of the Hockey WA strategic documents was undertaken to gain an understanding of how the proposal aligns with the organisation’s strategic planning and priorities in coming years. Hockey WA reflects this development as being ‘imminent’, although another artificial turf pitch did not appear in its strategic facilities plan 2009-2025. Hockey WA has also provided a letter of support to the Westside Wolves Hockey Club for the proposal (refer Attachment 1).

If Council approves the project to progress to the next stage (business planning), it needs to determine if it will support the concept for Mt Claremont Oval Reserve. The Westside Wolves would then need to determine project viability and ongoing sustainability and achieve full integration with the community and available public open space. The Westside Wolves would be required to undertake substantial investigations, not only for the City of Nedlands, but also Hockey WA and the Department of Local Government, Sport and Cultural Industries (DLGSCI) for the securing of required approvals.

The City has been undertaking preliminary planning for the development of a Public Open Space Strategy and Recreation Plan, which are two important documents to identify and form strategies for the future of public open space and recreation in the City. Given the City is progressing with these documents, and the relevance of these to this proposal, it is appropriate for the community feedback and the Westside Wolves Hockey Club proposal to inform this process.

An officer review of this proposal has identified it is unlikely to fit on Mt Claremont Oval Reserve without an impact on some of the current sporting and recreational users.

Although the proposal is an active recreation facility on a recreation reserve, and the design can be accommodated with most of the existing users still being retained on the reserve, the proposal is not supported by existing users and many local residents. Consequently, due to these concerns, it is not the right location for an artificial hockey pitch and clubrooms.

Discussion/Overview
Westside Wolves first approached the City in July 2017 with a proposal to develop a synthetic turf hockey pitch at Mt Claremont Oval Reserve. Considering it was a proposal for an active sport on an active recreation reserve providing for multiple sports, the Administration considered it had merit to progress to a community engagement process.

The original aim of the engagement project was to understand the level of community opinion and their views on the proposal to assist with Council’s decision-making on whether to approve a period for the club to further investigate and develop a detailed proposal and business plan (including designs, costings and sources of funding) for an artificial hockey pitch and clubrooms at Mt Claremont Oval Reserve.

Feedback from the engagement process

The engagement received 1,582 completed online surveys, 426 paper surveys, six stakeholder submissions and 65 items of feedback from other mediums. The City also received three petitions against the proposal. The distribution of individual submissions is included in the following table:

	Support
	Online Survey
	Paper Surveys
	Stakeholder Submissions
	Emails
	Phone Calls
	Total

	Yes
	846
	274
	0
	7
	7
	1,134

	No
	725
	150
	6
	43
	6
	930

	Unsure
	11
	2
	0
	2
	0
	15

	Total
	1,582
	426
	6
	52
	13
	2,078


This report will specifically look at the feedback, received which has identified the following key themes:

1. Reserve users – passive recreation and sporting groups
2. Mt Claremont Primary School community loss of space and impact on the school

3. Community and natural environment

4. Hockey development in WA and the western suburbs

1.
Reserve users (passive recreation and sporting groups

Currently, the Mt Claremont Oval Reserve provides a passive recreation space for the local community who use the reserve for a number of activities, including dog walking, occasional exercise with children, use of the wickets, basketball hoop and the playground, along with meeting friends for social activities.

The UWA-Nedlands Football Club (approximately 1,750 members) are the main users of the oval during April to September. They use the oval for at least three days a week for evening training and Sunday mornings for games. They also have other ad-hoc bookings, such as school holidays and pre-season activities.

During October to March, the Claremont Nedlands Junior Cricket Club (approximately 530 members) uses the oval seven days a week. They train in the afternoons from Monday to Friday and play games on Saturday and Sunday mornings.

During the same period, Swanbourne Cricket Club (approximately 150 members) also uses the oval during this period for games on some Saturday afternoons, along with the Claremont Jets Gridiron Club (approximately 70 members) who use the oval in the evenings two days per week and the Western Suburbs Cricket Club (approximately 250 members) on occasional Saturday afternoons for games.

Mt Claremont Primary School uses the oval all year round. The Department of Education has written to the City wishing to formalise this arrangement with an agreement and contribution to maintenance costs.

The group Kidz ‘n Sport uses the oval for exercise, sports coaching and development programs with children aged three to eight years. This group uses the oval once a week during school terms, on average, and four days per week for school holiday programs. 

Based on the above, the oval services approximately 2,750 sports club members plus the Mt Claremont Primary School community (approximately 260 students) and participants in the Kidz ’n Sport program. This equates to more than 3,000 people of all ages who currently use the oval during any one year.

At a meeting between Council, Administration, Mt Claremont Primary School and the sports clubs on 9 August 2018 (refer Council minutes 20 October 2018), Westside Wolves presented their proposal, outlined the history of the project and discussed other sites they had investigated. The City outlined the process to understand the level of community support for the proposal (community engagement). The clubs discussed their concerns and other options for relocation etc. 

Caveats discussed for potential support by the clubs included the following:

· Milo-in-2 cricket remain at the oval.
· Junior cricket relocated to Swanbourne Oval.
· Junior and senior soccer may need a new home, perhaps at McGilvray Oval or Paul Hasluck Reserve.
· Gridiron be retained at the oval.
· Senior cricket be relocated to the new synthetic pitch at College Park.

However, formal responses from all clubs during the community engagement period resulted in there being no support for the Westside Wolves proposal due to the potential negative impacts on the clubs. The City concurs with the clubs’ concerns, particularly UWA Nedlands Football Club, which would need a new home because it has already been relocated at least once before and has financially invested in infrastructure (floodlights) at the oval.

2.
Mt Claremont Primary School community loss of space and impact on the school

Representatives from the Mt Claremont Primary School Council and School Principal participated in the initial meeting with Council and Administration and subsequently provided a submission regarding their requirements for the oval.

The Mt Claremont Primary School Council provided a detailed submission to the City, which did not support the concept and outlined several issues:

· The existing space at the primary school does not meet the requirements for outdoor activities.
· The entire area is used as part of the school’s outdoor environment.
· The reduced size will reduce the ability for the school to use the oval for their activities.
· The negative impact on the Farmer’s Market, particularly with increased traffic and parking demands.
· Impacts on the school environment with potential anti-social behaviour.
· Reduced safety for children.
· The school has growing enrolments placing pressure on the existing school infrastructure and increased demands for recreational space.
The opinions of the School Principal/ Department of Education were also sought. 

The Acting Director General provided the following comments (refer Attachment 2): “The Department considers that the proposal would not have undue impact on the operation of the primary school and therefore has no comment on the proposed concept.”

In consideration of the Department of Education’s comments, the City did not consider the Mt Claremont Primary School Council’s issues were reasons to not support the Westside Wolves proposal.

3.
Community and natural environment
This feedback was mainly provided by residents and property owners in the Mt Claremont area. A group called “Friends of Mt Claremont Oval” formed during the engagement period and were against the proposal, specifically, the community considered Mt Claremont Oval Reserve as a community asset and should be retained as such.

Concern was expressed that a development of this type of facility would change the nature of the reserve to a busy sports complex and displace (some or all) of the existing sports clubs and remove/relocate important community infrastructure (basketball, cricket nets, playground etc.). They also believed the development would create issues including increased noise levels from games and training, illumination from lighting, increased traffic movement and parking, safety, loss of bushland etc. In addition, they felt these reserves were very important to be kept as green space, particularly as population density increases.

The community was also concerned about the loss of environment and the impacts on Lake Claremont and the surrounding bushland conservation area. Submissions highlighted the importance of preserving the sensitive wetland environment and to ensure pollution/water run-off from such a development did not interfere with this area and the groundwater aquifers.

The City agrees it has a responsibility to ensure the environment is managed accordingly, however the proposal does not impact on the bushland area of the reserve and is therefore not covered by the City’s Bushland Management Plan. It is also noted that Hockey WA has identified environmental conditions in the State Sporting Strategic Facilities Plan (Attachment 4, Page 9) that need to be addressed.

Comments received identified concerns regarding the size of the hockey club (approximately 1,700 members) and whether the proposal would satisfy the Club’s need, the previous proposal for Allen Park Master Plan was much larger. Concern was expressed that, if the Club secured the land for the current proposal, then the balance of Mt Claremont Oval would be under threat from further expansion by the club.

It is noted Hockey WA’s State Sporting Strategic Facilities Plan (Attachment 3, page 8) indicates that:

“…future development of hockey facilities in WA will require both synthetic turf and natural grass fields to be available with a growing demand for and reliance upon synthetic venues and wherever possible synthetic turf venues should be developed adjacent to existing natural grass facilities. They should not be developed in isolation.”

The City recognises the community concerns, however, other than the displacement issue of each of the tenants, the majority of these are issues relating to all active sporting reserves. In terms of groundwater pollution, the major contributor to this is legacy sources which have been polluting the groundwater for decades, confirmed by high levels of ammonia present.

4.
Hockey development

A review of Hockey WA’s strategic documents was undertaken to understand how this proposal is consistent with hockey development in Western Australia and the western suburbs more generally. The documents reviewed included:

· Hockey WA Strategic Plan 2015-2020 (Attachment 3) and priorities;
· State Sporting Strategic Facilities Plan 2009-2025 – Executive Summary (Attachment 4), and
· Additional Synthetic Turf Policy and Procedure (Attachment 5).
The Hockey WA Strategic Plan identifies key facility projects being a third artificial surface developed at Curtin University and supporting the delivery of at least five additional artificial surfaces in the metropolitan region. The State Sporting Strategic Facilities Plan 2009-2025, Figure 2 – 2025, page 11) identifies the preferences for facility development.

The preferences from the date of the plan (2009) are provided in the following table together with an update from Hockey WA on progress.

	Timeframe
	Development
	Progress

	Next 5 years (2010-2015)
	McDonald Park, Whitford
	Completed 2016

	
	Yorkine Reserve
	To be considered

	
	Guildford Grammar or North Swan Park, Guilford
	Completed 2015 on the Guildford Grammar Campus

	5-10 years (2016-2020
	Hartfield Park, Kalamunda
	Under feasibility and business case

	
	Sutherland Park, City of Gosnells
	Completed 2018

	
	Prinsep Road
	To be considered

	10-15 years (2021-2036)
	Orelia Park Oval, Kwinana
	To be constructed

	
	Ellenbrook
	Forms a bigger sporting precinct for the City of Swan. Being reviewed in 2022

	
	Nanovich Park
	To be considered


It is also noted the Westside Wolves Hockey Club proposal is highlighted as an “imminent turf”.

The plan also noted that all major regional population centres in WA (those of more than 25,000 people) already have a synthetic turf installation and, collectively, in WA there are eight turf installations in the regions and eight in metropolitan Perth. It also noted there are two additional turfs scheduled for installation in Perth in the near future, both at private schools and most of the synthetic turf facilities are located on school and university land in the metropolitan area with only two of the 10 metropolitan turfs located on local government reserves.
The Executive Summary also lists observations in relation to understanding existing provision and planning for new facilities.

The Hockey WA’s Additional synthetic turf procedure (Attachment 5) sets out the process for approving additional synthetic turf in Western Australia and the priorities. The priority is for the development of the Premier State Hockey Centre, then the preferred facilities aligned to the strategic plan. Hockey WA can provide support to additional facilities, but the proponents must satisfy the Hockey WA Board on a range of criteria, in summary:

· Written support from the landowners (in this case, the City of Nedlands);
· Demonstrate club equity for the construction of the facility;
· Have a viable project management plan for construction;
· The synthetic turf to be an approved product and installed by Hockey WA approved supplier;
· Demonstrate ability to generate sufficient income to service borrowings and ongoing financial viability; and
· Provide a management plan.
It would appear from the strategic plan that the priorities for Hockey WA in the next 15 years are directed to the development of hockey facilities in the Perth outer metropolitan area and country areas.
Strategic Reviews

The City’s Administration is proposing to undertake a review of its Strategic Recreation Plan during the 2019-2020 financial year with planning for the project to commence mid-2019. Prior to the plan being developed, Administration will be developing a Public Open Space Strategy for the City as a result of a lack of adequate public open space being identified in the Local Planning Strategy. This work is currently being planned with community engagement to occur during mid-March to April 2019.

(a)
Public Open Space Strategy

The purpose of the Public Open Space Strategy is to determine the increasing need for green, accessible parks and reserves across the City, based on current demand and future growth. The strategy will assess the existing infrastructure and potential uses each park provides to help plan for new and existing parks across the City’s suburbs.

Feedback from the community will be sought on how they use their local parks, what they like about them and how they can be improved. The Mt Claremont Oval Reserve will form part of this body of work and all interested parties will have an opportunity to participate at the information sessions, complete a survey and be part of any other engagement processes.

(b)
Strategic Recreation Plan

The City has possibly the greatest area of sporting reserves of any local government in the western suburbs. The review of the strategic recreation plan will look at the City as a whole and, with best practice recreation management knowledge, develop a plan that provides for the local community’s current and future needs for sporting, recreational and leisure facilities and services. 

This process will include a recreation planning specialist and engagement with the community and stakeholders such as sporting clubs and local, state and national associations. 

The plan will:

· Provide long-term sustainability for everyone.
· Establish priorities for grant funding, especially where demand on Council resources is excessive.

· Provide for effective use of existing facilities.
· Avoid duplication.
· Identify upgrades to its sporting facilities.

· Look for opportunities to maximise sporting facility use, including sharing arrangements.

· Centralise structured recreation around the City’s seven major venues: College Park, Allen Park, Highview Park, David Cruickshank Reserve, Charles Court Reserve, Melvista Reserve and Mt Claremont Oval Reserve.
All major sporting venues also cater for unstructured recreation including physical activity, leisure and cultural activities. The development of the plan will also consider these needs.

Submissions from Westside Wolves and other sporting organisations, along with feedback from the community, will become an input into this process regardless of this proposal’s outcome. It is important to note the scoping and purpose of this plan has not yet formally begun.

Key Relevant Previous Council Decisions:

· Ordinary Council Meeting of 18 December 2018 (to receive the community engagement report).
· Ordinary Council Meeting of 23 October 2018 (to adopt a community engagement plan and provide for a report on the outcomes of the engagement for the December 2018 Ordinary Council meeting.).
· Ordinary Council Meeting of 22 May 2018 (to convene a workshop and explore possible alternative sites).

· Ordinary Council Meeting of 22 February 2011 (adoption to review the Strategic Recreation Plan 2010-2015).
Consultation

In preparing this report and reviewing community feedback, consultation was also undertaken with City staff including Coordinator Community Development (Recreation), Manager Parks Services, Manager Health and Compliance, Environmental Conservation Coordinator, Coordinator Statutory Planning and Coordinator Strategic Planning, as well as Hockey WA.

Research was also undertaken using relevant websites, reviewing the application for funding and requirements for the Department of Sport and Recreation grant program. Hockey WA provided the City with the strategic documents (Hockey WA Strategic Plan 2015-2020 and priorities, State Sporting Strategic Facilities Plan 2009-2025, Additional Synthetic Turf Policy and Procedure) to assist with the preparation of this report.

Budget/Financial Implications

The budget/financial implications as reported in previous reports note that any decision to support the Westside Wolves Hockey Club, regardless of the location, would need to be a separate decision of Council and would involve third parties including Hockey WA and the DLGSCI.
The third parties would also require Council to formerly endorse the project and identify the City’s financial and in-kind contributions. It is noted that the City’s long-term financial plan for the next 10 years has not allocated funding for this project.

If a sporting club, e.g. Westside Wolves, wishes to proceed to funding a major project at a City location, the City and other funding providers would require the club to prepare a detailed business plan. In developing the business plan and applying for support and funding from Hockey WA and the DLGSCI, the Club would need to provide the following:

· Needs assessment;
· Feasibility assessment;
· Management Plan;
· Concept design;
· Lifecycle cost analysis;
· A quantity surveyor’s report with detailed and itemised project costs;

· Evidence of a Hockey WA approved synthetic turf and supplier;
· Locality map, site map and building plans;
· Evidence of funding guarantees for capital works; and
· Evidence of ongoing financial sustainability, including financial statements (past and present) and future requirements.
Studies would need to be provided to address resident concerns and suitability for the location (e.g. social and environmental impacts, traffic and parking management, lighting plan showing lux, configuration and power supply in accordance with the Australian Standard 2560.2.3-2007).

The funding model from the DLGSCI has a general funding model of one-third, one-third, one-third from the three parties. However, there are instances where the parties have provided more or less than a third share.

In addition to the above, the City has additional infrastructure issues if any of the clubs were to be relocated to other venues to allow for this proposal to proceed. 

Alternate Recommendation

Should Council consider that the proposal deserves to progress to the next stage of a business case, the recommendation could read as follows:

Council supports the progression of the Westside Wolves Hockey Proposal at Mt Claremont Oval to a formal business case noting that this support is not final approval for the project and does not commit the City of Nedlands to any financial support for the project.

8.1 Planning & Development Report No’s PD09.19
Planning & Development Report No’s PD09.19 to be dealt with at this point (copy attached yellow cover sheet).

	PD09.19
	No. 71 Louise Street, Nedlands – Proposed Ancillary Accommodation

	

	Committee
	12 March 2018

	Council
	26 March 2018

	Applicant
	Addstyle Constructions Pty Ltd

	Landowner
	R Gharbi

	Director
	Peter Mickleson – Director Planning & Development 

	Reference
	DA18/32991

	Previous Item
	Nil

	Delegation
	In accordance with Clause 6.7.1a) of the City’s Instrument of Delegation, Council is required to determine the application due to an objection being received. 

	Attachments
	1. Applicant’s justification and photographs of the subject property


Regulation 11(da) – The reduced setbacks are like to increase the perception of building bulk and overlooking on the affected neighbour.
Moved – Councillor Mangano
Seconded – Mayor Hipkins
Committee Recommendation
That Council refuse the development application dated 23 November 2018.
CARRIED 7/3
(Against: Crs. Hassell Hodsdon & Wetherall)

(Abstained: Cr. Smyth)
Recommendation to Committee

Council approves the development application dated 23 November 2018 to construct ancillary accommodation at Lot 117 (No. 71) Louise Street, Nedlands, subject to the following conditions and advice:

1. The development shall always comply with the application and the approved plans, subject to any modifications required as a consequence of any condition(s) of this approval.

2. The proposed carport being constructed within 28 days of the ancillary accommodation’s practicable completion to the City’s satisfaction.

3. All stormwater from the development, which includes permeable and non-permeable areas shall be contained onsite.
4. The ancillary accommodation building shall be occupied only by persons related to the occupiers of the main dwelling.
5. The landowner shall execute and provide to the City a notification pursuant to section 70A of the Transfer of Land Act 1893, to be registered on the title to the land as notification to prospective purchasers that the use of the building is subject to the restriction set out in this approval. The full costs of the notification shall be borne by the landowner; and this condition shall be fulfilled prior to the lodgement of a Building Permit application.
Advice Notes specific to this proposal:

1. With regard to condition 4, the landowners are advised that should they want this condition removed once the City’s draft Local Planning Scheme No. 3 is gazetted an amended development application will need to be submitted to and approved by the City.

2. With regard to condition 5, the applicant and the landowner are advised that should they want this Notification removed from the property’s Title once the City’s draft Local Planning Scheme No. 3 is gazetted the necessary forms from Landgate will need to be completed and sent to the City for signing.  

A development application will not be required for the removal of the Notification.

If you have any queries regarding the Notification removal process, please contact Landgate on (08) 9273 7373.

3. The applicant is advised that all downpipes from guttering shall be connected so as to discharge into drains, which shall empty into a soak-well; and each soak-well shall be located at least 1.8m from any building, and at least 1.8m from the boundary of the block.  Soak-wells of adequate capacity to contain runoff from a 20-year recurrent storm event. Soak-wells shall be a minimum capacity of 1.0m3 for every 80m2 of calculated surface area of the development.

4. The applicant is advised that all internal water closets and ensuites without fixed or permanent window access to outside air or which open onto a hall, passage, hobby or staircase, shall be serviced by a mechanical ventilation exhaust system which is ducted to outside air, with a minimum rate of air change equal to or greater than 25 litres / second.
5. The applicant is advised that all street tree assets in the nature-strip (verge) shall not be removed.  Any approved street tree removals shall be undertaken by the City of Nedlands and paid for by the owner of the property where the development is proposed, unless otherwise approved under the Nature Strip Works approval.

6. The applicant is advised that prior to the commencement of any demolition works, any Asbestos Containing Material (ACM) in the structure to be demolished, shall be identified, safely removed and conveyed to an appropriate landfill which accepts ACM.

Removal and disposal of ACM shall be in accordance with Health (Asbestos) Regulations 1992, Regulations 5.43 - 5.53 of the Occupational Safety and Health Regulations 1996, Code of Practice for the Safe Removal of Asbestos 2nd Edition, Code of Practice for the Management and Control of Asbestos in a Workplace, and any Department of Commerce Worksafe requirements.

Where there is over 10m2 of ACM or any amount of friable ACM to be removed, it shall be removed by a Worksafe licensed and trained individual or business.

7. The applicant is advised to consult the City’s Acoustic Advisory Information in relation to locating any mechanical equipment (e.g. air-conditioner, swimming pool or spa) such that noise, vibration and visual impacts on neighbours are mitigated. The City does not recommend installing any equipment near a property boundary where it is likely that noise will intrude upon neighbours.

Prior to selecting a location for an air-conditioner, the applicant is advised to consult the online fairair noise calculator at www.fairair.com.au and use this as a guide to prevent noise affecting neighbouring properties.

Prior to installing mechanical equipment, the applicant is advised to consult neighbours, and if necessary, take measures to suppress noise.

8. The applicant is advised that this decision constitutes planning approval only and is valid for a period of two years from the date of approval. If the subject development is not substantially commenced within the two-year period, the approval shall lapse and be of no further effect.
8.2 Technical Services Report No’s TS03.19 to TS04.19
Technical Services Report No’s TS03.19 to TS04.19 to be dealt with at this point (copy attached blue cover sheet).

	TS03.19
City of Nedlands 2019 Annual Waste Report


	Committee
	12 March 2019

	Council
	26 March 2019

	Applicant
	City of Nedlands 

	Officer
	Chaminda Mendis – Waste Minimisation Coordinator 

	Director
	James Cresswell – Acting Director Technical Services

	Attachments
	Nil.


Regulation 11(da) – Not Applicable – Recommendation Adopted
Moved – Councillor Hodsdon 
Seconded – Councillor James
That the Recommendation to Committee be adopted.

(Printed below for ease of reference)

CARRIED 10/1
(Against: Cr. Smyth)


Committee Recommendation / Recommendation to Committee
Council:

1. notes the City of Nedlands 2019 Annual Waste Report; and 

2. notes that the City will commence the community consultation for the introduction of a FOGO service in mid-2019.
	TS04.19 
RFT 2018-19.08 Provision and Maintenance of Bus Shelters in Return for Advertising Rights


	Committee
	12 March 2019

	Council
	26 March 2019

	Applicant
	City of Nedlands

	Officer
	Nathan Brewer – Purchasing and Tenders Coordinator

	Director
	Martyn Glover – Director Technical Services

	Attachments
	1. Final Evaluation Scoresheet (Confidential)

2. Bus Shelter Design Options


Regulation 11(da) – Not Applicable – Recommendation Adopted
Moved – Councillor James
Seconded – Councillor Hay
That the Recommendation to Committee be adopted.

(Printed below for ease of reference)
Amendment
Moved - Councillor Hassell
Seconded - Councillor Wetherall
That in clause 1 the words “excluding alcoholic drink products” be removed.

Put Motion

Moved - Councillor Hay
Seconded - Councillor Wetherall
That the Amendment be put.

CARRIED 7/4
(Against: Crs. Argyle Hassell McManus & Smyth)

The AMENDMENT was PUT and was 

Lost 2/8
(Against: Crs. Argyle Mangano Hodsdon Hay 
James Shaw McManus & Smyth)

(Abstained: Mayor Hipkins)
The Original Motion was PUT and was

CARRIED 10/1
(Against: Cr. Hassell)
Committee Recommendation / Recommendation to Committee

Council:
1. agrees to award tender no. RFT 2018-19.08 to oOh!media Street Furniture Pty Ltd for the Provision and Maintenance of Bus Shelters in Return for Advertising Rights excluding alcoholic drink products; 
2. authorises the Chief Executive Officer to sign an acceptance of offer for this tender; and
3. approves the installation of the Liberty Shelter to all sites including two new bus shelters at Brookdale Street, Floreat after Alderbury Street and Aberdare Road, Karakatta after Hopetoun Terrace.

8.3 Community Development No’s CM01.19
Report No’s CM01.16 to be dealt with at this point (copy attached orange cover sheet).

	CM01.19
Community Sport and Recreation Facilities Fund Application – Suburban Lions Hockey Club 


	Committee
	15 March 2019

	Council
	26 March 2019 

	Applicant
	Suburban Lions Hockey Club

	Officer
	Amanda Cronin – Coordinator Community Development

Marion Granich - Manager Community Development

	Director
	Lorraine Driscoll – Director Corporate and Strategy

	Attachments
	Nil.


Regulation 11(da) – Not Applicable – Recommendation Adopted
Moved – Councillor Shaw
Seconded – Councillor McManus
That the Recommendation to Committee be adopted.

(Printed below for ease of reference)

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY 11/-


Committee Recommendation / Recommendation to Committee

Council:

1. advises Department of Local Government, Sport and Cultural Industries (DLGSCI) that it has ranked and rated the application to the Community Sport and Recreation Facilities Fund Small Grant round as follows: 

a. Suburban Lions Hockey Club – Storage Shed: Well planned and needed by the municipality (A Rating);

2. endorses the application to DLGSCI on the condition that all necessary statutory approvals are obtained by the applicant; and 

3. approves an amount of $3,950 for the Suburban Lions Hockey Club shed project for consideration in the 2019/20 draft budget, conditional on the project receiving DLGSCI funding.
8.4 Corporate & Strategy Report No’s CPS04.19 to CPS06.19
Report No’s CPS04.19 to CPS06.19 to be dealt with at this point (copy attached green cover sheet).

	CPS04.19
List of Accounts Paid – January 2019


	Committee
	12 March 2019

	Council
	26 March 2019

	Applicant
	City of Nedlands 

	Officer
	Vanaja Jayaraman – Manager Finance

	Director
	Lorraine Driscoll – Director Corporate & Strategy

	Attachments
	1. Creditor Payment Listing January 2019

2. Purchasing Card Payments January 2019 (29th December 2018 – 28th January 2019)


Regulation 11(da) – Not Applicable – Recommendation Adopted
Moved – Councillor Shaw
Seconded – Councillor James
That the Recommendation to Committee be adopted.

(Printed below for ease of reference)

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY 11/-


Committee Recommendation / Recommendation to Committee

Council receives the List of Accounts Paid for the month of January 2019 (refer to attachments).
	CPS05.19
2018 Compliance Audit Return


	Committee
	12 March 2019

	Council
	26 March 2019

	Applicant
	City of Nedlands 

	Officer
	Stacey Gibson – PA to Director Corporate & Strategy

	Director
	Lorraine Driscoll – Director Corporate & Strategy

	Attachments
	1. Compliance Audit Return 2018


Regulation 11(da) – Not Applicable – Recommendation Adopted
Moved – Councillor McManus
Seconded – Councillor Hassell
That the Recommendation to Committee be adopted.

(Printed below for ease of reference)

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY 11/-

Committee Recommendation / Recommendation to Committee

Council adopts the 2018 Compliance Audit Return as per recommendation by the Audit and Risk Committee.

	CPS06.19
Mid-Year Budget Review – 2018/19


	Committee
	12 March 2019

	Council
	26 March 2019

	Applicant
	City of Nedlands 

	Director
	Vanaja Jayaraman - Acting Director Corporate & Strategy

	Attachments
	1. Revised Rate Setting Statement for the year ending 30 June 2019;

2. List of Changes Required to the Revised Operating Budget 2018/19; and 

3. List of Changes Required to the Revised Capital Works & Acquisition Program Budget 2018/19


Regulation 11(da) – Not Applicable – Recommendation Adopted
Moved – Councillor McManus
Seconded – Councillor Hay
That the Recommendation to Committee be adopted.

(Printed below for ease of reference)

CARRIED 10/-
 (Abstained: Cr. Mangano)

Committee Recommendation / Recommendation to Committee

Council:

1. receives and adopts, in accordance with Regulation 33A of the Local Government (Financial Management) Regulations 1996, the mid-year budget review and the revised Rate Setting Statement for the year ending 30 June 2019;

2. notes the brought forward surplus from 2017/2018 Financial Year of $2,201,756;
3. notes the requested changes to the current 2018/19 Annual Budget listed in Attachments 2 and 3, and summarised in this report; 

4. approves the reduced borrowings by a total of $2,011,275 comprising $1,661,275 for the underground power project and $350,000 for capital works programs. The revised total borrowings are $2,407,286 compared to $4,418,561 as per the adopted budget;
5. approves the decrease in transfers to reserves of $2,758,000 and transfers from reserves of $587,500. The revised total transfer to reserves is $1,708,816 compared to $4,466,816 as per the adopted budget. The revised total transfer from reserves is $2,658,005 compared to $3,245,505 as per the adopted budget; and
6. approves the Revised Budget incorporating all the changes listed in Attachments 2 and 3 of this report, providing an estimated net deficit of $255,322 (Attachment 1).
ABSOLUTE MAJORITY REQUIRED

9
Reports by the Chief Executive Officer
PLEASE NOTE THIS ITEM WAS BROUGHT FORWARD SEE PAGE 15
9.1 Hockey Proposal at Mt Claremont Reserve – Community Engagement Feedback – Strategic Analysis
	Committee
	12 March 2019

	Council
	26 March 2019

	Applicant
	City of Nedlands

	Officer
	Caroline Walker, Community Engagement Coordinator

	Director
	Martyn Glover, Director Technical Services

	Attachments
	1. Hockey WA – Letter of support for the proposal to Westside Wolves Hockey Club

2. Department of Education – Letter regarding Mt Claremont Primary School oval use

3. Hockey WA – Strategic Plan 2015-2020

4. Hockey WA – State Strategic Facilities Plan 2009-2025 (Executive Summary)

5. Hockey WA – Additional Synthetic Turf Policy and Procedure


10 Urgent Business Approved By the Presiding Member or By Decision
Nil.
11 Confidential Items
Nil.
Declaration of Closure
There being no further business, the Presiding Member declared the meeting closed at 9.20 pm.
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