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Residential 
Design Codes of WA;

Residential Design Codes 
of WA



City of Nedlands Fencing Local Law 2007

Residential Design Codes of WA 2010

Transfer of Land Act 1893





Health (Asbestos) Regulations 1992
Occupational Safety and Health Regulations 1996 





Heritage 



Sustainable Environment 



Engineering Services 



Property Services 

Parks Services 





Clause 6.4.2 – General Provisions 

Clause 6.4.1 – Land Use 

Clause 4.1.2 – Extensions to Buildings 

‘No provision of the Scheme prevents: Where in respect of land 
zoned under Part 3 of the Scheme a non-conforming use exists or 
was authorised as mentioned in Clause 4.1 of this Part on that 
land, and provided the prior consent in writing of the Council has 
been obtained, buildings may be extended to the limits 
prescribed by the Uniform Building By-Laws made under the 
Local Government Act 1960 (as amended), or by any other by-
laws made under that Act for the purpose of limiting the size, 
location and distance from boundaries and any other matter 
required by law for that class of use within the boundary of the lot 
or lots on which the use was carried on immediately prior to the 
coming into force of the Scheme.’

it should not increase the extent to 
which the development does not comply (i.e. a direct breach) with the 
Scheme.



RCodes – Residential Density 
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RCodes – Waste Facilities & Services 
Element 6.4.5 of the RCodes requires bin stores to be conveniently 
located; whilst element 6.10.3 requires rubbish collection to be 
available from the street. The proposal does not comply due to: 
 

 Unacceptable distances between the bin stores and the street (65 
m); 
 

 The significant number of bins on the footpath would create 
access (especially for the aged or dependant residents) and 
safety issues (visual sightlines for cars and buses); 

 

 Damage during waste collection to the rubbish truck and a 
significant number of street trees; and 

 

 Referrals to the City’s Engineering and Environmental Health 
sections resulted recommendations to refuse the proposal (see 
Referral section). 

 
The applicant’s response is that bins for the nursing home were 
collected from the street, and this would continue. 
 
Accordingly, this aspect of the application does not comply and is not 
recommended for approval, however a municipal or commercial inside-
bin service would resolve this matter if approved. 
 
RCodes – Visitor Bays 
Element 6.5.3 of the RCodes require visitor bays to be outside security 
barriers. The amended plans depict this, however Australian Standards 
prevent them being in this location (see Referral section). 
 
Should the bays be removed from the plans, there would be a car-
parking variation. In considering this variation, the following is 
considered: 

 There are no surplus car-parking bays proposed, and the number 
of bays is likely to be insufficient, as the number of residents could 
be between 10-40 people (i.e. 2 people per room x 2 rooms x 10 
dwellings), with residents likely to have a high rate of vehicle 
ownership (local residents of high socio-economic status, ‘aging in 
place’). 

 The proposed crossover will remove an on-street car bay. 

 Neighbour consultation resulted in objections to this aspect of the 
design (see Consultation section). 

 
Accordingly, this aspect of the proposal does not comply and is not 
recommended for approval. 
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RCodes – Storage 
Element 6.10.3 of the RCodes requires enclosed and lockable 
storerooms of a minimum area of 4m2 for each dwelling to be provided 
(40m2 aggregate). As the proposal includes 3 storerooms with an 
aggregate area of 21m2, the proposal does not comply. A referral to the 
City’s Engineering section also resulted in a recommendation to 
truncate the southern storeroom for vehicle manoeuvring, thereby 
decreasing the area for storage (see Referral section). 
 
In line with the principles of ‘aging in place’, it is suggested that the 
local residents that have a need for this dwelling type will have a 
considerable volume of possessions that will need to be stored and 
secured. Noting that the proposed dwellings are small, and the 
residents only have to be aged over 55 years or be a dependant 
person, it is suggested that the proposed and required amounts of 
storage will be insufficient. 
 
Accordingly, this aspect of the proposal does not comply and is not 
recommended for approval. 
 
RCodes – Visual Privacy 
Element 6.8.1 of the RCodes requires Major Opening to habitable 
rooms to be set back from the boundary by a minimum of 6.0m. It is 
proposed that the Unit 6 Lounge window facing north is set back 5.3m, 
and overlooks Major Openings of the neighbouring property. 
 
Accordingly, this aspect of the proposal does not comply and is not 
recommended for approval. 
 
Clause 6.5.1 – Orderly & Proper Planning 
As per the previous report, Scheme clause 6.5.1 (Determination by 
Council) states (emphasis added): 
 

‘The Council may determine an application by granting approval, 
refusing approval or granting approval subject to such conditions 
as it thinks fit, having regard to the orderly and proper planning 
of the area.’ 

 
In response, the development does not comply with Scheme 
provisions, with some discretionary variations which are not 
recommended for approval (as discussed elsewhere). Accordingly, it is 
considered that the proposed development does not represent orderly 
and proper planning in accordance with clause 6.5.1, and is not 
recommended for approval. 
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Clause 5.5.1 – Preservation of Amenity 
TPS2 clause 5.5.1 (Preservation of Amenity) states (emphasis added): 
 

‘Without limiting the generality of Clause 6.5 the Council may refuse 
to approve any development if in its opinion the development would 
adversely affect the amenity of the surrounding area having 
regard to the likely effect on the locality in terms of the external 
appearance of the development, traffic congestion and hazard, 
noise or any other factor inconsistent with the use for which the lot 
is zoned.’ 

 
In response, the residential density of the development is incompatible 
with the streetscape (as discussed elsewhere). Traffic congestion and 
noise will also be intensified compared with the existing nursing facility 
or typical Single House developments at the required density. 
 
In line with the principles of ‘aging in place’, it is suggested that the 
local residents that have a need for this dwelling type will on average 
have a greater number of vehicles and visitors requiring parking bays 
than that proposed. 
 
Noting that the proposed dwellings are able to house two people, the 
residents only have to be aged over 55 years or be a dependant 
person, and the proposed visitor bays abutting the driveway do not 
comply with Australian Standards, it is suggested that the proposed 
and required amounts of car-bays is insufficient. 
 
Accordingly, it is considered that the proposed development will 
adversely affect the amenity of the surrounding area, and the proposed 
development is therefore not recommended for approval. 
 
Conclusion 
 
The applicant has resolved some of the issues of the design since last 
before Council, however has not meaningfully addressed some issues, 
whilst no attempt has been made on others. 
 
It is accepted that setbacks, landscaping, excavation and hard surfaces 
all within the front setback area have been suitably resolved. 
 
This application involves a non-conforming land use, resulting in a 
planning assessment that is atypical. Guided by legal advice and a 
preliminary decision from the SAT, the assessment has revealed that 
the proposal has the following unresolved issues: 
 

 Residential density; 

 Heritage values; 

 Bin storage and rubbish collection issues; 

 Storage;  

 Vehicle manoeuvring 
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 Disabled accessibility; 

 Visual privacy; and 

 Amenity. 
 

Accordingly, the application is recommended for refusal. 
 
Procedurally, the applicant should prepare a scheme amendment to 
impose suitable planning controls (including but not limited to zoning 
and density), being subject to community and Council investigation and 
scrutiny, however against advice the applicant has declined. 
 
Attachments 
 
1. Location plan (aerial) 
2. Survey plan 
3. Site plan 
4. Floor plans 
5. Elevations 
6. Perspectives 
7. Photographs of the site and surrounds 
8. Heritage consultant’s comments 

 
 
Note: As far as possible all the following reports under items 12.2, 12.3, 
12.4 and 12.5 will be moved en-bloc and only the exceptions (items 
which Councillors wish to amend) will be discussed. 

 
 

En Bloc 
Moved - Councillor James 
Seconded – Councillor Collins 
 
That all Committee Recommendations relating to Reports under items 
12.2, 12.3, 12.4 and 12.5 with the exception of Report Nos. TS25.12, 
TS26.12, CM10.12, CM11.12, CPS51.12 & CPS 55.12 are adopted en bloc. 
 

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY 10/- 
 
 
Moved – Councillor Collins 
Seconded – Councillor McManus 
 
That item 13.6 be brought forward. 

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY 10/- 
 
 

Councillor Horley retired from the meeting at 8.20 pm. 
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Government Act (1995)



Environmental Protection (Noise) Regulations 1997).





Environmental Protection (Noise) 
Regulations 1997).





At present, while the sub-lease refers to functions, the term “function” 
has not been defined. 

We have sought advice from McLeods Barristers and Solicitors and 
have been advised that a function as defined under the Liquor Control 
Act 1988 (WA) is: 

“a gathering, occasion or event (including a sporting contest, show, 
exhibition, trade or other fair, or reception) at which it is proposed that 
liquor be sold or supplied to those present”.

The City accepts that definition for the purposes of the sub-lease. 



i. If any substantiated complaints are received in respect to the 
extended hours, approval for the extended hours will be 
rescinded and the hours of operation will revert to the core 
hours.  (Substantiation of complaints will be determined by 
City of Nedlands after an officer/s of the City has attended the 
site, and has verified that the approved Noise Management 
Plan dated February 2012 has not been complied with and/or 
any noise or disturbance arising from the café has exceeded 
noise levels regulated by the Environmental Protection 
(Noise) Regulations 1997). 
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the development of the site shall be in accordance with 
the current Master Plan applicable to this Special Use 
Zone as approved by Council from time to time,
following the procedure as set out in clause 8.3 of the 
Scheme.
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The Table below shows the areas the City identified as 
being suitable for housing diversity and the percentage of 
participants who would be agreeable to the different 
housing types in these identified areas;
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“Regional Investment Plans are required to be endorsed by all 
Regional Council Group members to ensure that all member LGAs 
have had an appropriate level of input into the process of determining 
regional priorities, proposed activities and expected outcomes. 
Regional Investment Plans submitted by Regional Council Groups that 
fall under the governance of a formal regional council or an 
incorporated group may be signed by the Chief Executive Officer 
(CEO), subject to provision of evidence of delegation of decision 
making powers to the regional council or incorporated entity for the 
current Regional Funding Program. If this is not available, Regional 
Investment Plans must be signed by all member LGA CEOs. For those 
Regional Council Groups without a formal governance arrangement, 
Regional Investment Plans must be signed by all member LGA CEOs.”





“Regional Investment Plans are required to be endorsed by all Regional 
Council Group members to ensure that all member LGAs have had an 
appropriate level of input into the process of determining regional 
priorities, proposed activities and expected outcomes. Regional 
Investment Plans submitted by Regional Council Groups that fall under 
the governance of a formal regional council or an incorporated group 
may be signed by the Chief Executive Officer (CEO), subject to 
provision of evidence of delegation of decision making powers to the
regional council or incorporated entity for the current Regional Funding 
Program. If this is not available, Regional Investment Plans must be 
signed by all member LGA CEOs. For those Council Groups
without a formal governance arrangement, Regional Investment Plans
must be signed by all member LGA CEOs.”
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Acronyms

DEC  Department of Environment and Conservation
LGA Local Government Authority
RIP Regional Investment Plan 
RIPAG  Regional Investment Plan Assessment Group
RCG  Regional Council Group
RFP Regional Funding Program
SWMP  Strategic Waste Management Plan
WALGA  Western Australian Local Government Association
WARR Account Waste Avoidance and Resource Recovery Account
Waste Authority  Waste Authority of Western Australia

Definitions

Regional Council Group (RCG); two or more Local Government Authorities within 
metropolitan and non-metropolitan Western Australia working together to deliver 
regional waste management priorities identified within Strategic Waste Management 
Plans (SWMP).

Waste Strategy priorities; for the purpose of this document Waste Strategy priorities 
include the priorities, aims, objectives, targets and strategies outlined within the
Western Australian Waste Strategy: “Creating the Right Environment” (Waste 
Strategy)

Contact Details

Regional Funding Program Co-ordinator - Brendan Mohr
Department of Environment and Conservation
Waste Management Branch
7th Floor The Atrium
168 St Georges Terrace
Perth WA 6000

Phone / Fax
Tel: 08-6467 5297 |Mob: 0438 805 292 |Fax: 08-6467 5562

Postal address
Locked Bag 104
Bentley Delivery Centre WA 6983

Email 
rfp@dec.wa.gov.au
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Please complete all sections of this form to access funding through the Regional Funding Program
(RFP). Additional information in support of proposed project can be provided as an attachment.

PPAARRTT AA –– RREEGGIIOONNAALL CCOOUUNNCCIILL GGRROOUUPP

Regional Council Group (RCG) Name: Western Metropolitan Regional Council

Local Government Authority (LGA) Members:

1. Town of Claremont 4. City of Nedlands

2. Town of Cottesloe 5. Shire of Peppermint Grove

3. Town of Mosman Park 6. City of Subiaco

List your RCG’s regional priorities (as indicated in its SWMP): 

The SWMP doesn’t specifically identify “regional priorities” but states the goals of the plan are to: 

Minimise the direct and indirect environmental impact of waste and its management in the 
region over five years.

Manage waste in a sustainable manner.

Increase community awareness of the impact of waste issues on the environment.

The three focus areas of the SWMP are listed as:

1. Introduction of the DiCOM Alternative Waste Treatment Facility [note: this is complete]. 

2. Cooperation through the Technical Committee to maximise opportunities to share 
resources and improve productivity and economic synergies across the region.

3. Promote waste reduction initiatives to the local communities to educate, foster a caring 
ethos and encourage ownership in creating a sustainable society by:

Promoting programmes such as living smart, waste wise schools, event 
recycling, partnerships with charities and end user responsibility.

Instigate recycling in all Council controlled premises.

Incorporate in Council policies the need to address sustainability, recycling and 
accountability for activities undertaken by the Councils, residents, communities 
and developers in the WMRC region.

Additionally, the plan identifies a series of priority actions that could be undertaken at the Brockway 
Waste Transfer Station if additional land is acquired. These actions include:

Expanding greenwaste recycling

Introducing wood waste recycling

Introducing C&D recycling

Expanding the e-waste drop-off zone

Expanding plastic recycling

Is the lead organisation that will administer the grant funds registered for GST purposes?

Yes
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PPAARRTT BB –– PPRROOJJEECCTT IINNFFOORRMMAATTIIOONN

Project Name: Bulky Waste Sorting

Project Manager / Contact Person details:
Ms Rebecca Goodwin

Business Development Manager

Western Metropolitan Regional Council

Phone: (08) 9384 4003; Mobile: 0419 979 516

Email: Rebecca.Goodwin@wmrc.wa.gov.au

Project duration (start and finish dates):  

From: 1 February 2013    To: 31 August 2013

Summary of Project (Key Features): 
The WMRC operates the Brockway Waste Transfer Station in Shenton Park. Funding is sought for civil 
works to:

1. Expand the residential / self-haul recycling drop-off area; and

2. Construct a new internal road and hardstand to receive and sort bulky waste.

1. Expand the residential/self-haul recycling drop-off area. 
A number of free recycling and disposal services are available to local residents at the Waste Transfer 
Station (including batteries, cardboard, e-waste, hazardous waste and scrap metal). Expansion of this 
area will:

Encourage increased use of the area as more parking bays will be available.

Increase the number of services available to residents.

Improve access for recycling contractors’ vehicle / container access.

2. Construct a new internal road and hardstand to receive and sort bulky waste.
For many years, WMRC has unsuccessfully sought to acquire additional land adjacent to the Waste 
Transfer Station to provide space for bulky waste sorting and resource recovery activities. A new design 
has been developed that will allow WMRC to sort bulky waste without the need to acquire additional 
land.

The works will provide an area for approximately 5,500 tonnes of bulky waste per annum to be sorted 
and recyclables recovered. Under the current set-up, less than 2% of bulky waste received is separated 
for recycling. Bulky waste includes:

Council collected verge (hard) waste

Self-haul waste (e.g. tip passes)

Bulky waste delivered in 2-3m3 skip bins
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Project Methodology (align with Projected Milestone Schedule – Part D):
Expand residential/self-haul recycling drop-off area:

1. Appoint head contractor. 

2. Demolish existing landscaping and bitumen.

3. Lay new kerbing and bitumen.

4. Install new landscaping.

5. Install electrical connection for cardboard compactor bin.

6. Coordinate new bins / collection systems.

7. Complete directional line painting.

8. Install directional and materials signage.

9. Promote new recycling services.

Construct internal road and hardstand

1. Install drainage. 

2. Lay new bitumen and concrete.

3. Replace existing retaining wall.

4. Construct ‘hut’ for attendant/s. 

5. Connect electricity to hut.

6. Coordinate new bins/collection systems. 

Project Investment  

Regional Funding Program funds requested for this project (Excluding GST) $208,708

Amount of funding contributed by RCG (in-kind) $- 

Amount of funding contributed by RCG (cash) $413,129

Other funding program investment (list) $- 

Total $620,837
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PPAARRTT CC -- FFUUNNDDIINNGG CCRRIITTEERRIIAA

Project alignment with SWMP:

Is the project identified as a regional priority within the RCG’s SWMP?

The SWMP identifies a series of priority actions if additional land is acquired at the Waste Transfer 
Station. Additional land has not been acquired, but the works proposed works will allow the priority actions 
to be achieved on the existing land. This includes:

Action 25: Additional plastic recycling available at Brockway Transfer Station.

Action 28: Development of an expanded greenwaste recycling facility on a portion of the acquired 
land adjoining the Brockway facility.

Action 29: Establish wood waste recycling as part of the redevelopment of Brockway.

Action 30: Establish C&D recycling as part of the redevelopment of Brockway Waste Transfer 
Station.

Action 33: Investigate changes to materials separation and collection frequencies [for Council bulk 
waste] to improve waste diversion from landfill.

Additionally the following actions are identified in the WMRC’s Corporate Business Plan and regional 
priorities:

1.1.5 Provide expanded waste recycling services

3.3.1 Sort waste from residents for recycling

Outline the regional priority(s), objectives and deliverables that this project will achieve or 
contribute towards achieving: 

At implementation:
Regional Priorities:

Manage waste in a sustainable manner. 

Provide expanded waste recycling services.

Sort waste from residents for recycling.

Objectives:

To establish a suitable area to sort bulky waste received at the Brockway Waste Transfer Station. 

To provide the necessary equipment and personnel to sort bulky waste received at the Brockway 
Waste Transfer Station.

Deliverables:

The residential/self-haul recycling drop-off area at the Brockway Waste Transfer Station is 
increased in area, capacity and use.

At least one additional free recycling or disposal services is available to residents at the Brockway 
Waste Transfer Station.

An area is available to sort bulky waste received at the Brockway Waste Transfer Station to 
increase the quantity of waste recovered for recycling.
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Five years from implementation:

Regional Priorities:

Divert increased quantities of bulky waste from landfill.

Objectives:

By 2017, over 50% of all bulky waste received at the Brockway Waste Transfer Station is 
recovered for recycling.

By 2017 65% of residential self-haul waste is sorted for recycling in the residential/self-haul drop 
off area. 

Deliverables:

WMRC LGA members have highest waste recovery rates among Australia.

Increased quantities of waste from the Brockway Waste Transfer Station diverted from landfill.

Indicate the Waste Strategy target(s) that this project will contribute towards achieving: 

The introduction of the DiCOM Waste Processing System at the Brockway Waste Transfer Station in mid-
2013 will see the WMRC LGA members’ diversion from landfill reach between 72% and 74%. This is 
already well above the Waste Strategy’s targets for MSW of:

50% diversion from landfill of material presented for collection in the metropolitan region by 30 
June 2015 and 65% diversion by 30 June 2020.

Currently no material is sorted from the bulky hard waste received at the Brockway Waste Transfer 
Station. A study by Mindarie Regional Council (Best Practice Bulky Hard Waste and Greenwaste verge 
collections, Hofstede and Associates) identifies the largest types of waste disposed through verge
collections are scrap metal, timber, cardboard and mattresses. A visual audit at the WMRC’s site on 15 
November 2012 confirmed this. By 2015, WMRC expects to be recovering at least 60% of Council bulk 
waste. This will lift the LGA members’ diversion from landfill to between 77% and 80%; well above the 
2015 diversion target for MSW and among the best performing Councils in Australia. 

The proposed bulky waste sorting area will also sort approximately 2,000 tonnes of commercial and 
industrial (C&I) waste delivered in small skip bins. The Waste Strategy identified targets for C&I waste of 
55% by 30 June 2015 and 70% by 2020. This project will contribute towards achievement of these C&I 
targets.

Indicate how the project will acknowledge the contribution that RFP funding will make towards 
improvement in waste avoidance, resource recovery or disposal: 
Signage will be erected stating “recycling services provided with assistance of the Waste Authority.”

Outline if the project is a new initiative or if it will add value to an existing activity: 

The proposed project will value-add to the existing sorting/recycling services provided at the Waste 
Transfer Station. 
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Are any planning, environmental or other approvals required for this project? 
Provide details:

The proposed works form part of site-wide refurbishment. Planning approval was received 
from the City of Nedlands in October 2011; however the design has been amended and 
WMRC is in discussions with the City of Nedlands as to whether a new planning permit is 
required.

TBC

Have these approvals been issued?  (Please provide a copy of the relevant approval/s)

See above. 

TBC

Project stakeholders

List the LGAs directly involved in this project and a summary of their involvement. 

1. City of Nedlands The Waste Transfer Station is located in the City of Nedlands 
Planning approval for the works may be required (see above).

All LGAs in the region will promote the sorting/recycling services to 
their residents.

2. Town of Claremont

3. Town of Cottesloe

4. Town of Mosman Park

5. Shire of Peppermint Grove

6. City of Subiaco

List any partner organisations and their role in the project (including other funding programs, 
consultants, sub contractors etc), where known. 

1. Q3 Architecture AutoCAD drawings for incorporation into tender and contract 
documents.

2. Head Contractor for Civil Works

(to be appointed)

Detailed design
Contract documentation
Contract administration

3. Geotechnical consultant

(to be appointed)

Obtain geotechnical information required for the project 
design

Resources / Approvals

What time and skills, or other resources (including, staff; services; materials; equipment; 
technology; intellectual property rights / access; etc) will be required to complete the project on
time and within budget? 

Please provide details (including how these resources will be funded / sourced):

The preliminary design has been completed by WMRC’s Engineer.

All works will be carried out by specialised contractors, under the supervision of a Head Contractor. The 
Heard Contractor will be responsible for ensuring the project is completed on time and within budget.

The required materials will be supplied by contractors.
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PPAARRTT DD –– PPRROOJJEECCTT MMIILLEESSTTOONNEESS

If required the following forms can be submitted in A3 format. 
Note: This table provides a projection of the Regional Funding Program funding that will be required on 
completion of project milestones. 

PPrroojjeecctteedd MMiilleessttoonnee SScchheedduullee –– RReeggiioonnaall FFuunnddiinngg PPrrooggrraamm ccoonnttrriibbuuttiioonn

Project Name:  

Activity  Milestone
Anticipated 
Milestone 
Completion 
Date 

Regional Funding 
Program payment
on completion of 
milestone  
(Excluding GST)

Contract agreement             No. 1 Submission and approval of 
RIP 31/12/2012

20% being:

$41,741.60

Civil works
No. 2 Demolish existing 

landscaping & bitumen   40% being:

$83,483.20No. 3 New drainage, bitumen, 
concrete and landscaping

Structural works
No. 4 Replace retaining wall 10% being:

$20,870.80No. 5 Construct hut for attendant

Electrical works No. 6 Install electrical needs
10% being:

$20,870.80

Signage
No. 7 Complete directional line 

painting 10% being:

$20,870.80No. 8 Install services signage

Final Project Evaluation 
Report

Submission and approval 
of Final Project Evaluation 
Report

31/08/2013
10% being:

$20,870.80

Total Regional Funding Program Funding (Excluding GST)  $208,708
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PPAARRTT EE -- PPRROOJJEECCTT BBUUDDGGEETT

If required, the following tables can be submitted in A3 format.

This table outlines the projected costs and how the project will be funded.  

PPrroojjeecctteedd EExxppeennddiittuurree

Item

Projected Expenditure

Regional 
Funding Program 
(Excluding GST)

RCG (in-kind) RCG (cash) Funds from 
other sources 

Salaries/Wages/Fees  

In house labour costs
  

Consultant & Subcontractor
fees

Demolish existing bitumen 
and landscaping $9,824

Lay new kerbing, bitumen 
and concrete $145,179 $140,396

Install drainage $47,705

Install new landscaping $1,233

Install electrical connections $4,000

Line marking / painting $1,000

Direct Project Costs

Capital items (list)  

Construct hut for attendants $50,000

Directional signage $1,000

Replace retaining wall $220,500 

Equipment hire (list)

Expendables (list)

Freight & transport

Vehicle expenses

Insurance/s    

Printing, advertising, distribution

(promote new recycling 
services)

$1,000
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Accounting / Legal fees     

Administration costs (list)

Other (detail)   

Sub - total $208,708 $ $413,129 $ 

Total Projected Expenditure   $620,837
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RReeggiioonnaall IInnvveessttmmeenntt PPllaann CChheecckklliisstt

Please complete this checklist to ensure that the project meets the required funding 
and assessment criteria.

You have read and understand the Regional Funding Program for Local Government 
Authorities 2011-2016: Funding Guidelines - January 2012 (Funding Guidelines).

Your RCG has lodged a Strategic Waste Management Plan with Department of Environment 
and Conservation (DEC) and it has been endorsed.

All LGAs within your RCG have completed and submitted the most recent DEC local 
government census of waste services and recycling.

The project was identified as a regional priority within the RCG’s DEC endorsed SWMP. 

The project will clearly identify and recognise the contribution that RFP funding makes 
towards improvement in waste avoidance, resource recovery or disposal. 

You have provided proof of delegation of decision making powers from all LGAs to the 
nominated lead authority of the RCG for the current RFP (Section 8.1.1 Funding Guidelines)

and The RIP has been signed by the delegated authority; 

or  
the RIP has been signed by all LGA member Chief Executive Officers (CEOs). 

The project will make a measurable contribution towards meeting Waste Strategy targets.

The project will achieve continuous improvement in waste avoidance, recovery or disposal.

The project meets all applicable Project Investment Criteria, (Section 7: Funding Guidelines).

The Regional Investment Plan (RIP) includes all details of project funding, including details of 
funding under other funding programs (including Waste Authority programs).

The project includes a recipient contribution totalling 20% of the overall project cost (cash if a 
competitive bid funding application).

The RIP is submitted within the applicable funding period (Section 1 Funding Guidelines).

You have completed all applicable sections of the RIP template.

You have submitted one electronic and one signed hard copy of your RIP.
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Note: This report must be signed by the CEO of the regional council, lead local government 
representing the RCG or all group CEOs as applicable. 

Add declarations as required. 

PPAARRTT FF -- DDEECCLLAARRAATTIIOONN

II,, AAddaamm JJoohhnnssoonn,, CChhiieeff EExxeeccuuttiivvee OOffffiicceerr ooff WWeesstteerrnn MMeettrrooppoolliittaann RReeggiioonnaall CCoouunncciill

ddeeccllaarree tthhaatt tthhee iinnffoorrmmaattiioonn ggiivveenn iinn tthhiiss RReeggiioonnaall IInnvveessttmmeenntt PPllaann aanndd aallll aattttaacchheedd ddooccuummeennttss aarree
ccoommpplleettee aanndd ccoorrrreecctt ttoo tthhee bbeesstt ooff mmyy kknnoowwlleeddggee,, iinnffoorrmmaattiioonn aanndd bbeelliieeff..

SSiiggnnaattuurree ooff CChhiieeff
EExxeeccuuttiivvee OOffffiicceerr:: ……………………………………………………………………………………………………………………((ssiiggnnaattuurree))

MMrr AAddaamm JJoohhnnssoonn

…………………………………………………………………….... ((ddaattee))

WWiittnneesssseedd bbyy:: ………………………………………………………………………………………………………………..((ssiiggnnaattuurree))

MMrrss RReebbeeccccaa GGooooddwwiinn

BBuussiinneessss DDeevveellooppmmeenntt MMaannaaggeerr

…………………………………………………………………….... ((ddaattee))


































