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MINUTES

MINUTES OF A MEETING OF THE A MEETING OF THE BUSSELTON CITY COUNCIL HELD IN MEETING
ROOM ONE, COMMUNITY RESOURCE CENTRE, 21 CAMMILLERI STREET, BUSSELTON, ON 26 APRIL
2017 AT 5.30PM.

1. DECLARATION OF OPENING AND ANNOUNCEMENT OF VISITORS

The Presiding Member opened the meeting at 5.30pm.
2. ATTENDANCE

Presiding Member: Members:

Cr Grant Henley = Mayor Cr Coralie Tarbotton Deputy Mayor
Cr Ross Paine
Cr Terry Best
Cr John McCallum
Cr Rob Bennett
Cr Paul Carter
Cr Robert Reekie
Cr Gordon Bleechmore

Officers:

Mr Mike Archer, Chief Executive Officer

Mr Oliver Darby, Director, Engineering and Works Services

Mrs Naomi Searle, Director, Community and Commercial Services
Mr Cliff Frewing, Director, Finance and Corporate Services

Mr Anthony Rowe, Manager, Development Services and Policy
Miss Kate Dudley, Administration Officer, Governance

Apologies
Mr Paul Needham, Director, Planning and Development Services

Approved Leave of Absence

Nil
Media:
“Busselton-Dunsborough Mail”
Public:
Nil

3. PRAYER

The Anzac Ode was delivered by the Mayor
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PUBLIC QUESTION TIME

Response to Previous Questions Taken on Notice
Nil

Public Question Time

Nil

ANNOUNCEMENTS WITHOUT DISCUSSION

Announcements by the Presiding Member

Nil

Announcements by other Members at the invitation of the Presiding Member
Nil

APPLICATION FOR LEAVE OF ABSENCE

Nil

PETITIONS AND PRESENTATIONS

Nil

DISCLOSURE OF INTERESTS

The Mayor noted that a declaration of impartiality interest had been received from:

e Director, Oliver Darby in relation to Agenda Item 15.1 Councillor Information Bulletin.
The Mayor advised that in accordance with the Local Government (Rules of Conduct)
Regulations 2007 this declaration would be read out immediately before Item 15.1 was

discussed.

CONFIRMATION AND RECEIPT OF MINUTES

Previous Council Meetings

Minutes of the Council Meeting held 12 April 2017

Council Decision
C1704/078 Moved Councillor J McCallum, seconded Councillor T Best

That the Minutes of the Council Meeting held 12 April 2017 be confirmed as a true and
correct record.

CARRIED 9/0
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Committee Meetings

9.2 Minutes of the Finance Committee Meeting held 6 April 2017

Council Decision
C1704/079

Moved Councillor G Bleechmore, seconded Councillor P Carter

1) That the minutes of the Finance Committee Meeting held 6 April 2017 be received.

2) That the Council notes the outcomes from the Finance Committee Meeting held 6 April 2017

being:

The Permit Fees for Cruise Ship Tender use of Marine Berthing Platforms at
the Busselton Jetty item is presented for Council consideration at item 10.1
of this agenda.

The Review of Policy 218 — Investment item is presented for Council
consideration at item 10.2 of this agenda.

The Finance Committee Information Bulletin — February 2017 item is noted.

The List of Payments Made — February 2017 item is presented for Council
consideration at item 10.4 of this agenda.

The Financial Activity Statements — Period Ending 28 February 2017 item is
presented for Council consideration at item 10.5 of this agenda.

The Draft Schedule of Fees and Charges for the 2017/18 Financial Year item
is presented for Council consideration at item 10.6 of this agenda.

The Proposed Amendment - Basis of Rating - Prescribed Areas item is
presented for Council consideration at item 10.7 of this agenda.

The Long Term Financial Plan 1 July 2017 to 30 June 2027 item is presented
for Council consideration at item 10.8 of this agenda.

CARRIED 9/0
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ITEMS BROUGHT FORWARD AND ADOPTION BY EXCEPTION RESOLUTION

At this juncture the Mayor advised the meeting that with the exception of the items
identified to be withdrawn for discussion, that the remaining reports, including the
Committee and Officer Recommendations, will be adopted en bloc.

Council Decision / Committee Recommendation and Officer Recommendation

C1704/080 Moved Councillor J McCallum, seconded Councillor G Bleechmore

That the Committee and Officer Recommendations in relation to the following agenda
items be carried en bloc:

10.2
10.3

10.4
10.5

10.7

10.8

111
15.1

Finance Committee - 6/04/2017 - REVIEW OF POLICY 218 - INVESTMENT

Finance Committee - 6/04/2017 - FINANCE COMMITTEE INFORMATION BULLETIN -
FEBRUARY 2017

Finance Committee - 6/04/2017 - LIST OF PAYMENTS MADE - FEBRUARY 2017

Finance Committee - 6/04/2017 - FINANCIAL ACTIVITY STATEMENTS - PERIOD
ENDING 28 FEBRUARY 2017

Finance Committee - 6/04/2017 - PROPOSED AMENDMENT - BASIS OF RATING -
PRESCRIBED AREAS

Finance Committee - 6/04/2017 - LONG TERM FINANCIAL PLAN 1 JULY 2017 TO 30
JUNE 2027

DEVELOPMENT CONTROL FRAMEWORK - REVIEW AND PROPOSED DIRECTION
COUNCILLORS' INFORMATION BULLETIN

CARRIED 9/0
EN BLOC
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10. REPORTS OF COMMITTEE

10.2 Finance Committee - 6/04/2017 - REVIEW OF POLICY 218 - INVESTMENT

SUBIJECT INDEX: Financial Operations

STRATEGIC OBJECTIVE: An organisation that is managed effectively and achieves positive
outcomes for the community.

BUSINESS UNIT: Finance and Corporate Services

ACTIVITY UNIT: Finance and Corporate Services Support

REPORTING OFFICER: Executive Assistant - Christine Garratt

AUTHORISING OFFICER: Director, Finance and Corporate Services - Cliff Frewing

VOTING REQUIREMENT: Simple Majority

ATTACHMENTS: Nil

This item was considered by the Finance Committee at its meeting on 6 April 2017, the
recommendations from which have been included in this report.

PRECIS

As part of Council’s ongoing policy review, a review of Policy 218 Investment has been carried out.
As a result of this review it is recommended that no alterations be made to the policy.

BACKGROUND

The Council’s Investment Policy 218 was last before the Council in September 2014. Two
amendments to the Policy were made at that time to enhance its functionality, whilst ensuring
legislative compliance was maintained. The amended Policy was endorsed by the Council at that
time (C1409/225).

The Investment policy as it stands now is in full compliance with Regulation 19 of the Local
Government (Financial Management) Regulations 1996 in that investments are limited to Term
Deposits with authorised deposit-taking institutions for terms of no more than 12 months or with
Government Guaranteed bonds for terms of no more than 3 years. This policy has previously been
updated to reflect these requirements to ensure full legal compliance was maintained.

It should also be noted that the Auditors have not made any comment on the Investment Policy in
recent years, either in the Financial Management Systems Review or as part of the Annual
Compliance Audit Return at which time the City’s investments and the Investment policy are
reviewed.

STATUTORY ENVIRONMENT

In accordance with Section 2.7(2)(b) of the Local Government Act 1995 it is the role of the Council to
determine the Local Government’s policies.

In accordance with Section 6.14 of the Local Government Act 1995 Council has the power to invest
surplus funds held in a municipal or trust fund that are not immediately required for any other
purpose.

In accordance with Regulation 19C of the Local Government (Financial Management) Regulations
1996 Council is limited to invest surplus funds in Term Deposits with Authorised Deposit-Taking
Institutions as defined in the Banking Act 1959 (Commonwealth) section 5 or the Western Australian
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Treasury Corporation established by the Western Australian Treasury Corporation Act 1986 for terms
of no more than 12 months.

Council is also limited to only investing surplus funds in Government Guaranteed bonds and for
terms of no more than 3 years.

RELEVANT PLANS AND POLICIES

This report proposes adoption of existing Council Policy 218 Investment in its current format without
any changes.

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS
There are no direct financial implications associated with this report.

Long-term Financial Plan Implications

Nil.
STRATEGIC COMMUNITY OBJECTIVES

This policy aligns with and supports the Council’s Key Goal Area 6 — ‘Open and Collaborative
Leadership’ and more specifically Community Objective 6.3 — ‘An organisation that is managed
effectively and achieves positive outcomes for the community’.

RISK ASSESSMENT

The primary risk is the loss of Council funds. Legislative requirements have been established which
outline very clear restrictions regarding which investment options are available to Councils. The
Council’s Investment Policy complies with these legislative requirements. This policy also requires
funds to be spread across a number of institutions and limits exposure to individual institutions
based upon performance benchmarks and associated reporting requirements thereby further
mitigating risk.

In addition, a statement of invested funds is presented to Council each month via the Finance
Committee where compliance with this policy is monitored by the Committee.

CONSULTATION
As a policy with an internal focus, this policy is not considered to require any public consultation.
OFFICER COMMENT

This report presents the review of the Council’s Investment Policy 218. As a result of this review it
was established that this policy is in full compliance with Regulation 19 of the Local Government
(Financial Management) Regulations 1996.

In addition no comment has been in made in recent years by the Auditors as a result of the Annual
Financial Management Systems Review or the Annual Compliance Audit Return at which time the
City’s investments and the Investment Policy are reviewed.

It is further considered by officers that the policy has been operating efficiently and effectively for
the City’s current needs and therefore it is proposed that no alterations are made to Policy 218
Investment and that Council re-endorses the policy in its current format.
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CONCLUSION

As part of the regular practice of reviewing Council policies, a review was carried out on Policy 218
Investment. Following this review officers are recommending that no alterations be made to the
policy.

OPTIONS

The Council may not agree to re-endorsement of the existing policy and may seek to make
alterations to the policy.

TIMELINE FOR IMPLEMENTATION OF OFFICER RECOMMENDATION

The policy would be effective immediately upon adoption of Council.

Council Decision Committee Recommendation and Officer Recommendation
C1704/081 Moved Councillor ] McCallum, seconded Councillor G Bleechmore

That Council readopts the following existing Council Policy 218 Investment:

occe ‘ Investment V9 Current

STATEMENT

The principal objective of the Council in respect of the investment of surplus credit funds is
the preservation of capital. Whilst a conservative approach is to be adopted with regards to
investment decisions, the maximisation of returns within the confines of the policy
guidelines is also encouraged.

This policy details the relevant authorities for investment, the nature and type of
investments that can be entered into, institution exposure limits, investment performance
benchmarks and associated reporting requirements.

PURPOSE

This policy provides specific guidelines for the Council, Chief Executive Officer and relevant
employees of the City of Busselton in respect of the investment of surplus funds that are
not immediately required for any other purpose.

Compliance with this policy will ensure prudency in the preservation of capital, whilst
promoting the maximisation of investment returns within the policy guidelines.

SCOPE

As part of its core financial operations, the City of Busselton is positioned to invest surplus
funds not immediately required for any other purpose; in order to add value through
increased investment returns. The nature of funds available for investment includes
Reserves, other restricted funds (e.g. contributions, bonds etc) and general revenue funds
in excess of immediate cash-flow requirements. Investment earnings assist in augmenting
reserve balances and also supplementing other general revenue streams.

Whilst the revenue associated with investment earnings represents an important
component of the City’s funding sources, the Council has identified the preservation of
investment capital as a principal objective; and as such, investment decisions must
primarily align with this objective.
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Whilst this policy reflects the Council’s capital preservation objective, it also provides
sufficient flexibility to assist in the maximisation of investment returns within the defined
investment types and associated exposure limits.

DEFINITIONS
“ADI” — Authorised Deposit-Taking Institutions (ADI’s) are corporations that are authorised
under the Banking Act 1959 to take deposits from customers.

“APRA” — Australian Prudential Regulation Authority (APRA) is the prudential regulator of
the Australian financial services industry. It oversees banks, credit unions, building
societies, general insurance companies and most members of the superannuation industry.

“Austraclear” - The Austraclear System, which is regulated by the Reserve Bank, simplifies
settlement complexities and enhances straight-through-processing (STP), office integration
and cross border opportunities to facilitate the registering, bookkeeping, clearing and
settlement of a broader range of derivative, security and cash asset classes.

“Big four” Bank — For the purposes of this policy, the Australian “Big four” banks comprise
the Commonwealth Bank, the National Australia Bank, Westpac and ANZ Bank.

“Counterparty” — A counterparty is both the legal and financial term that refers to the
other individual or institution to an agreement or contract.

“Custodian — Safe Custody” - A custodian is a brokerage or other financial institution that
holds and manages securities, or other assets, on behalf of an investor.

“Rating Agency” - Credit rating agencies such as Standard and Poors (S & P) are
professional organisations that provide opinion on the general credit worthiness of an
obligor with respect to particular debt security or other financial obligations.

POLICY CONTENT
1.1 Objectives

e The purpose of this policy is to establish the investment risk management
guidelines that the City of Busselton adopts in investing surplus funds that are
not immediately required for any other purpose.

e The principal objective of this policy is the preservation of capital (Security).

e To take a conservative approach to investments, but with a focus to add value
through prudent investment of funds (Security).

e To achieve a high level of security by using recognised ratings criteria (Security).
¢ To maintain an adequate level of diversification (Security).
¢ To have ready access to funds for day-to-day requirements (Liquidity).

e To ensure compliance with appropriate legislative requirements (Compliance).
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1.2 Authority for Investment
All investments are to be made in accordance with:

Credit Ratings Individual Institution | Overall Portfolio  Credit
(Standard and Poor’s or Equivalent) | Limits Limits

e Local Government 1995 — Section 6.14 and any regulations made under that Act
including the following:

o) Local Government (Financial Management) Regulations 1996 -
Regulation 19C; and

o) The Trustees Act 1962 — Part Il Investments as amended by the Trustees
Amendment Act 1997.

1.3 Delegation of Authority
The Chief Executive Officer is authorised to invest surplus funds in accordance with
this policy.

14 Authorised Investments
All investments must be denominated in Australian Dollars. Authorised Investments
are limited to those permitted by the appropriate legislation, being:

e With an Authorised Institution, being:

(a) An Authorised Deposit-Taking Institution as defined in the Banking Act
1959 (Commonwealth) section 5; or

(b) The Western Australian Treasury Corporation established by the
Western Australian Treasury Corporation Act 1986;

e A Bond that is guaranteed by the Commonwealth Government, or a State or
Territory Government.

1.5 Investment Guidelines — Credit Quality, Diversification and Term to Maturity
Constraints
(i) Portfolio Credit Framework

The portfolio credit guidelines to be adopted will be based on the Standard &
Poor’s (S&P) ratings system criteria. The maximum available limits in each
rating category is reflected in the below table.

(i) Counterparty/Institution Credit Framework

Exposure to individual counterparties/financial institutions will be restricted
by their S&P rating so that single entity exposure is limited, as detailed in the
below table.
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Long Term Short Term Maximum Maximum Weighting as

Credit Ratings | Credit Ratings Percentage % of Total Investment
With One Financial Portfolio
Institution

AAA (All Aus. | A-1+ 40% 100%

ADI)

AA (Aus. "Big | A-2 40% 100%

four" Bank)

AA (Other A-2 20% 100%

Aus. ADI)

A (All Aus. A-2 15% 60%

ADI)

BBB (All Aus A-3 10% 20%

ADI)

(iii) Term to maturity Framework

Legislation restricts the term to maturity for a deposit with an ADI to a
maximum term of 12 months, and a Bond to a maximum term of 3 years. The
investment portfolio is to be invested with the following term to maturity
constraints:

Overall Portfolio Term to Maturity Limits

Duration Maximum
Portfolio % < 1Year 100%
Portfolio % > 1 Year < 3 Years 20%

1.6 Credit Ratings
If any of the City’s investments are downgraded such that they no longer fall within
these investment policy guidelines, they will be divested as soon as is practicable.

1.7 Accounting for Premiums and Discounts
From time to time financial assets may be acquired at a discount or premium to
their face value. Any such discount or premium is to be taken into account in line
with relevant Australian Accounting Standards.

1.8 Base Total Investment Portfolio Value for Percentage Calculations
The value of any funds held in an 11am type account, being one that offers higher
interest rates than a standard cheque account but maintains same day access to
funds; shall be excluded when verifying compliance with this policy.

1.9 Safe Custody Arrangements
Where necessary, investments may be held in safe custody on the City’s behalf,

as long as the following criteria are met:

J The City must retain beneficial ownership of all investments.
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J Adequate documentation is provided, verifying the existence of the
investments.

] The Custodian conducts regular reconciliation of records with relevant
registries and/or clearing systems.

J The Institution or Custodian recording and holding the assets will

be:

o Austraclear or;

o) An Institution with an investment grade Standards and Poors or
Moody’s rating or;

o An Institution with adequate insurance, including professional
indemnity insurance and other insurances considered prudent and
appropriate to cover its liabilities under any agreement.

1.10 General

The City of Busselton will not make ill-informed or unpredictable investment
decisions, be engaged in overly speculative investments, or invest other than in
compliance with the relevant legislation.

1.11 Reporting
(i) A report will be provided to the Council on a monthly basis as a minimum,
detailing the investment portfolio in terms of performance and
counterparty percentage exposure of total portfolio. The report will also
detail investment income earned versus budget year to date and confirm
compliance of the City’s investments within legislative and policy limits.

(ii) For audit purposes, certificates must be obtained from the banks/fund
managers/custodian confirming the amounts of investment held on the
City’s behalf at 30" June each year.

Policy Reference No. - 218

Owner Unit — Finance

Originator — Manager, Financial Services
Policy approved by — Council

Date Approved — 24 September, 2014
Review Frequency — As required

Related Documents — Nil

History

Council Resolution Date Information

C

C1409/225 24 September, 2014 | Version 9 (Current)

CARRIED 9/0
EN BLOC
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10.3 Finance Committee - 6/04/2017 - FINANCE COMMITTEE INFORMATION BULLETIN -

FEBRUARY 2017

SUBIJECT INDEX: Councillors' Information

STRATEGIC OBJECTIVE: An organisation that is managed effectively and achieves positive
outcomes for the community.

BUSINESS UNIT: Finance and Corporate Services

ACTIVITY UNIT: Executive Services

REPORTING OFFICER: Manager Financial Services - Kim Dolzadelli
Councillor Support Officer - Lisa Haste
Asset Coordinator - Daniel Hall

AUTHORISING OFFICER: Director, Finance and Corporate Services - Cliff Frewing

VOTING REQUIREMENT: Simple Majority

ATTACHMENTS: Nil

This item was considered by the Finance Committee at its meeting on 6 April 2017, the
recommendations from which have been included in this report.
PRECIS

This report provides an overview of information that is considered of relevance to members of the
Finance Committee, and also the Council.

INFORMATION BULLETIN

1. Chief Executive Officer — Corporate Credit Card

Details of monthly transactions made on the Chief Executive Officer’s corporate credit card are
provided below to ensure there is appropriate oversight and awareness of credit card transactions
made.

Date " Amount ‘ Payee ‘ Description

31-Jan-17 $77.50 Equinox Café + CEO Hospitality - Staff Leaving Function

03-Feb-17 $70.00 Aravina Estate | Airport Discussion with Owners
Yallingup

07-Feb-17 $84.50 Al Forno, Busselton Party Position Meeting

09-Feb-17 $115.85 Bunkers Beach Café + Cape ROC

18-Feb-17 $179.00 The Peninsula, South | Accomm: CEO Vehicle Recall Service
Perth

20-Feb-17 $575.00 Travel Insurance Direct | * CEO travel insurance

21-Feb-17 $40.59 IStock Admin Building Images/Media

*Funds debited against CEO Annual Professional Development Allowance as per employment
Contract Agreement
+ Allocated against CEO Hospitality Expenses Allowance

2. Voluntary Contributions/Donations (Income)

No voluntary contributions have been approved this financial year to date.
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3. Donations/Contributions and Subsidies Fund (Sponsorship Fund — Payment of Funds)

Current expenditure from the Donations, Contributions and Subsidies Fund (Sponsorship Fund)
reveals:

e 73 applications for sponsorship have been received during this financial year.

e The average donation approved for the financial year is $323.85

e There were 4 applications for sponsorship received or assessed during February 2017.

e Expenditure from the Donations, Contributions and Subsidies Fund (Sponsorship Fund) for
the financial year totals $23,640.50

e Total budget for the Donations, Contributions and Subsidies Fund (Sponsorship Fund) is
$37,450.

App. No. Recipient Purpose Amount

70/1617 Eleanor Hartill Representing WA at the Under 18's Australian $200
Junior Basketball Championships in Townsville,
April 2017. Funds to assist with associated costs
(flights and accommodation)

71/1617 Braiden Abrahamse Representing WA at the BMX Australia $200
Nationals 2017 in Queensland. Funds to assist
with associated costs (flights and
accommodation)

72/1617 Delirium 24 hour road Delirium missed the opportunity to apply for $750
race world funding through the events team so applied
championship event through this avenue. Funds sought to get 5
world champion cyclists over for the event.
Funds received will help pay for their travel and
accommodation costs.

73/1617 Shelly Rourke Shelly is taking a Youth team from Busselton $1,000
(10-15ppl) to the Pedal Prix event in South
Australia. Funds requested to assist with travel
and accommodation costs.

Asset Management Report

Unsealed Road Inspections.

The asset team have recently completed an updated inspection of the City’s unsealed road network
as part of the overall review of the Roads Asset Management Plan. The purpose of the inspections
has been to update the asset register with condition information and also provide and updated fair
value for unsealed roads.

The information assessed in the inspection includes condition, utilisation and risk levels. This includes
factors for school bus and heavy vehicle routes, formation and shape of the road and an assessment
of the depth of the remaining gravel on the road.

The updated condition, utilisation and risk information is then used to prioritise re-renewal (Re-
sheeting works) for future years. Regular Re-sheeting of unsealed (gravel) roads is required to
maintain surface condition and sufficient pavement material (gravel) to enable regular maintenance
grading. The work is programmed on an annual basis as part of the Capital works budget for roads.
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UNSEALED ROADS AREA M2 BY CONDITION (INCLUDES FORMED AND UNFORMED)

9  CONDITION 10

The chart above shows the current condition profile (zero very good, ten very poor) of the unsealed
roads following the inspections. This chart includes ‘unformed’ (also known as unmade or
unconstructed) roads which are essentially roads that provide some form of access but have not
been improved or shaped (formed) in any significant way. Re-sheeting works are generally only
scheduled for formed roads unless there is specific need to improve the service level of an unformed
road.

This chart shows that there is a reasonable spread of roads in a good condition, however also

highlights the importance of the ongoing annual re-sheeting program in order to manage renewal of
the worst condition unsealed roads.

Council Decision/Committee Recommendation and Officer Recommendation

C1704/083 Moved Councillor ] McCallum, seconded Councillor G Bleechmore

That the Finance Committee Information Bulletin for the month of February 2017 be noted.
CARRIED 9/0
EN BLOC
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10.4 Finance Committee - 6/04/2017 - LIST OF PAYMENTS MADE - FEBRUARY 2017

SUBIJECT INDEX: Financial Operations
STRATEGIC OBJECTIVE: An organisation that is managed effectively and achieves positive
outcomes for the community.

BUSINESS UNIT: Finance and Corporate Services
ACTIVITY UNIT: Finance
REPORTING OFFICER: Manager Financial Services - Kim Dolzadelli

AUTHORISING OFFICER: Director, Finance and Corporate Services - Cliff Frewing

VOTING REQUIREMENT:  Simple Majority

ATTACHMENTS: Attachment A February 2017 Payment Listing for Council=

This item was considered by the Finance Committee at its meeting on 6 April 2017, the
recommendations from which have been included in this report.

PRECIS

This report provides details of payments made from the City’s bank accounts for the month of
February 2017, for noting by the Council and recording in the Council Minutes.

BACKGROUND

The Local Government (Financial Management) Regulations require that when the Council has
delegated authority to the Chief Executive Officer to make payments from the City’s bank accounts,
that a list of payments made is prepared each month for presentation to, and noting by, Council.
STATUTORY ENVIRONMENT

Section 6.10 of the Local Government Act and more specifically, Regulation 13 of the Local
Government (Financial Management) Regulations; refer to the requirement for a listing of payments
made each month to be presented to the Council.

RELEVANT PLANS AND POLICIES

NA.

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

NA.

Long-term Financial Plan Implications

NA.

STRATEGIC COMMUNITY OBJECTIVES

This matter principally aligns with Key Goal Area 6 — ‘Open and Collaborative Leadership’ and more
specifically Community Objective 6.3 — ‘An organisation that is managed effectively and achieves
positive outcomes for the community’.

RISK ASSESSMENT

NA.
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CONSULTATION

NA.

OFFICER COMMENT

NA.

CONCLUSION

NA.

OPTIONS

NA.

TIMELINE FOR IMPLEMENTATION OF OFFICER RECOMMENDATION

NA.

Council Decision/Committee Recommendation and Officer Recommendation

C1704/084 Moved Councillor ] McCallum, seconded Councillor G Bleechmore
That the Council notes payment of voucher numbers M113937 — M114056, EF050646 — EF051150,
T007316 — T007322, and DD003009 — DD003036; together totaling $5,663,204.02.
CARRIED 9/0
EN BLOC
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10.5 Finance Committee - 6/04/2017 - FINANCIAL ACTIVITY STATEMENTS - PERIOD ENDING 28
FEBRUARY 2017

SUBIJECT INDEX: Budget Planning and Reporting
STRATEGIC OBJECTIVE: An organisation that is managed effectively and achieves positive
outcomes for the community.

BUSINESS UNIT: Finance and Corporate Services
ACTIVITY UNIT: Financial Services
REPORTING OFFICER: Manager Financial Services - Kim Dolzadelli

AUTHORISING OFFICER: Director, Finance and Corporate Services - Cliff Frewing

VOTING REQUIREMENT:  Simple Majority

ATTACHMENTS: Attachment A Financial Activity Statements - February 2017=
Attachment B Investment Report - February 2017=

This item was considered by the Finance Committee at its meeting on 6 April 2017, the
recommendations from which have been included in this report.
PRECIS

Pursuant to Section 6.4 of the Local Government Act (‘the Act’) and Regulation 34(4) of the Local
Government (Financial Management) Regulations (‘the Regulations’), a local government is to
prepare, on a monthly basis, a statement of financial activity that reports on the City’s financial
performance in relation to its adopted/ amended budget.

This report has been compiled to fulfil the statutory reporting requirements of the Act and
associated Regulations, whilst also providing the Council with an overview of the City’s financial
performance on a year to date basis for the period ending 28 February 2017.

BACKGROUND

The Regulations detail the form and manner in which financial activity statements are to be
presented to the Council on a monthly basis; and are to include the following:

. Annual budget estimates

. Budget estimates to the end of the month in which the statement relates

. Actual amounts of revenue and expenditure to the end of the month in which the statement
relates

. Material variances between budget estimates and actual revenue/ expenditure/ (including
an explanation of any material variances)

. The net current assets at the end of the month to which the statement relates (including an

explanation of the composition of the net current position)

Additionally, and pursuant to Regulation 34(5) of the Regulations, a local government is required to
adopt a material variance reporting threshold in each financial year. At its meeting of 21 July 2016,
the Council adopted (C1607/160) the following material variance reporting threshold for the 2016/17
financial year:

That pursuant to Regulation 34(5) of the Local Government (Financial Management) Regulations, the
Council adopts a material variance reporting threshold with respect to financial activity statement
reporting for the 2016/17 financial year to comprise variances equal to or greater than 10% of the
year to date budget amount as detailed in the Income Statement by Nature and Type/ Statement of
Financial Activity report, however variances due to timing differences and/ or seasonal adjustments
are to be reported on a quarterly basis.
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STATUTORY ENVIRONMENT

Section 6.4 of the Local Government Act and Regulation 34 of the Local Government (Financial
Management) Regulations detail the form and manner in which a local government is to prepare
financial activity statements.

RELEVANT PLANS AND POLICIES

Not applicable.

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

Any financial implications are detailed within the context of this report.

Long-term Financial Plan Implications

As above.
STRATEGIC COMMUNITY OBJECTIVES

This matter principally aligns with Key Goal Area 6 — ‘Open and Collaborative Leadership’ and more
specifically Community Objective 6.3 - ‘An organisation that is managed effectively and achieves
positive outcomes for the community’. The achievement of the above is underpinned by the Council
strategy to ‘ensure the long term financial sustainability of Council through effective financial
management’.

RISK ASSESSMENT

Risk assessments have been previously completed in relation to a number of ‘higher level’ financial
matters, including timely and accurate financial reporting to enable the Council to make fully
informed financial decisions. The completion of the monthly Financial Activity Statement report is a
control that assists in addressing this risk.

CONSULTATION
Not applicable
OFFICER COMMENT

In order to fulfil statutory reporting requirements, and to provide the Council with a synopsis of the
City’s overall financial performance on a full year basis, the following financial reports are attached
hereto:

. Statement of Financial Activity

This report provides details of the City’s operating revenues and expenditures on a year to date basis,
by nature and type (i.e. description). The report has been further extrapolated to include details of
non-cash adjustments and capital revenues and expenditures, to identify the City’s net current
position; which reconciles with that reflected in the associated Net Current Position report.

. Net Current Position
This report provides details of the composition of the net current asset position on a full year basis,
and reconciles with the net current position as per the Statement of Financial Activity.
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. Capital Acquisition Report
This report provides full year budget performance (by line item) in respect of the following capital
expenditure activities:

e Land and Buildings

e Plant and Equipment

e Furniture and Equipment

e Infrastructure

. Reserve Movements Report
This report provides summary details of transfers to and from reserve funds, and also associated
interest earnings on reserve funds, on a full year basis.

Additional reports and/or charts are also provided as required to further supplement the information
comprised within the statutory financial reports.

COMMENTS ON FINANCIAL ACTIVITY TO 28 FEBRUARY 2017

Operating Activity

] Operating Revenue

As at 28 February 2017, there is a variance of -1.37% (-$913K) in total operating revenue, with the
following categories exceeding the 10% material variance threshold:

Description Variance Variance

% $000’s
Other Revenue +15% +$38
Interest Earnings +28% +5510
Non-Operating Grants Subsidies and Contributions -25% -$1,787
Profit on Asset Disposals +72% +S8

Other Revenue (+$38K)

e Parking Control is ahead of year to date budget by +$18k. This variance has increased by $2k
over January, continues to track ahead of budget and is indicative of a permanent difference.

e Animal Control is unfavourable against budget by -S11k. This variance has been fluctuating on a
month to month basis and is likely timing in nature.

e Busselton Transfer Station and Dunsborough Waste Facility are favourable against budget by
+$26k. This is due to sales of scrap and recyclable materials currently trending ahead of budget.
Any variance is transferred to waste reserve at the end of the year with no impact to overall
municipal surplus/(deficit) position.

e Receipts of unbudgeted long service leave amounting to +$22k. The amount will be offset by a
corresponding expenditure amount at the time the leave is taken, therefore no impact to the
overall surplus/(deficit) position.

e Public Relations sale of number plates are +$3k ahead of budget. Based on the current trend it is
likely this will exceed budget for the full year.

e NCC Standpipe is -$8k behind budget due to sale of water because of a timing difference. The
budget assumed monthly receipts however they will be received bi-annually.

e Other Law, Order and Public Safety, local government act fines and costs is trending below
budget by -$7k. Likely to not meet full year budget targets based on actuals to date.

e Fire Prevention Bush Fire Act Fines and Costs is currently trending -$18k below budget. Based on
this current trend it’s unlikely the full year $45k budget target will be met.
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Interest Earnings (+$510K)

Interest on municipal funds +$13k.

Interest on reserve funds +$107k.

Interest on restricted funds +$339k.

Late payment and instalment plan interest on rates +S51k.

Non-Operating Grants, Subsidies and Contributions (-$1,787K)

There are a number of items that make up the current year to date variance. All variances are
timing related except:

o Foreshore East Youth Precinct (Skate Park & Adventure Playground). An accrual was
raised for a Lotterywest grant in the 2015/16 financial year equal to $613k. In the
2016/17 financial year only $480k has been received. This leaves a current budget
shortfall of $133k. The shortfall is subject to ongoing discussions between the City of
Busselton and Lotterywest.

Profit on Asset Disposals (+$8K)

Offset against this is the sale of a number of items which are yet to occur or items that were
budgeted to be sold at a profit and ended up being sold at a loss amounting to -$8k.

Operating Expenditure

As at 28 February 2017, there is a variance of +3.94% (+$1,714K) in total operating expenditure, with
the following categories exceeding the 10% material variance threshold:

Description Variance Variance

% $000’s
Materials and Contracts +17% +51,752
Other Expenditure +20% +$402
Loss on Asset Disposals -65% -$43

Materials and Contracts (+$1,752K)

By directorate, materials and contracts is showing the following variances at 28 February 2017,

o Engineering and Works Services +5976k

o Community and Commercial Services +5542k

o Finance and Corporate Services +$121K

o Planning and Development Services +$43k

o Executive Services +$70K
From a natural account perspective the variances are predominantly attributable to contractors
+5283k, Port Geographe waterways maintenance (Department of Transport) +$305k,
Consultants +$675k and Fuels, Oils and Grease +S71k. Of those variances it is only Fuel, Oils and
Grease that is likely to result in a permanent difference for the full year at this stage if fuel prices
remain stable at current levels.

Other Expenditure (+$402K)

Community services marketing and promotions +$104k, donations, contributions and subsidies
+$55k, events sponsorships (diff rates) +$31Kk,

Elected Members section, attire reimbursements +53k, catering related consumables +$4k,
allowances for mayor and deputy +58k, meeting expenses +$13k, refreshment and functions
+513k, sitting fees +$22k,

Public Relations advertising council pages +53k, community consultations and surveys +$5k,
donations, contributions and subsidies +$7k, public relations +$8k, catering +$10k, marketing
and promotions +$10Kk,
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e Rate administration valuation expenses +5$46k,

e Peel Terrace visitor servicing funding agreement Margaret River Busselton Tourism Association
+542k timing difference as final payment is due in May,

e Office of CEO CAPEROC regional development +$10k, CEO discretionary funding $20k,

Loss on Asset Disposals (-$43K)

e The loss on asset disposals relates to numerous items of plant and equipment sold in the first
seven months of the financial year. The loss represents the difference between the book value
of the assets and the amounts received in cash for those assets sold. The variance of -$43k is
mostly considered permanent as it relates to items that were either budgeted to be sold at a
profit or smaller items that were not budgeted to be sold.

Capital Activity

. Capital Revenue

As at 28 February 2017, there is a variance of -45% (-$22,079) in total capital revenue, with the
following categories exceeding the 10% material variance threshold:

Description Variance Variance

% $000’s
Transfer from Reserves -34% -$7,233
Transfer from Restricted Assets -60% -$14,515
Proceeds from Sale of Assets -67% -$326
Self-Supporting Loans -13% -$6

Transfer from Reserves (-$7,232K)

e Timing difference relating to the construction of the Administration building and the utilisation of
funds from the Civic and Administration Centre Construction Reserve (-$6,378K) and the Building
Reserve (-$300k).

e Community Development contribution reserve (-5250K). Budget included $250k spent on Milne
Street Pavilion in November which has not yet occurred. This is timing in nature only and will
correct by June 2017.

e Timing difference associated with the utilisation of funds allocated Port Geographe waterways
maintenance (Department of Transport) -$305k (see also comments under Materials and
Contracts for contra entry)

Transfer from Restricted Assets (-$14,515K)

e Timing difference relating to use of Airport and Foreshore grants -521,000k and -$3,000k relating
to the foreshore works. No impact to net current position.

e Movement of Community and Rec Facilities +57,323k, Vasse Diversion Drain +5$383k,
Contribution to Works +5211k, Aged Housing +5846k from restricted assets into reserves. These
movements were budgeted to occur in June 2017 but have mainly occurred in October and are
timing in nature only. No impact to net current position.

e Bonds and Deposits (+$721k) not budgeted. Timing in nature only as held on behalf of other
entities and individuals.

Proceeds from Sale of Assets (-$326K)

e The Proceeds from Sale of Assets category recognises the estimated sale or trade-in value of
‘heavy and light’ plant items budgeted to be replaced during the financial year. The current
adverse variance is largely reflective of the timing difference in the lower Plant and Equipment
capital expenditure on a year to date basis.
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Self-Supporting Loans (-$6k)
e Difference relates to the delayed draw down of new self-supporting loan as per budget timeline.
This transaction does not affect the City’s net current position.

. Capital Expenditure

As at 28 February 2017, there is a variance of +42% (+538,224K) in total capital expenditure, with the
following categories exceeding the 10% material variance threshold:

Description Variance Variance

% $000’s
Land and Buildings +46% +59,268
Plant and Equipment +62% +51,421
Furniture and Equipment +83% +51,365
Infrastructure +72% +530,908
Transfers to Restricted Assets -466% -$3,860

The attachments to this report include detailed listings of the capital expenditure (project) items, to
assist in reviewing specific these variances. All capital expenditure variances are considered to be a
timing adjustment at this time, with no impact expected against the net current position.

Transfers to Restricted Assets (-$3,860K)

The transfers to restricted assets budget comprises an estimation of funds that could potentially be
received during the financial year, primarily from developer contributions. Due to the nature of the
category, the annual budget allocation is spread evenly throughout the financial year. The
performance in this activity does not have any direct impact on the surplus/deficit position, as whilst
recognised as operating revenue upon receipt, these funds are subsequently quarantined to
restricted assets, essentially offsetting the initial transaction. Furthermore, the transfers to restricted
assets category also include the payment of bonds and deposits, where no specific budget allocation
is made for these funds.

The unfavourable financial year to date variance of -$3,860k is primarily attributable to the receipt of
Cash in Lieu of Parking -558k, Bonds and Deposit -$361k receipt of interest in excess of budget
attributable to the airport grant -5290k and Unspent Loan funds -$3,034k.

Investment Report

Pursuant to the Council’s Investment Policy, a report is to be provided to the Council on a monthly
basis, detailing the investment portfolio in terms of performance and counterparty percentage
exposure of total portfolio. The report is also to provide details of investment income earned against
budget, whilst confirming compliance of the portfolio with legislative and policy limits.

As at 28 February 2017, the value of the City’s invested funds totalled $117.4M, decreasing from
$119.3M as at 1st January. The decrease is due to funds being used for operational purposes
including the Admin Building redevelopment.

During the month of December $12.5M in term deposit funds matured. Funds totalling $2.0m were
withdrawn so as to meet payments for the construction of the Admin Building. Deposits totalling
$10.5m were renewed for an average of 112 days at an average rate of 2.40%. The averages were
down slightly as one deposit was rolled for only 60 days due to the funds being required for the
Admin Building, and the shorter term attracted lower rates.
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The balance of the 11am account (an intermediary account which offers immediate access to the
funds compared to the term deposits and a higher rate of return compared to the cheque account)
remained steady.

The RBA left official rates on hold during February and March with future rate movements are
unclear at this stage.

Please refer to Attachment B for further information.
CONCLUSION

As at 28 February 2017, the City’s financial performance is considered satisfactory. Whilst current
variances exist in some operational areas, these are primarily due to timing differences, and if not
timing are not material in nature or are transactions that have no direct impact on the Net Current
Position.

Whilst acknowledging capital is presently tracking below year to date budget estimates, this is also
seen to be attributable to timing differences at this time. There continues to be no indication at this
time of any material cost overruns on any capital items in this year’s budget.

Please note that the Annual Budget Review for 2016/2017 will be presented to the Finance
Committee and Council in the month of May 2017; The report will include a projection of the City’s
financial performance to 30 June 2017 and endeavour to identify significant budget variances and if
required recommend remedial action to be instigated as necessary prior to financial year end.
OPTIONS

The Council may determine not to receive the statutory financial activity statement reports.

TIMELINE FOR IMPLEMENTATION OF OFFICER RECOMMENDATION

Reports are received as at the date of the relevant Council meeting

Council Decision/Committee Recommendation and Officer Recommendation
C1704/085 Moved Councillor ] McCallum, seconded Councillor G Bleechmore

That the Council receives the statutory financial activity statement reports for the period ending 28
February 2017, pursuant to Regulation 34(4) of the Local Government (Financial Management)
Regulations.

CARRIED 9/0
EN BLOC
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10.7 Finance Committee - 6/04/2017 - PROPOSED AMENDMENT - BASIS OF RATING - PRESCRIBED

AREAS

SUBIJECT INDEX: Rating Operations

STRATEGIC OBJECTIVE: Governance systems that deliver responsible, ethical and accountable
decision-making.

BUSINESS UNIT: Financial Services
ACTIVITY UNIT: Rates
REPORTING OFFICER: Rates Coordinator - David Whitfield

AUTHORISING OFFICER: Director, Finance and Corporate Services - Cliff Frewing
VOTING REQUIREMENT:  Simple Majority
ATTACHMENTS: Attachment A Location of Plan 406716=

This item was considered by the Finance Committee at its meeting on 6 April 2017, the
recommendations from which have been included in this report.

PRECIS

The Council regularly reviews and updates the basis of rating for new subdivisions and/or
developments within the City’s boundaries. This process identifies and ensures that the most
appropriate valuation base e.g. Unimproved Valuations or Gross Rental Valuations is applied to
ensure that all properties are rated on a ‘like for like’ basis.

BACKGROUND

For the purposes of rating a Local Government is required to use as its basis for rates either
Unimproved Valuations (rural areas) or Gross Rental Valuations (urban areas). Each of these types of
valuation are designed to allow effective comparison of ‘like’ properties for the purposes of levying
annual rates and charges.

Developments considered for amendment over the past few years include subdivisional stages at
Provence (Yalyalup), The Dawson Estate (Vasse), Old Broadwater farm (Broadwater) and other
smaller developments.

The development included for consideration is a subdivision on Plan 406716 - Provence (Yalyalup).
STATUTORY ENVIRONMENT

In accordance with Section 6.28 of the Local Government act 1995 the Minister is to determine the
method of valuation to be used by the local government as a basis for a rate. The Minister is to have

regard to the general principle that the basis for a rate on any land is:

Where the land is used predominantly for rural purposes, the unimproved valuation of the land; and
where the land is used predominantly for non-rural purposes, the gross rental valuation of the land.

Should the Council resolve to amend the basis of rating of the new developments as detailed in this
report a request shall be sent to the Minister for subsequent approval and gazettal.

RELEVANT PLANS AND POLICIES

This proposal is consistent with Councils 2011 rating policy which states, inter alia, that land used for
non-rural purposes is to be rated on the basis of a gross rental valuation.


../../../RedirectToInvalidFileName.aspx?FileName=OC_26042017_ATT_573.PDF

Council 27 26 April 2017

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

Subject to the Ministers approval, the proposed change in method of valuation would bring the
subject properties into the appropriate differential rate categories. Whilst most vacant lots will
attract the same minimum rate, once development occurs on the new lots amended rates will be
levied on the basis of each development.

In terms of the 2016/2017 adopted budget a residential rate levy on a vacant lot would typically be
levied on a minimum rate of $1160 whilst the rates on an average residential improved property

currently equate to $1551, representing an average increase of $391 per new residence.

Should Council, or subsequently the Minister, resolve not to support this proposal the additional
revenue would be lost.

Long-term Financial Plan Implications

By not adopting the current proposal a loss of revenue equating to approximately $14,467 per
annum would be foregone.

STRATEGIC COMMUNITY OBJECTIVES

This matter principally aligns with Key Goal Area 6 — ‘Open and Collaborative Leadership’ and more
specifically Community Objective 6.2 — Governance systems that deliver responsible, ethical and
accountable decision making’.

RISK ASSESSMENT

By not implementing the proposed amendment to the basis of rating the City will forgo an increase in
revenue estimated at $14,467 or more per annum once these areas are fully developed. In addition
the continuation of rural rating on these properties would create an inequitable rating situation
within the rating property database in comparison to other residential areas within the City.

CONSULTATION

Local Government Departmental guidelines require that when considering a change in the basis of
rating, with respect to a subdivision where the date of approval of that subdivision was greater than
the last 6 months then the local government shall consult with the ratepayers of the properties
within the affected area(s) advising of the proposal, any financial impact and of the objection
procedures that should be followed should a ratepayer wish to do so.

Correspondence was issued to the affected ratepayers on 2™ March2017 seeking comments on the
proposal.

No submissions have been received with respect to the proposed amendments.

OFFICER COMMENT

As discussed in this report, the identified properties within the subdivision are zoned for the
purposes of urban development. Currently the lots continue to be rated on the basis of unimproved

valuations which is no longer appropriate.

Likewise the levying of rates on the proposed Gross Rental Valuation basis from the 1* July 2017 will
ensure that such developments are rated at the appropriate level within a reasonable timeframe, i.e.
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close to the date of completion, rather than that of a future date where the anticipated rate increase
may not be expected by the owner.

Should these developments remain rated on an Unimproved Valuation basis the Council will forego
rating revenue anticipated from both the interim rating and future annual budgets that would
normally occur if the properties were rated on a Gross Rental Valuation basis.

It should also be noted that under recent amendments to the Department of Local Government and
Communities Guidelines — “Changing Methods of Valuation” new residential subdivisions may be
lodged directly with the Department without the need to follow the existing process. This greatly
streamlines the current process and reduces the impact on the ratepayer as a Gross Rental Valuation
may be applied almost immediately from the date subdivision approval.

Whilst the amendment to the guidelines was adopted in November 2016 the ruling does not apply to
any residential subdivision older than 6 months. The subdivision currently proposed for amendment
was approved by the WA Planning Commission in October 2015 and as such must follow the previous
method of valuation amendment as followed and described in this current proposal.

CONCLUSION

The identified areas are predominantly used for, or being developed as, residential uses. In terms of
the Local Government Act and the Department of Local Government and Community Guidelines
these properties should be rated on a Gross Rental Valuation basis.

OPTIONS

The Council may determine not to seek Ministerial approval for an amendment in the basis of rating
for the identified properties. These properties would remain on an unimproved valuation basis
however this would allow for an anomaly with Councils rating to develop and create what could be
considered to be an inequitable rating situation with the City.

TIMELINE FOR IMPLEMENTATION OF OFFICER RECOMMENDATION
Following Councils endorsement a submission will be made to the Department of Local Government

seeking the Ministers approval for the adoption of Gross Rental Valuations effective from the 1* July
2017.

Council Decision/Committee Recommendation and Officer Recommendation
C1704/086 Moved Councillor ] McCallum, seconded Councillor G Bleechmore

That the Council seek Ministers approval to have the method of valuation for the properties
identified in the table shown below and as depicted in attachment (A) amended to a Gross Rental
Valuation basis effective from 1 July 2017.

Prop No Lot No Plan Desc ‘ Address Locality
100050439 1634 PLAN 406716 | 6 Antibes Way YALYALUP
100050433 1628 PLAN 406716 | 9 Antibes Way YALYALUP
100050432 1627 PLAN 406716 | 11 Antibes Way YALYALUP
100050442 1637 PLAN 406716 | 12 Antibes Way YALYALUP
100050431 1626 PLAN 406716 | 13 Antibes Way YALYALUP
100050443 1638 PLAN 406716 | 14 Antibes Way YALYALUP
100050444 1639 PLAN 406716 | 16 Antibes Way YALYALUP
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100050429 1624 PLAN 406716 | 17 Antibes Way YALYALUP
100050445 1640 PLAN 406716 | 18 Antibes Way YALYALUP
100050457 1655 PLAN 406716 | 4 Cassis Way YALYALUP
100050460 1658 PLAN 406716 | 10 Cassis Way YALYALUP
100050461 1659 PLAN 406716 | 12 Cassis Way YALYALUP
100050448 1645 PLAN 406716 | 13 Cassis Way YALYALUP
100050462 1660 PLAN 406716 | 14 Cassis Way YALYALUP
100050463 1661 PLAN 406716 | 16 Cassis Way YALYALUP
100050446 1643 PLAN 406716 | 17 Cassis Way YALYALUP
100050455 1653 PLAN 406716 | 4 Marjoram Entrance | YALYALUP
100050434 1629 PLAN 406716 | 7 Antibes Way YALYALUP
100050427 1610 PLAN 406716 | 12 Marjoram Entrance | YALYALUP
100050435 1630 PLAN 406716 | 5 Antibes Way YALYALUP
100050441 1636 PLAN 406716 | 10 Antibes Way YALYALUP
100050430 1625 PLAN 406716 | 15 Antibes Way YALYALUP
100050451 1648 PLAN 406716 | 7 Cassis Way YALYALUP
100050456 1654 PLAN 406716 | 6 Marjoram Entrance YALYALUP
100050452 1649 PLAN 406716 | 5 Cassis Way YALYALUP
100050453 1650 PLAN 406716 | 3 Cassis Way YALYALUP
100050450 1647 PLAN 406716 | 9 Cassis Way YALYALUP
100050449 1646 PLAN 406716 | 11 Cassis Way YALYALUP
100050454 1651 PLAN 406716 | 1 Cassis Way YALYALUP
100050437 1632 PLAN 406716 | 2 Antibes Way YALYALUP
100050436 1631 PLAN 406716 | 3 Antibes Way YALYALUP
100050447 1644 PLAN 406716 | 15 Cassis Way YALYALUP
100050438 1633 PLAN 406716 | 4 Antibes Way YALYALUP
100050458 1656 PLAN 406716 | 6 Cassis Way YALYALUP
100050428 1611 PLAN 406716 | 14 Marjoram Entrance | YALYALUP
100050440 1635 PLAN 406716 | 8 Antibes Way YALYALUP
100050459 1657 PLAN 406716 | 8 Cassis Way YALYALUP

26 April 2017

CARRIED 9/0
EN BLOC
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10.8 Finance Committee - 6/04/2017 - LONG TERM FINANCIAL PLAN 1 JULY 2017 TO 30 JUNE
2027

SUBIJECT INDEX: Financial Plans and Strategies
STRATEGIC OBJECTIVE: An organisation that is managed effectively and achieves positive
outcomes for the community.

BUSINESS UNIT: Finance and Corporate Services
ACTIVITY UNIT: Financial Services
REPORTING OFFICER: Manager Financial Services - Kim Dolzadelli

AUTHORISING OFFICER: Director, Finance and Corporate Services - Cliff Frewing

VOTING REQUIREMENT:  Simple Majority

ATTACHMENTS: Attachment A Draft Long Term Financial Plan 2017/2018 -
2026/2027=

This item was considered by the Finance Committee at its meeting on 6 April 2017, the
recommendations from which have been included in this report.

PRECIS

The draft Long Term Financial Plan (‘LTFP’) has been subject to workshops with Councillors held in
February 2017. As a result of the most recent workshop this report now presents the LTFP for formal
consideration and endorsement by the Council.

BACKGROUND

In accordance with Section 5.56 of the Local Government Act (the ‘Act’), and regulations 19C and
19DA of the Local Government (Administration) Regulations (the ‘Regulations’) a local government is
to plan for the future of its district. This is achieved by adhering to the Integrated Planning and
Reporting Framework developed by the Department of Local Government and Communities which
incorporates the development and adoption of a number of key documents, including a Strategic
Community Plan a Corporate Business Plan and a Long term Financial Plan.

Whilst a Strategic Community Plan sets out the community’s aspirations, visions and objectives over
a ten year period, a more detailed Corporate Business Plan identifies and prioritises the principal
strategies and activities required to achieve the higher level Strategic Community Plan outcomes,
over a four year time frame.

The LTFP component is required to demonstrate a local government’s financial capacity to resource
its identified Corporate Business Plan actions, and also its ability to resource its asset management
plan obligations and projected workforce growth requirements, as detailed in the relevant plans. The
Financial Plan also identifies major areas of income and expenditure anticipated over the balance of
the 10 year time frame.

Whilst acknowledging that the Council is being requested to endorse its equivalent LTFP in advance
of the associated Corporate Business Plan review, it is felt that the LTFP satisfactorily encapsulates
(from a financial perspective) the strategies and activities comprised within the current Corporate
Business Plan.

Prior to presentation to Councillors for workshopping, the LTFP was subject to internal scrutiny and
input of Senior Management. This was not only to confirm the LTFP’s continued alignment with the
Strategic Community and Corporate Business Plans, but also to certify that the LTFP continues to
reflect sound financial principles.


../../../RedirectToInvalidFileName.aspx?FileName=OC_26042017_ATT_573.PDF

Council 31 26 April 2017

STATUTORY ENVIRONMENT

Section 5.56 of the Act requires local governments to plan for the future of their districts. Regulations
19C and 19DA provide specific guidance to local governments in relation to planning for the future.
The Department of Local Government and Communities has issued an Integrated Planning &
reporting Guideline and the LTFP is consistent with these requirements.

The Integrated Planning & Reporting framework looks to integrate matters relating to resources,
including asset management, workforce planning and also long-term financial planning.

RELEVANT PLANS AND POLICIES

From an Integrated Planning and Reporting perspective, the LTFP has a direct relationship with the
Council’s Strategic Community Plan, and more particularly with the Corporate Business Plan. The
LTFP also reflects the financial implications associated with other key resourcing documents; namely
the Workforce Plan and Asset Management Plans.

In addition to the above, the LTFP incorporates the funding requirements associated with a range of
other Council endorsed Plans and Policies.

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

The financial implications of adopting the Plan are detailed within the Plan but adopting the Plan
does not result in approval being given to implement any actions contained within it. Priorities will be
included within the City’s annual budget which will be considered in July 2017. The LTFP reflects the
Council’s broad strategic financial direction over the next ten year period, in line with its Strategic
Community Plan and Corporate Business Plan.

STRATEGIC COMMUNITY OBJECTIVES

This matter principally aligns with Key Goal Area 6 — ‘Open and Collaborative Leadership’ and more
specifically Community Objective 6.3 - ‘An organisation that is managed effectively and achieves
positive outcomes for the community’.

RISK ASSESSMENT

The risks associated with the Council endorsing the LTFP are limited. In addition to its being a guiding
document only, the LTFP is also a living document which will continue to be formally reviewed and
updated on an annual basis. Consequently, the Council has the ability to amend the content of the
Plan as and when circumstances necessitate; albeit bearing in mind that material amendments
(relating to Corporate Business Plan activities) may be required to be reported as part of the Annual
Report.

Notwithstanding the above, a level of risk is always inherent in projecting in to the future. Whilst the
extrapolation assumptions, interest rate projections (borrowings) and other variable assumptions are
based on historical averages, these are subject to fluctuation and external shocks beyond the control
of Council.

The LTFP demonstrates the financial capacity for the Council to deliver on the services as detailed in
the higher level strategic plans, consistent with the underpinning assumptions. However in order to
minimise or mitigate financial risk, any decisions to enter into financial arrangements in future years
must not be undertaken based solely on the prevailing LTFP projections.
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CONSULTATION

The LTFP reflects the community’s aspirations, vision and objectives as included in the Strategic
Community Plan 2015, and is consistent with the principal strategies and activities within the
Council’s prevailing Corporate Business Plan. Consequently, no specific (external) consultation has
been undertaken in relation to the content of the LTFP.

OFFICER COMMENT

The following commentary provides an overview of the LTFP development, the outcomes of the
subsequent Councillor workshop and provides an overview of the LTFP as presented for formal
consideration.

LTFP Development

The LTFP 2017/18 — 2026/27 has been developed in a manner similar to previous years with some
notable differences in relation to estimation of extrapolation assumptions. A high level summary of
this process is provided as follows:

e The currently adopted budget (2016/17 budget) formed the basis for the operating revenue and
expenditure. With non-recurrent and periodic items adjusted/deleted, and stand-alone funding
models excluded (eg. Busselton Regional Airport), the remaining operating revenues and
expenditures were then projected out via the extrapolation assumptions.

e A conservative approach was taken when estimating the extrapolation assumptions. In
preparing this year’s LTFP extrapolation assumptions, significant historical analysis was
undertaken to estimate the extrapolation assumptions. This included historical analysis and
future projection of the following:

o Growth in number of rateable properties.

o Analysis of CPI, Interest Rates and Cash Deposit Rates.
o Analysis of electricity price increases

o Analysis of wages and salaries increases.

e Following this analysis, historical averages were taken and used in the model on a go forward
basis. It is expected through utilisation of historical trends in predicting future outcomes, the
model is more likely to better reflect expected outcomes.

e Whilst over the long term the use of historical averages is more likely to be correct, it is also
important to acknowledge that through adoption of this approach, in the short term there may
be years in which these historical averages are not met. This risk can be mitigated by regularly
reviewing the model to reset the baseline as maybe required. For that reason it is recommended
the model continue to be reviewed on an annual basis.

e Following update of the extrapolation assumptions, the capital revenue and expenditure
components were moved forward one year, with new Year 10 figures added (either via the
provision of specific allocations or ongoing percentage increases as relevant). This process also
involved the review of major projects expenditure, and whether any specific adjustments are
required to be reflected in the revised LTFP.
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Prior to presentation to Councillors, based on the above approach, work had been undertaken in
relation to review of the ‘base line’ LTFP. Part of this process involved the Senior Management
Group reviewing the LTFP across a number of areas, including but not limited to:

Ensuring the LTFP continued to reflect the strategies and activities in the Councils currently
adopted Strategic Community Plan and Corporate Business Plan;

Reprioritisation and update of capital project spend throughout the LTFP based on availability of
funding;

Review of the extrapolation assumptions for reasonableness and ensure the LTFP reflects
realistic and supportable projections;

Revision of the rate increases included in the LTFP including comparison to prior years LTFP rate
increases and ensure those increases do not exceed 5% in any one year;

Ensure the LTFP identifies any potential funding deficits, with a particular focus on the initial
years of the plan and identify potential actions to address those deficits.

For comprehensive/detailed information with respect to the LTFP readers are directed to the
following attachments:

Attachment Document

A Long Term Financial Plan 2017/2018 - 2026/2027
Table of Contents

e Purpose of the Plan e Key assumptions underpinning the Long
Term Financial Plan

e Statistics e Measuring sustainability

e QurCity e Risk assessment

e Our community e Financial projections

e Qur services e Conclusion —implementation and
review of the Long Term Financial Plan

e Providing our services e Financial Statements Table of Contents

e Managing our assets

e Financial strategies and principles
e Workforce Plan strategies

e analysis

Financial Statements and Supporting Schedules

Attachment - A Statement of Comprehensive Income by Nature and Type
Attachment - B Statement of Financial Position

Attachment - C Statement of Changes in Equity

Attachment - D Statement of Cash Flows

Attachment - E Rate Setting Statement

Attachment - F Schedule of Capital Works

Attachment - G Schedule of Loans and Borrowings

Attachment - H Schedule of Reserve Movements

Attachment - | Schedule of Contribution Movements

Attachment - J Key Performance Indicators

Attachment - K Long Term Financial Plan Assumptions

Attachment - L Potential Future Capital Projects List

Attachment - M Operational Funding Opportunities Included in LTFP
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CONCLUSION

The LTFP 2017/18 — 2026/27 has been reviewed and updated cognisant of the Council’s current
Strategic Community Plan, its currently adopted Corporate Business Plan, and also the associated
informing plans. In addition to amendments and additions ratified by the Council since the
endorsement of the current plan in March 2015, this plan has been further updated to reflect the
outcomes of recent Councillor Workshops held during February 2017.

Subject to endorsement, the LTFP will be utilised to guide the Council’s 2017/18 budget
development. With the plan being reviewed and updated annually, it will also be pivotal in informing
future annual budget development processes. The Plan will also be invaluable to assisting the Council
in deliberating future financial obligations, particularly as they relate to the higher order Strategic
Community Plan (and associated Corporate Business Plan) and providing direction to the City’s
administration on priority of future projects.

The LTFP 2017/18 — 2026/27 is considered realistic in its assumptions. It is also considered to be
achievable, with the City comfortable in its ability to deliver on the Plan’s content. With this in mind,
it is recommended that the Council endorses the Long Term Financial Plan 2017/18 — 2026/27 as
presented.

OPTIONS

The Council may determine to further amend the content of the LTFP.

TIMELINE FOR IMPLEMENTATION OF OFFICER RECOMMENDATION

Subject to endorsement, the LTFP will inform the 2017/18 budget process and outcomes, which in
turn will form the basis of the following years LTFP. It is intended to place the LTFP report and

associated attachments on the City’s website and a professionally printed hard copy will also be
provided.

Council Decision/Committee Recommendation and Officer Recommendation
C1704/087 Moved Councillor ] McCallum, seconded Councillor G Bleechmore

That the Finance Committee recommends to Council the endorsement of its Long Term Financial
Plan 2017/18 to 2026/27, comprising the financial statements and supporting schedules, as attached
to this report.

CARRIED 9/0
EN BLOC
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11. PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT SERVICES REPORT

111 DEVELOPMENT CONTROL FRAMEWORK - REVIEW AND PROPOSED DIRECTION

SUBJECT INDEX: Development Control Policy

STRATEGIC OBJECTIVE: Governance systems that deliver responsible, ethical and accountable
decision-making.

BUSINESS UNIT: Planning and Development Services

ACTIVITY UNIT: Statutory Planning / Strategic Planning

REPORTING OFFICER: Director, Planning and Development Services - Paul Needham

AUTHORISING OFFICER: Director, Planning and Development Services - Paul Needham

VOTING REQUIREMENT: Simple Majority

ATTACHMENTS: Nil

PRECIS

This report sets out the proposed direction for the modification and updating of the City’s
development control framework, following an internal review of the framework. A series of
amendments to the town planning scheme are proposed, together with the review and/or
development of local planning policies, structure plans and activity centre plans, and the
development of two new local laws.

BACKGROUND

The Council is asked to consider recommendations that have resulted from a review of the City’s
overall development control framework (i.e. including both the planning framework and some
broader elements, including controls on portable signage). The report and recommendations set out
the proposed overall direction to modify and update that framework. The main reasons for
undertaking the review are as follows —

1. With the Council now having made a final decision regarding the City’s Local Planning
Strategy (although the WAPC is yet to do so), the City now nearly has a full suite of high-
level, planning strategies (i.e. Local Planning Strategy, Local Rural Planning Strategy, Local
Tourism Planning Strategy, Local Commercial Planning Strategy, Local Environmental
Planning Strategy and Local Cultural Planning Strategy), and there is a need to reflect the
recommendations of those strategies in the subsidiary elements of the development
control framework (i.e. the City of Busselton Local Planning Scheme 21 — ‘Scheme’,
structure plans or similar and/or local planning policies);

2. With the Gazettal of the Planning and Development (Local Planning Schemes) Regulations
2015 (‘the Regulations’), elements of the Scheme are now redundant or outdated, as they
have been superseded by provisions in Schedule 2 of the Regulations (‘the Deemed
Provisions’), and/or are inconsistent with provisions in Schedule 1 of the Regulations (‘the
Model Provisions’);

3. There has been substantial development and review of the development control
framework at the State and regional level in recent years, and elements of the City’s
framework are now inconsistent with that higher level direction;

4. There have been changes made in the actual practical implementation of development
controls in recent years, and in the interests of clarity, simplicity and robustness of
decision-making, it is seen as important that policy and practice are more closely aligned;

5. The experience of actually implementing the current framework has identified a range of
efficiencies and improvements that could be gained;
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The physical, social and/or economic context and character of the City has and will continue
to evolve, including through quite substantial change in some areas, and elements of the
planning framework may no longer be appropriate given those changes;

Elements of the planning framework have been developed in a somewhat ad hoc,
responsive fashion over a long period of time, resulting in what is now seen as being
unnecessary complexity and inconsistency, and in some cases uncertainty and ambiguity;
and

Regulation 65 of the Regulations requires a review of the Scheme in the fifth year after it
was Gazetted which, given that the Scheme was Gazetted in 2014, means a review needs to
be undertaken in 2019, and it is therefore timely to start preparing for that review.

What is proposed involves, in part, several omnibus amendments to the Scheme (remembering there
has already been one omnibus amendment to the current scheme, which was Amendment 1 — and
which, at the time of writing, is awaiting a final decision by the Minister for Planning), as follows —

1.

Omnibus Amendment 2 (Amendment 25) - An amendment to align the scheme with the
Deemed Provisions.

Omnibus Amendment 3 (Amendment 28) - An amendment to align the various
‘development zone provisions’ in the Scheme with each other, and with both the Deemed
Provisions and the Model Provisions, as well as to consolidate the zonings applicable to
land in the various, existing ‘development zones’ where that land has now been developed.

Omnibus Amendment 4 (Amendment 29) - An amendment to align the other zones with the
standard suite of zones set out in the Model Provisions, to more broadly align the Scheme
with the Model Provisions, to review and refine the ‘policies and objectives’ and other
provisions of each of the zones, to more closely align with the Model Provisions, to review
and align land-use definitions to be more consistent with the Model Provisions, and to
review of the zoning table to avoid unintended consequences.

Omnibus Amendment 5 (Amendment 30) - An amendment to further implement
recommendations of the adopted planning strategies, and to also align the Scheme with
State Planning Policies (‘SPPs’).

Omnibus Amendment 6 (Amendment 31) - An amendment to make a number of
substantive changes identified as desirable through review of the current approach and
policies in relation to a range of detailed development matters.

Omnibus Amendment 7 (Amendment 32) - A further amendment to address a range of
detailed mapping issues, as well as further consolidation of Schedule 2 (‘Additional Uses’)
and Schedule 3 (‘Special Provision Areas’) of the Scheme, together with some related
consolidation/review of Part 5 of the Scheme (‘General Development Requirements’).

Omnibus Amendment 8 (Amendment 33) — A review of residential density and ‘Special
Character Areas’ controls.

The recommendations also identify, as priorities, development of the following new or revised
structure and/or activity centre plans —

1.
2.
3.

Dunsborough Structure Plan;
Dunsborough Activity Centre Plan; and

Busselton Activity Centre Plan.

What is proposed also involves revoking, adopting and/or modifying local planning policy and/or
Council policy, broadly as follows —

1.

Rationalisation/review of redundant/outdated structure plans or similar;
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2. Adoption of new local planning policies relating to signage/advertising controls, fencing
controls, and non-agricultural development in rural areas, the latter intended to expand on
and replace the existing rural tourism accommodation policy;

3. Adoption of a new Council policy relating to portable signage (e.g. ‘A-frame’ or ‘sandwich
board’ signs) on thoroughfares, guiding the exercise of powers set out in the City of
Busselton Activities in Thoroughfares and Public Places and Trading Local Law 2015
(‘Thoroughfares Local Law’);

4, Adoption of a new Council policy relating to planning/development compliance;

5. Consolidating and reviewing existing local planning policies relating to residential
development and outbuildings, development in Special Character Areas and extractive
industry; and

6. Consolidating and reviewing existing policy direction relating to heritage which is, in part
local planning policy and in part Council policy (and also completing the review of the City’s
Heritage List and Municipal Heritage Inventory).

In addition, the development and adoption of two new local laws, a fencing local law and an
extractive industry local law, is also proposed.

It should also be noted that the City’s Draft Local Planning Strategy identifies a number of further
initiatives for future development and review of the planning framework. Those not identified in this
report, however, are not considered to be priorities at the present time and/or for the next 2-3 years
(which is broadly the timeframe envisaged for the work set out in this report — although some of the
work outlined here would extend a little beyond that time).

STATUTORY ENVIRONMENT

Relevant statutory environment is set out in the following legislation —
o Planning and Development 2005
° Planning and Development (Local Planning Schemes Regulations) 2015
. City of Busselton Local Planning Scheme 21
° Building Act 2012
° Building Regulations 2012
. Local Government 1995
. Dividing Fences Act 1961
. Dividing Fences Regulations 1971
° City of Busselton Property Local Law

° City of Busselton Activities on Thoroughfares and Public Places and Trading Local Law
The legislation listed above has been considered in developing the recommendations of this report.

Particular note is made of Part 6 of the Planning and Development (Local Planning Schemes
Regulations) 2015. Regulation 65 in Part 6 sets out that a local government must carry out of a
review of local planning scheme in the fifth after the scheme was Gazetted, or the fifth year since the
previous review was completed. Regulation 65(3) sets out the local government, in undertaking the
review, must prepare and submit to the Western Australian Planning Commission (‘WAPC’), for their
consideration and decision, a report which makes recommendations as to whether the scheme —

) Is satisfactory in its current form; or
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) Should be amended; or
. Should be repealed and a new scheme put in its place.
As set out in the ‘Officer Comment’ section of this report, one of the aims of the proposed work set

out in this report is to ensure that, when that report is presented to and considered by the WAPC,
the preparation of a new scheme is not considered necessary.

The Regulations also establish three different categories of amendments, which can be briefly
described as follows —

. ‘Basic’ — An amendment to align a scheme with another, existing planning document (such
as with the Deemed Provisions or Model Provisions, or with a structure plan), and which
can be undertaken without the need for consultation;

. ‘Standard’ — An amendment that rezones land in a manner generally consistent with the
current strategic direction, and which requires consultation, but consultation can occur
without prior approval of the WAPC; and

° ‘Complex’ — An amendment of very significant impact, or which may not be consistent with
existing strategic direction, or an amendment that the Minister for Planning has directed
the local government to commence, and which requires consultation, but only with the
prior approval of the WAPC.

RELEVANT PLANS AND POLICIES
The following plans and policies are relevant to and have been considered in developing the
recommendations of this report —

° Draft City of Busselton Local Planning Strategy

° City of Busselton Local Commercial Planning Strategy

° City of Busselton Local Rural Planning Strategy

° City of Busselton Local Environmental Planning Strategy

. City of Busselton Local Tourism Planning Strategy

° City of Busselton Local Cultural Planning Strategy

. Busselton City Centre Conceptual Plan

° Dunsborough Town Centre Conceptual Plan

° City of Busselton Local Planning Policy Manual

. WAPC South West Planning and Infrastructure Framework

° State Planning Policies
FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

Implementation of the recommendations of this report will require the allocation of significant
officer time, which will largely be achieved through the allocation and use of existing staff resources.
Some of the recommendations of this report will, however, require the engagement of external
consultants or other expertise, which will need to be allocated in the City’s budget in future financial
years. More detailed proposals will be presented to the Council for consideration as part of
forthcoming and future budget development processes. In addition, City officers will seek to identify
and secure external funding where the opportunity arises. In particular, it is considered that Regional
Centres Development Programme funding may be available to assist with development of activity
centre plans for the Busselton City Centre and the Dunsborough Town Centre.
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A number of the recommendations will result in a planning framework that is simpler, clearer and
more easily understood and, as such, should result in greater efficiency of implementation and lower
costs to the City and its ratepayers over time. There should also be a reduction in compliance costs
and regulatory uncertainty from the private sector/community perspective.

Long-term Financial Plan Implications

Other than those outlined briefly above, there are no Long-term Financial Plan implications of the
recommendations of this report.

STRATEGIC COMMUNITY OBJECTIVES
The recommendations of this report reflect Strategic Objective 6.2 of the Strategic Community Plan.
RISK ASSESSMENT

Because of the scope and breadth of the recommendations of this report, it is not practicable to
provide an overall risk assessment of all of the recommendations. All of the recommendations of this
report will, however, require further, formal Council consideration and reporting, and more focused
risk assessment will be provided when those reports are presented to the Council. A fundamental
reason for doing the work set out in this report, though, is to reduce the risks to the City and our
community that may arise from not having an up to date, appropriate and sufficiently clear planning
framework.

CONSULTATION

There has been no broad consultation specifically undertaken as part of the development of this
report. The recommendations of the report, though, reflect the outcomes of other consultation
exercises undertaken in the past, including through the development of planning strategies, and
associated with the development and review of the Strategic Community Plan. Implementation of
the recommendations will also require consultation, and the outcomes of such consultation will need
to be reported to and considered by the Council prior to the Council being asked to make any final
decisions.

In addition, informal, officer level feedback has been sought from the Department of Planning on the
proposed approach and priorities, and the feedback received considered in the preparation of this
report.

OFFICER COMMENT

The recommendations of this report are outlined and discussed below, under the following sub-
headings —

1. Omnibus Amendment 2 (Amendment 25) — Deemed Provisions Alignment;

2 Omnibus Amendment 3 (Amendment 28) — Development Zones Consolidation;

3. Omnibus Amendment 4 (Amendment 29) — Model Provisions Alignment;

4 Omnibus Amendment 5 (Amendment 30) — Implementation of Adopted Planning

Strategy and State Planning Policy Recommendations;

5. Omnibus Amendment 6 (Amendment 31) — Miscellaneous Development Control
Changes;

6. Omnibus Amendment 7 (Amendment 32) — Mapping and Schedules Consolidation /
Review/rationalization of redundant/outdated structure plans or similar;
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7. Omnibus Amendment 8 (Amendment 33) — Residential Density and Special Character
Area Controls Review / review of Special Character Area Policies;

8. Dunsborough Structure Plan;

9. Activity Centre Plans;

10. Signage/advertising regulation;

11. Fencing regulation;

12.  Extractive industry regulation;

13. Non-agricultural development in rural areas;
14. Heritage;

15. Planning/development compliance; and

16. Scheme review.

Omnibus Amendment 2 (Amendment 25) — Deemed Provisions Alignment

This proposal is relatively easily described, and would involve an amendment to align the scheme
with the Deemed Provisions, deleting provisions in the Scheme that are wholly superseded, and
inserting notes directing users to the relevant parts of the Deemed Provisions, as well as inserting
additional notes where provisions in the Scheme have been partly superseded by the Deemed
Provisions. The key benefit of the amendment would be to reduce potential confusion or uncertainty
related to having to read the Scheme and Deemed Provisions together.

This amendment would be a basic amendment.

Omnibus Amendment 3 (Amendment 28) — Development Zones Consolidation

This proposal would involve an amendment to align the various ‘development zone provisions’ in the
Scheme with both the Deemed Provisions and the Model Provisions, as well as to introduce
consolidated development zone provisions into the Scheme (this would include, amongst other
things, the introduction of two new zones, ‘Urban Development’ and ‘Industrial Development’). This
amendment would also consolidate the zonings applicable to land in the various, existing
‘development zones’ where that land has now been developed, and can now have a substantive
zoning directly applied (e.g. in the case of residential land, rezoning the land to ‘Residential’, and
applying a residential density coding, e.g. ‘R20’). As part of this amendment, consideration would
also be given to rezoning two urban growth areas currently identified in the LPS, but not currently in
a suitable development zone —i.e. Bovell and Vasse East.

Whilst it could arguably be characterized as a basic amendment, this amendment would be treated
as a standard amendment to ensure that affected landowners in particular would be consulted with.

Note that, because a broad review of the Port Geographe Development Guide Plan (now more
correctly referred to as the ‘Structure Plan’) is expected to occur in the nearer term and because land
in the Port Geographe Development Area is already subject of directly applied substantive zonings,
that area would not be addressed through this Amendment. In parallel with the broad review of the
Structure Plan expected to formally commence in the next few months, however, it is envisaged that
a separate amendment would be undertaken to rationalize and consolidate the planning framework
applicable to that area, aligning with the approach proposed in relation to the other ‘development
zones'.
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Omnibus Amendment 4 (Amendment 29) — Model Provisions Alignment

This amendment would involve aligning the other zones with the standard suite of zones set out in
the Model Provisions. For instance, the ‘Agriculture’ zone would become the ‘Rural’ zone, and the
‘Business’ zone would become the ‘Centre’ zone — consideration would also be given to establishing
different zones for some of the centres, for instance a ‘City Centre’ zone for the Busselton City
Centre.

This amendment would also review and refine the ‘policies and objectives’ and other provisions of
each of the zones, to more closely align with the Model Provisions. To be consistent with the Model
Provisions, the ‘policies and objectives’ would be rationalised to identify ‘objectives’ only, however,
some of the ‘policies’ may need to instead be reflected in development standards, in Part 5 of the
Scheme, and reflected in Omnibus Amendments 6, 7 and/or 8. This would also involve reviewing and
aligning land-use definitions to be more consistent with the Model Provisions, and to address/resolve
some uncertainties/inconsistencies that have emerged over time. Note that this would also
necessarily entail a review of the zoning table to avoid unintended consequences. Given recent
experiences in relation to some unintended consequences arising from interpretation of land use
definitions by the State Administrative Tribunal, consideration would also be given to correcting
those kinds of issues.

For consistency with the Model Provisions and reflecting the smaller size of some ‘Rural-Residential’
zoned lots (some as low as 1,800m?, rather than the 1.0 ha or greater normally contemplated by that
zoning), and especially the fact that the lot sizes overlap with those provided for in the Residential
Design Codes of WA (‘R-Codes’, i.e. up to an average of 5,000m?, where land is subject of the ‘R2’
residential density coding), consideration would be given to rezoning Rural-Residential zoned lots up
to around 6,000m? to ‘Residential’, and applying an appropriate residential density coding (generally
‘R2’, ‘R2.5” or ‘R5’). This would mainly, probably exclusively, affect the Vasse-Dunbarton area, not the
Commonage. Consideration would also need to be given to the need to continue to provide a head-
of-power for existing structure plan controls, where they remain valid and relevant.

There are also some further, relatively minor changes envisaged to more broadly align the Scheme
with the Model Provisions. In the main, though, they relate to provisions where the Scheme is
already very closely aligned with the Model Provisions.

This amendment would be a standard amendment.

Omnibus Amendment 5 (Amendment 30) — Implementation of Adopted Planning Strategy and
State Planning Policy Recommendations

This amendment would involve further implementing the recommendations of the adopted planning
strategies, including the recommendations/direction that will be set out in the Leeuwin-Naturaliste
Sub-Regional Planning Strategy (‘LNSRS’), once that strategy has been developed, and to also align
the Scheme with State Planning Policies (‘SPPs’). This is one of the most important amendments in
terms of the forthcoming scheme review process, as consistency with State strategies and SPPs will
be key issues in determining whether or not a new scheme is necessary. Until such time as the LPS
and LNSRS is complete, however, it is not possible to scope out this amendment in detail.

This amendment would most likely be a standard amendment.

Omnibus Amendment 6 (Amendment 31) — Miscellaneous Development Control Changes

This amendment would involve a number of substantive changes identified as desirable through
review of the current approach and policies in relation to a range of detailed development matters
(specifically: residential development, including outbuildings; signage/advertising controls; fencing
controls; public open space provision where subdivision is not involved; and development in activity
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centres). This amendment would be focused on Parts 5 (‘General Development Requirements’) and 6
(‘Special Control Areas’).

This amendment would not, however, provide for a review of the ‘Airport Protection Area’, which it
is anticipated will be reviewed via a separate, stand-alone amendment, which would also rationalize
the land-use controls applicable to the Airport site itself. Nor would this amendment provide for a
review of the ‘Waste Water Exclusion Area and Waste Water Buffer Area’, which would need to be
subject of a stand-alone amendment, at the initiative of Water Corporation (i.e. the operators of the
two waste water treatment plants in the District).

Depending on progress on the development of the City’s ‘Coastal Adaptation Strategy’ at the time
this amendment is ready to be presented to the Council for initiation, this amendment may provide
for change/review of the ‘Coastal Management Area’. If substantial change is required and/or the
Adaptation Strategy is not sufficiently advanced, though, that would instead also be subject of a
stand-alone amendment.

This amendment would be a standard amendment.

Omnibus Amendment 7 (Amendment 32) — Mapping and Schedules Consolidation /
Review/rationalization of redundant/outdated structure plans or similar

This amendment would address a range of detailed mapping issues, as well as further consolidation
of Schedule 2 (‘Additional Uses’) and Schedule 3 (‘Special Provision Areas’) of the Scheme, together
with some related consolidation/review of Part 5 of the Scheme (‘General Development
Requirements’). A significant amount of the content of Schedules 2 and 3 is redundant or outdated
and/or could be significantly rationalized. The same is true with respect to a significant proportion of
the over 400 structure plans or similar which have been developed over the last few decades but, in
the main, never reviewed.

This amendment would be a standard amendment.

Omnibus Amendment 8 (Amendment 33 — Residential Density and Special Character Area Controls
Review / review of Special Character Area Policies

A review of residential density and ‘Special Character Areas’ controls, including the variations to the
R-Codes set out in clause 5.3 of the Scheme. It is envisaged that the subsidiary, Special Character
Area Policies, would be reviewed in parallel with this amendment.

This amendment would most likely be a standard amendment.

Dunsborough Structure Plan

Within the next 5-6 years, it is expected that the ‘Dunsborough Lakes’ estate will be fully developed —
or at least all of the new lots will have been created, although houses will not have been developed
on all of the new lots. Whilst there is some capacity for additional residential land supply to be
created out of other, currently zoned land (such as in the ‘Cape Rise’ and ‘Naturaliste Heights’
estates), it has been recognized by both the City and WAPC that the further growth and development
of Dunsborough will require the identification and planning of an additional growth area, extending
generally in a south-south-easterly direction across Commonage Road from the current and planned
portions of Dunsborough Lakes.

The pattern of land ownership in this area (i.e. quite fragmented, and generally not in the hands of
experienced and motivated ‘developers’) is such that, especially to achieve an integrated and well
planned development outcome, the City will need to lead the initial development of a structure plan
to facilitate development of this area. It is envisaged that, as a result of the City’s Local Planning
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Strategy and/or the LNSRS, appropriate strategic support will be provided to allow that work to
commence. Key issues to be addressed would include —

. An integrated transport network (road, pedestrian, cycle and public transport), in
particular, the potential for a ‘Dunsborough Southern Distributor’, linking the future
Vasse-Dunsborough Link with Commonage Road and, via Biddle Road, with Caves Road,
to the west of Dunsborough to, amongst other things, divert some regional and heavy
traffic away from Caves Road, which now runs through the middle of the Dunsborough
urban area and adjacent to the Dunsborough Town Centre;

° Identifying sites for significant public infrastructure, including schools and community
and recreational facilities;

. Identifying key environmental constraints, ecological corridors and addressing bushfire
risk at the strategic level;

. Identifying a site and general direction for development of an activity centre to provide
local services to the new growth area;

° Providing a mechanism for the equitable and efficient funding and sharing of costs
associated with infrastructure and open space provision (i.e. in part, developer
contributions arrangements); and

° Integrating and assessing the impacts of the new growth area on the planning and
development of the existing Dunsborough urban area, growth and development in the
north-western part of the City more broadly and, in particular, considering the future
growth and development of the Dunsborough Town Centre.

Activity Centre Plans

This would involve the development of ‘Activity Centre Plans’, which are a form of structure plan
provided for in the Regulations, for both the Busselton City Centre and Dunsborough Town Centre.
The WAPC has already approved the development of such plans, and it is anticipated that the work
will, at least in part, be funded from the Regional Centres Development Programme (‘RCDP’ - subject
to approval by the Growth Plan Partners and the relevant State agencies/authorities). Activity Centre
Plans are ‘planning’ documents, but do not focus entirely on ‘planning’ content; they are intended to
be broader documents, also dealing with ‘place-making’ and ‘activation’ type strategies. The Activity
Centre Plans would build on the work undertaken to develop the ‘Conceptual Plans’ for the two
centres, as well as other related work.

Signage/advertising regulation

This work would relate to both fixed signage on private land (controlled via the Scheme and the
Building Act) and portable signage on public land (controlled via the thoroughfares local law), but not
to directional or informational signage.

The statutory powers related to portable signage that are now in place are considered sound, and so
the work related to portable signage would involve development and then implementation of a
Council policy guiding the implementation of those powers. It is envisaged that a report to that end
will be presented to the Policy & Legislation Committee in the next month or so.

The statutory powers related to fixed signage on private land are also considered to be generally
sound, and so the work related to this kind of signage would be focused on development of a new
local planning policy. More detailed work, though, may identify a need for some changes to the
Scheme, which it is envisaged would be reflected in Omnibus Amendment 6. Again, it is envisaged
that a report will be presented to the Policy & Legislation Committee in coming months.
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Fencing regulation

The regulation of fencing in WA is principally controlled via the dividing fences legislation, which sets
out the rights and duties of landowners in relation to fencing of their properties. State level
regulation is often, although not currently in the case of the City, supplemented by fencing local laws,
adopted at the local government level. The main purpose of a fencing local law is to establish what a
‘sufficient fence’ is for the purposes of the dividing fences legislation, which otherwise would be
determined by the courts, through reference to the fencing typically in place in a given area. In the
last few decades, however, there has also been increasing use of planning controls to regulate front
fences, including through the R-Codes and through structure plan provisions, the latter especially
relevant in rural-residential areas where, in some cases, boundary fencing is not supported at all.

Whilst the development of a fence clearly meets the definition of ‘development’ in the planning
legislation, and there are no exemptions from the need to obtain planning approval, other than in
the case of R-Codes compliant front fencing in residential areas, the regulatory arrangements for
approval of fencing in the City, both in practice and in law, are not entirely clear. There are also some
matters on which regulation may well be desirable, but which are currently not specifically regulated
(for instance, use of electric fencing or razorwire or similar, and use of highly flammable fencing
materials in bushfire prone areas).

It is envisaged that the City develop a fencing local law to identify what types of fences should be
deemed as ‘sufficient fences’ in given areas, and to then develop, in parallel, consistent Scheme and
local planning policy provisions. There is a model local law and a number of other local laws, adopted
by other local governments, which would be used as a base from which to develop the City’s own
local law. Depending on the rate at which the different projects advances and the extent of change
required, the relevant Scheme changes may be incorporated into Omnibus Amendment 6. Other
than the matters outlined very briefly above, one of the aims would be to develop a consistent and
coherent approach to regulation of boundary fencing in rural-residential areas, and to address
residential character and amenity concerns resulting from side fences within residential front
setbacks.

Extractive industry regulation

Access to basic raw materials (i.e. sand, gravel, limestone or similar basic ‘raw materials’, but not
‘minerals’ or ‘petroleum’, land-based extraction of which is generally a State matter) is important
from many respects, notably from an economic perspective, and such materials are becoming
increasingly scarce and valuable. For that reason, continued access to such resources is important.
For that to continue, however, it is important that the City’s regulation of extraction activity
continues to be robust and credible, and that the industry is regulated and acts in a fashion that
ensures its ‘social license’ to operate.

The City currently regulates extractive industry through the Scheme, guided by a local planning
policy. The local planning policy is due for review, and there are three key issues already identified as
requiring consideration as part of that review —

e Requiring periodic (annual) performance reporting, in particular in terms of volumes
extracted and progress with rehabilitation as conditions of approval — note that this has
already been adopted as a practice;

e Considering alternatives to arbitrary separation distances (or setbacks) from extractive
industry to sensitive land uses — this may include facilitating or requiring ‘amenity
agreements’ or similar, which are commonplace in relation to mining activity; and

e Considering the introduction of volumetric charges for road maintenance/use, the validity of
which has recently been upheld by the Supreme Court.
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The first dot point above is, in part, intended to address issues that can arise where the landowner
and pit operator are not the same entity, and/or the landowner, who is ultimately responsible for the
pit, is not adequately resourced or skilled to ensure that conditions of approval are met on an
ongoing basis. It is envisaged that the annual performance reporting would pick up such issues,
before they become too significant.

Many local governments, however, have extractive industry local laws, which require and provide for
the registration of pit operators, allowing the operators to become directly responsible for pit
management and rehabilitation. Whilst a landowner can also be the operator, extractive industry
local laws generally act to effectively discourage that from occurring, other than in situations where
the landowner is genuinely the pit operator, and sufficiently resourced and skilled to meet all of the
obligations that entails. In the absence of a local law and registration requirements, it is generally the
landowner that will be legally responsible for ensuring the pit is adequately managed, and that
conditions are met.

Non-agricultural development in rural areas

The City currently has a policy on ‘Rural Tourist Accommodation’ (i.e. Local Planning Policy 5B). The
policy has not been substantively reviewed in over a decade. In the intervening period, and generally
over the last few decades, there has been a substantial increase in both the scale and the breadth of
not just tourist accommodation development in rural areas, but in a range of other non-agricultural
land-uses as well. That includes the recent emergence of ‘glamping’ proposals, as well as the
expansion of winery cellar door facilities to provide for a broader range of, essentially retail, activity,
together with development of, often very significant, restaurant and function facilities. Breweries
and distilleries and related restaurant/bar facilities have also been developed, together with other
food production and/or retailing facilities, often, but not always, related to agricultural activity in the
locality or region.

It is considered reasonably likely that these trends will continue, and that there may also be pressure
and opportunities in future for educational and/or health related facilities to develop in our rural
areas, taking advantage of the amenity and experience provided by the rural landscape, as well as
the relatively low land values, in comparison with equivalent sites in urban areas. These kinds of
development are all seen as being important contributors to the local economy and to local
employment.

In terms of their physical ‘footprint’, these land-uses often do not occupy much land, in the context
of our rural areas, and many agricultural activities can and do continue alongside these other kinds of
uses — and in many cases, there are synergies between agricultural and non-agricultural uses (e.g.
viticulture, wineries and restaurants). There is nevertheless the potential for this kind of
development to compromise both current and future agricultural activity, both because of potential
land-use conflict (e.g. by putting sensitive uses within recommended buffer areas for agricultural
activities), but also by increasing the value of rural land (making agricultural activity less economically
viable) and/or by reducing the availability of water for agricultural use. In addition, there is the
potential for non-agricultural uses of rural land to change the character of rural areas, undermining
the amenity and experience provided by the rural landscape in the process.

The City and Shire of Augusta-Margaret River, through CapeROC, undertook a project several years
ago to review and attempt to rationalize, land-use and development controls in the rural areas of
each District — and the recommendations of that project have now been reflected in the respective
town planning schemes. The issue of non-agricultural development is also being considered as part of
the development of the LNSRS, although it is likely that detailed guidance will not be provided at that
level of the planning framework. Given that and the broader issues, however, some consideration
should be given to the potential for development of more detailed policy guidance at the sub-
regional level.
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One consequence of this work may be the identification of changes that should be made to the
Scheme, but it is considered that the main output would be a local planning policy.

Heritage

A review of the Heritage List and Municipal Heritage Inventory has been undertaken over the last few
years, and is largely, but not entirely complete. When resources allow, it is envisaged that work will
recommence, and that a further review of the broader policy framework in relation to heritage
protection will also occur.

Planning/development compliance

There has been an increased focus on planning and development compliance in recent years, partly
as a result of a perceived increase in community interest and expectation. Partly as a result of that,
there is seen to be a need to develop a policy on planning/development compliance matters, setting
out the approach that the City will take with respect to those matters.

Scheme review

In late 2018, it is anticipated that the City would commence the Scheme review process. That would
involve the scoping of the relevant issues in consultation with the Department of Planning, and in
liaison with the Council. It would be expected that a Scheme review report would then be presented
for the Council’s formal consideration during 2019.

One of the aims of the proposed work described in this report is so that, when the Scheme review is
undertaken, the Scheme is essentially already up to date, or there is a clear path to having an up to
date scheme already being pursued, so that the preparation of a new scheme is not required.
Preparation of a new scheme would require a moratorium on town planning scheme amendments
for a period — essentially because any amendment not complete prior to the new scheme coming
into effect would effectively ‘fall away’ at that point, and the amendment process would have to be
recommenced, from the start, as an amendment to the then new scheme.

A moratorium would result in a temporary acceleration in the number of amendments being
progressed (in the lead-up to the moratorium, as people seek to have amendments progress prior to
the moratorium taking effect), which could have significant workload implications for the City’s
Strategic Planning team. More importantly, a moratorium would preclude any new,
landowner/developer initiated amendments being initiated during the moratorium period,
potentially delaying planning and investment decisions unnecessarily.

CONCLUSION

The direction set out in this report is the result of a broad review of the City’s overall development
control framework, and identifies a direction that identifies appropriate priorities, and should result
in an up to date, relevant and functional planning framework into the future.

OPTIONS

The Council could decide to identify different priorities for the review and development of the
planning framework.

TIMELINE FOR IMPLEMENTATION OF OFFICER RECOMMENDATION
It is anticipated that the work identified in this report will take 3-4 years to complete. A number of

more detailed and specific reports will need to be presented to the Council to that end over that
period.
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Council Decision/Committee Recommendation and Officer Recommendation

C1704/088 Moved Councillor ] McCallum, seconded Councillor G Bleechmore

That the Council endorse the direction and priorities for the development and review of the City’s
development control framework as described in the agenda report, summarized as follows —

1.

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

Omnibus Amendment 2 (Amendment 25) — Deemed Provisions Alignment;
Omnibus Amendment 3 (Amendment 28) — Development Zones Consolidation;
Omnibus Amendment 4 (Amendment 29) — Model Provisions Alignment;

Omnibus Amendment 5 (Amendment 30) — Implementation of Adopted Planning
Strategy and State Planning Policy Recommendations;

Omnibus Amendment 6 (Amendment 31) — Miscellaneous Development Control
Changes;

Omnibus Amendment 7 (Amendment 32) — Mapping and Schedules Consolidation /
Review/rationalization of redundant/outdated structure plans or similar;

Omnibus Amendment 8 (Amendment 33) — Residential Density and Special Character
Area Controls Review / review of Special Character Area Policies;

Dunsborough Structure Plan;

Activity Centre Plans;

Signage/advertising regulation;

Fencing regulation;

Extractive industry regulation;
Non-agricultural development in rural areas;
Heritage;

Planning/development compliance; and

Scheme review.

CARRIED 9/0
EN BLOC
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10.1 Finance Committee - 6/04/2017 - PERMIT FEES FOR CRUISE SHIP TENDER USE OF MARINE
BERTHING PLATFORMS AT THE BUSSELTON JETTY

SUBIJECT INDEX: Tourism Development

STRATEGIC OBJECTIVE: An organisation that is managed effectively and achieves positive
outcomes for the community.

BUSINESS UNIT: Commercial Services

ACTIVITY UNIT: Economic and Business Development

REPORTING OFFICER: Economic and Business Development Coordinator - Jon Berry

AUTHORISING OFFICER: Director, Community and Commercial Services - Naomi Searle

VOTING REQUIREMENT: Absolute Majority

ATTACHMENTS: Nil

This item was considered by the Finance Committee at its meeting on 6 April 2017, the
recommendations from which have been included in this report.

PRECIS

Two marine berthing platforms have been built near the base of the Busselton Jetty at a cost of
$1.2m to facilitate marine based tourism. The berths (one on the east side and one on the west
side) were supported by a $600k Federal tourism development grant to help facilitate cruise ship
visits (tender drop off) and facilities for commercial whale watching and charter/tour vessel usage
at the City’s most popular tourist visitation point.

Council has previously resolved (C1604/101) to adopt fees and charges in the 2016/17 financial
year under the category ‘whale-watching/tour vessels’, (currently in place) and to defer charging
fees for cruise ship tender use until the 2017/18 financial year.

This report recommends Council commence charging cruise ship companies a fee for use of the
platforms to assist in maintaining revenue into the Busselton Jetty Reserve fund which supports
whole of life asset management and replacement of the Jetty. It also recommends a new three
monthly permit option be introduced for whale watching vessels to support use of the platforms

BACKGROUND

The City received a Federal Government Tourism Demand Driver Infrastructure (TDDI) grant of
$600k, (matched by a City contribution from the Busselton Jetty Reserve of $600k) to construct
marine berthing facilities at the Busselton Jetty completed in early 2016. The funds enabled the City
to construct a 35m berthing platform to replace the existing structure on the east side of the Jetty
(the principal berthing facility with universal pedestrian access) and a 15m platform on the west side
of the Jetty (stair access only). The two platforms enable the transfer of cruise ship passengers in a
range of weather conditions and provide a new pick up and drop off point for commercial whale-
watching and charter/tour vessels at Busselton’s premier tourist precinct. They are designed
principally for tourism based commercial use, however are also used by recreational fishers.

There is also an existing platform toward the end of the Jetty known as ‘Alley’s Landing’ , which was
purpose built for visits of tall ships such as the sail training ship “STS Leeuwin II”, operated by the not-
for-profit Leeuwin Ocean Adventure Foundation. There is no fee or charge set for use of this landing,
with no new fee proposed at this time.

The two marine berths support berthing of vessels operated by two user groups, being cruise ship
tenders and whale-watching/tour vessels.



Council 49 26 April 2017

1. Whale watching/tour vessels

There are six vessels regularly operating whale watching tours in the Geographe Bay region, which is
a popular activity for tourists visiting the Region. Some of these vessels are based at Dunsborough
(Quindalup professional fisherman’s boat ramp), with the majority being moored at pens at Port
Geographe, with seasonal visits from Perth or North West home ports. The whale-watching season in
Geographe Bay primarily runs from September to mid-December, with some of the vessels then
operating during Augusta through to May to experience whale migration and for fishing charters.

Council has previously resolved to implement the following schedule of fees and charges for this
category commencing 1 July 2016:

Maximum duration of use permitted

Registered Length of vessel Monthly Annual Refundable Bond*
(ex GST) (ex GST)
0¢10m $500 $3,500 $2,500
10«15 $550 $4,000 $3,500
15«¢ 25 $S600 $4,500 54,500
Over 25m $700 $5,000 56,000
Permit Application Fee: $70.00 (ex GST)

*Bond charge per vessel payable in advance (in addition to insurance
requirements) Permit fee payable in advance at issue of notice of approval

Since the fees and charges for use of the platforms commenced, three permits were issued within
this category (two for whale watching vessels and one for a jet boat operator).

This report recommends a new option (a three monthly permit fee) be introduced from 2017/18 for
whale watching / tour vessels to support use of the platforms.

2. Cruise ship vessels

On 25 November 2015, Council resolved (C1511/330) to waive jetty entrance fees for cruise ship
passengers and on 9 December 2015 Council also resolved (C1512/369) to waive berthing fees for
cruise ship tender vessels until the 2017/18 financial year.

During the 2016/17 financial year ten cruise ships are scheduled to disembark passengers at
Busselton with a further sixteen vessels booked until March 2019. The majority of vessels are
operated by Carnival Australia (P&O; Cunard; Princess Cruises). New operators that have recently
booked to tender passengers include Gulf Agency Company (Australia) Pty Ltd (Vessel: Europa);
Crystal Cruises (Vessel: Crystal Serenity) and Cruise & Maritime Voyages (Vessel: MS Astor). City
officers have also held discussions with Royal Caribbean Cruises who are yet to make bookings.

Tourism WA acknowledge the importance of the cruise sector for tourism industry development in
WA, which contributed around $275 million to the state’s economy in 2015-16 and supported nearly
1200 jobs. Locally around $1.2m per season of direct passenger expenditure is injected into the
economy with a multiplier effect across the district.

This report recommends a proposed fee arrangement for cruise ship tenders using the platforms to
commence from 1 December 2017.
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STATUTORY ENVIRONMENT
Jetties Act 1926

This Act provides for the construction, maintenance, and preservation of jetties and other
works, and to make better provision for securing and regulating the use and management of
jetties. Pursuant to section 7 of the Jetties Act, the CEO of the Department of Transport may
grant a license for the erection or construction of a jetty or for the maintenance and use of any
Jetty. The Busselton Jetty is licensed in accordance with thislegislation.

Busselton Jetty License (2009)

The City of Busselton (former Shire) was granted a Jetty License in 2009 by the Department of
Transport, with the permitted use being for ‘Recreation, Tourism and Heritage’. Section 6.3
requires the City to establish and maintain a Jetty Maintenance Reserve and contribute to the
account from income received from existing ground leases on the Busselton foreshore plus a
minimum of $650k (indexed to CPI) sourced from Busselton Jetty Environment and
Conservation Association (BJECA), which is licensed to operate tourism enterprises on the Jetty
to raise this capital.

City of Busselton and Busselton Jetty Environment and Conservation Association License (2009)

The City of Busselton licenses BJECA to use and manage the Jetty as a commercial enterprise on
specified terms and conditions. Licensed activities include operation of commercial enterprises
by BJECA including the Interpretative Centre, Underwater Observatory and the Miniature
Railway Train. BJECA is also licensed to collect the Jetty Entrance fee that is set by Council.

City of Busselton Jetties Local Law 2014

The Busselton Jetty Local Law (2014) allows the City to control access to berthing at the Jetty.
Relevant clauses include:

e Section 2.2 Mooring of Vessels:
(1) A person shall not moor to or berth a vessel at the jetties or moor or berth a vessel on
the Land—

(a) unless the mooring or berthing of the vessel is authorized or permitted by the local
government either by way of a sign affixed by the local government to the jetties or by
written consent of the local government; (b) other than in accordance with any
conditions imposed by the local government under clause 3.2(1)(a).

(2) Subclause (1) does not apply to—
(a) a person who needs to moor to or berth a vessel at the jetties or on the Land in an
emergency;

(b) a vessel in distress such as that repairs are required and then only to effect the
minimum repairs necessary to enable the vessel to be moved elsewhere;

(c) a person who uses the jetties under and in accordance with a written agreement
with the local government; and

(d) a person who has been exempted from subclause (1) by the local government.
(3) A person shall not—

(a) moor a vessel to the jetties or any part of the jetties except to such moorings or
mooring piles as are provided; or

(b) permit a vessel to remain alongside the jetties unless the vessel is so moored
or fastened.
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e Section 5.6 Fees and charges:
(1) Fees and charges may be imposed by the local government for the purposes of this
local law in accordance with the requirements of Part 6, Division 5, Subdivision 2 of the
Act.

(2) A person shall not charge admission or seek payment for entering or using the jetties
without having first obtained the written consent of the local government.

(3) A person shall not enter upon or use the jetties without first having paid—

(a) the fees and charges which may apply to such entry or use, as determined by the
local government from time to time; or

(b) admission charged by a person who obtained written consent pursuant to subclause (2).
RELEVANT PLANS AND POLICIES

Busselton Jetty 50-Year Maintenance Plan

The Busselton Jetty 50-Year Maintenance Plan identifies the maintenance, capital replacement
and upgrade tasks required to maintain the Busselton Jetty, including the exterior and structural
maintenance of the Interpretive Centre and the Underwater Observatory, for the 50-year
period from 2013 to 2062. Reconstruction of the existing lower landing fishing platform (formerly
known as 2A) was originally scheduled for the year 2020 (with no access ramp) at a forecast
cost of ~$500k so this has effectively been brought forward with respect to long range planning.
Revenue gained from marine berthing platform fees and charges is to be directed into the Jetty
Maintenance Reserve from which maintenance funds are sourced.

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

Asset replacement and maintenance of the two new berths is provided for in the Jetty Maintenance
Reserve (2016/17 opening balance ~$2.6m). Engineering and Works (EWS) estimate maintenance
costs of the platforms at approximately $25k pa, which will be reflected in a review of the Busselton
Jetty 50-Year Maintenance Plan.

Additionally, cruise ship visits currently cost the City on average of $1.8k per visit (~$13k pa), with
these funds used for an onshore visitor welcome program and budgeted in the Property and
Business Development Activity section of the municipal budget. This is a partnering contribution
along with separate resources provided by the Margaret River Busselton Tourism Association
(MRBTA), Chambers of Commerce and Busselton Jetty Inc. who provide staff resources and
volunteer effort. Tourism WA and the South West Development Commission have also provided
some additional seed funding for marquees and maps.

Long-term Financial Plan Implications

Income generated from fees and charges for the marine berthing platforms is directed to the Jetty
Maintenance Reserve. The LTFP opening balance of the Reserve for 2016/17 was $2,608,146 with
projected income from interest ($91,265) and transfers to the Reserve of $1,177,344. Although the
majority of transfers are sourced from the Busselton Jetty Inc. tourism activities (~$730k) there is still
a need to identify other income streams (other than the municipal fund and commercial foreshore
land leases) in the LTFP to meet projected maintenance expenditure. The officer recommendation
effectively reduces reliance on municipal fund transfers projected in the LTFP.
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STRATEGIC COMMUNITY OBJECTIVES

Key Goal Area2
Well planned, vibrant and active places: An attractive City offering great places and facilities

promoting an enjoyable and enriched lifestyle
2.3 Infrastructure assets are well maintained and responsibly managed to provide for
future generations.

Key Goal Area 3:
Robust local economy: A strong local economy that sustains and attracts existing and new
business, industry and employment opportunities.
3.1 A strong, innovative and diversified economy that attracts people to live, work, invest
and visit;

3.2 A City recognised for its high quality events and year round tourist offerings; and,

3.3 A community where local business is supported.

RISK ASSESSMENT

Risk Controls Consequence | Likelihood | Risk Level
REPUTATIONAL Continue to consult with Moderate Possible Medium
The City’s fees and charges | commercial tour and cruise

for the marine berthing ship operators balancing Jetty

platforms are set too high maintenance requirements

and deter use of the with fees acceptable to

platforms by cruise ship enable reasonable use by

companies and local tour operators

operators

CONSULTATION
Officers sought comment on the introduction of a fair and timely introduction of cruise ship fees and
charges based on a proposed fix fee per visit (payable at the time of booking) of ~$8,000-$10,000 per

ship visit with no bond payable. Comments were received as follows:

Tourism Western Australia (TWA)

e TWA suggests it is important to liaise with cruise ship companies when implementing a
berthing fee, as itineraries including Busselton are already on sale and the pricing to
passengers has not considered any additional fees;

e |t is TWA’s understanding that a fixed berthing/anchorage fee is chargeable by actual ports
and when vessels are at an anchorage and tender ashore at a port of call, there is a fee per
passenger payable;

e Fee is best aligned to what is payable in other ports

Margaret River Busselton Tourism Association

e Suggested if the cruise ship industry prefer a ‘per head’ rate, the City should consider this
and perhaps introduce a system where a fee is based on the total passenger numbers on the
ship then discount for every person who comes ashore to encourage disembarkation from
the ship and spend for the City of Busselton.
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e Since the first ship arrived in November 2014, 24,987 passengers have disembarked from
cruise ships in Busselton and the goal is to increase this number. What is not known is the
visitors who return to Busselton based on their “taste” of the experience. MRBTA surveys
every ship and asks passengers, “would you return to the region as a result of your visit
today?” the average response rate is 94% saying yes.

e MRBTA feedback from the industry is that fees need to be well justified as being spent on
infrastructure for the cruise ships rather than general revenue. Containing revenue to an
amount to support annual maintenance of the tender landing and infrastructure only (i.e. not
contributing the maintenance on the whole jetty) is preferred.

e MRBTA understand cruise companies are experienced paying fees, however the issue is the
mechanism for the charge — (i.e. fixed fee or based on passenger numbers). Suggests
introducing fees gradually so cruise companies can absorb it over time. Ultimately, any cost
increase will be a disincentive — not necessarily to the companies already coming, but to new
ones.

Carnival Australia

e Carnival strongly disagree with paying fees in advance of a port call as this is not done in any
other location (i.e. an invoice should only be raised once a port call has occurred);

e They argue a charge should be based on a per passenger basis and not a set fixed fee, which
penalizes smaller vessels (the most frequent type of vessel calling into Busselton);

e Any introduction of fees mid-year will result in a cost that has not been budgeted for in 2017.
Carnival state they cannot budget for costs before they are set. Their preference would be
for introduction to be delayed until the 1st Dec 2017, which allows them to factor in costs
accordingly;

e Their deployment out of WA has proved difficult to deliver and any additional costs
represent a further obstacle in making deployment in Western Australia successful.

Cruise & Maritime Voyages (CMV)

e CMV operate the MS Astor and the 2017/18 summer will be its 5th consecutive year home-
porting in Fremantle with 17 turnarounds each summer between December and March.
CMV’s Astor is the only cruise ship that homeports in Western Australia that significantly
promoted the state. Astor calls at Esperance six times a season and Albany seven times a
season, including overnight calls. It regularly anchors in Geographe Bay but does not tender
passengers to shore. It has booked to start tendering passengers to the Busselton Jetty from
late December 2017.

e Astor has played a significant role in promoting Western Australia but in particular the region
south of Perth. Whilst CMV acknowledges the improvement in services at Busselton for
landing cruise passengers, they have expressed concern that charging a landing fee could
have a detrimental effort on cruise tourism growth in the Busselton/Margaret River region.

e Most service or landing fees are ultimately paid by the passenger as they will be either added
to the ticket price or collected by the cruise line, or added to the shore tour costs from
guests wishing to explore and spend in local Busselton businesses. Whilst the cruise fares
include accommodation and all meals, shore tours are an additional separate cost.
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e By adding a landing fee, the cost of a Margaret River coach tour sold onboard Astor would
therefore increase in price putting at risk the guest’s decision to either purchase a coach tour
or spend the day relaxing onboard Astor.

e Should a landing fee be charged at a fixed rate CMV stated it is unfair to charge a smaller
passenger capacity cruise liner like Astor (maximum passenger capacity is 585 guests). They
estimate that a maximum of 50% of guests will use the landing berthing platform. This
would equate to 293 pax @ $3 = $877.50 per call, all of which could be taken up with
administrating the landing fee charge.

e A fixed rate of $8,000-$10,000 seems to target 2000+ passenger capacity cruse ships,
therefore it discriminates against smaller passenger capacity (Astor 585 passenger) cruise
ships.

e Unlike land based hotels, cruise ships can relocate from one destination to another
destination very quickly and easily. During the past five years a number of Australian ports
have lost calls by cruise ships due to increased costs or reduction in services. Additionally,
competition between Australian coastal ports for cruise ship calls is fierce with incentives
being offered to cruise ship owners by many ports to boast local tourism.

e CMV has in the past four years invested heavily in promoting WA and the WA Southern
region both domestically and internationally. CMV is a member of the WA Tourism Cruise
Committee.

e During the January and February months, a number of World Cruises catering to
international guests call in WA ports. But annually, local WA residents make up the largest
market for cruise ships operating to regional WA ports. Therefore a landing fee could be
seen as a tax on local residents.

OFFICER COMMENT

Cruise ships
Fees and charges vary at destinations and are generally determined by the size of the vessel, number

of passengers and duration of use. In making decisions on the choice of destination to berth,
shipping companies consider profit maximization (which is based to some extent on port fees and
charges along with other factors such as safety and passenger experiences at the destination).

Hitherto, the City of Busselton and regional tourism industry has been able to provide an exceptional
visitor experience and has established Busselton as a growing cruise ship stop-over destination. This
is demonstrated by independent research conducted by Tourism Western Australia, which concluded
that three out of five (61 per cent) transit passengers rated their overall experience at the
destination as “excellent” while a further 34 per cent rated their experience as “very good.” The
remainder rated their experience as good, meaning 100 per cent of transit passengers had a positive
experience in the Region. Two in five (42 per cent) said they would definitely recommend the Region
as a holiday destination to family and friends, while a further 54 per cent were “very likely” or “quite
likely” to recommend it.

In March 2017, Busselton was awarded "Best Local Inijtiative" in the International Insights Cruise
Magazine awards recognizing the welcome program established by the City and MRBTA on a global
stage.

Other cruise ship ports/anchorage points in WA include:
- Albany (port facilities)
- Augusta (anchorage — no visits at this time)
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- Broome (port facilities)

- Bunbury (port facilities)

- Busselton (anchorage)

- Esperance (anchorage / port facilities)
- Exmouth (anchorage)

- Fremantle (port facilities)

- Geraldton (anchorage)

- Port Hedland (port facilities)

Port berthing fees vary and generally include navigation fees, berth hire and services fees (water and
waste). For example Albany Port charges $0.2957 per tonne of vessel for navigation fees (min
$9,926) and $1,266 per 8 hour berth period). If the ship does not come alongside berth it is charged
$1,266 per day for a navigation fee. Similarly, costs at the Port of Bunbury for a large vessel such as
the Diamond Princess would include berth hire ($2,800); pilotage ($6,800), navigational services
(~$6,500 per hour) and stevedoring charges (~$2,600 per visit).

The two anchorage ports most similar to Busselton are Exmouth and Geraldton, which are both
under the control of the Department of Transport, which calculates its fees inclusive of GST at $9.93
per metre of the tender vessel plus $4.24 per passenger.

In the case of Geraldton, DoT contributes to the wage of a cruise co-ordinator, a position shared with
the local visitor centre and has invested in some infrastructure on the foreshore. Esperance Port
charges $7,000 per visit for mobilizing a pontoon when anchorage visits are required.

In light of feedback from the consultation process and to reduce administration processes for the
City, the following fees are recommended to be trialed commencing 1 December 2017 (as requested
by Carnival Australia) and reviewed in March 2018.

e Permit fee for ships tendering passengers to the Busselton Jetty:
- Less than 1,000 pax (registered ship capacity) = $3,000
- Between 1,000 and 2,000 pax (registered ship capacity) = $4,000
- Greater than 2,000 pax (registered ship capacity) = $5,000

Based on the number and size of ships booked for the 2017/18 financial year (eight ships booked),
this charging regime would yield revenue of approximately $30,000.

Whale Watching/Tour Vessels

Following consultation with users in February 2017, feedback suggested the 2016/17 fees were high
and a disincentive to grow marine tourism from the Busselton Jetty, particularly given the platform is
solely for pick up and drop off and fees are already incurred for the permanent mooring at marinas.
There was also a view that the platforms would have been engineered to handle a certain tonnage of
vessel and as long as vessels are within these limits the likelihood of any damage caused by a
commercial operator is very low so the need for a bond is questionable.

Officers have recommended a new three monthly fee to be introduced in 2017/18 to align with the
majority of the whale watching period, (which is their likely duration of use) and maintenance of the

bond to protect city infrastructure.

Proposed addition of a three monthly fee:

Registered Length of Vessel: Om to less than 10m $1,200
Registered Length of Vessel: 10m to less than 15m $1,350
Registered Length of Vessel: 15m to less than 25m $1,500

Registered Length of Vessel: over 25m $1,800
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CONCLUSION

Officers recommended the introduction of a berthing fee for cruise ships commence 1 December
2017 (as requested by Carnival Australia) and be based on a fixed fee dependent on the registered
passenger capacity of the ship (excluding crew). This approach raises a reasonable amount of funds
for maintaining the Jetty Platforms, whilst being price competitive with other ports and anchorage
destinations. It also considers feedback from the cruise ship companies and tourism authorities that
argue the importance of growing the cruise ship industry and the important wider economic impact
it creates for the region.

With regard to whale-watching and tour operator vessels, a new three monthly permit fee is
recommended to be added to the 2017/18 fees and charges schedule.

OPTIONS

Council may elect to:
- notintroduce fees and charges in 2017/18 for cruise ship companies tendering vessels to the
Busselton Jetty
- introduce an alternative permit fee structure for cruise ships that varies from the Officer
recommendation. For example, a non-refundable booking fee has been contemplated to
cover fixed costs to the City in case of a sail-by in unfavourable weather (however this has
been strongly opposed by Cruise ship companies and MRBTA)

TIMELINE FOR IMPLEMENTATION OF OFFICER RECOMMENDATION
Officers will advise the affected cruise ship companies and commence charging from 1 December

2017 and will advise tour operators of the new three month option for the whale watching season
from 1 July 2017.

Council Decision and Committee Recommendation
C1704/089 Moved Councillor ] McCallum, seconded Councillor C Tarbotton

ABSOLUTE MAJORITY DECISION OF COUNCIL REQUIRED

That Council introduces the following fees in the 2017/18 Fees and Charges Schedule.

Commercial Use of Busselton Jetty Marine Berthing Platforms - Cruise Ships
(Commencing 1 December 2017 to allow budgeting by Cruise companies)
Tender berthing permit fee at Busselton Jetty (per ship visit)

- Less than 1,000 pax (registered ship capacity) $2,000
- Between 1,000 and 2,000 pax (registered ship capacity) $4,000
- Greater than 2,000 pax (registered ship capacity) $5,000

Commercial Use of Busselton Jetty Marine Berthing Platforms - Whale Watching / Tour Vessels
(Addition of a new three monthly fee option commencing 1 July 2017):

- Registered Length of Vessel: Om to less than 10m $1,200
- Registered Length of Vessel: 10m to less than 15m $1,350
- Registered Length of Vessel: 15m to less than 25m $1,500
- Registered Length of Vessel: over 25m $1,800

CARRIED 9/0
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10.6 Finance Committee - 6/04/2017 - DRAFT SCHEDULE OF FEES AND CHARGES FOR THE
2017/18 FINANCIAL YEAR

SUBJECT INDEX: Financial Services
STRATEGIC OBJECTIVE: An organisation that is managed effectively and achieves positive
outcomes for the community.

BUSINESS UNIT: Finance and Corporate Services
ACTIVITY UNIT: Financial Operations
REPORTING OFFICER: Financial Compliance Officer - Jeffrey Corker

AUTHORISING OFFICER: Director, Finance and Corporate Services - Cliff Frewing

VOTING REQUIREMENT:  Absolute Majority

ATTACHMENTS: Attachment A Letter Requesting Review of Jetty Entry Fees =
Attachment B Schedule of Fees and Charges 1 July 2017 =

This item was considered by the Finance Committee at its meeting on 6 April 2017, the
recommendations from which have been included in this report.
PRECIS

In accordance with Regulation 5(2) of the Local Government (Financial Management) Regulations, a
local government is to undertake a review of its fees and charges regularly; and not less than once in
every financial year. This report provides the Finance Committee with a recommended Schedule of
Fees and Charges to apply for the financial year commencing on 01 July 2017, for its consideration
and consequent recommendation to the Council.

BACKGROUND
Section 6.16 of the Local Government Act (the “Act”) states that a local government may impose and
recover a fee or charge for any goods or services it provides or proposes to provide, other than a

service for which a service charge is imposed.

Section 6.17 of the Act further states that in determining the amount of a fee or charge for goods
and services, a local government is to take in to consideration the following factors:

a) The cost to the local government of providing the service or goods;
b) The importance of the service or goods to the community; and
c) The price at which the service or goods could be provided by an alternative provider.

Section 6.18 of the Act clarifies that if the amount of any fee or charge is determined under another
written law, then a local government may not charge a fee that is inconsistent with that law.

The above matters have been considered as part of the annual fees and charges review and the fees
and charges recommended are in accordance with recent planning and discussions relating to the
City’s Long Term Financial Plan.

Finally, whilst Section 6.16(3) of the Act states that a schedule of fees and charges is to be adopted
by the Council when adopting the annual budget, fees and charges may also be imposed during a
financial year. In order for the 2017/18 schedule of fees and charges to be effective from the
commencement of the new financial year, the Council is required to adopt its schedule in advance of
30 June 2017, such that any statutory public notice periods (including gazettal’s where required) can
be complied with.

STATUTORY ENVIRONMENT

Sections 6.16 — 6.19 of the Act refer to the imposition, setting the level of, and associated
administrative matters pertaining to fees and charges. The requirement to review fees and charges
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on an annual basis is detailed within Regulation 5 of the Local Government (Financial Management)
Regulations.

RELEVANT PLANS AND POLICIES

The Council’s Draft Long Term Financial Plan, which was subject to Workshops with SMG and
Councillors in February 2017, reflects an annual increase in Fees and Charges revenue of 2.9% (the 10
year average Local Government Cost Index). This matter has been considered as part of the review
process.

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

Whilst fees and charges revenue includes items that the Council has no authority to amend, it is
important that, where possible, controllable fees and charges are appropriately indexed on an
annual basis, to assist in offsetting the increasing costs of providing associated services. This may
include increases beyond normal indexation in particular cases in line with Section 6.17 of the Act.

Long-term Financial Plan Implications

In terms of the Council’s currently adopted budget, revenue from fees and charges (excluding waste
collection charges) equates to approximately 22% of budgeted rates revenue and 14% of total
operating revenue (excluding non-operating grants). As such, fees and charges form an integral and
important component of the City’s overall revenue base in relation to the Long Term Financial Plan.

STRATEGIC COMMUNITY OBJECTIVES

The schedule of fees and charges adopted by the Council encompasses 'whole of organisation'
activities. As such, all Key Goal Areas within the Council’s Strategic Community Plan 2013 are in some
way impacted. More specifically however, this matter aligns with Key Goal Area 6 — ‘Open and
Collaborative Leadership’ and particularly Community Objective 6.3 - ‘An organisation that is
managed effectively and achieves positive outcomes for the community’.

RISK ASSESSMENT

There are several risks that the Council needs to be mindful of when reviewing its schedule of fees
and charges. Firstly, in an effort to assist in recovering costs associated with the provision of services,
it is important that, where applicable, fees and charges are increased on an annual basis in line with
relevant economic indicators. Should this not occur the provision of services is required to be
increasingly subsidised by other funding sources. Conversely however, a balance is also required to
ensure that fees and charges are maintained at levels so as not to adversely impact on the financial
ability for ratepayers to utilise those services, which may otherwise result in a net reduction in
revenue.

CONSULTATION

Business Unit Managers are responsible for reviewing fees and charges associated with activities
under their control. As part of the review process, consultation may occur with other local
government authorities, in addition to a review of prices offered by alternate service providers
(pursuant to Section 6.17 of the Act).

OFFICER COMMENT

The 2017/18 draft Schedule of Fees and Charges has been guided by a general escalation of 2.9%
over currently adopted fees and charges, which represents the average of the Local Government
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Cost Index (LGCI) over the past 10 years. This methodology is consistent with the Fees and Charges
revenue extrapolation as comprised within the Council’s current Draft Long Term Financial Plan.
Notwithstanding this however, in numerous instances this principle is not appropriate, with other
factors also requiring consideration. The following provides an overview, by Directorate, of
noteworthy instances where an LGCI extrapolation has not been utilised, whilst also discussing,
where relevant, newly proposed fees and charges.

Executive Services

No fee increases imposed due to extremely low transaction rate.

Planning and Development Services
Health
e Traders
As the City has not implemented the Trader’s fees adopted in 2016/17 and these are now
part of the current EOI process, it is recommended that these remain the same. Additionally,
these fees and fee structure will remain the same as those that are being adopted as
Commercial Hire Site Fees within Commercial Services.

e OQutdoor Eating Facilities

It has been recommended that the City reduce the annual Outdoor Eating Facility Fees to SO
assuming there is no material change to the approved area. This is to assist in an increase to
the number of premises currently offering outdoor eating options within the City. The initial
application fee to assess the proposal has also been adjusted to reflect the costs of assessing
all elements of the application and bring these in line with other application fees required
when assessing applications under the Activities in Thoroughfares and Public Places and
Trading Local Law 2015. Please note — this does not apply to outdoor dining abutting a
Reserve under the care and/or control of the City to which a licence agreement will apply

Ranger & Fire Service Related Fees
Animal Control
e Application Fees
A number of new Fees have been introduced. Pursuant to s6.16(2)(d) of the Local
Government Act 1995 a fee or charge may be imposed for receiving an application for
approval, granting an approval, making an inspection and issuing a licence, permit,
authorisation or certificate.

o Application to keep more than two cats: This is a new fee that has not been charged
in the past. There is both an administrative and inspection process associated with
the process. It is reasonable that the City recovers a portion of the cost associated
with the application process.

o Application to keep more than two dogs: This is a new fee that has not been charged
in the past. There is both an administrative and inspection process associated with
the process. It is reasonable that the City recovers a portion of the cost associated
with the application process.

o Application for licence/renewal of licence to keep an approved cattery
establishment: In the past the City has charged $200 for an application for a new or
renewal of an existing licence for a cattery. The fee has not previously been captured
in the Schedule of Fees and Charges. The fee has been added to the Schedule for that
reason and includes a 2.9% increase from the previous fee.

o Application for licence/renewal of licence to keep an approved kennel
establishment: In the past the City has charged $200 for an application for a new or
renewal of an existing licence for a cattery. The fee has not previously been captured
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in the Schedule of Fees and Charges. The fee has been added to the Schedule for that
reason and includes a 2.9% increase from the previous fee.

e Dangerous Dogs
A new fee has been added. Pursuant to s33M of the Dog Act 1976 where a dog is declared to
be a dangerous dog (declared), the local government may require the owner to pay, in
addition to and at the time of the registration fee under section 15, either:

a. A reasonable charge, up to such maximum amount as may be prescribed, as
determined by the local government having regard to the expense incurred by the local
government in making inquiries, investigations and inspections concerning the behaviour of
that particular dog and the manner and place in which it is from time to time kept; or

b. A fixed charge of such amount as is:

i. Determined by the local government for the purpose of this
paragraph but not exceeding the maximum amount prescribed for the
purpose of paragraph a. or

ii. Prescribed.

Once a dog has been declared a dangerous dog (declared) Rangers carry out an inspection of
the place in which the dog is ordinarily kept to ensure it is compliant with the requirements
of the Dog Act 1976. Thereafter, Rangers carry out an annual inspection to ensure the owner
remains compliant

Impounding Fees Other
e Beach Shelters and Other Structures
A new Fee has been added. Pursuant to s.3.46(1) of the Local Government Act 1995 a local
government may refuse to allow goods impounded under section 3.39 to be collected until
the costs of removing, impounding and keeping them have been paid to the local
government.

Engineering and Works Services

e Waste Disposal and Sanitation Fees

For the purpose of establishing the fees and charges for the 2017/2018 financial year, an analysis
of the historical figures of the fees was undertaken, taking into account the fees from 2013/2014
to 2016/2017.

The following was simulated:
a) A compound annual growth rate of 2.9% applied since 2013/2014;
b) A one year growth of 2.9% applied to the 2016/2017 fees.

The proposed fees were set in order to follow, as much as possible, the compounded growth rate
over the long term and rounding its dollar figure.

In fact, the fees are normally rounded to minimise handling of small coins at the waste facilities’
gatehouses to facilitate/expedite transactions and, therefore, in many instances (smaller value
fees and charges) they tend to be kept constant over a number of years and, from time to time,
increased to the appropriate levels, making sure that that increase matches the long term
(compounded) growth target (in this case 2.9%) while keeping it a fairly round figure.

Finance and Corporate Services

e Busselton Community Resource Centre (CRC)
With respect to the CRC, it has been recommended that fees in relation to community group
hire of the meeting rooms be left at current levels to encourage continued community group
(including tenant) usage. This is further to a decision to leave community user fees static for
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2016/2017 which was well received by tenants and community groups. It is felt that an
increase in community user hire fees may have a negative impact on the level of community
hire at a time when the City will be decreasing its usage of the rooms.

On the other hand it is felt that Commercial hire fees have the scope to increase slightly
above the standard 2.9% increase, and it is recommended that these be increased by 4%.
The commercial full day hire rate for the ground floor meeting room would therefore be
$354,

e Busselton Youth and Community Activity Building (YCAB)
The construction of the YCAB is due for completion early 2018 and should be ready for use
during the 2017/18 financial year. The YCAB houses an Events/Multifunction Room, meeting
room and small office available for hire. As such it is recommended that the listed fees and
charges be included in the 2017/18 Schedule of Fees and Charges.

The YCAB is located on the Busselton Foreshore and will be a versatile and contemporary
venue designed to suit a variety of events and community requirements. The proposed fees
and charges are based on a review of hire rates for similar properties with the closest
comparisons noted below (based on current rates except where otherwise indicated).
Consideration was also given to the current hire rates for the CRC. It should be noted that
some other commercial venues offer additional services such as setup, mints, iced water on
tables or notepads.

All proposed fees are inclusive of GST, with the half day rate providing for 4 hours use and
the full day 8 hours. The community fees are approximately 55% of the proposed
commercial rate, which is consistent with other City facilities fees and charges.

Events / Multifunction Room

The Events/Multifunction room will comprise of an area of approximately 137m2. Itis
proposed to be equipped with tables and chairs, projector and screen. The kitchen facilities
would be available for non-exclusive use during the hire period, although crockery, tea,
coffee etc. will need to be supplied by the hirer.

Meeting Room

The meeting room is approximately 28m2 and would accommodate approximately 12 people
seated. Itis proposed to be equipped with white boards, projectors and screens. The
kitchen facilities would be available for non-exclusive use during the hire period. The CRC
rate below is based on the recommended half day (4 hrs) hire rate for 17/18 broken into an
hourly rate. It is proposed that booking for the meeting room be offered on an hourly rate
basis but with a minimum 2 hour booking. The two hour minimum will allow for set up and
pack up.

Office

The office is approximately 12m2 and would be suitable for one on one meeting or as an
office base during an event or function at the YCAB. The kitchen would also be available for
non-exclusive use during the hire period.

Venue Hire

There may be certain occasions where a hirer would seek to hire all three spaces within the
venue, for instance during major events. A discounted fee to accommodate this is
recommended, based on a half or full day hire of all three rooms and a 25% discount.

Other
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The other charges to be included are the facility hire bond, security/access bond, and the
facility cancellation fee. These are recommended to be the same as the CRC.

Community and Commercial Services

Traders (Non Food)

A review of food and non-food trading in public places has progressed and a new policy ‘Non-
exclusive commercial use of City land’ was adopted on 9 November 2016. A more uniform
approach between food and non-food vendor use of city owned or controlled land has been
established as a result of the policy review and is reflected in fees and charges across
Environmental Health (food vendors) and Commercial Services (Non-food recreational
enterprises).

Street Entertainers

Iltem transferred from Environmental Health section where no fee was incurred and no
management regime was in place. Minimal fee is proposed to register buskers at proposed
‘Busk Stops’ at set places around the Dunsborough and Busselton CBD’s to activate core
tourist and shopping precincts. A new ‘Buskers Policy’ is being drafted to administer a pro-
active ‘programmed’ approach to place activation as per the City’s Economic Development
Strategy.

Busselton Jetty

The Busselton Jetty Inc. has requested the City approve an increase of Jetty entry
fees from $3.00 per adult to $4.00 per adult to achieve income forecasts as per the
license agreement with the City. No fees for single child will be requested by BJ Inc.
to support family visitation. No change to the Annual Walk Pass is requested. Please
see extract below from the Busselton Jetty Reference Group Meeting Minutes of
21 September 2016 were the proposed increase was approved by this group.

5.4 Proposal to Increase Jetty Entrance Fees (Jon Berry)

Economic Development Coordinator advised the Group, the City had received a letter
from BJECA regarding a proposed increase to the Jetty entrance fees.

The proposal from BJECA was for fees to increase to $3.50 at 01/01/2017 and then
$4.00 from 01/07/2017. The Group discussed the proposal.

Action: The Group suggested for the proposed increase of the Jetty entrance fees to
be included in the 2017-2018 fees and charges schedule, increasing from $3.00 to
$4.00 from 01/07/2017.

A formal letter of request was sent to the City on 9 March 2017 which can be viewed at
Attachment A.

Commercial Use of Marine Berthing Platforms — Whale Watching / Tour Vessels

Following the first year of operation of the new marine berthing platforms on the Busselton
Jetty, consultation with the inaugural permit holders was held in early 2017. There has been
a unified request for a third tier of permit fees being three monthly to coincide with the term
of the whale watching season. Feedback has been received that the inaugural fee structure
was deemed to be excessive, when compared to permanent pen and mooring fees at Port
Geographe (where vessels are permanently moored with marine services), whereas the Jetty
facility is only a pick up and drop off point. As well as a new three monthly fee, it is
recommended the existing berthing fee for monthly and annual fees be maintained (i.e. no
CPI adjustment for 2017/18) and be reviewed in 2018/19 and progressively stepped up as
the foreshore redevelopment progresses and the visitor market to the foreshore precinct
increases.
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Commercial Use of Marine Berthing Platforms - Cruise Ship Vessels
e Council has previously resolved not to charge cruise ship tenders visiting the Busselton Jetty
until a review is undertaken. A Finance Committee report will consider this matter on
6 April 2017 taking into account submissions from Tourism Authorities and Cruise Ship
companies and a recommendation on charges will be made to the Council.

e Key/ Hire Bond

o Bond applies to NCC users who sign out a key to use the facility outside staffing
hours. Also applies to users who hold events and functions that have food and drinks
or other type of use requiring more extensive clean up. Amounts payable are drawn
from when following conditions apply: Loss of issued key or unauthorised transfer of
issued key to a third party or unauthorised copying of issued key or accessing NCC
with no prior approval, repair of damage to building, equipment or fittings as a result
of hire, or where extra cleaning is required as a result of hire.

o As a result of hiring, damage repair to building, equipment or fittings, extra cleaning
or moving equipment — Fee is the cost of reparation plus 20% administration.
Minimum of $25 for each occurrence.

e Stadium

o Delete “Tennis per hour” fee of $ 33.00 as there has been no such hire in 18 months.
The public is not willing to pay the tennis court hire rate as listed.

o Add “Casual Indoor Tennis: Adults” at $8.00 per person per hour. Tennis hire rate is
higher than other casual sport as it utilises the entire stadium.

o Add “Casual Indoor Tennis: Students” at $5 per person per hour. Tennis hire rate is
higher than other casual sport as it utilises the entire stadium.

o Replace “Casual Basketball (Individual fee) student” with “Casual Sports school
student rate per hour per person” to recognise other sports may be played;

o Replace “Casual Basketball (Individual fee*) per hour” with “Casual Sports per hour
per person” to recognise other sports may be played. Note that these “casual sports”
rates are cheaper than tennis as it only uitilises half of the stadium. The remaining
area can be hired simultaneously. Fees apply to 1 x hoop, half court for skate or
soccer, 1 x badminton court, 1 x table tennis table.

o Add “Storage — Community per shelf” due to groups requesting storage in stadium
store and shortage of storage space.

e Kitchen/Servery
o With or without other booking the kitchen/server has a very low usage level due to
hire rate being prohibitive. Introduced a daily fee equivalent to 2hrs hire to
encourage usage of the facility.

e Group Fitness

o Add book of 10 concession passes for seniors and F/T students. Re-introduced the
fee this FY as erroneously excluded from 16/17 fees and charges.

o 6 months membership and 6 month concession membership — Nil 6 month
memberships sold to date this Financial Year as the price is prohibitive. Reduced fee
to align with other membership fees. Low level of take up so minimal impact on
annual revenue. 3 month membership fees also reduced.

o PAYG cancellation fee — is not a membership fee but a disincentive for clients to
cancel within 3 months. Clients are advised of cancellation fee upon signing up and it
is not necessary to increment this fee as very rarely charged to customer.

e Shower
o No fee increment as would be only 10c increase and inconvenient for coin change.
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e Stage Hire
o Commercial rate — applicable to usage for profit oriented events.
o Community Rate - Affordable rate for non-profit use for example functions,
community events, fund raisers.

e NCC Grounds Hire
o No increment as currently nil utilisation. Potential use increase with marketing and
development of programs. Review fee again 18/19 FY.

Geographe Leisure Centre
e Swimming club lane hire fee increased in line with agreed course of action when initially
reduced. Agreement in place that it would increase $1 per lane each subsequent Financial
Year.

e Lifestyle seniors program not increased to encourage social return on senior’s gym usage.

e Aerobics/aqua aerobics casual entry increased in line with gym casual entry so that they are
both the same.

e Vacation care program increased to also include cost of excursions. This will alleviate huge
administrative burden of collection of fees and will also mean that parents can claim a % of
this increase from Commonwealth Government childcare subsidy.

e Créche admission and books not increased to encourage more usage and therefore more
memberships.

e 1 month membership price increased as it was cheaper to buy 3x 1 month memberships
compared to one 3 month membership.

Kookaburra Caravan Park

e The City executed a new management contract with BCP Pty Ltd (including Innoviv Park
Services) on 1 November 2016 and the City has approved the Management Plan for park
operations. One of the recommendations from the management plan is to implement a new
fees and charges structure incorporating three seasons and fees accordingly. As such there
are a number of changes to the Kookaburra Caravan Park section of Fees and Charges. In
general fees and charges have been increased by the recommended CPI level, with details
listed below;

o For all accommodation types (powered sites and cabins; overnight, weekly and
club rates) off peak season has been changed to Lows season, a new Mid-season
has been introduced and Peak season changed to High season;

o A new mid-season rate has been introduced for Clubs;

o Some sections have been deleted: After 27 days; Weekly Rate — Peak season;
These line items have been incorporated in other sections above (After 27 days —
After 27 days (less than 90 days); Weekly Rate — Peak season — Weekly Rates;

o Onsite Park Homes — Extra Adult and Extra Child has been replaced with Extra
(Age 4 and over);

o Cabin names have been changed:

= Cabin Normal now Basic Cabin,
=  Cabins 9 & 10 now Cockle Shell Cabins,
= Cabins 4 & 5 now Cowrie Shell Cabins,
= Park Home 6 has been removed and new cabin installed as Nautilus Shell
Cabin.
e Miscellaneous — Group Booking has been removed as replaced with club booking fee;
e Increases /decreases in Fees and Charges. In general:
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All low season fees (powered sites) have been increased below 2.9%;

All mid-season fees (powered sites) have been increased above 2.9% however
this new fee has been benchmarked against the existing low season fee and
hence increase is above 2.9% (the mid-season fees have not set mid-way
between low and high but closer to the low season rate as these are new fees) ;
All high season fees (powered sites) have been increased below 2.9%;

The low season fees (basic cabin) has been increased below 2.9%;

The mid-season fees (basic cabin) has been increased above 2.9% however this
new fee has been benchmarked against the existing low season fee and hence
increase is above 2.9% (the mid-season fees have not set mid-way between low
and high but closer to the low season rate as these are new fees) ;

The high season fee (basic cabin) has been increased below 2.9%;

The low season fee (Cockle Shell cabin) has been increased above 2.9% - this is
because linen has been included in this cabin as standard and hence the fee has
increased by $5.00. If you remove the increase of $5.00 for linen then the CPI
increase is below 2.9% ;

The mid-season fee (Cockle Shell cabin) has been increased above 2.9% -
however this new fee has been benchmarked against the existing low season fee
and hence increases is above 2.9%. This also includes the $5.00 increase
allocation for linen ;

The high season fee (Cockle Shell cabin) has been increased above 2.9% - this is
because linen has been included in this cabin as standard and hence the fee has
increased by $5.00. If you remove the increase of $5.00 for linen then the CPI
increase is below 2.9% ;

The same logic as above (Cockle Shell Cabin) applies to Cowrie Shell Cabin and
Nautilus Shell Cabin ;

Miscellaneous — Group Booking fee has been deleted as this is replace by the
Club Booking fee;

e For Councils information the following season dates apply, these will be made available on
the website for each financial year as they are likely to change depending on public holidays.

Q/Bday

Labour
Day

WA Day

Seasons
Sites Cabins
Low Low

1/7/17 - 21/9/17 inclusive

1/7/17 - 21/9/17 inclusive

22/9/17 - 3/11/17 inclusive

8/10/17 - 3/11/17 inclusive

16/12/17 - 25/12/17 inclusive

16/12/17 - 25/12/17 inclusive

29/4/18 - 30/6/18 inclusive

29/4/18 - 30/6/18 inclusive

Mid

Mid

22/9/17-24/9/18 inclusive

22/9/17 -7/10/17 inclusive

4/11/17 -15/12/17 inclusive

4/11/17 -15/12/17 inclusive

28/1/18 - 29/3/18 inclusive

28/1/18 - 29/3/18 inclusive

2/4/18 - 28/4/18 inclusive

2/4/18 - 24/4/18

1/6/18 - 3/6/18 inclusive

1/6/18 - 3/6/18 inclusive

| High

High

26/12/17 - 27/1/18 inclusive

26/12/17 - 27/1/18 inclusive

30/3/18 - 1/4/18 inclusive (Easter)

30/3/18 - 1/4/18 inclusive (Easter)
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Art Geo
e The Courtyard and Marine Terrace Gardens hire fees have not been increased to generate
interest in hiring these areas.

Busselton - Margaret River Regional Airport
e The Fees and Charges associated with the Busselton-Margaret River Airport have generally
not been increased by CPl other than those for permit related charges (Flight Training
permit). Increases to fees have not been applied as there is likely to be some inconvenience
/interruption to passengers and airport users during the 2017/18 year resulting from the
Airport Development Project and therefore not considered appropriate to increase related
fees and charges.

Libraries
e Libraries’ Fees and Charges for 2017/18 have not been increased due to the small
transactional values and to avoid inconvenient small coin change

CONCLUSION

As part of the annual fees and charges review, the currently adopted fees and charges have been
reviewed in line with the requirements of the Local Government Act and other relevant legislation as
applicable. Where considered relevant, fees and charges have been increased by, or above, LGCI
estimates in recognition of increased costs associated with the provision of services. In other
instances, the prevailing fees and charges are considered adequate (and as such, no changes are
recommended). Furthermore, a number of new fees and charges have been proposed, or
amendments to existing fees structures recommended. Consequently, it is recommended that the
Finance Committee endorses the draft Schedule of Fees and Charges for 2017/18 as recommended,
for subsequent consideration by the Council.

OPTIONS

The Finance Committee may determine to recommend amendments to the draft Schedule of Fees
and Charges as it deems appropriate.

TIMELINE FOR IMPLEMENTATION OF OFFICER RECOMMENDATION

Consequent to adoption by the Council, the Schedule of Fees and Charges for 2017/18 will become
effective from and including 01 July 2017.

Council Decision/Committee Recommendation and Officer Recommendation
C1704/090 Moved Councillor G Bleechmore, seconded Councillor T Best

ABSOLUTE MAIJORITY DECISION OF COUNCIL REQUIRED

That the Council:

1. Endorses the Fees and Charges as detailed in the “Draft Fee 2017/18 (exc. GST)” column of
Attachment B - Schedule of Fees and Charges, effective from and including 01 July 2017.

CARRIED 9/0
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12. ENGINEERING AND WORKS SERVICES REPORT
Nil
13. COMMUNITY AND COMMERCIAL SERVICES REPORT

Nil
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14. FINANCE AND CORPORATE SERVICES REPORT

14.1 DELEGATION - ESTABLISHMENT OF PANELS OF PRE-QUALIFIED SUPPLIERS

SUBIJECT INDEX: Purchasing

STRATEGIC OBJECTIVE: Governance systems that deliver responsible, ethical and accountable
decision-making.

BUSINESS UNIT: Corporate Services

ACTIVITY UNIT: Legal Services

REPORTING OFFICER: Legal Services Coordinator - Cobus Botha

AUTHORISING OFFICER: Director, Finance and Corporate Services - Cliff Frewing

VOTING REQUIREMENT: Absolute Majority

ATTACHMENTS: Nil

PRECIS

In terms of Regulations 24AB of the Local Government (Functions and General) Regulations 1996
(Tender Regulations) Council may establish a panel of pre-qualified suppliers to supply particular
goods or services to the City of Busselton. This report recommends to Council to delegate to the
Chief Executive Officer (CEO) the authority to exercise the powers and discharge the duties of the
local government under Part 4 Division 3 — Panels of pre-qualified suppliers of the Tender
Regulations.

BACKGROUND

Section 3.57 of the Local Government Act 1995 (Act), the Tender Regulations and the City of
Busselton’s Purchasing Policy (Purchasing Policy) provides the statutory framework and procedural
guidelines for purchasing decisions made by the City of Busselton. As a general principle (and subject
to certain statutory exemptions) Regulation 11 of the Tender Regulations requires from a local
government to publicly invite tenders before entering into a contract for another person to supply
goods or services if the consideration under the contract is, or is expected to be, more, or worth
more, than $150 000.

However pursuant to changes to the Tender Regulations in October 2015 local governments now
have the ability to establish in accordance with the provisions of Division 3 of the Tender Regulations
panels of pre-qualified suppliers to supply particular goods or services to the local government. One
of the direct consequences (and advantages) of establishing a panel of pre-qualified suppliers is that
the local government is no longer required to publicly invite tenders for provision of goods/services
expected to be over $150,000 if these goods/services are procured from a pre-qualified supplier on
the panel.

The procedural requirements for establishing panels of pre-qualified suppliers are specified in
Division 3 of the Tender Regulations and can be summarised as follows:

e The local government must be satisfied that there is, or will be, a continuing need for the
particular goods or services to be supplied by pre-qualified suppliers;

e Adopting a policy which provides for matters such as the process for obtaining quotations from
pre-qualified suppliers, clear, consistent and regular communication between the local
government and pre-qualified suppliers, how work will be distributed among pre-qualified
suppliers and recording and retention of information; and
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e Establishing a panel or pre-qualified suppliers by way of giving Statewide public notice of the
invitation to apply to join the panel, providing detailed information about the nature and scope
of the required goods/services and accepting those applications which satisfy the selection
criteria and are considered to be most advantageous to the local government.

Following the October 2015 changes to the Tender Regulations, which formalised the process for
establishing panels of pre-qualified suppliers, Council has adopted in 2016 an amended Purchasing
Policy which, under paragraph 9 of the policy, makes provision for the matters set out in the Tender
Regulations. These changes to the Purchasing Policy also ensure that the policy, in so far as it relates
to establishment of panels of pre-qualified suppliers, is consistent with the relevant Tender
Regulations.

Procurement through a panel arrangement is most effective in relation to certain types of repetitive,
regularly required goods/services which, as stand-alone purchases/jobs may be a relatively minor,
low value transaction but, on a cumulative basis, could annually easily exceed the tender threshold of
$150,000. The City’s continuing need for procurement of certain goods/services through panels of
pre-qualified suppliers is well established.

The City have been successfully using this method of procurement for many years in relation to
goods/services such as electrical services, landscaping services and engineering consultancy services.
The City followed a process similar to the tendering process under the Tender Regulations for
establishing these panels. However some of the City’s existing panel arrangements are in the process
of expiring and new replacement panels will have to be established.

Prior to the October 2015 changes to the Tender Regulations decisions in relation to the
establishment of panels of pre-qualified suppliers have been made at officer level. The decision as to
whether there is, or will be, a continuing need for the particular goods or services to be supplied by
pre-qualified suppliers and the process for establishing such a panel, is considered to be an
administrative function with limited scope for the exercise of discretion. This report recommends
that Council, pursuant to the October 2015 changes to the tender Regulations, delegate to the CEO
the power to establish panels of pre-qualified suppliers in accordance with the relevant provisions of
the Tender Regulations and the City’s Purchasing Policy.

STATUTORY ENVIRONMENT

Pursuant to section 5.42(1)(a) of the Act Council may delegate to the CEO the exercise of any of its
powers or the discharge of any of its duties under the Act, other than those referred to in section
5.43. The Act prescribes that any such delegation requires an absolute majority vote of Council.

Council’s powers and duties under Division 3 of the Tender Regulations fall within the scope of
functions which can be delegated to the CEO pursuant to section 5.42(1)(a) of the Act.

RELEVANT PLANS AND POLICIES

The proposed delegation of Council’s powers and duties under Division 3 of the Tender Regulations is
consistent with the City’s Purchasing Policy, Tender Selection Criteria Policy and Tender Pre Selection
Policy.

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

The proposed delegation does not limit Council’s function or ability to approve the allocation of
resources through the annual budget process in respect of all tenders and quotations that may be
awarded by the City. Therefore adoption of the Officer Recommendation will not have any direct
financial implication for the City.
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Long-term Financial Plan Implications

The proposed delegation to the CEO does not have any long term financial implications.
STRATEGIC COMMUNITY OBJECTIVES

The proposed delegation aligns with Strategic Community Objective 6.2 which requires the City’s
governance systems to deliver responsible, ethical and accountable decision making.

RISK ASSESSMENT

The proposed delegation will allow for implementation of a relatively straight forward administrative
process with limited scope for the exercise of discretion and is therefore considered low risk with no
risks identified as “medium” or greater.

CONSULTATION
Not applicable as the proposed delegation relates to internal administrative processes only.
OFFICER COMMENT

The main purpose of the proposed delegation is to improve at officer level efficiency and optimise
use of the City’s resources.

The functions and duties in relation to establishment of panels of pre-qualified suppliers in
accordance with Division 3 of the Tender Regulations are relatively straight forward and comprise of
administrative functions with very limited scope for the exercise of discretion (as outlined under the
BACKGROUND section of this report). Prior to the October 2015 changes to the Tender Regulations
these functions and duties were allowed to be exercised at officer level.

Under Delegation 3J the CEO currently has delegated authority to:

e Invite and evaluate tenders for the supply of goods and services to the City; and

e Accept tenders where the contract value does not exceed $500,000.

The proposed delegation does not seek to change the current arrangements in relation to Council
and the CEQ’s powers to invite, evaluate and accept tenders or to deviate from the guidelines under
the City’s Purchasing Policy, but rather to avoid the requirement for officers to refer a relatively
straight forward administrative function to Council.

CONCLUSION

Adoption of the Officer Recommendation will streamline City operations and improve efficiency
without compromising statutory or policy compliance or Council’s existing powers in relation to
choice of tenderer.

OPTIONS

Council may resolve not to adopt the proposed delegation. However for the reasons mentioned in
this report this option is not recommended.
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TIMELINE FOR IMPLEMENTATION OF OFFICER RECOMMENDATION

The proposed delegation will be effective immediately upon adoption by the Council.

Council Decision and Officer Recommendation
C1704/091 Moved Councillor C Tarbotton, seconded Councillor R Reekie

ABSOLUTE MAJORITY DECISION OF COUNCIL REQUIRED

That the Council adopts Delegation LG3M — Establishment of panels of pre-qualified suppliers

INSTRUMENT OF DELEGATION

Ref No | LG Act Ref Delegate Delegation Subject
LG3M 5.42(1)(a) Chief Executive Officer Establishment of panels of pre-
qualified suppliers

Delegator

Council.

Power/Duty

To exercise the following powers and discharge the following duties of the local government under
Part 4 Division 3 of the Local Government (Functions and General) Regulations 1996:

1. Pursuant to Regulation 24AC(1)(b) determine whether there is, or will be, a continuing need for
the particular goods or services to be supplied by pre-qualified suppliers;

2. In accordance with Regulations 24AD — 24Al establish panels of pre-qualified suppliers for
provision of particular goods or services; and

3. Inaccordance with Regulation 24AJ enter into a contract, or contracts, for the supply of goods or
services with a pre-qualified supplier who is part of a panel of pre-qualified suppliers for the
supply of those particular goods or services.

Conditions

This delegation is subject to:

(a) Compliance with the requirements of the City’s Purchasing Policy as it relates to panels of pre-
qualified suppliers; and

(b) The contract value of any particular goods or services to be procured from a particular supplier
or in connection with a particular project is not to exceed $500,000.

Statutory Framework

Council is exercising its power of delegation under Section 5.42(1)(a) of the Local Government Act
1995 to delegate to the CEO to exercise some of its powers and discharge of its duties provided for
under Part 4 Division 3 of the Local Government (Functions and General) Regulations 1996.
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24AB. Local government may establish panels of pre-qualified suppliers

A local government may establish a panel of pre-qualified suppliers to supply
particular goods or services to the local government in accordance with this
Division.

24AC. Requirements before establishing panels of pre-qualified suppliers

(1) A local government must not establish a panel of pre-qualified suppliers unless —
@ ...... ; and

(b) the local government is satisfied that there is, or will be, a continuing need
for the particular goods or services to be supplied by pre-qualified
suppliers.

CARRIED 9/0
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15. CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER’S REPORT

15.1 COUNCILLORS' INFORMATION BULLETIN

SUBJECT INDEX:
STRATEGIC OBJECTIVE:

BUSINESS UNIT:
ACTIVITY UNIT:
REPORTING OFFICER:

AUTHORISING OFFICER:
VOTING REQUIREMENT:

ATTACHMENTS:

Councillors' Information

Governance systems that deliver responsible, ethical and accountable

decision-making.

Executive Services

Governance Services

Reporting Officers - Various

Chief Executive Officer - Mike Archer

Simple Majority

Attachment A Planning Applications Received 16 March - 30 March=

Attachment B Planning Applications Determined 16 March - 31
March=

Attachment C State Administrative Tribunal Appeals=

Attachment D Vasse Recreational Facilities Working Group=

Attachment E  Meelup Regional Park Management - Informal
Minutes =

Attachment F  Minister for Education and Training=

Attachment G Attorney General=

AttachmentH WALGA =

DISCLOSURE OF INTEREST

Date

26 April 2017

Meeting

Council

Name/Position

Oliver Darby, Director

Item No./Subject

15.1 Councillors’ Information Bulletin

Type of Interest

Financial Interest

Nature of Interest

As the Property owner of 405 Sloan Drive, Dunsborough subject to the
planning application DA17/0002 listed on page 179 of the agenda.

PRECIS

This report provides an overview of a range of information that is considered appropriate to be
formally presented to the Council for its receipt and noting. The information is provided in order to
ensure that each Councillor, and the Council, is being kept fully informed, while also acknowledging
that these are matters that will also be of interest to the community.

Any matter that is raised in this report as a result of incoming correspondence is to be dealt with as
normal business correspondence, but is presented in this bulletin for the information of the Council

and the community.

INFORMATION BULLETIN

15.1.1 Planning and Development Statistics

Attachment A is a report detailing all Planning Applications received by the City between 16 March,
2017 and 31 March, 2017. 35 formal applications were received during this period.

Attachment B is a report detailing all Planning Applications determined by the City between 16
March, 2017 and 31 March, 2017. A total of 42 applications (including subdivision referrals) were
determined by the City during this period with 42 approved / supported and O refused / not

supported.
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15.1.2 State Administrative Tribunal (SAT) Appeals

Attachment C is a list showing the current status of State Administrative Tribunal Appeals involving
the City of Busselton as at 6 April, 2017.

15.1.3 Vasse Recreational Facilities Working Group

The minutes from the Vasse Recreational Facilities Working Group for [date] are available to view at
Attachment D.

15.1.4 Meelup Regional Park Management Committee

The minutes from the Meelup Regional Park Management Committee informal meeting for [date]
are available to view at Attachment E.

15.1.5 Minister for Education and Training

Correspondence has been received from the Minister for Education and Training and is available to
view at Attachment F.

15.1.6 Attorney General

Correspondence has been received from the Hon. John Quigley MLA, Attorney General and is
available to view at Attachment F.

15.1.7 WALGA

Correspondence has been received from WALGA and is available to view at Attachment F.

Council Decision and Officer Recommendation
C1704/092 Moved Councillor ] McCallum, seconded Councillor G Bleechmore

That the items from the Councillors’ Information Bulletin be noted:

e 1511 Planning and Development Statistics

e 15.1.2 State Administrative Tribunal (SAT) Appeals

e 1513 Vasse Recreational Facilities Working Group

e 1514 Meelup Regional Park Management Committee
e 1515 Minister for Education and Training

e 1516 Attorney General

e 1517 WALGA

CARRIED 9/0
EN BLOC
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MOTIONS OF WHICH PREVIOUS NOTICE HAS BEEN GIVEN

Nil

CONFIDENTIAL REPORTS

Nil

QUESTIONS FROM MEMBERS

Nil

PUBLIC QUESTION TIME

Nil

NEXT MEETING DATE

Wednesday, 10 May 2017
CLOSURE

The meeting closed at 5.38pm

26 April 2017

THESE MINUTES CONSISTING OF PAGES 1 TO 75 WERE CONFIRMED AS A TRUE AND

CORRECT RECORD ON WEDNESDAY, 10 MAY 2017.

DATE: PRESIDING MEMBER:
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	10.1	FINANCE COMMITTEE - 6/04/2017 - PERMIT FEES FOR CRUISE SHIP TENDER USE OF MARINE BERTHING PLATFORMS AT THE BUSSELTON JETTY SUBJECT INDEX: �TOURISM DEVELOPMENT � �STRATEGIC OBJECTIVE: �AN ORGANISATION THAT IS MANAGED EFFECTIVELY AND ACHIEVES POSITIVE OUTCOMES FOR THE COMMUNITY. � �BUSINESS UNIT: �COMMERCIAL SERVICES  � �ACTIVITY UNIT: �ECONOMIC AND BUSINESS DEVELOPMENT � �REPORTING OFFICER: �ECONOMIC AND BUSINESS DEVELOPMENT COORDINATOR - JON BERRY  � �AUTHORISING OFFICER: �DIRECTOR, COMMUNITY AND COMMERCIAL SERVICES - NAOMI SEARLE  � �VOTING REQUIREMENT: �ABSOLUTE MAJORITY  � �ATTACHMENTS: �NIL � �   THIS ITEM WAS CONSIDERED BY THE FINANCE COMMITTEE AT ITS MEETING ON 6 APRIL 2017, THE RECOMMENDATIONS FROM WHICH HAVE BEEN INCLUDED IN THIS REPORT.    PRÉCIS  TWO MARINE BERTHING PLATFORMS HAVE BEEN BUILT NEAR THE BASE OF THE BUSSELTON JETTY AT A COST OF $1.2M TO FACILITATE MARINE BASED TOURISM. THE BERTHS (ONE ON THE EAST SIDE AND ONE ON THE WEST SIDE) WERE SUPPORTED BY A $600K FEDERAL TOURISM DEVELOPMENT GRANT TO HELP FACILITATE CRUISE SHIP VISITS (TENDER DROP OFF) AND FACILITIES FOR COMMERCIAL WHALE WATCHING AND CHARTER/TOUR VESSEL USAGE AT THE CITY’S MOST POPULAR TOURIST VISITATION POINT.  COUNCIL HAS PREVIOUSLY RESOLVED (C1604/101) TO ADOPT FEES AND CHARGES IN THE 2016/17 FINANCIAL YEAR UNDER THE CATEGORY ‘WHALE-WATCHING/TOUR VESSELS’, (CURRENTLY IN PLACE) AND TO DEFER CHARGING FEES FOR CRUISE SHIP TENDER USE UNTIL THE 2017/18 FINANCIAL YEAR.   THIS REPORT RECOMMENDS COUNCIL COMMENCE CHARGING CRUISE SHIP COMPANIES A FEE FOR USE OF THE PLATFORMS TO ASSIST IN MAINTAINING REVENUE INTO THE BUSSELTON JETTY RESERVE FUND WHICH SUPPORTS WHOLE OF LIFE ASSET MANAGEMENT AND REPLACEMENT OF THE JETTY.  IT ALSO RECOMMENDS A NEW THREE MONTHLY PERMIT OPTION BE INTRODUCED FOR WHALE WATCHING VESSELS TO SUPPORT USE OF THE PLATFORMS   BACKGROUND  THE CITY RECEIVED A FEDERAL GOVERNMENT TOURISM DEMAND DRIVER INFRASTRUCTURE (TDDI) GRANT OF $600K, (MATCHED BY A CITY CONTRIBUTION FROM THE BUSSELTON JETTY RESERVE OF $600K) TO CONSTRUCT MARINE BERTHING FACILITIES AT THE BUSSELTON JETTY COMPLETED IN EARLY 2016.  THE  FUNDS ENABLED THE CITY TO CONSTRUCT A 35M BERTHING PLATFORM TO REPLACE THE EXISTING STRUCTURE ON THE EAST SIDE OF THE JETTY (THE PRINCIPAL BERTHING FACILITY WITH UNIVERSAL PEDESTRIAN ACCESS) AND A 15M PLATFORM ON THE WEST SIDE OF THE JETTY (STAIR ACCESS ONLY).  THE TWO PLATFORMS ENABLE THE TRANSFER OF CRUISE SHIP PASSENGERS IN A RANGE OF WEATHER CONDITIONS AND PROVIDE A NEW PICK UP AND DROP OFF POINT FOR COMMERCIAL WHALE-WATCHING AND CHARTER/TOUR VESSELS AT BUSSELTON’S PREMIER TOURIST PRECINCT. THEY ARE DESIGNED PRINCIPALLY FOR TOURISM BASED COMMERCIAL USE, HOWEVER ARE ALSO USED BY RECREATIONAL FISHERS.  THERE IS ALSO AN EXISTING PLATFORM TOWARD THE END OF THE JETTY KNOWN AS ‘ALLEY’S LANDING’ , WHICH WAS PURPOSE BUILT FOR VISITS OF TALL SHIPS SUCH AS THE SAIL TRAINING SHIP “STS LEEUWIN II”, OPERATED BY THE NOT-FOR-PROFIT LEEUWIN OCEAN ADVENTURE FOUNDATION. THERE IS NO FEE OR CHARGE SET FOR USE OF THIS LANDING, WITH NO NEW FEE PROPOSED AT THIS TIME.  THE TWO MARINE BERTHS SUPPORT BERTHING OF VESSELS OPERATED BY TWO USER GROUPS, BEING CRUISE SHIP TENDERS AND WHALE-WATCHING/TOUR VESSELS.  1.	WHALE WATCHING/TOUR VESSELS  THERE ARE SIX VESSELS REGULARLY OPERATING WHALE WATCHING TOURS IN THE GEOGRAPHE BAY REGION, WHICH IS A POPULAR ACTIVITY FOR TOURISTS VISITING THE REGION. SOME OF THESE VESSELS ARE BASED AT DUNSBOROUGH (QUINDALUP PROFESSIONAL FISHERMAN’S BOAT RAMP), WITH THE MAJORITY BEING MOORED AT PENS AT PORT GEOGRAPHE, WITH SEASONAL VISITS FROM PERTH OR NORTH WEST HOME PORTS. THE WHALE-WATCHING SEASON IN GEOGRAPHE BAY PRIMARILY RUNS FROM SEPTEMBER TO MID-DECEMBER, WITH SOME OF THE VESSELS THEN OPERATING DURING AUGUSTA THROUGH TO MAY TO EXPERIENCE WHALE MIGRATION AND FOR FISHING CHARTERS.    COUNCIL HAS PREVIOUSLY RESOLVED TO IMPLEMENT THE FOLLOWING SCHEDULE OF FEES AND CHARGES FOR THIS CATEGORY COMMENCING 1 JULY 2016:   �MAXIMUM DURATION OF USE PERMITTED � �REGISTERED LENGTH OF VESSEL �MONTHLY (EX GST) �ANNUAL (EX GST) �REFUNDABLE BOND* � �0 ‹ 10 M �$500 �$3,500 �$2,500 � �10 ‹ 15 �$550 �$4,000 �$3,500 � �15 ‹ 25 �$600 �$4,500 �$4,500 � �OVER 25M �$700 �$5,000 �$6,000 � �PERMIT APPLICATION FEE:  $70.00 (EX GST) � �*BOND CHARGE PER VESSEL PAYABLE IN ADVANCE (IN ADDITION TO INSURANCE REQUIREMENTS) PERMIT FEE PAYABLE IN ADVANCE AT ISSUE OF NOTICE OF APPROVAL  SINCE THE FEES AND CHARGES FOR USE OF THE PLATFORMS COMMENCED, THREE PERMITS WERE ISSUED WITHIN THIS CATEGORY (TWO FOR WHALE WATCHING VESSELS AND ONE FOR A JET BOAT OPERATOR).  THIS REPORT RECOMMENDS A NEW OPTION (A THREE MONTHLY PERMIT FEE) BE INTRODUCED FROM 2017/18 FOR WHALE WATCHING / TOUR VESSELS TO SUPPORT USE OF THE PLATFORMS.  2.  CRUISE SHIP VESSELS  ON 25 NOVEMBER 2015, COUNCIL RESOLVED (C1511/330) TO WAIVE JETTY ENTRANCE FEES FOR CRUISE SHIP PASSENGERS AND ON 9 DECEMBER 2015 COUNCIL ALSO RESOLVED (C1512/369) TO WAIVE BERTHING FEES FOR CRUISE SHIP TENDER VESSELS UNTIL THE 2017/18 FINANCIAL YEAR.  DURING THE 2016/17 FINANCIAL YEAR TEN CRUISE SHIPS ARE SCHEDULED TO DISEMBARK PASSENGERS AT BUSSELTON WITH A FURTHER SIXTEEN VESSELS BOOKED UNTIL MARCH 2019.  THE MAJORITY OF VESSELS ARE OPERATED BY CARNIVAL AUSTRALIA (P&O; CUNARD; PRINCESS CRUISES).  NEW OPERATORS THAT HAVE RECENTLY BOOKED TO TENDER PASSENGERS INCLUDE GULF AGENCY COMPANY (AUSTRALIA) PTY LTD (VESSEL: EUROPA); CRYSTAL CRUISES (VESSEL: CRYSTAL SERENITY) AND CRUISE & MARITIME VOYAGES (VESSEL: MS ASTOR). CITY OFFICERS HAVE ALSO HELD DISCUSSIONS WITH ROYAL CARIBBEAN CRUISES WHO ARE YET TO MAKE BOOKINGS.  TOURISM WA ACKNOWLEDGE THE IMPORTANCE OF THE CRUISE SECTOR FOR TOURISM INDUSTRY DEVELOPMENT IN WA, WHICH CONTRIBUTED AROUND $275 MILLION TO THE STATE’S ECONOMY IN 2015-16 AND SUPPORTED NEARLY 1200 JOBS.  LOCALLY AROUND $1.2M PER SEASON OF DIRECT PASSENGER EXPENDITURE IS INJECTED INTO THE ECONOMY WITH A MULTIPLIER EFFECT ACROSS THE DISTRICT.  THIS REPORT RECOMMENDS A PROPOSED FEE ARRANGEMENT FOR CRUISE SHIP TENDERS USING THE PLATFORMS TO COMMENCE FROM 1 DECEMBER 2017. � STATUTORY ENVIRONMENT  JETTIES ACT 1926  THIS ACT PROVIDES FOR THE CONSTRUCTION, MAINTENANCE, AND PRESERVATION OF JETTIES AND OTHER WORKS, AND TO MAKE BETTER PROVISION FOR SECURING AND REGULATING THE USE AND MANAGEMENT OF JETTIES. PURSUANT TO SECTION 7 OF THE JETTIES ACT, THE CEO OF THE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORT MAY GRANT A LICENSE FOR THE ERECTION OR CONSTRUCTION OF A JETTY OR FOR THE MAINTENANCE AND USE OF ANY JETTY.  THE BUSSELTON JETTY IS LICENSED IN ACCORDANCE WITH THIS LEGISLATION.  BUSSELTON JETTY LICENSE (2009)  THE CITY OF BUSSELTON (FORMER SHIRE) WAS GRANTED A JETTY LICENSE IN 2009 BY THE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORT, WITH THE PERMITTED USE BEING FOR ‘RECREATION, TOURISM AND HERITAGE’. SECTION 6.3 REQUIRES THE CITY TO ESTABLISH AND MAINTAIN A JETTY MAINTENANCE RESERVE AND CONTRIBUTE TO THE ACCOUNT FROM INCOME RECEIVED FROM EXISTING GROUND LEASES ON THE BUSSELTON FORESHORE PLUS A MINIMUM OF $650K (INDEXED TO CPI) SOURCED FROM BUSSELTON JETTY ENVIRONMENT AND CONSERVATION ASSOCIATION (BJECA), WHICH IS LICENSED TO OPERATE TOURISM ENTERPRISES ON THE JETTY TO RAISE THIS CAPITAL.  CITY OF BUSSELTON AND BUSSELTON JETTY ENVIRONMENT AND CONSERVATION ASSOCIATION LICENSE (2009)  THE CITY OF BUSSELTON LICENSES BJECA TO USE AND MANAGE THE JETTY AS A COMMERCIAL ENTERPRISE ON SPECIFIED TERMS AND CONDITIONS. LICENSED ACTIVITIES INCLUDE OPERATION OF COMMERCIAL ENTERPRISES BY BJECA INCLUDING THE INTERPRETATIVE CENTRE, UNDERWATER OBSERVATORY AND THE MINIATURE RAILWAY TRAIN. BJECA IS ALSO LICENSED TO COLLECT THE JETTY ENTRANCE FEE THAT IS SET BY COUNCIL.  CITY OF BUSSELTON JETTIES LOCAL LAW 2014  THE BUSSELTON JETTY LOCAL LAW (2014) ALLOWS THE CITY TO CONTROL ACCESS TO BERTHING AT THE JETTY. RELEVANT CLAUSES INCLUDE:  	SECTION 2.2 MOORING OF VESSELS: (1)	A PERSON SHALL NOT MOOR TO OR BERTH A VESSEL AT THE JETTIES OR MOOR OR BERTH A VESSEL ON THE LAND— (A)	UNLESS THE MOORING OR BERTHING OF THE VESSEL IS AUTHORIZED OR PERMITTED BY THE LOCAL GOVERNMENT EITHER BY WAY OF A SIGN AFFIXED BY THE LOCAL GOVERNMENT TO THE JETTIES OR BY WRITTEN CONSENT OF THE LOCAL GOVERNMENT; (B) OTHER THAN IN ACCORDANCE WITH ANY  CONDITIONS IMPOSED BY THE LOCAL GOVERNMENT UNDER CLAUSE 3.2(1)(A). (2)	SUBCLAUSE (1) DOES NOT APPLY TO— (A)	A PERSON WHO NEEDS TO MOOR TO OR BERTH A VESSEL AT THE JETTIES OR ON THE LAND IN AN EMERGENCY; (B)	A VESSEL IN DISTRESS SUCH AS THAT REPAIRS ARE REQUIRED AND THEN ONLY TO EFFECT THE MINIMUM REPAIRS NECESSARY TO ENABLE THE VESSEL TO BE MOVED ELSEWHERE; (C)	A PERSON WHO USES THE JETTIES UNDER AND IN ACCORDANCE WITH A WRITTEN AGREEMENT WITH THE LOCAL GOVERNMENT; AND (D)	A PERSON WHO HAS BEEN EXEMPTED FROM SUBCLAUSE (1) BY THE LOCAL GOVERNMENT. (3)	A PERSON SHALL NOT— (A)	MOOR A VESSEL TO THE JETTIES OR ANY PART OF THE JETTIES EXCEPT TO SUCH MOORINGS OR MOORING PILES AS ARE PROVIDED; OR (B)	PERMIT A VESSEL TO REMAIN ALONGSIDE THE JETTIES UNLESS THE VESSEL IS SO MOORED OR FASTENED. 	SECTION 5.6 FEES AND CHARGES: (1)	FEES AND CHARGES MAY BE IMPOSED BY THE LOCAL GOVERNMENT FOR THE PURPOSES OF THIS LOCAL LAW IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE REQUIREMENTS OF PART 6, DIVISION 5, SUBDIVISION 2 OF THE ACT. (2)	A PERSON SHALL NOT CHARGE ADMISSION OR SEEK PAYMENT FOR ENTERING OR USING THE JETTIES WITHOUT HAVING FIRST OBTAINED THE WRITTEN CONSENT OF THE LOCAL GOVERNMENT. (3)	A PERSON SHALL NOT ENTER UPON OR USE THE JETTIES WITHOUT FIRST HAVING PAID— (A)	THE FEES AND CHARGES WHICH MAY APPLY TO SUCH ENTRY OR USE, AS DETERMINED BY THE LOCAL GOVERNMENT FROM TIME TO TIME; OR (B)	ADMISSION CHARGED BY A PERSON WHO OBTAINED WRITTEN CONSENT PURSUANT TO SUBCLAUSE (2).  RELEVANT PLANS AND POLICIES  BUSSELTON JETTY 50-YEAR MAINTENANCE PLAN  THE BUSSELTON JETTY 50-YEAR MAINTENANCE PLAN IDENTIFIES  THE  MAINTENANCE,  CAPITAL  REPLACEMENT AND UPGRADE TASKS REQUIRED TO MAINTAIN THE BUSSELTON JETTY, INCLUDING THE EXTERIOR AND STRUCTURAL MAINTENANCE OF THE INTERPRETIVE  CENTRE  AND  THE  UNDERWATER  OBSERVATORY,  FOR  THE  50-YEAR  PERIOD FROM 2013 TO 2062.  RECONSTRUCTION OF THE EXISTING LOWER LANDING FISHING PLATFORM  (FORMERLY KNOWN  AS 2A)  WAS ORIGINALLY SCHEDULED FOR THE YEAR 2020 (WITH NO ACCESS RAMP) AT A FORECAST COST OF ~$500K SO THIS HAS EFFECTIVELY BEEN BROUGHT FORWARD WITH RESPECT TO LONG RANGE PLANNING.  REVENUE GAINED FROM MARINE BERTHING PLATFORM FEES AND CHARGES IS TO BE DIRECTED INTO THE JETTY MAINTENANCE RESERVE FROM WHICH MAINTENANCE FUNDS ARE SOURCED.  FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS  ASSET REPLACEMENT AND MAINTENANCE OF THE TWO NEW BERTHS IS PROVIDED FOR IN THE JETTY MAINTENANCE RESERVE (2016/17 OPENING BALANCE ~$2.6M).  ENGINEERING AND WORKS (EWS) ESTIMATE MAINTENANCE COSTS OF THE PLATFORMS AT APPROXIMATELY $25K PA, WHICH WILL BE REFLECTED IN A REVIEW OF THE BUSSELTON JETTY 50-YEAR MAINTENANCE PLAN.    ADDITIONALLY, CRUISE SHIP VISITS CURRENTLY COST THE CITY ON AVERAGE OF $1.8K PER VISIT (~$13K PA), WITH THESE FUNDS USED FOR AN ONSHORE VISITOR WELCOME PROGRAM AND BUDGETED IN THE PROPERTY AND BUSINESS DEVELOPMENT ACTIVITY SECTION OF THE MUNICIPAL BUDGET. THIS IS A PARTNERING CONTRIBUTION ALONG WITH SEPARATE RESOURCES PROVIDED BY THE MARGARET RIVER BUSSELTON TOURISM ASSOCIATION (MRBTA), CHAMBERS OF COMMERCE AND BUSSELTON JETTY INC. WHO PROVIDE STAFF RESOURCES AND VOLUNTEER EFFORT. TOURISM WA AND THE SOUTH WEST DEVELOPMENT COMMISSION HAVE ALSO PROVIDED SOME ADDITIONAL SEED FUNDING FOR MARQUEES AND MAPS.  LONG-TERM FINANCIAL PLAN IMPLICATIONS  INCOME GENERATED FROM FEES AND CHARGES FOR THE MARINE BERTHING PLATFORMS IS DIRECTED TO THE JETTY MAINTENANCE RESERVE.  THE LTFP OPENING BALANCE OF THE RESERVE FOR 2016/17 WAS $2,608,146 WITH PROJECTED INCOME FROM INTEREST ($91,265) AND TRANSFERS TO THE RESERVE OF $1,177,344.  ALTHOUGH THE MAJORITY OF TRANSFERS ARE SOURCED FROM THE BUSSELTON JETTY INC. TOURISM ACTIVITIES (~$730K) THERE IS STILL A NEED TO IDENTIFY OTHER INCOME STREAMS (OTHER THAN THE MUNICIPAL FUND AND COMMERCIAL FORESHORE LAND LEASES) IN THE LTFP TO MEET PROJECTED MAINTENANCE EXPENDITURE.  THE OFFICER RECOMMENDATION EFFECTIVELY REDUCES RELIANCE ON MUNICIPAL FUND TRANSFERS PROJECTED IN THE LTFP.  � STRATEGIC COMMUNITY OBJECTIVES  KEY GOAL AREA2 WELL PLANNED, VIBRANT AND ACTIVE PLACES: AN ATTRACTIVE CITY OFFERING GREAT PLACES AND FACILITIES PROMOTING AN ENJOYABLE AND ENRICHED LIFESTYLE 2.3	INFRASTRUCTURE ASSETS ARE WELL MAINTAINED AND RESPONSIBLY MANAGED TO PROVIDE FOR FUTURE GENERATIONS.  KEY GOAL AREA 3: ROBUST LOCAL ECONOMY: A STRONG LOCAL ECONOMY THAT SUSTAINS AND ATTRACTS EXISTING AND NEW BUSINESS, INDUSTRY AND EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITIES. 3.1	A STRONG, INNOVATIVE AND DIVERSIFIED ECONOMY THAT ATTRACTS PEOPLE TO LIVE, WORK, INVEST AND VISIT; 3.2	A CITY RECOGNISED FOR ITS HIGH QUALITY EVENTS AND YEAR ROUND TOURIST OFFERINGS; AND, 3.3	A COMMUNITY WHERE LOCAL BUSINESS IS SUPPORTED.  RISK ASSESSMENT  RISK �CONTROLS �CONSEQUENCE �LIKELIHOOD �RISK LEVEL � �REPUTATIONAL THE CITY’S FEES AND CHARGES FOR THE MARINE BERTHING PLATFORMS ARE SET TOO HIGH AND DETER USE OF THE PLATFORMS BY CRUISE SHIP COMPANIES AND LOCAL TOUR OPERATORS �CONTINUE TO CONSULT WITH COMMERCIAL TOUR AND CRUISE SHIP OPERATORS BALANCING JETTY MAINTENANCE REQUIREMENTS WITH FEES ACCEPTABLE TO ENABLE REASONABLE USE BY OPERATORS  �MODERATE �POSSIBLE �MEDIUM � � CONSULTATION  OFFICERS SOUGHT COMMENT ON THE INTRODUCTION OF A FAIR AND TIMELY INTRODUCTION OF CRUISE SHIP FEES AND CHARGES BASED ON A PROPOSED FIX FEE PER VISIT (PAYABLE AT THE TIME OF BOOKING) OF ~$8,000-$10,000 PER SHIP VISIT WITH NO BOND PAYABLE.  COMMENTS WERE RECEIVED AS FOLLOWS:  TOURISM WESTERN AUSTRALIA (TWA)  	TWA SUGGESTS IT IS IMPORTANT TO LIAISE WITH CRUISE SHIP COMPANIES WHEN IMPLEMENTING A BERTHING FEE, AS ITINERARIES INCLUDING BUSSELTON ARE ALREADY ON SALE AND THE PRICING TO PASSENGERS HAS NOT CONSIDERED ANY ADDITIONAL FEES;  	IT IS TWA’S UNDERSTANDING THAT A FIXED BERTHING/ANCHORAGE FEE IS CHARGEABLE BY ACTUAL PORTS AND WHEN VESSELS ARE AT AN ANCHORAGE AND TENDER ASHORE AT A PORT OF CALL, THERE IS A FEE PER PASSENGER PAYABLE;  	FEE IS BEST ALIGNED TO WHAT IS PAYABLE IN OTHER PORTS  MARGARET RIVER BUSSELTON TOURISM ASSOCIATION  	SUGGESTED IF THE CRUISE SHIP INDUSTRY PREFER A ‘PER HEAD’ RATE, THE CITY SHOULD CONSIDER THIS AND PERHAPS INTRODUCE A SYSTEM  WHERE A FEE IS BASED ON THE TOTAL PASSENGER NUMBERS ON THE SHIP THEN DISCOUNT FOR EVERY PERSON WHO COMES ASHORE TO ENCOURAGE DISEMBARKATION FROM THE SHIP AND SPEND FOR THE CITY OF BUSSELTON.   	SINCE THE FIRST SHIP ARRIVED IN NOVEMBER 2014, 24,987 PASSENGERS HAVE DISEMBARKED FROM CRUISE SHIPS IN BUSSELTON AND THE GOAL IS TO INCREASE THIS NUMBER.  WHAT IS NOT KNOWN IS THE VISITORS WHO RETURN TO BUSSELTON BASED ON THEIR “TASTE” OF THE EXPERIENCE.  MRBTA SURVEYS EVERY SHIP AND ASKS PASSENGERS, “WOULD YOU RETURN TO THE REGION AS A RESULT OF YOUR VISIT TODAY?” THE AVERAGE RESPONSE RATE IS 94% SAYING YES.  	MRBTA FEEDBACK FROM THE INDUSTRY IS THAT FEES NEED TO BE WELL JUSTIFIED AS BEING SPENT ON INFRASTRUCTURE FOR THE CRUISE SHIPS RATHER THAN GENERAL REVENUE. CONTAINING REVENUE TO AN AMOUNT TO SUPPORT ANNUAL MAINTENANCE OF THE TENDER LANDING AND INFRASTRUCTURE ONLY (I.E. NOT CONTRIBUTING THE MAINTENANCE ON THE WHOLE JETTY) IS PREFERRED.  	MRBTA UNDERSTAND CRUISE COMPANIES ARE EXPERIENCED PAYING FEES, HOWEVER THE ISSUE IS THE MECHANISM FOR THE CHARGE – (I.E. FIXED FEE OR BASED ON PASSENGER NUMBERS).    SUGGESTS INTRODUCING FEES GRADUALLY SO CRUISE COMPANIES CAN ABSORB IT OVER TIME.  ULTIMATELY, ANY COST INCREASE WILL BE A DISINCENTIVE – NOT NECESSARILY TO THE COMPANIES ALREADY COMING, BUT TO NEW ONES.    CARNIVAL AUSTRALIA  	CARNIVAL STRONGLY DISAGREE WITH PAYING FEES IN ADVANCE OF A PORT CALL AS THIS IS NOT DONE IN ANY OTHER LOCATION (I.E. AN INVOICE SHOULD ONLY BE RAISED ONCE A PORT CALL HAS OCCURRED);  	THEY ARGUE A CHARGE SHOULD BE BASED ON A PER PASSENGER BASIS AND NOT A SET FIXED FEE, WHICH PENALIZES SMALLER VESSELS (THE MOST FREQUENT TYPE OF VESSEL CALLING INTO BUSSELTON);  	ANY INTRODUCTION OF FEES MID-YEAR WILL RESULT IN A COST THAT HAS NOT BEEN BUDGETED FOR IN 2017. CARNIVAL STATE THEY CANNOT BUDGET FOR COSTS BEFORE THEY ARE SET. THEIR PREFERENCE WOULD BE FOR INTRODUCTION TO BE DELAYED UNTIL THE 1ST DEC 2017, WHICH ALLOWS THEM TO FACTOR IN COSTS ACCORDINGLY;  	THEIR DEPLOYMENT OUT OF WA HAS PROVED DIFFICULT TO DELIVER AND ANY ADDITIONAL COSTS REPRESENT A FURTHER OBSTACLE IN MAKING DEPLOYMENT IN WESTERN AUSTRALIA SUCCESSFUL.  CRUISE & MARITIME VOYAGES (CMV)  	CMV OPERATE THE MS ASTOR AND THE 2017/18 SUMMER WILL BE ITS 5TH CONSECUTIVE YEAR HOME-PORTING IN FREMANTLE WITH 17 TURNAROUNDS EACH SUMMER BETWEEN DECEMBER AND MARCH. CMV’S ASTOR IS THE ONLY CRUISE SHIP THAT HOMEPORTS IN WESTERN AUSTRALIA THAT SIGNIFICANTLY PROMOTED THE STATE.  ASTOR CALLS AT ESPERANCE SIX TIMES A SEASON AND ALBANY SEVEN TIMES A SEASON, INCLUDING OVERNIGHT CALLS.   IT REGULARLY ANCHORS IN GEOGRAPHE BAY BUT DOES NOT TENDER PASSENGERS TO SHORE.  IT HAS BOOKED TO START TENDERING PASSENGERS TO THE BUSSELTON JETTY FROM LATE DECEMBER 2017.  	ASTOR HAS PLAYED A SIGNIFICANT ROLE IN PROMOTING WESTERN AUSTRALIA BUT IN PARTICULAR THE REGION SOUTH OF PERTH.  WHILST CMV ACKNOWLEDGES THE IMPROVEMENT IN SERVICES AT BUSSELTON FOR LANDING CRUISE PASSENGERS, THEY HAVE EXPRESSED CONCERN THAT CHARGING A LANDING FEE COULD HAVE A DETRIMENTAL EFFORT ON CRUISE TOURISM GROWTH IN THE BUSSELTON/MARGARET RIVER REGION.  	MOST SERVICE OR LANDING FEES ARE ULTIMATELY PAID BY THE PASSENGER AS THEY WILL BE EITHER ADDED TO THE TICKET PRICE OR COLLECTED BY THE CRUISE LINE, OR ADDED TO THE SHORE TOUR COSTS FROM GUESTS WISHING TO EXPLORE AND SPEND IN LOCAL BUSSELTON BUSINESSES. WHILST THE CRUISE FARES INCLUDE ACCOMMODATION AND ALL MEALS, SHORE TOURS ARE AN ADDITIONAL SEPARATE COST.  	BY ADDING A LANDING FEE, THE COST OF A MARGARET RIVER COACH TOUR SOLD ONBOARD ASTOR WOULD THEREFORE INCREASE IN PRICE PUTTING AT RISK THE GUEST’S DECISION TO EITHER PURCHASE A COACH TOUR OR SPEND THE DAY RELAXING ONBOARD ASTOR.   	SHOULD A LANDING FEE BE CHARGED AT A FIXED RATE CMV STATED IT IS UNFAIR TO CHARGE A SMALLER PASSENGER CAPACITY CRUISE LINER LIKE ASTOR (MAXIMUM PASSENGER CAPACITY IS 585 GUESTS).  THEY ESTIMATE THAT A MAXIMUM OF 50% OF GUESTS WILL USE THE LANDING BERTHING PLATFORM.  THIS WOULD EQUATE TO 293 PAX @ $3 = $877.50 PER CALL, ALL OF WHICH COULD BE TAKEN UP WITH ADMINISTRATING THE LANDING FEE CHARGE.   	A FIXED RATE OF $8,000-$10,000 SEEMS TO TARGET 2000+ PASSENGER CAPACITY CRUSE SHIPS, THEREFORE IT DISCRIMINATES AGAINST SMALLER PASSENGER CAPACITY (ASTOR 585 PASSENGER) CRUISE SHIPS.  	UNLIKE LAND BASED HOTELS, CRUISE SHIPS CAN RELOCATE FROM ONE DESTINATION TO ANOTHER DESTINATION VERY QUICKLY AND EASILY. DURING THE PAST FIVE YEARS A NUMBER OF AUSTRALIAN PORTS HAVE LOST CALLS BY CRUISE SHIPS DUE TO INCREASED COSTS OR REDUCTION IN SERVICES. ADDITIONALLY, COMPETITION BETWEEN AUSTRALIAN COASTAL PORTS FOR CRUISE SHIP CALLS IS FIERCE WITH INCENTIVES BEING OFFERED TO CRUISE SHIP OWNERS BY MANY PORTS TO BOAST LOCAL TOURISM.  	CMV HAS IN THE PAST FOUR YEARS INVESTED HEAVILY IN PROMOTING WA AND THE WA SOUTHERN REGION BOTH DOMESTICALLY AND INTERNATIONALLY.  CMV IS A MEMBER OF THE WA TOURISM CRUISE COMMITTEE.   	DURING THE JANUARY AND FEBRUARY MONTHS, A NUMBER OF WORLD CRUISES CATERING TO INTERNATIONAL GUESTS CALL IN WA PORTS. BUT ANNUALLY, LOCAL WA RESIDENTS MAKE UP THE LARGEST MARKET FOR CRUISE SHIPS OPERATING TO REGIONAL WA PORTS.  THEREFORE A LANDING FEE COULD BE SEEN AS A TAX ON LOCAL RESIDENTS.   OFFICER COMMENT  CRUISE SHIPS FEES AND CHARGES VARY AT DESTINATIONS AND ARE GENERALLY DETERMINED BY THE SIZE OF THE VESSEL, NUMBER OF PASSENGERS AND DURATION OF USE.  IN MAKING DECISIONS ON THE CHOICE OF DESTINATION TO BERTH, SHIPPING COMPANIES CONSIDER PROFIT MAXIMIZATION (WHICH IS BASED TO SOME EXTENT ON PORT FEES AND CHARGES ALONG WITH OTHER FACTORS SUCH AS SAFETY AND PASSENGER EXPERIENCES AT THE DESTINATION).   HITHERTO, THE CITY OF BUSSELTON AND REGIONAL TOURISM INDUSTRY HAS BEEN ABLE TO PROVIDE AN EXCEPTIONAL VISITOR EXPERIENCE AND HAS ESTABLISHED BUSSELTON AS A GROWING CRUISE SHIP STOP-OVER DESTINATION.  THIS IS DEMONSTRATED BY INDEPENDENT RESEARCH CONDUCTED BY TOURISM WESTERN AUSTRALIA, WHICH CONCLUDED THAT THREE OUT OF FIVE (61 PER CENT) TRANSIT PASSENGERS RATED THEIR OVERALL EXPERIENCE AT THE DESTINATION AS “EXCELLENT” WHILE A FURTHER 34 PER CENT RATED THEIR EXPERIENCE AS “VERY GOOD.”  THE REMAINDER RATED THEIR EXPERIENCE AS GOOD, MEANING 100 PER CENT OF TRANSIT PASSENGERS HAD A POSITIVE EXPERIENCE IN THE REGION. TWO IN FIVE (42 PER CENT) SAID THEY WOULD DEFINITELY RECOMMEND THE REGION AS A HOLIDAY DESTINATION TO FAMILY AND FRIENDS, WHILE A FURTHER 54 PER CENT WERE “VERY LIKELY” OR “QUITE LIKELY” TO RECOMMEND IT.  IN MARCH 2017, BUSSELTON WAS AWARDED "BEST LOCAL INITIATIVE" IN THE INTERNATIONAL INSIGHTS CRUISE MAGAZINE AWARDS RECOGNIZING THE WELCOME PROGRAM ESTABLISHED BY THE CITY AND MRBTA ON A GLOBAL STAGE.  OTHER CRUISE SHIP PORTS/ANCHORAGE POINTS IN WA INCLUDE: ­	ALBANY (PORT FACILITIES) ­	AUGUSTA (ANCHORAGE – NO VISITS AT THIS TIME) ­	BROOME (PORT FACILITIES) ­	BUNBURY (PORT FACILITIES) ­	BUSSELTON (ANCHORAGE) ­	ESPERANCE (ANCHORAGE / PORT FACILITIES) ­	EXMOUTH (ANCHORAGE) ­	FREMANTLE (PORT FACILITIES) ­	GERALDTON (ANCHORAGE) ­	PORT HEDLAND (PORT FACILITIES)  PORT BERTHING FEES VARY AND GENERALLY INCLUDE NAVIGATION FEES, BERTH HIRE AND SERVICES FEES (WATER AND WASTE).  FOR EXAMPLE ALBANY PORT CHARGES $0.2957 PER TONNE OF VESSEL FOR NAVIGATION FEES (MIN $9,926) AND $1,266 PER 8 HOUR BERTH PERIOD).  IF THE SHIP DOES NOT COME ALONGSIDE BERTH IT IS CHARGED $1,266 PER DAY FOR A NAVIGATION FEE.  SIMILARLY, COSTS AT THE PORT OF BUNBURY FOR A LARGE VESSEL SUCH AS THE DIAMOND PRINCESS WOULD INCLUDE BERTH HIRE ($2,800); PILOTAGE ($6,800), NAVIGATIONAL SERVICES (~$6,500 PER HOUR) AND STEVEDORING CHARGES (~$2,600 PER VISIT).  THE TWO ANCHORAGE PORTS MOST SIMILAR TO BUSSELTON ARE EXMOUTH AND GERALDTON, WHICH ARE BOTH UNDER THE CONTROL OF THE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORT, WHICH CALCULATES ITS FEES INCLUSIVE OF GST AT $9.93 PER METRE OF THE TENDER VESSEL PLUS $4.24 PER PASSENGER.  IN THE CASE OF GERALDTON, DOT CONTRIBUTES TO THE WAGE OF A CRUISE CO-ORDINATOR, A POSITION SHARED WITH THE LOCAL VISITOR CENTRE AND HAS INVESTED IN SOME INFRASTRUCTURE ON THE FORESHORE.  ESPERANCE PORT CHARGES $7,000 PER VISIT FOR MOBILIZING A PONTOON WHEN ANCHORAGE VISITS ARE REQUIRED.  IN LIGHT OF FEEDBACK FROM THE CONSULTATION PROCESS AND TO REDUCE ADMINISTRATION PROCESSES FOR THE CITY, THE FOLLOWING FEES ARE RECOMMENDED TO BE TRIALED COMMENCING 1 DECEMBER 2017 (AS REQUESTED BY CARNIVAL AUSTRALIA) AND REVIEWED IN MARCH 2018.  	PERMIT FEE FOR SHIPS TENDERING PASSENGERS TO THE BUSSELTON JETTY: -	LESS THAN 1,000 PAX (REGISTERED SHIP CAPACITY) = $3,000 -	BETWEEN 1,000 AND 2,000 PAX (REGISTERED SHIP CAPACITY) = $4,000 -	GREATER THAN 2,000 PAX (REGISTERED SHIP CAPACITY) = $5,000   BASED ON THE NUMBER AND SIZE OF SHIPS BOOKED FOR THE 2017/18 FINANCIAL YEAR (EIGHT SHIPS BOOKED), THIS CHARGING REGIME WOULD YIELD REVENUE OF APPROXIMATELY $30,000.  WHALE WATCHING/TOUR VESSELS  FOLLOWING CONSULTATION WITH USERS IN FEBRUARY 2017, FEEDBACK SUGGESTED THE 2016/17 FEES WERE HIGH AND A DISINCENTIVE TO GROW MARINE TOURISM FROM THE BUSSELTON JETTY, PARTICULARLY GIVEN THE PLATFORM IS SOLELY FOR PICK UP AND DROP OFF AND FEES ARE ALREADY INCURRED FOR THE PERMANENT MOORING AT MARINAS. THERE WAS ALSO A VIEW THAT THE PLATFORMS WOULD HAVE BEEN ENGINEERED TO HANDLE A CERTAIN TONNAGE OF VESSEL AND AS LONG AS VESSELS ARE WITHIN THESE LIMITS THE LIKELIHOOD OF ANY DAMAGE CAUSED BY A COMMERCIAL OPERATOR IS VERY LOW SO THE NEED FOR A BOND IS QUESTIONABLE.  OFFICERS HAVE RECOMMENDED A NEW THREE MONTHLY FEE TO BE INTRODUCED IN 2017/18 TO ALIGN WITH THE MAJORITY OF THE WHALE WATCHING PERIOD, (WHICH IS THEIR LIKELY DURATION OF USE) AND MAINTENANCE OF THE BOND TO PROTECT CITY INFRASTRUCTURE.  PROPOSED ADDITION OF A THREE MONTHLY FEE:    REGISTERED LENGTH OF VESSEL: 0M TO LESS THAN 10M		$1,200   REGISTERED LENGTH OF VESSEL: 10M TO LESS THAN 15M		$1,350   REGISTERED LENGTH OF VESSEL: 15M TO LESS THAN 25M		$1,500   REGISTERED LENGTH OF VESSEL: OVER 25M				$1,800 CONCLUSION  OFFICERS RECOMMENDED THE INTRODUCTION OF A BERTHING FEE FOR CRUISE SHIPS COMMENCE 1 DECEMBER 2017 (AS REQUESTED BY CARNIVAL AUSTRALIA) AND BE BASED ON A FIXED FEE DEPENDENT ON THE REGISTERED PASSENGER CAPACITY OF THE SHIP (EXCLUDING CREW).  THIS APPROACH RAISES A REASONABLE AMOUNT OF FUNDS FOR MAINTAINING THE JETTY PLATFORMS, WHILST BEING PRICE COMPETITIVE WITH OTHER PORTS AND ANCHORAGE DESTINATIONS.  IT ALSO CONSIDERS FEEDBACK FROM THE CRUISE SHIP COMPANIES AND TOURISM AUTHORITIES THAT ARGUE THE IMPORTANCE OF GROWING THE CRUISE SHIP INDUSTRY AND THE IMPORTANT WIDER ECONOMIC IMPACT IT CREATES FOR THE REGION.  WITH REGARD TO WHALE-WATCHING AND TOUR OPERATOR VESSELS, A NEW THREE MONTHLY PERMIT FEE IS RECOMMENDED TO BE ADDED TO THE 2017/18 FEES AND CHARGES SCHEDULE.  OPTIONS  COUNCIL MAY ELECT TO: -	NOT INTRODUCE FEES AND CHARGES IN 2017/18 FOR CRUISE SHIP COMPANIES TENDERING VESSELS TO THE BUSSELTON JETTY  -	INTRODUCE AN ALTERNATIVE PERMIT FEE STRUCTURE FOR CRUISE SHIPS THAT VARIES FROM THE OFFICER RECOMMENDATION.  FOR EXAMPLE, A NON-REFUNDABLE BOOKING FEE HAS BEEN CONTEMPLATED TO COVER FIXED COSTS TO THE CITY IN CASE OF A SAIL-BY IN UNFAVOURABLE WEATHER (HOWEVER THIS HAS BEEN STRONGLY OPPOSED BY CRUISE SHIP COMPANIES AND MRBTA)  TIMELINE FOR IMPLEMENTATION OF OFFICER RECOMMENDATION  OFFICERS WILL ADVISE THE AFFECTED CRUISE SHIP COMPANIES AND COMMENCE CHARGING FROM 1 DECEMBER 2017 AND WILL ADVISE TOUR OPERATORS OF THE NEW THREE MONTH OPTION FOR THE WHALE WATCHING SEASON FROM 1 JULY 2017.  COUNCIL DECISION AND COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION C1704/091	MOVED COUNCILLOR J MCCALLUM, SECONDED COUNCILLOR C TARBOTTON  ABSOLUTE MAJORITY DECISION OF COUNCIL REQUIRED  THAT COUNCIL INTRODUCES THE FOLLOWING FEES IN THE 2017/18 FEES AND CHARGES SCHEDULE.  COMMERCIAL USE OF BUSSELTON JETTY MARINE BERTHING PLATFORMS -  CRUISE SHIPS  (COMMENCING 1 DECEMBER 2017 TO ALLOW BUDGETING BY CRUISE COMPANIES) 	TENDER BERTHING PERMIT FEE AT BUSSELTON JETTY (PER SHIP VISIT) -	LESS THAN 1,000 PAX (REGISTERED SHIP CAPACITY)			$2,000 -	BETWEEN 1,000 AND 2,000 PAX (REGISTERED SHIP CAPACITY)		$4,000 -	GREATER THAN 2,000 PAX (REGISTERED SHIP CAPACITY)		$5,000   COMMERCIAL USE OF BUSSELTON JETTY MARINE BERTHING PLATFORMS - WHALE WATCHING / TOUR VESSELS (ADDITION OF A NEW THREE MONTHLY FEE OPTION COMMENCING 1 JULY 2017):  ­	REGISTERED LENGTH OF VESSEL: 0M TO LESS THAN 10M		$1,200 ­	REGISTERED LENGTH OF VESSEL: 10M TO LESS THAN 15M		$1,350 ­	REGISTERED LENGTH OF VESSEL: 15M TO LESS THAN 25M		$1,500 ­	REGISTERED LENGTH OF VESSEL: OVER 25M				$1,800 CARRIED 9/0 � � �10.6	FINANCE COMMITTEE - 6/04/2017 - DRAFT SCHEDULE OF FEES AND CHARGES FOR THE 2017/18 FINANCIAL YEAR SUBJECT INDEX: �FINANCIAL SERVICES � �STRATEGIC OBJECTIVE: �AN ORGANISATION THAT IS MANAGED EFFECTIVELY AND ACHIEVES POSITIVE OUTCOMES FOR THE COMMUNITY. � �BUSINESS UNIT: �FINANCE AND CORPORATE SERVICES  � �ACTIVITY UNIT: �FINANCIAL OPERATIONS � �REPORTING OFFICER: �FINANCIAL COMPLIANCE OFFICER - JEFFREY CORKER  � �AUTHORISING OFFICER: �DIRECTOR, FINANCE AND CORPORATE SERVICES - CLIFF FREWING  � �VOTING REQUIREMENT: �ABSOLUTE MAJORITY  � �ATTACHMENTS: �ATTACHMENT A	LETTER REQUESTING REVIEW OF JETTY ENTRY FEES   ATTACHMENT B	SCHEDULE OF FEES AND CHARGES 1 JULY 2017    � �   THIS ITEM WAS CONSIDERED BY THE FINANCE COMMITTEE AT ITS MEETING ON 6 APRIL 2017, THE RECOMMENDATIONS FROM WHICH HAVE BEEN INCLUDED IN THIS REPORT.   PRÉCIS  IN ACCORDANCE WITH REGULATION 5(2) OF THE LOCAL GOVERNMENT (FINANCIAL MANAGEMENT) REGULATIONS, A LOCAL GOVERNMENT IS TO UNDERTAKE A REVIEW OF ITS FEES AND CHARGES REGULARLY; AND NOT LESS THAN ONCE IN EVERY FINANCIAL YEAR. THIS REPORT PROVIDES THE FINANCE COMMITTEE WITH A RECOMMENDED SCHEDULE OF FEES AND CHARGES TO APPLY FOR THE FINANCIAL YEAR COMMENCING ON 01 JULY 2017, FOR ITS CONSIDERATION AND CONSEQUENT RECOMMENDATION TO THE COUNCIL.   BACKGROUND  SECTION 6.16 OF THE LOCAL GOVERNMENT ACT (THE “ACT”) STATES THAT A LOCAL GOVERNMENT MAY IMPOSE AND RECOVER A FEE OR CHARGE FOR ANY GOODS OR SERVICES IT PROVIDES OR PROPOSES TO PROVIDE, OTHER THAN A SERVICE FOR WHICH A SERVICE CHARGE IS IMPOSED.   SECTION 6.17 OF THE ACT FURTHER STATES THAT IN DETERMINING THE AMOUNT OF A FEE OR CHARGE FOR GOODS AND SERVICES, A LOCAL GOVERNMENT IS TO TAKE IN TO CONSIDERATION THE FOLLOWING FACTORS: A)	THE COST TO THE LOCAL GOVERNMENT OF PROVIDING THE SERVICE OR GOODS; B)	THE IMPORTANCE OF THE SERVICE OR GOODS TO THE COMMUNITY; AND C)	THE PRICE AT WHICH THE SERVICE OR GOODS COULD BE PROVIDED BY AN ALTERNATIVE PROVIDER.   SECTION 6.18 OF THE ACT CLARIFIES THAT IF THE AMOUNT OF ANY FEE OR CHARGE IS DETERMINED UNDER ANOTHER WRITTEN LAW, THEN A LOCAL GOVERNMENT MAY NOT CHARGE A FEE THAT IS INCONSISTENT WITH THAT LAW.  THE ABOVE MATTERS HAVE BEEN CONSIDERED AS PART OF THE ANNUAL FEES AND CHARGES REVIEW AND THE FEES AND CHARGES RECOMMENDED ARE IN ACCORDANCE WITH RECENT PLANNING AND DISCUSSIONS RELATING TO THE CITY’S LONG TERM FINANCIAL PLAN.   FINALLY, WHILST SECTION 6.16(3) OF THE ACT STATES THAT A SCHEDULE OF FEES AND CHARGES IS TO BE ADOPTED BY THE COUNCIL WHEN ADOPTING THE ANNUAL BUDGET, FEES AND CHARGES MAY ALSO BE IMPOSED DURING A FINANCIAL YEAR. IN ORDER FOR THE 2017/18 SCHEDULE OF FEES AND CHARGES TO BE EFFECTIVE FROM THE COMMENCEMENT OF THE NEW FINANCIAL YEAR, THE COUNCIL IS REQUIRED TO ADOPT ITS SCHEDULE IN ADVANCE OF 30 JUNE 2017, SUCH THAT ANY STATUTORY PUBLIC NOTICE PERIODS (INCLUDING GAZETTAL’S WHERE REQUIRED) CAN BE COMPLIED WITH.  STATUTORY ENVIRONMENT  SECTIONS 6.16 – 6.19 OF THE ACT REFER TO THE IMPOSITION, SETTING THE LEVEL OF, AND ASSOCIATED ADMINISTRATIVE MATTERS PERTAINING TO FEES AND CHARGES. THE REQUIREMENT TO REVIEW FEES AND CHARGES ON AN ANNUAL BASIS IS DETAILED WITHIN REGULATION 5 OF THE LOCAL GOVERNMENT (FINANCIAL MANAGEMENT) REGULATIONS.  RELEVANT PLANS AND POLICIES  THE COUNCIL’S DRAFT LONG TERM FINANCIAL PLAN, WHICH WAS SUBJECT TO WORKSHOPS WITH SMG AND COUNCILLORS IN FEBRUARY 2017, REFLECTS AN ANNUAL INCREASE IN FEES AND CHARGES REVENUE OF 2.9% (THE 10 YEAR AVERAGE LOCAL GOVERNMENT COST INDEX). THIS MATTER HAS BEEN CONSIDERED AS PART OF THE REVIEW PROCESS.  FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS  WHILST FEES AND CHARGES REVENUE INCLUDES ITEMS THAT THE COUNCIL HAS NO AUTHORITY TO AMEND, IT IS IMPORTANT THAT, WHERE POSSIBLE, CONTROLLABLE FEES AND CHARGES ARE APPROPRIATELY INDEXED ON AN ANNUAL BASIS, TO ASSIST IN OFFSETTING THE INCREASING COSTS OF PROVIDING ASSOCIATED SERVICES.    THIS MAY INCLUDE INCREASES BEYOND NORMAL INDEXATION IN PARTICULAR CASES IN LINE WITH SECTION 6.17 OF THE ACT.  LONG-TERM FINANCIAL PLAN IMPLICATIONS  IN TERMS OF THE COUNCIL’S CURRENTLY ADOPTED BUDGET, REVENUE FROM FEES AND CHARGES (EXCLUDING WASTE COLLECTION CHARGES) EQUATES TO APPROXIMATELY 22% OF BUDGETED RATES REVENUE AND 14% OF TOTAL OPERATING REVENUE (EXCLUDING NON-OPERATING GRANTS). AS SUCH, FEES AND CHARGES FORM AN INTEGRAL AND IMPORTANT COMPONENT OF THE CITY’S OVERALL REVENUE BASE IN RELATION TO THE LONG TERM FINANCIAL PLAN.  STRATEGIC COMMUNITY OBJECTIVES  THE SCHEDULE OF FEES AND CHARGES ADOPTED BY THE COUNCIL ENCOMPASSES 'WHOLE OF ORGANISATION' ACTIVITIES. AS SUCH, ALL KEY GOAL AREAS WITHIN THE COUNCIL’S STRATEGIC COMMUNITY PLAN 2013 ARE IN SOME WAY IMPACTED. MORE SPECIFICALLY HOWEVER, THIS MATTER ALIGNS WITH KEY GOAL AREA 6 – ‘OPEN AND COLLABORATIVE LEADERSHIP’ AND PARTICULARLY COMMUNITY OBJECTIVE 6.3 - ‘AN ORGANISATION THAT IS MANAGED EFFECTIVELY AND ACHIEVES POSITIVE OUTCOMES FOR THE COMMUNITY’.  RISK ASSESSMENT  THERE ARE SEVERAL RISKS THAT THE COUNCIL NEEDS TO BE MINDFUL OF WHEN REVIEWING ITS SCHEDULE OF FEES AND CHARGES. FIRSTLY, IN AN EFFORT TO ASSIST IN RECOVERING COSTS ASSOCIATED WITH THE PROVISION OF SERVICES, IT IS IMPORTANT THAT, WHERE APPLICABLE, FEES AND CHARGES ARE INCREASED ON AN ANNUAL BASIS IN LINE WITH RELEVANT ECONOMIC INDICATORS. SHOULD THIS NOT OCCUR THE PROVISION OF SERVICES IS REQUIRED TO BE INCREASINGLY SUBSIDISED BY OTHER FUNDING SOURCES. CONVERSELY HOWEVER, A BALANCE IS ALSO REQUIRED TO ENSURE THAT FEES AND CHARGES ARE MAINTAINED AT LEVELS SO AS NOT TO ADVERSELY IMPACT ON THE FINANCIAL ABILITY FOR RATEPAYERS TO UTILISE THOSE SERVICES, WHICH MAY OTHERWISE RESULT IN A NET REDUCTION IN REVENUE.                 CONSULTATION  BUSINESS UNIT MANAGERS ARE RESPONSIBLE FOR REVIEWING FEES AND CHARGES ASSOCIATED WITH ACTIVITIES UNDER THEIR CONTROL. AS PART OF THE REVIEW PROCESS, CONSULTATION MAY OCCUR WITH OTHER LOCAL GOVERNMENT AUTHORITIES, IN ADDITION TO A REVIEW OF PRICES OFFERED BY ALTERNATE SERVICE PROVIDERS (PURSUANT TO SECTION 6.17 OF THE ACT).          OFFICER COMMENT  THE 2017/18 DRAFT SCHEDULE OF FEES AND CHARGES HAS BEEN GUIDED BY A GENERAL ESCALATION OF 2.9% OVER CURRENTLY ADOPTED FEES AND CHARGES, WHICH REPRESENTS THE AVERAGE OF THE LOCAL GOVERNMENT COST INDEX (LGCI) OVER THE PAST 10 YEARS. THIS METHODOLOGY IS CONSISTENT WITH THE FEES AND CHARGES REVENUE EXTRAPOLATION AS COMPRISED WITHIN THE COUNCIL’S CURRENT DRAFT LONG TERM FINANCIAL PLAN.  NOTWITHSTANDING THIS HOWEVER, IN NUMEROUS INSTANCES THIS PRINCIPLE IS NOT APPROPRIATE, WITH OTHER FACTORS ALSO REQUIRING CONSIDERATION. THE FOLLOWING PROVIDES AN OVERVIEW, BY DIRECTORATE, OF NOTEWORTHY INSTANCES WHERE AN LGCI EXTRAPOLATION HAS NOT BEEN UTILISED, WHILST ALSO DISCUSSING, WHERE RELEVANT, NEWLY PROPOSED FEES AND CHARGES.                 EXECUTIVE SERVICES   NO FEE INCREASES IMPOSED DUE TO EXTREMELY LOW TRANSACTION RATE.  PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT SERVICES  HEALTH  	TRADERS AS THE CITY HAS NOT IMPLEMENTED THE TRADER’S FEES ADOPTED IN 2016/17 AND THESE ARE NOW PART OF THE CURRENT EOI PROCESS, IT IS RECOMMENDED THAT THESE REMAIN THE SAME.  ADDITIONALLY, THESE FEES AND FEE STRUCTURE WILL REMAIN THE SAME AS THOSE THAT ARE BEING ADOPTED AS COMMERCIAL HIRE SITE FEES WITHIN COMMERCIAL SERVICES.  	OUTDOOR EATING FACILITIES IT HAS BEEN RECOMMENDED THAT THE CITY REDUCE THE ANNUAL OUTDOOR EATING FACILITY FEES TO $0 ASSUMING THERE IS NO MATERIAL CHANGE TO THE APPROVED AREA. THIS IS TO ASSIST IN AN INCREASE TO THE NUMBER OF PREMISES CURRENTLY OFFERING OUTDOOR EATING OPTIONS WITHIN THE CITY.  THE INITIAL APPLICATION FEE TO ASSESS THE PROPOSAL HAS ALSO BEEN ADJUSTED TO REFLECT THE COSTS OF ASSESSING ALL ELEMENTS OF THE APPLICATION AND BRING THESE IN LINE WITH OTHER APPLICATION FEES REQUIRED WHEN ASSESSING APPLICATIONS UNDER THE ACTIVITIES IN THOROUGHFARES AND PUBLIC PLACES AND TRADING LOCAL LAW 2015.  PLEASE NOTE – THIS DOES NOT APPLY TO OUTDOOR DINING ABUTTING A RESERVE UNDER THE CARE AND/OR CONTROL OF THE CITY TO WHICH A LICENCE AGREEMENT WILL APPLY   RANGER & FIRE SERVICE RELATED FEES ANIMAL CONTROL 	APPLICATION FEES A NUMBER OF NEW FEES HAVE BEEN INTRODUCED. PURSUANT TO S6.16(2)(D) OF THE LOCAL GOVERNMENT ACT 1995 A FEE OR CHARGE MAY BE IMPOSED FOR RECEIVING AN APPLICATION FOR APPROVAL, GRANTING AN APPROVAL, MAKING AN INSPECTION AND ISSUING A LICENCE, PERMIT, AUTHORISATION OR CERTIFICATE. O	APPLICATION TO KEEP MORE THAN TWO CATS: THIS IS A NEW FEE THAT HAS NOT BEEN CHARGED IN THE PAST. THERE IS BOTH AN ADMINISTRATIVE AND INSPECTION PROCESS ASSOCIATED WITH THE PROCESS. IT IS REASONABLE THAT THE CITY RECOVERS A PORTION OF THE COST ASSOCIATED WITH THE APPLICATION PROCESS. O	APPLICATION TO KEEP MORE THAN TWO DOGS: THIS IS A NEW FEE THAT HAS NOT BEEN CHARGED IN THE PAST. THERE IS BOTH AN ADMINISTRATIVE AND INSPECTION PROCESS ASSOCIATED WITH THE PROCESS. IT IS REASONABLE THAT THE CITY RECOVERS A PORTION OF THE COST ASSOCIATED WITH THE APPLICATION PROCESS. O	APPLICATION FOR LICENCE/RENEWAL OF LICENCE TO KEEP AN APPROVED CATTERY ESTABLISHMENT: IN THE PAST THE CITY HAS CHARGED $200 FOR AN APPLICATION FOR A NEW OR RENEWAL OF AN EXISTING LICENCE FOR A CATTERY. THE FEE HAS NOT PREVIOUSLY BEEN CAPTURED IN THE SCHEDULE OF FEES AND CHARGES. THE FEE HAS BEEN ADDED TO THE SCHEDULE FOR THAT REASON AND INCLUDES A 2.9% INCREASE FROM THE PREVIOUS FEE. O	APPLICATION FOR LICENCE/RENEWAL OF LICENCE TO KEEP AN APPROVED KENNEL ESTABLISHMENT: IN THE PAST THE CITY HAS CHARGED $200 FOR AN APPLICATION FOR A NEW OR RENEWAL OF AN EXISTING LICENCE FOR A CATTERY. THE FEE HAS NOT PREVIOUSLY BEEN CAPTURED IN THE SCHEDULE OF FEES AND CHARGES. THE FEE HAS BEEN ADDED TO THE SCHEDULE FOR THAT REASON AND INCLUDES A 2.9% INCREASE FROM THE PREVIOUS FEE.	  	DANGEROUS DOGS A NEW FEE HAS BEEN ADDED. PURSUANT TO S33M OF THE DOG ACT 1976 WHERE A DOG IS DECLARED TO BE A DANGEROUS DOG (DECLARED), THE LOCAL GOVERNMENT MAY REQUIRE THE OWNER TO PAY, IN ADDITION TO AND AT THE TIME OF THE REGISTRATION FEE UNDER SECTION 15, EITHER: A.	A REASONABLE CHARGE, UP TO SUCH MAXIMUM AMOUNT AS MAY BE PRESCRIBED, AS DETERMINED BY THE LOCAL GOVERNMENT HAVING REGARD TO THE EXPENSE INCURRED BY THE LOCAL GOVERNMENT IN MAKING INQUIRIES, INVESTIGATIONS AND INSPECTIONS CONCERNING THE BEHAVIOUR OF THAT PARTICULAR DOG AND THE MANNER AND PLACE IN WHICH IT IS FROM TIME TO TIME KEPT; OR B.	A FIXED CHARGE OF SUCH AMOUNT AS IS: I. DETERMINED BY THE LOCAL GOVERNMENT FOR THE PURPOSE OF THIS PARAGRAPH BUT NOT EXCEEDING THE MAXIMUM AMOUNT PRESCRIBED FOR THE PURPOSE OF PARAGRAPH A. OR  II. PRESCRIBED. ONCE A DOG HAS BEEN DECLARED A DANGEROUS DOG (DECLARED) RANGERS CARRY OUT AN INSPECTION OF THE PLACE IN WHICH THE DOG IS ORDINARILY KEPT TO ENSURE IT IS COMPLIANT WITH THE REQUIREMENTS OF THE DOG ACT 1976. THEREAFTER, RANGERS CARRY OUT AN ANNUAL INSPECTION TO ENSURE THE OWNER REMAINS COMPLIANT  IMPOUNDING FEES OTHER 	BEACH SHELTERS AND OTHER STRUCTURES A NEW FEE HAS BEEN ADDED. PURSUANT TO S.3.46(1) OF THE LOCAL GOVERNMENT ACT 1995 A LOCAL GOVERNMENT MAY REFUSE TO ALLOW GOODS IMPOUNDED UNDER SECTION 3.39 TO BE COLLECTED UNTIL THE COSTS OF REMOVING, IMPOUNDING AND KEEPING THEM HAVE BEEN PAID TO THE LOCAL GOVERNMENT.  ENGINEERING AND WORKS SERVICES  	WASTE DISPOSAL AND SANITATION FEES FOR THE PURPOSE OF ESTABLISHING THE FEES AND CHARGES FOR THE 2017/2018 FINANCIAL YEAR, AN ANALYSIS OF THE HISTORICAL FIGURES OF THE FEES WAS UNDERTAKEN, TAKING INTO ACCOUNT THE FEES FROM 2013/2014 TO 2016/2017.  THE FOLLOWING WAS SIMULATED: A)	A COMPOUND ANNUAL GROWTH RATE OF 2.9% APPLIED SINCE 2013/2014; B)	A ONE YEAR GROWTH OF 2.9% APPLIED TO THE 2016/2017 FEES.  THE PROPOSED FEES WERE SET IN ORDER TO FOLLOW, AS MUCH AS POSSIBLE, THE COMPOUNDED GROWTH RATE OVER THE LONG TERM AND ROUNDING ITS DOLLAR FIGURE.  IN FACT, THE FEES ARE NORMALLY ROUNDED TO MINIMISE HANDLING OF SMALL COINS AT THE WASTE FACILITIES’ GATEHOUSES TO FACILITATE/EXPEDITE TRANSACTIONS AND, THEREFORE, IN MANY INSTANCES (SMALLER VALUE FEES AND CHARGES) THEY TEND TO BE KEPT CONSTANT OVER A NUMBER OF YEARS AND, FROM TIME TO TIME, INCREASED TO THE APPROPRIATE LEVELS, MAKING SURE THAT THAT INCREASE MATCHES THE LONG TERM (COMPOUNDED) GROWTH TARGET (IN THIS CASE 2.9%) WHILE KEEPING IT A FAIRLY ROUND FIGURE.  FINANCE AND CORPORATE SERVICES  	BUSSELTON COMMUNITY RESOURCE CENTRE (CRC) WITH RESPECT TO THE CRC, IT HAS BEEN RECOMMENDED THAT FEES IN RELATION TO COMMUNITY GROUP HIRE OF THE MEETING ROOMS BE LEFT AT CURRENT LEVELS TO ENCOURAGE CONTINUED COMMUNITY GROUP (INCLUDING TENANT) USAGE.  THIS IS FURTHER TO A DECISION TO LEAVE COMMUNITY USER FEES STATIC FOR 2016/2017 WHICH WAS WELL RECEIVED BY TENANTS AND COMMUNITY GROUPS.  IT IS FELT THAT AN INCREASE IN COMMUNITY USER HIRE FEES MAY HAVE A NEGATIVE IMPACT ON THE LEVEL OF COMMUNITY HIRE AT A TIME WHEN THE CITY WILL BE DECREASING ITS USAGE OF THE ROOMS.   ON THE OTHER HAND IT IS FELT THAT COMMERCIAL HIRE FEES HAVE THE SCOPE TO INCREASE SLIGHTLY ABOVE THE STANDARD 2.9% INCREASE, AND IT IS RECOMMENDED THAT THESE BE INCREASED BY 4%.  THE COMMERCIAL FULL DAY HIRE RATE FOR THE GROUND FLOOR MEETING ROOM WOULD THEREFORE BE $354.    	BUSSELTON YOUTH AND COMMUNITY ACTIVITY BUILDING (YCAB) THE CONSTRUCTION OF THE YCAB IS DUE FOR COMPLETION EARLY 2018 AND SHOULD BE READY FOR USE DURING THE 2017/18 FINANCIAL YEAR.  THE YCAB HOUSES AN EVENTS/MULTIFUNCTION ROOM, MEETING ROOM AND SMALL OFFICE AVAILABLE FOR HIRE.  AS SUCH IT IS RECOMMENDED THAT THE LISTED FEES AND CHARGES BE INCLUDED IN THE 2017/18 SCHEDULE OF FEES AND CHARGES.  THE YCAB IS LOCATED ON THE BUSSELTON FORESHORE AND WILL BE A VERSATILE AND CONTEMPORARY VENUE DESIGNED TO SUIT A VARIETY OF EVENTS AND COMMUNITY REQUIREMENTS.  THE PROPOSED FEES AND CHARGES ARE BASED ON A REVIEW OF HIRE RATES FOR SIMILAR PROPERTIES WITH THE CLOSEST COMPARISONS NOTED BELOW (BASED ON CURRENT RATES EXCEPT WHERE OTHERWISE INDICATED).  CONSIDERATION WAS ALSO GIVEN TO THE CURRENT HIRE RATES FOR THE CRC.  IT SHOULD BE NOTED THAT SOME OTHER COMMERCIAL VENUES OFFER ADDITIONAL SERVICES SUCH AS SETUP, MINTS, ICED WATER ON TABLES OR NOTEPADS.   ALL PROPOSED FEES ARE INCLUSIVE OF GST, WITH THE HALF DAY RATE PROVIDING FOR 4 HOURS USE AND THE FULL DAY 8 HOURS.  THE COMMUNITY FEES ARE APPROXIMATELY 55% OF THE PROPOSED COMMERCIAL RATE, WHICH IS CONSISTENT WITH OTHER CITY FACILITIES FEES AND CHARGES.    EVENTS / MULTIFUNCTION ROOM THE EVENTS/MULTIFUNCTION ROOM WILL COMPRISE OF AN AREA OF APPROXIMATELY 137M2.  IT IS PROPOSED TO BE EQUIPPED WITH TABLES AND CHAIRS, PROJECTOR AND SCREEN.  THE KITCHEN FACILITIES WOULD BE AVAILABLE FOR NON-EXCLUSIVE USE DURING THE HIRE PERIOD, ALTHOUGH CROCKERY, TEA, COFFEE ETC. WILL NEED TO BE SUPPLIED BY THE HIRER.  MEETING ROOM THE MEETING ROOM IS APPROXIMATELY 28M2 AND WOULD ACCOMMODATE APPROXIMATELY 12 PEOPLE SEATED.  IT IS PROPOSED TO BE EQUIPPED WITH WHITE BOARDS, PROJECTORS AND SCREENS.  THE KITCHEN FACILITIES WOULD BE AVAILABLE FOR NON-EXCLUSIVE USE DURING THE HIRE PERIOD.  THE CRC RATE BELOW IS BASED ON THE RECOMMENDED HALF DAY (4 HRS) HIRE RATE FOR 17/18 BROKEN INTO AN HOURLY RATE.  IT IS PROPOSED THAT BOOKING FOR THE MEETING ROOM BE OFFERED ON AN HOURLY RATE BASIS BUT WITH A MINIMUM 2 HOUR BOOKING.  THE TWO HOUR MINIMUM WILL ALLOW FOR SET UP AND PACK UP.   OFFICE THE OFFICE IS APPROXIMATELY 12M2 AND WOULD BE SUITABLE FOR ONE ON ONE MEETING OR AS AN OFFICE BASE DURING AN EVENT OR FUNCTION AT THE YCAB.  THE KITCHEN WOULD ALSO BE AVAILABLE FOR NON-EXCLUSIVE USE DURING THE HIRE PERIOD.   VENUE HIRE THERE MAY BE CERTAIN OCCASIONS WHERE A HIRER WOULD SEEK TO HIRE ALL THREE SPACES WITHIN THE VENUE, FOR INSTANCE DURING MAJOR EVENTS.  A DISCOUNTED FEE TO ACCOMMODATE THIS IS RECOMMENDED, BASED ON A HALF OR FULL DAY HIRE OF ALL THREE ROOMS AND A 25% DISCOUNT.     OTHER THE OTHER CHARGES TO BE INCLUDED ARE THE FACILITY HIRE BOND, SECURITY/ACCESS BOND, AND THE FACILITY CANCELLATION FEE.  THESE ARE RECOMMENDED TO BE THE SAME AS THE CRC.  COMMUNITY AND COMMERCIAL SERVICES  TRADERS (NON FOOD) 	A REVIEW OF FOOD AND NON-FOOD TRADING IN PUBLIC PLACES HAS PROGRESSED AND A NEW POLICY ‘NON-EXCLUSIVE COMMERCIAL USE OF CITY LAND’ WAS ADOPTED ON 9 NOVEMBER 2016.  A MORE UNIFORM APPROACH BETWEEN FOOD AND NON-FOOD VENDOR USE OF CITY OWNED OR CONTROLLED LAND HAS BEEN ESTABLISHED AS A RESULT OF THE POLICY REVIEW AND IS REFLECTED IN FEES AND CHARGES ACROSS ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH (FOOD VENDORS) AND COMMERCIAL SERVICES (NON-FOOD RECREATIONAL ENTERPRISES).  STREET ENTERTAINERS 	ITEM TRANSFERRED FROM ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH SECTION WHERE NO FEE WAS INCURRED AND NO MANAGEMENT REGIME WAS IN PLACE.  MINIMAL FEE IS PROPOSED TO REGISTER BUSKERS AT PROPOSED ‘BUSK STOPS’ AT SET PLACES AROUND THE DUNSBOROUGH AND BUSSELTON CBD’S TO ACTIVATE CORE TOURIST AND SHOPPING PRECINCTS. A NEW ‘BUSKERS POLICY’ IS BEING DRAFTED TO ADMINISTER A PRO-ACTIVE ‘PROGRAMMED’ APPROACH TO PLACE ACTIVATION AS PER THE CITY’S ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT STRATEGY.  BUSSELTON JETTY 	THE BUSSELTON JETTY INC. HAS REQUESTED THE CITY APPROVE AN INCREASE OF JETTY ENTRY FEES FROM $3.00 PER ADULT TO $4.00 PER ADULT TO ACHIEVE INCOME FORECASTS AS PER THE LICENSE AGREEMENT WITH THE CITY. NO FEES FOR SINGLE CHILD WILL BE REQUESTED BY BJ INC. TO SUPPORT FAMILY VISITATION.  NO CHANGE TO THE ANNUAL WALK PASS IS REQUESTED. PLEASE SEE EXTRACT BELOW FROM THE BUSSELTON JETTY REFERENCE GROUP MEETING MINUTES OF 21 SEPTEMBER 2016 WERE THE PROPOSED INCREASE WAS APPROVED BY THIS GROUP.                  5.4 PROPOSAL TO INCREASE JETTY ENTRANCE FEES (JON BERRY)  ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT COORDINATOR ADVISED THE GROUP, THE CITY HAD RECEIVED A LETTER FROM BJECA REGARDING A PROPOSED INCREASE TO THE JETTY ENTRANCE FEES.                  THE PROPOSAL FROM BJECA WAS FOR FEES TO INCREASE TO $3.50 AT 01/01/2017 AND THEN $4.00 FROM 01/07/2017. THE GROUP DISCUSSED THE PROPOSAL.                  ACTION: THE GROUP SUGGESTED FOR THE PROPOSED INCREASE OF THE JETTY ENTRANCE FEES TO BE INCLUDED IN THE 2017-2018 FEES AND CHARGES SCHEDULE, INCREASING FROM $3.00 TO $4.00 FROM 01/07/2017.   A FORMAL LETTER OF REQUEST WAS SENT TO THE CITY ON 9 MARCH 2017 WHICH CAN BE VIEWED AT ATTACHMENT A.   COMMERCIAL USE OF MARINE BERTHING PLATFORMS – WHALE WATCHING / TOUR VESSELS 	FOLLOWING THE FIRST YEAR OF OPERATION OF THE NEW MARINE BERTHING PLATFORMS ON THE BUSSELTON JETTY, CONSULTATION WITH THE INAUGURAL PERMIT HOLDERS WAS HELD IN EARLY 2017.  THERE HAS BEEN A UNIFIED REQUEST FOR A THIRD TIER OF PERMIT FEES BEING THREE MONTHLY TO COINCIDE WITH THE TERM OF THE WHALE WATCHING SEASON. FEEDBACK HAS BEEN RECEIVED THAT THE INAUGURAL FEE STRUCTURE WAS DEEMED TO BE EXCESSIVE, WHEN COMPARED TO PERMANENT PEN AND MOORING FEES AT PORT GEOGRAPHE (WHERE VESSELS ARE PERMANENTLY MOORED WITH MARINE SERVICES), WHEREAS THE JETTY FACILITY IS ONLY A PICK UP AND DROP OFF POINT. AS WELL AS A NEW THREE MONTHLY FEE, IT IS RECOMMENDED THE EXISTING BERTHING FEE FOR MONTHLY AND ANNUAL FEES BE MAINTAINED (I.E. NO CPI ADJUSTMENT FOR 2017/18) AND BE REVIEWED IN 2018/19 AND PROGRESSIVELY STEPPED UP AS THE FORESHORE REDEVELOPMENT PROGRESSES AND THE VISITOR MARKET TO THE FORESHORE PRECINCT INCREASES. COMMERCIAL USE OF MARINE BERTHING PLATFORMS - CRUISE SHIP VESSELS 	COUNCIL HAS PREVIOUSLY RESOLVED NOT TO CHARGE CRUISE SHIP TENDERS VISITING THE BUSSELTON JETTY UNTIL A REVIEW IS UNDERTAKEN.  A FINANCE COMMITTEE REPORT WILL CONSIDER THIS MATTER ON 6 APRIL 2017 TAKING INTO ACCOUNT SUBMISSIONS FROM TOURISM AUTHORITIES AND CRUISE SHIP COMPANIES AND A RECOMMENDATION ON CHARGES WILL BE MADE TO THE COUNCIL.  	KEY / HIRE BOND O	BOND APPLIES TO NCC USERS WHO SIGN OUT A KEY TO USE THE FACILITY OUTSIDE STAFFING HOURS. ALSO APPLIES TO USERS WHO HOLD EVENTS AND FUNCTIONS THAT HAVE FOOD AND DRINKS OR OTHER TYPE OF USE REQUIRING MORE EXTENSIVE CLEAN UP. AMOUNTS PAYABLE ARE DRAWN FROM WHEN FOLLOWING CONDITIONS APPLY: LOSS OF ISSUED KEY OR UNAUTHORISED TRANSFER OF ISSUED KEY TO A THIRD PARTY OR UNAUTHORISED COPYING OF ISSUED KEY OR ACCESSING NCC WITH NO PRIOR APPROVAL, REPAIR OF DAMAGE TO BUILDING, EQUIPMENT OR FITTINGS AS A RESULT OF HIRE, OR WHERE EXTRA CLEANING IS REQUIRED AS A RESULT OF HIRE. O	AS A RESULT OF HIRING, DAMAGE REPAIR TO BUILDING, EQUIPMENT OR FITTINGS, EXTRA CLEANING OR MOVING EQUIPMENT – FEE IS THE COST OF REPARATION PLUS 20% ADMINISTRATION. MINIMUM OF $25 FOR EACH OCCURRENCE.  	STADIUM O	DELETE “TENNIS PER HOUR” FEE OF $ 33.00 AS THERE HAS BEEN NO SUCH HIRE IN 18 MONTHS. THE PUBLIC IS NOT WILLING TO PAY THE TENNIS COURT HIRE RATE AS LISTED.  O	ADD “CASUAL INDOOR TENNIS: ADULTS” AT $8.00 PER PERSON PER HOUR. TENNIS HIRE RATE IS HIGHER THAN OTHER CASUAL SPORT AS IT UTILISES THE ENTIRE STADIUM. O	ADD “CASUAL INDOOR TENNIS: STUDENTS” AT $5 PER PERSON PER HOUR. TENNIS HIRE RATE IS HIGHER THAN OTHER CASUAL SPORT AS IT UTILISES THE ENTIRE STADIUM. O	REPLACE “CASUAL BASKETBALL (INDIVIDUAL FEE) STUDENT” WITH “CASUAL SPORTS SCHOOL STUDENT RATE PER HOUR PER PERSON” TO RECOGNISE OTHER SPORTS MAY BE PLAYED; O	REPLACE “CASUAL BASKETBALL (INDIVIDUAL FEE*) PER HOUR” WITH “CASUAL SPORTS PER HOUR PER PERSON” TO RECOGNISE OTHER SPORTS MAY BE PLAYED. NOTE THAT THESE “CASUAL SPORTS” RATES ARE CHEAPER THAN TENNIS AS IT ONLY UITILISES HALF OF THE STADIUM. THE REMAINING AREA CAN BE HIRED SIMULTANEOUSLY. FEES APPLY TO 1 X HOOP, HALF COURT FOR SKATE OR SOCCER, 1 X BADMINTON COURT, 1 X TABLE TENNIS TABLE.   O	ADD “STORAGE – COMMUNITY PER SHELF” DUE TO GROUPS REQUESTING STORAGE IN STADIUM STORE AND SHORTAGE OF STORAGE SPACE.  	KITCHEN/SERVERY O	WITH OR WITHOUT OTHER BOOKING THE KITCHEN/SERVER HAS A VERY LOW USAGE LEVEL DUE TO HIRE RATE BEING PROHIBITIVE. INTRODUCED A DAILY FEE EQUIVALENT TO 2HRS HIRE TO ENCOURAGE USAGE OF THE FACILITY.  	GROUP FITNESS O	ADD BOOK OF 10 CONCESSION PASSES FOR SENIORS AND F/T STUDENTS. RE-INTRODUCED THE FEE THIS FY AS ERRONEOUSLY EXCLUDED FROM 16/17 FEES AND CHARGES. O	6 MONTHS MEMBERSHIP AND 6 MONTH CONCESSION MEMBERSHIP – NIL 6 MONTH MEMBERSHIPS SOLD TO DATE THIS FINANCIAL YEAR AS THE PRICE IS PROHIBITIVE. REDUCED FEE TO ALIGN WITH OTHER MEMBERSHIP FEES. LOW LEVEL OF TAKE UP SO MINIMAL IMPACT ON ANNUAL REVENUE. 3 MONTH MEMBERSHIP FEES ALSO REDUCED. O	PAYG CANCELLATION FEE – IS NOT A MEMBERSHIP FEE BUT A DISINCENTIVE FOR CLIENTS TO CANCEL WITHIN 3 MONTHS. CLIENTS ARE ADVISED OF CANCELLATION FEE UPON SIGNING UP AND IT IS NOT NECESSARY TO INCREMENT THIS FEE AS VERY RARELY CHARGED TO CUSTOMER.  	SHOWER O	NO FEE INCREMENT AS WOULD BE ONLY 10C INCREASE AND INCONVENIENT FOR COIN CHANGE.   	STAGE HIRE  O	COMMERCIAL RATE – APPLICABLE TO USAGE FOR PROFIT ORIENTED EVENTS. O	COMMUNITY RATE - AFFORDABLE RATE FOR NON-PROFIT USE FOR EXAMPLE FUNCTIONS, COMMUNITY EVENTS, FUND RAISERS.  	NCC GROUNDS HIRE O	NO INCREMENT AS CURRENTLY NIL UTILISATION. POTENTIAL USE INCREASE WITH MARKETING AND DEVELOPMENT OF PROGRAMS. REVIEW FEE AGAIN 18/19 FY.  GEOGRAPHE LEISURE CENTRE 	SWIMMING CLUB LANE HIRE FEE INCREASED IN LINE WITH AGREED COURSE OF ACTION WHEN INITIALLY REDUCED. AGREEMENT IN PLACE THAT IT WOULD INCREASE $1 PER LANE EACH SUBSEQUENT FINANCIAL YEAR.  	LIFESTYLE SENIORS PROGRAM NOT INCREASED TO ENCOURAGE SOCIAL RETURN ON SENIOR’S GYM USAGE.  	AEROBICS/AQUA AEROBICS CASUAL ENTRY INCREASED IN LINE WITH GYM CASUAL ENTRY SO THAT THEY ARE BOTH THE SAME.  	VACATION CARE PROGRAM INCREASED TO ALSO INCLUDE COST OF EXCURSIONS. THIS WILL ALLEVIATE HUGE ADMINISTRATIVE BURDEN OF COLLECTION OF FEES AND WILL ALSO MEAN THAT PARENTS CAN CLAIM A % OF THIS INCREASE FROM COMMONWEALTH GOVERNMENT CHILDCARE SUBSIDY.   	CRÈCHE ADMISSION AND BOOKS NOT INCREASED TO ENCOURAGE MORE USAGE AND THEREFORE MORE MEMBERSHIPS.  	1 MONTH MEMBERSHIP PRICE INCREASED AS IT WAS CHEAPER TO BUY 3X 1 MONTH MEMBERSHIPS COMPARED TO ONE 3 MONTH MEMBERSHIP.  KOOKABURRA CARAVAN PARK 	THE CITY EXECUTED A NEW MANAGEMENT CONTRACT WITH BCP PTY LTD (INCLUDING INNOVIV PARK SERVICES) ON 1 NOVEMBER 2016 AND THE CITY HAS APPROVED THE MANAGEMENT PLAN FOR PARK OPERATIONS. ONE OF THE RECOMMENDATIONS FROM THE MANAGEMENT PLAN IS TO IMPLEMENT A NEW FEES AND CHARGES STRUCTURE INCORPORATING THREE SEASONS AND FEES ACCORDINGLY. AS SUCH THERE ARE A NUMBER OF CHANGES TO THE KOOKABURRA CARAVAN PARK SECTION OF FEES AND CHARGES. IN GENERAL FEES AND CHARGES HAVE BEEN INCREASED BY THE RECOMMENDED CPI LEVEL, WITH DETAILS LISTED BELOW; O	FOR ALL ACCOMMODATION TYPES (POWERED SITES AND CABINS; OVERNIGHT, WEEKLY AND CLUB RATES) OFF PEAK SEASON HAS BEEN CHANGED TO LOWS SEASON, A NEW MID-SEASON HAS BEEN INTRODUCED AND  PEAK SEASON CHANGED TO HIGH SEASON; O	A NEW MID-SEASON RATE HAS BEEN INTRODUCED FOR CLUBS; O	SOME SECTIONS HAVE BEEN DELETED: AFTER 27 DAYS; WEEKLY RATE – PEAK SEASON; THESE LINE ITEMS HAVE BEEN INCORPORATED IN OTHER SECTIONS ABOVE (AFTER 27 DAYS – AFTER 27 DAYS (LESS THAN 90 DAYS); WEEKLY RATE – PEAK SEASON – WEEKLY RATES; O	ONSITE PARK HOMES – EXTRA ADULT AND EXTRA CHILD HAS BEEN REPLACED WITH EXTRA (AGE 4 AND OVER); O	CABIN NAMES HAVE BEEN CHANGED: 	CABIN NORMAL NOW BASIC CABIN, 	CABINS 9 & 10  NOW COCKLE SHELL CABINS, 	CABINS 4 & 5 NOW COWRIE SHELL CABINS, 	PARK HOME 6 HAS BEEN REMOVED AND NEW CABIN INSTALLED AS NAUTILUS SHELL CABIN. 	MISCELLANEOUS – GROUP BOOKING HAS BEEN REMOVED AS REPLACED WITH CLUB BOOKING FEE; 	INCREASES /DECREASES IN FEES AND CHARGES. IN GENERAL: O	ALL LOW SEASON FEES (POWERED SITES) HAVE BEEN INCREASED BELOW 2.9%; O	ALL MID-SEASON FEES (POWERED SITES) HAVE BEEN INCREASED ABOVE 2.9% HOWEVER THIS NEW FEE HAS BEEN BENCHMARKED AGAINST THE EXISTING LOW SEASON FEE AND HENCE INCREASE IS ABOVE 2.9% (THE MID-SEASON FEES HAVE NOT SET MID-WAY BETWEEN LOW AND HIGH BUT CLOSER TO THE LOW SEASON RATE AS THESE ARE NEW FEES) ; O	ALL HIGH SEASON FEES (POWERED SITES) HAVE BEEN INCREASED BELOW 2.9%; O	THE LOW SEASON FEES (BASIC CABIN) HAS BEEN INCREASED BELOW 2.9%; O	THE MID-SEASON FEES (BASIC CABIN) HAS BEEN INCREASED ABOVE 2.9% HOWEVER THIS NEW FEE HAS BEEN BENCHMARKED AGAINST THE EXISTING LOW SEASON FEE AND HENCE INCREASE IS ABOVE 2.9% (THE MID-SEASON FEES HAVE NOT SET MID-WAY BETWEEN LOW AND HIGH BUT CLOSER TO THE LOW SEASON RATE AS THESE ARE NEW FEES) ; O	THE HIGH SEASON FEE (BASIC CABIN) HAS BEEN INCREASED BELOW 2.9%; O	THE LOW SEASON FEE (COCKLE SHELL CABIN) HAS BEEN INCREASED ABOVE 2.9% - THIS IS BECAUSE LINEN HAS BEEN INCLUDED IN THIS CABIN AS STANDARD AND HENCE THE FEE HAS INCREASED BY $5.00. IF YOU REMOVE THE INCREASE OF $5.00 FOR LINEN THEN THE CPI INCREASE IS BELOW 2.9% ; O	THE MID-SEASON FEE (COCKLE SHELL CABIN) HAS BEEN INCREASED ABOVE 2.9% - HOWEVER THIS NEW FEE HAS BEEN BENCHMARKED AGAINST THE EXISTING LOW SEASON FEE AND HENCE INCREASES IS ABOVE 2.9%. THIS ALSO INCLUDES THE $5.00 INCREASE ALLOCATION FOR LINEN ; O	THE HIGH SEASON FEE (COCKLE SHELL CABIN) HAS BEEN INCREASED ABOVE 2.9% - THIS IS BECAUSE LINEN HAS BEEN INCLUDED IN THIS CABIN AS STANDARD AND HENCE THE FEE HAS INCREASED BY $5.00. IF YOU REMOVE THE INCREASE OF $5.00 FOR LINEN THEN THE CPI INCREASE IS BELOW 2.9% ; O	THE SAME LOGIC AS ABOVE (COCKLE SHELL CABIN) APPLIES TO COWRIE SHELL CABIN AND NAUTILUS SHELL CABIN ; O	MISCELLANEOUS – GROUP BOOKING FEE HAS BEEN DELETED AS THIS IS REPLACE BY THE CLUB BOOKING FEE;  	FOR COUNCILS INFORMATION THE FOLLOWING SEASON DATES APPLY, THESE WILL BE MADE AVAILABLE ON THE WEBSITE FOR EACH FINANCIAL YEAR AS THEY ARE LIKELY TO CHANGE DEPENDING ON PUBLIC HOLIDAYS.   �SEASONS � � � �SITES �CABINS � � �LOW �LOW � � �1/7/17 - 21/9/17 INCLUSIVE �1/7/17 - 21/9/17 INCLUSIVE � � �22/9/17 - 3/11/17 INCLUSIVE �8/10/17 - 3/11/17 INCLUSIVE � � �16/12/17 -  25/12/17 INCLUSIVE �16/12/17 - 25/12/17 INCLUSIVE � � �29/4/18 - 30/6/18 INCLUSIVE �29/4/18 - 30/6/18 INCLUSIVE � � �MID �MID � �Q/BDAY �22/9/17-24/9/18 INCLUSIVE �22/9/17 - 7/10/17 INCLUSIVE � � �4/11/17 - 15/12/17 INCLUSIVE �4/11/17 - 15/12/17 INCLUSIVE � �LABOUR DAY �28/1/18 - 29/3/18 INCLUSIVE �28/1/18 - 29/3/18 INCLUSIVE � � �2/4/18 - 28/4/18 INCLUSIVE �2/4/18 - 24/4/18 � �WA DAY �1/6/18 - 3/6/18 INCLUSIVE �1/6/18 - 3/6/18 INCLUSIVE � � �HIGH �HIGH � � �26/12/17 - 27/1/18 INCLUSIVE �26/12/17 - 27/1/18 INCLUSIVE � � �30/3/18 - 1/4/18 INCLUSIVE (EASTER) �30/3/18 - 1/4/18 INCLUSIVE (EASTER) � � � ART GEO 	THE COURTYARD AND MARINE TERRACE GARDENS HIRE FEES HAVE NOT BEEN INCREASED TO GENERATE INTEREST IN HIRING THESE AREAS.  BUSSELTON - MARGARET RIVER REGIONAL AIRPORT 	THE FEES AND CHARGES ASSOCIATED WITH THE BUSSELTON-MARGARET RIVER AIRPORT HAVE GENERALLY NOT BEEN INCREASED BY CPI OTHER THAN THOSE FOR PERMIT RELATED CHARGES (FLIGHT TRAINING PERMIT). INCREASES TO FEES HAVE NOT BEEN APPLIED AS THERE IS LIKELY TO BE SOME INCONVENIENCE /INTERRUPTION TO PASSENGERS AND AIRPORT USERS DURING THE 2017/18 YEAR RESULTING FROM THE AIRPORT DEVELOPMENT PROJECT AND THEREFORE NOT CONSIDERED APPROPRIATE TO INCREASE RELATED FEES AND CHARGES.       LIBRARIES 	LIBRARIES’ FEES  AND CHARGES FOR 2017/18 HAVE NOT BEEN INCREASED DUE TO THE SMALL TRANSACTIONAL VALUES AND TO AVOID INCONVENIENT SMALL COIN CHANGE  CONCLUSION  AS PART OF THE ANNUAL FEES AND CHARGES REVIEW, THE CURRENTLY ADOPTED FEES AND CHARGES HAVE BEEN REVIEWED IN LINE WITH THE REQUIREMENTS OF THE LOCAL GOVERNMENT ACT AND OTHER RELEVANT LEGISLATION AS APPLICABLE. WHERE CONSIDERED RELEVANT, FEES AND CHARGES HAVE BEEN INCREASED BY, OR ABOVE, LGCI ESTIMATES IN RECOGNITION OF INCREASED COSTS ASSOCIATED WITH THE PROVISION OF SERVICES. IN OTHER INSTANCES, THE PREVAILING FEES AND CHARGES ARE CONSIDERED ADEQUATE (AND AS SUCH, NO CHANGES ARE RECOMMENDED). FURTHERMORE, A NUMBER OF NEW FEES AND CHARGES HAVE BEEN PROPOSED, OR AMENDMENTS TO EXISTING FEES STRUCTURES RECOMMENDED. CONSEQUENTLY, IT IS RECOMMENDED THAT THE FINANCE COMMITTEE ENDORSES THE DRAFT SCHEDULE OF FEES AND CHARGES FOR 2017/18 AS RECOMMENDED, FOR SUBSEQUENT CONSIDERATION BY THE COUNCIL.  OPTIONS  THE FINANCE COMMITTEE MAY DETERMINE TO RECOMMEND AMENDMENTS TO THE DRAFT SCHEDULE OF FEES AND CHARGES AS IT DEEMS APPROPRIATE.       TIMELINE FOR IMPLEMENTATION OF OFFICER RECOMMENDATION  CONSEQUENT TO ADOPTION BY THE COUNCIL, THE SCHEDULE OF FEES AND CHARGES FOR 2017/18 WILL BECOME EFFECTIVE FROM AND INCLUDING 01 JULY 2017.   COUNCIL DECISION/COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION AND OFFICER RECOMMENDATION C1704/092	MOVED COUNCILLOR G BLEECHMORE, SECONDED COUNCILLOR T BEST  ABSOLUTE MAJORITY DECISION OF COUNCIL REQUIRED  THAT THE COUNCIL:   1.	ENDORSES THE FEES AND CHARGES AS DETAILED IN THE “DRAFT FEE 2017/18 (EXC. GST)” COLUMN OF ATTACHMENT B - SCHEDULE OF FEES AND CHARGES, EFFECTIVE FROM AND INCLUDING 01 JULY 2017.   � �CARRIED 9/0 � � � 12.	ENGINEERING AND WORKS SERVICES REPORT NIL  13.	COMMUNITY AND COMMERCIAL SERVICES REPORT NIL  � 14.	FINANCE AND CORPORATE SERVICES REPORT 
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