City of PERTH

Lord Mayor and Councillors,

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the next Ordinary Meeting of
the Council of the City of Perth will be held in the Council Chamber,
Level 9, Council House, 27 St Georges Terrace, Perth on Tuesday,
26 April 2016 at 6.00pm.

Yours faithfully

Pantztsom

MARTIN MILEHAM
CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER

21 April 2016

VISION STATEMENT

Perth is renowned as an accessible city. It is alive with
urban green networks that are safe and vibrant. As a global
city, there is a diverse culture that attracts visitors. It
provides city living at its best. Local and global businesses
thrive here. Perth honours its past, while creating a
sustainable future.
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INFORMATION FOR THE PUBLIC ATTENDING COUNCIL MEETINGS

Welcome to this evening’s Council meeting. This information is provided on matters which may
affect members of the public. If you have any queries on procedural matters please contact a
member of the City’s staff in attendance tonight.

Question Time for the Public

e An opportunity is available at Council meetings for members of the public to ask a question
about any issue relating to the City. This time is available only for asking questions and not for
making statements. Complex questions requiring research should be submitted as early as
possible in order to allow the City sufficient time to prepare a response.

e The Presiding Person may nominate a Member or officer to answer the question and may also
determine that any complex question requiring research be answered in writing. No debate or
discussion is allowed to take place on any question or answer.

e To ask a question please write it on the white Question Sheet provided at the entrance to the
Council Chamber and hand it to a staff member before the meeting begins. Alternatively
guestions can be forwarded to the City of Perth prior to 3.00pm on the day of the meeting, by:-

> Letter: Addressed to GPO Box C120, Perth, 6839;

> Email: governance@cityofperth.wa.gov.au.

e Question Sheets are also available on the City’s web site: www.perth.wa.gov.au.

Disclaimer

Members of the public should note that in any discussion regarding any planning or other application
that any statement or intimation of approval made by any Member or officer of the City during the
course of any meeting is not intended to be and is not to be taken as notice of approval from the
City. No action should be taken on any item discussed at a Council meeting prior to written advice
on the resolution of the Council being received.

Any plans or documents contained in this agenda may be subject to copyright law provisions
(Copyright Act 1968, as amended) and the express permission of the copyright owner(s) should be
sought prior to their reproduction.




EMERGENCY GUIDE

Council House, 27 St Georges Terrace, Perth

CITY of PERTH

The City of Perth values the health and safety of its employees, tenants, contractors and visitors. The guide is
designed for all occupants to be aware of the emergency procedures in place to help make an evacuation of the
building safe and easy.

BUILDING ALARMS ow
Alert Alarm and Evacuation Alarm. YOUR EXITS
ALERT ALARM l'z_tl
beep beep beep

All Wardens to respond.
Other staff and visitors should remain where they are.

EVACUATION ALARM/PROCEDURES
whoop whoop whoop

On hearing the Evacuation Alarm or on being instructed to evacuate:
1. Move to the floor assembly area as directed by your Warden.

2. People with impaired mobility (those who cannot use the stairs unaided) should report to the
Floor Warden who will arrange for their safe evacuation.

3. When instructed to evacuate leave by the emergency exits. Do not use the lifts.

4. Remain calm. Move quietly and calmly to the assembly area in Stirling Gardens as shown on
the map below. Visitors must remain in the company of City of Perth staff members at all times.

5. After hours, evacuate by the nearest emergency exit. Do not use the lifts.

EVACUATION ASSEMBLY AREA
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PLANNING COMMITTEE REPORTS
ITEM NO: 1

FINAL ADOPTION OF AMENDMENT NO. 34 TO CITY PLANNING
SCHEME NO. 2 TO INTRODUCE A SPECIAL CONTROL AREA OVER
LOTS 2, 7, 8 AND 123 MURRAY STREET, PERTH

PLANNING COMMITTEE (APPROVAL)
RECOMMENDATION:

That Council:

1. pursuant to clause 50(3) of the Planning and Development
(Local Planning Schemes) Regulations 2015, adopts
Amendment No. 34 to City Planning Scheme No. 2 without
modification as detailed in the Scheme Amendment Report
being Schedule 1;

2. pursuant to clause 53 of the Planning and Development
(Local Planning Schemes) Regulations 2015, forwards
Amendment No. 34 to City Planning Scheme No. 2 and
associated documents to the Western Australian Planning
Commission for consideration and recommendation to the
Minister for Planning; and

3. pursuant to clause 56(5) of City Planning Scheme No. 2,
adopts the amended Precinct Plan as detailed in Schedule
2, subject to the gazettal of Amendment No. 34 to City
Planning Scheme No. 2.

BACKGROUND:

FILE REFERENCE!: P1031820

REPORTING UNIT: Strategic Planning

RESPONSIBLE DIRECTORATE: Planning and Development

DATE: 30 March 2016

MAP / SCHEDULE: Schedule 1 — Scheme Amendment Report

Schedule 2 — Summary of Submissions
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The Committee recommendation to the Council for this report was resolved by the
Planning Committee at its meeting held on 19 April 2016.

The Committee recommendation to the Council is the same as that
recommended by the Officers.

A development application for a 33 level residential building and a 28 level hotel
building was approved by the City of Perth Local Development Assessment Panel at
its meeting held on 4 June 2015. The approval included an advice note stating that
“any future subdivision of the subject site following the completion of one or both of
the proposed towers, will require an amendment to City Planning Scheme No. 2 to
create a special control area over the site, in order to ensure the car parking and plot
ratio provisions for the respective lots comply with the City Planning Scheme No. 2”.

At its meeting held on 24 November 2015, Council resolved to initiate Amendment
No. 34 to City Planning Scheme No. 2 (CPS2), refer it to the Environmental
Protection Authority and release it for public consultation.

Amendment No. 34 to CPS2 proposes to establish a Special Control Area over the
subject site to enable the future subdivision of the site while maintaining the integrity
of CPS2 and the development approval in terms of plot ratio and tenant parking.

LEGISLATION / STRATEGIC PLAN / POLICY:

Legislation Clauses 75, 81 and 84 of the Planning and Development Act
2005
Clause 50, 53 and 56 of the Planning and Development
(Local Planning Schemes) Regulations 2015
Clause 56 and 57 of the City Planning Scheme No. 2

Integrated Planning Strategic Community Plan

and Reporting Council Four Year Priorities: Community Outcome
Framework Perth as a Capital City
Implications S5 Increased place activation and use of under-

utilised space.

Policy
Policy No and Name:  City Centre Precincts 1 to 8 Plan

DETAILS:
Environmental Protection Authority

Amendment No. 34 to the CPS2 was referred to the Environmental Protection
Authority (EPA) following initiation. On 29 December 2015 the EPA advised that the
Scheme Amendment should not be assessed under the Environmental Protection
Authority Act 1986.
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Consultation

Amendment No. 34 was advertised for 48 days (from 23 January to 11 March 2016),
six additional days to the 42 day period required by the Planning and Development
(Local Planning Scheme) Regulations 2015.

Advertising of the Scheme Amendment included:

o A letter and submission form being sent to 12 adjacent landowners and to
relevant State Government agencies;

o A notice being placed in The Voice newspaper on 23 January 2016;

o Information being made available for viewing at the City’s Customer Service
Centre; and

o Information being placed on the City’s website.

Submissions

A total of five submissions were received in relation to the Scheme Amendment (refer
to Schedule 2). Of the five submissions received one supported the Amendment
while the other four had no objection.

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS:

ACCOUNT NO: CL16201000

BUDGET ITEM: Community Amenities — Town Planning and
Regional Development — Other Town Planning

BUDGET PAGE NUMBER: 9

BUDGETED AMOUNT: $ 1,281,009 (this component is $231,709)

AMOUNT SPENT TO DATE: $ 658,227 (this component is $28,309)

PROPOSED COST: $ 1,000 (Public Notice and Gazettal)

BALANCE: $ 621,782

All figures quoted in this report are exclusive of GST.

If adopted by the Minister for Planning, notices will be required to be placed in a local
newspaper and in the Government Gazette. The costs associated with these will be
recouped from the applicant.

COMMENTS:

Pursuant to Regulation 50(3) of the Planning and Development (Local Planning
Schemes) Regulations 2015, Council is now required to pass a resolution either:

(@) to support the amendment without modification; or

(b) to support the amendment with proposed modifications to address issues raised
in the submissions; or

(c) not to support the amendment.
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The adoption of Amendment No. 34 to CPS2 will allow the site to be subdivided
whilst preserving both the plot ratio and car parking allocation approved under the
development approval for the site.

On this basis and given no objections have been received, it is recommended that
the Amendment be adopted without modification and forwarded to the WAPC for the
final approval of the Minister for Planning.

I\CPS\ADMIN SERVICES\COUNCIL\WORD AGENDA\AG160426.DOCX



ITEM NO: 2

PROPOSED NOISE MANAGEMENT APPROACH IN NORTHBRIDGE

PLANNING COMMITTEE (APPROVAL)
RECOMMENDATION:

That Council:

1. endorses the initiation of the following projects, as outlined
in this report, to improve the management of noise in
Northbridge:

1.1 the preparation of a minor Amendment to Council
Policy 14.4 Extended Trading Permits;

1.2 areview of conditions placed on planning approvals in
relation to noise management;

1.3 the preparation of a new City Planning Scheme No.2
planning policy to consolidate and enhance the City’s
development standards relating to noise management;

1.4 the investigation of setting more appropriate noise
levels in Northbridge using the “Approved Venue”
provisions under Regulation 19B of the Environmental
Protection (Noise) Regulations 1997;

2. requests the Minister for Tourism and the Minister for the
Environment to amend the Environmental Protection
(Noise) Regulations 1997 to introduce designated
Entertainment Precincts to enable the setting of more
appropriate noise levels to protect and enhance the State’s
premier entertainment precincts, including Northbridge;

(Cont’d)
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3. invite representatives from peak bodies for the hospitality
and entertainment industry, the Business Improvement
Group of Northbridge (BigN), Australian Hotels
Association, Perth City Liquor Accord and State
Government on to a reference group to assist the City in
identifying the specific implications and practicalities for
implementation of a precinct approach to noise
management in Northbridge; and

4. notes that, subject to the adoption of the 2016/17 funding
as identified in the report:

4.1 the tender for consultancy for part 1.4 (above) will be
released in July 2016;

4.2 invitations for membership to the Reference Group will
be released in July 2016; with the first meeting of the
Reference Group anticipated for August 2016; and

4.3 the Northbridge Noise Management Framework is
anticipated to be completed by June 2017 to enable
commencement in the 2017/18 financial year.

BACKGROUND:

FILE REFERENCE!: P1026038

REPORTING UNIT: Strategic Planning

RESPONSIBLE DIRECTORATE:  Planning and Development

DATE: 8 April 2016

MAP / SCHEDULE: Schedule 3 — Current Land Use Map

Schedule 4 — Entertainment Venue Growth

At the Planning Committee meeting held on 19 April 2016 the Committee agreed to
amend the Officer Recommendation part 3 and include an additional part 4 as
follows:

“3.

, N Fent ato \ - invite
representatives from peak bodies for the hospitality and entertainment industry,
the Business Improvement Group of Northbridge (BigN), Australian Hotels
Association, Perth City Liguor Accord and State Government on to a reference
group to assist the City in identifying the specific implications and practicalities
for _implementation of a precinct approach to noise management in

Northbridge;and

notes that, subject to the adoption of the 2016/17 funding as identified in the

report:
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4.1 the tender for consultancy for part 1.4 (above) will be released in July
2016;

4.2 invitations for membership to the Reference Group will be released in July
2016; with the first meeting of the Reference Group anticipated for August
2016; and

4.3 the Northbridge Noise Management Framework is anticipated to be
completed by June 2017 to enable commencement in the 2017/18
financial year.”

Reason: The Planning Committee considered that the amendments provides
greater clarity as to how and who the City will engage with as part
of its investigations.

Northbridge is one of the State’s premier entertainment districts servicing the Perth
Metropolitan Region and is home to a concentration of entertainment venues
including night clubs, bars and restaurants as well as a hub for cultural facilities such
as the State Theatre Centre, Museum and Art Gallery. The Accommodation and
Food Services sector contributes 7.5% of the area’s economic output compared to
0.7% across the city. The trend towards inner city living has resulted in more
residential developments, and hotels/ short stay accommodation, being developed in
the area (See Schedule 3 for land use map).

Entertainment venues in Northbridge have historically operated relatively unfettered
at higher noise levels, given the absence of residential and hotel uses. However,
significant population growth in Northbridge (21% between 2011-2016) has resulted
in a similar increase in the number of noise complaints (30%). Northbridge has seen
a decline in the number of nightclubs over the last decade, although other
entertainment venues which can cause noise disturbances, predominantly taverns,
are increasing. Further details on these figures can be found in Schedule 4.

The potential impact of noise complaints from occupants of residential and hotel/
short stay accommodation developments on the operations of entertainment venues
in Northbridge is an on-going and unresolved concern for the City and entertainment
businesses in the area.

The City is responsible for implementing the State Government's Environmental
Protection (Noise) Regulations 1997 (the Regulations), which apply to existing and
new development and also regulating the development of land through the land use
permissibilities and development standards contained in the City Planning Scheme
No. 2 (CPS2) and its associated planning policies.

Environmental Protection (Noise) Regulations 1997

The Regulations apply throughout Western Australia and set noise limits measured
from outside of the land use that is receiving the noise. The Regulations measure
noise using an A-weighted measurement filter which is intended to represent typical
human hearing.
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Evidence suggests however that A-weighted measurement underestimates noise at
low frequencies, including ‘bass’ associated with amplified music. When low
frequency noise is dominant, as is the case in Entertainment Precincts such as
Northbridge, it is more appropriate to use C-weighted noise measurements.

Most environmental noise standards specify that sound measurements should be
conducted outside the building where a complaint has been received, although it is
now generally agreed that low frequency noise can only be meaningfully evaluated
inside the building.

The Regulations place the responsibility of compliance with the noise emitting land
use, regardless of which use was in the location first.

The state-wide application of the Regulations, resulted in them being developed on
the presumption that land uses are separated into different zones. In a city centre
environment, the majority of areas are mixed use to varying degrees, so the standard
separation of land uses does not exist, making the Regulations difficult to apply.

The Regulations were amended in 2014 to include an Approved Venue Regulation
(19B). This Regulation allows noise emissions to exceed the assigned noise levels in
the Regulations in accordance with the approval. The general intent of this regulation
is for use by major venues, such as the Perth Arena for special events, however
smaller venues are not excluded from applying for this type of approval for their usual
operations.

The process to have a venue approved through Regulation 19B includes a venue
making an application to the City accompanied by a fee and the City’s Chief
Executive Officer seeking feedback from relevant State Authorities, neighbouring
local governments and surrounding noise sensitive premises within one kilometre
before making a determination.

City Planning Scheme No. 2

The CPS2 Precinct Plan for Northbridge states that it:

“will remain Perth’s primary entertainment and night life area and provide a variety of
residential and visitor accommodation and commercial services”. It also states that:
“East of Russell Square, entertainment activities will predominate. However, a rich
mix of other commercial uses, including short stay accommodation such as hotels
and serviced apartments will be encouraged. The remainder of the Precinct,
generally west of Russell Square, will have a residential emphasis, accommodating a
variety of residential dwellings, visitor accommodation and other compatible non-
residential uses”.

The land use permissibilities for Northbridge reflect the intent set out in the Precinct
Plan and show a distinction between east and west of Russell Square. East of
Russell Square, entertainment is a ‘Preferred’ use while residential is ‘Contemplated’.
West of Russell Square, the opposite applies and entertainment is ‘Contemplated’
while residential is ‘Preferred’.
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A ‘Preferred Use’ cannot be refused on the basis of its use whilst a ‘Contemplated
Use’ can be approved or refused taking into consideration the provisions of CPS2
and its planning policies.

The City’s development standards with respect to noise management are currently
spread across several CPS2 planning policies. The planning policies include
reference to:

o uses being able to operate without undue interference from other land uses;

o development being designed and constructed to respond to its location and
reduce any adverse impacts by locating windows of sleeping areas away from
noise sources and using appropriate building materials;

o acoustic reports being submitted as part of the planning application for both
noise emitting and noise sensitive developments; and

o an A-weighted noise level being prescribed for residential developments which
is more stringent than the Regulations and the Australian Standards 2107:2000
— Acoustics (Recommended Design Sound Levels and Reverberation Times for
Building Interiors) however is consistent with that outlined in the World Health
Organisation’s (WHO) Guidelines for Community Noise.

The spreading of noise provisions across several CPS2 planning policies has
resulted in a number of inconsistencies and is not particularly user friendly.

The planning policies do not include C-weighted noise criteria for noise emitting or
noise sensitive development and no noise management provisions for Special
Residential development.

The City has received feedback from the City of Perth Local Development
Assessment Panel (LDAP) that there needs to be a greater level of clarity and
consistency within the CPS2 planning policies regarding noise attenuation.

Past Development Approvals and Conditions

In the absence of C-weighted development standards in planning policy, the City has
put the onus back on applicants proposing either noise emitting or noise sensitive
development to demonstrate that reasonable acoustic amenity can be achieved.

In addition to the requirements outlined in City’s planning policies, the following
conditions have been imposed on planning approvals for residential and special
residential development in the area:

o in addition to post construction acoustic testing being carried out to confirm
compliance, remediation works being required

o all marketing documentation and contracts of sale or lease agreements to
advise prospective purchasers and occupants of the development that there are
existing licensed entertainment venues in the immediate locality;

o development being required to achieve an internal maximum C-weighted noise
level for sleeping areas; and
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o Section 70A Notifications being placed on the land titles and subsequent strata
titles of noise sensitive premises warning of high ambient noise levels and the
mixed use nature of the area.

The condition relating to remediation works has been challenged by applicants due to
its open nature. The condition requiring the achievement of a particular C-weighted
noise level has also been challenged by an acoustic consultant representing a
number of applicants who argues that focussing on low frequency C-weighted
external noise will exacerbate internal noise. Other acoustic consultants have
differing views.

Extended Trading Permits

Entertainment venue operators can apply for “Extended Trading Permits” with the
Department of Racing Gaming and Liquor (DRGL). When granted, these permits
allow venues to operate beyond their usual hours.

The DRGL refers these applications to the City for comment. Council Policy 14.4 -
Extended Trading Permits (ETP) provides guidance to the Administration when
providing comment back to the DRGL on applications for ETPs and currently states
that the City will support all applications for ETPs in Northbridge.

In other parts of the city, the policy states that ETPs will be supported when similar
events have previously been approved and conducted within the past 12 months, the
extended hours are to host a special or unique event, appropriate management
strategies regarding noise and patron behaviour are in place, the premise has not
been subject to any recent noise or other complaints and the extended hours will not
unreasonably impact upon nearby residents.

State Government Taskforce

The desire to support the ongoing operation of vibrant entertainment precincts in
mixed use areas with growing residential populations, such as Northbridge, saw the
establishment of a State Government taskforce in 2003. This taskforce was focussed
on ensuring live music venues and other entertainment facilities could continue to
operate in inner city areas. Draft recommendations included the establishment of
special entertainment precincts and an Interim Noise Management Framework for
Northbridge which would provide clear guidelines for venues through trial noise
levels. These recommendations however were never implemented.

Northbridge Noise Study

The City has undertaken an independent noise study of Northbridge to gain an
evidence base from which to develop new legislation, planning provisions and
management strategies. The study was completed in 2012 and included 26
recommendations.
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The key recommendations included:

o Imposing higher construction standards for all new residential development in
the Northbridge Entertainment Precinct;

o Allocating noise certificates to entertainment venues prescribing an internal C-
weighted noise level limit based on an external noise limit and establishing an
associated enforcement procedure; and

. Developing an information and education strategy for existing and future
businesses and residents.

The study found the ambient noise levels outside residential premises within the
Northbridge Entertainment Precinct exceeded the Regulations most of the time,
particularly between 10pm and lam on Thursday, Friday and Saturday nights. This
creates some complexity in enforcing the Regulations in Northbridge and requires
sophisticated methods of noise analysis to reliably determine which venue/s are
emitting the noise resulting in complaints.

LEGISLATION / STRATEGIC PLAN / POLICY:

Legislation

Integrated Planning
and Reporting
Framework
Implications

Policy

Policy No and Name:

Section 60 of the Liquor Control Act 1988

Environmental Protection (Noise) Regulations 1997
Planning and Development Act 2005

City Planning Scheme No. 2

Corporate Business Plan

Council Four Year Priorities: Major Strategic Investment

S1 Ensure that major development effectively integrates
into the City with minimal disruption and risk.

1.1 Strategic review of the City’s planning approach

Strategic Community Plan

Council Four Year Priorities: Community Outcome

Perth at Night

A City that has a vibrant night time economy that attracts

new innovative businesses and events and where people

and families feel safe.

Council Four Year Priorities: Community Outcome

Living in Perth

The City is a place where a diverse range of people choose
to live for a unique sustainable urban lifestyle and access to
government and private services.

14.4 — Extended Trading Permits

CPS2 - 2.1 Applications Policy

CPS2 - 4.1 City Development Design Guidelines
CPS2 - 4.9 Residential Design Policy
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DETAILS:

Issues

As outlined above, there are a number of issues relating to noise management in
Northbridge that require resolution. These include:

the encroachment of residential and special residential uses on entertainment
uses poses increasing potential for land use conflict;

entertainment uses (in particular, where there is a concentration and they are
within a mixed use area) find it difficult to comply with the Regulations as these
were based on separation of uses and compliance is related to the proximity of
noise sensitive uses which can change over time as new development occurs;
there is a lack of guidance under the Regulations and planning policy in relation
to low frequency C-weighted noise which is generated by entertainment uses;

in the absence of guidance on low frequency C-weighted noise, conditions
relating to this have been applied on a case by case basis;

applicants have challenged the open-ended nature of some of the City's
conditions, particularly those requiring remediation;

the planning policies are inconsistent as to when an acoustic report is required
and as to what needs to be included in an acoustic report at development
application and building application;

the planning policies lack guidance with respect to Special Residential
development; and

the City’'s ETP does not provide the City with discretion to not support
applications in Northbridge.

Proposed Approach

To address the issues outlined above, four projects are proposed. Changes to the
CPS2 and associated planning policies only apply to new development, therefore a
multifaceted approach which includes the management of noise emissions from
existing development is also proposed.

Project One Entertainment Noise Management Framework

Option 1 Amendment to the Regulations

Proposed Option 1 would involve requesting the Minister for the
Scope Environment and Minister for Tourism to amend the Regulations

to incorporate provisions for “Entertainment Precincts” where
higher noise emissions would be acceptable.

It is expected that a significant area of Northbridge would form an
‘Entertainment Precinct’ although the exact boundary would
require further investigation.

Option 2 Use of Approved Venue Regulation (19B)

Proposed Option 2 would involve investigating the broader application of the
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Project One

Entertainment Noise Management Framework

Scope ‘Approved Venue’ Regulation 19B process of the Regulations to
entertainment venues in Northbridge on an opt-in basis. This
would enable entertainment venues to legally operate at
predetermined noise levels, above the noise levels set out in the
Regulations.

Key Steps Option 2 would involve the following key steps:

o Develop suitable Regulation 19B conditions and determine
appropriate A and C Weighted external noise levels which
existing and new entertainment venues would need to meet.

o Consult with stakeholder groups;

o Develop methodology to be used when taking noise
measurements to have venues approved;

o Establish management system to ensure the ambient noise
level in Northbridge does not increase in line with the likely
growth of venues. This may be achieved by requiring new
entertainment venues to comply with a lower external noise
level than existing entertainment venues; and

. Prepare an enforcement procedure.

Financial Option 1: No financial implications

Implications Option 2: $90,000 for consultancy fees.

Legal Cost: Between $15,000 and $20,000 may be needed for
legal advice.

If approved, funds will be allocated as part of the 2016/17 budget
process.

Project Two

City Planning Scheme No. 2

Option 1 Maintain Land Uses and Planning Policy
Proposed Option 1 would involve maintaining the current land use
Scope permissibilities under CPS2 but preparing a new Noise

Management planning policy. The new planning policy would
seek to improve the clarity of the City’s noise attenuation
requirements and enhance the criteria for the design and
construction of noise sensitive and noise emitting developments.

The new Noise Management planning policy would:

o Consolidate noise related planning provisions where
appropriate from the Applications Policy, Residential Design
Policy and City Development Design Guidelines into a single
policy;

o Specify the level of detail required in acoustic reports for new
noise sensitive and noise emitting development and when
they should be submitted;
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Project Two

City Planning Scheme No. 2

o Ensure noise attenuation requirements are clear and
consistent for the development of residential, special
residential and entertainment uses;

o Introduce a C-weighted noise criteria that new Residential
and Special Residential developments will need to achieve
in the Northbridge Precinct (generally east of Russell
Square); and

. Introduce a C-weighted noise criteria that new entertainment
uses will need to achieve in the Northbridge Precinct
(generally east of Russell Square).

Key Steps Option 1 would involve the following key steps:
o Draft policy;
o Council initiation of draft policy for advertising purposes;
o Advertise draft policy;
o Review submissions and make any changes to policy; and
o Council adoption of final policy.
The process to adopt a new planning policy takes approximately
nine months from the time it is initiated by Council.
Option 2 Change Land Uses and Planning Policy
Proposed Option 2 would involve changing the land use permissibilities
Scope under CPS2 to make residential a prohibited land use in the
Northbridge Precinct (east of Russell Square).
Like Option 1, a new Noise Management planning policy would
also be prepared however the noise attenuation measures may
not need to be as great given the separation of land uses.
Key Steps Option 2 would involve the following key steps:

. Draft Scheme amendment and planning policy;

o Council adoption of draft Scheme amendment and planning
policy for advertising purposes;

° Referral of Scheme amendment to Environmental Protection
Authority;

. Advertising of Scheme amendment and planning policy;

o Review submissions and make any changes to Scheme
amendment and planning policy;

o Council adoption of Scheme amendment and planning
policy;

o WAPC consideration of Scheme amendment; and

o Minister approval and gazettal of Scheme amendment.

A CPS2 Amendment process takes approximately 12-18 months
from the time it is initiated by Council.
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Project Two

City Planning Scheme No. 2

Financial Option 1: $1,400 for advertising fees.
Implications Option 2: $1,900 for advertising and gazettal fees.
Legal Cost: $5,000 may be needed for legal advice
If approved, funds will be allocated as part of the 2016/17 budget
process.
Preferred Option 1 is the preferred option as making residential a prohibited
Option land use, as Option 2 proposes, goes against both the City and

the State’s urban infill targets. The continued development of
mixed use areas in the city is supported as they provide residents
with excellent access to goods and services, while businesses
benefit from an increase in their local customer base. Mixed use
areas also enhance street activation outside traditional hours
which can improve safety.

Option 2 would provide greater certainty as to the permissibility of
residential land uses within the Northbridge entertainment area
(i.e. they would not be permitted) but would lead to 30 residential
buildings including 335 dwellings becoming non-conforming uses
l.e. (land use which was lawful prior to the amendment but
subsequent to the amendment is a prohibited use). This could
cause concern for property owners who may believe this will
impact on their property values.

This could be overcome by identifying existing residential
developments as ‘Additional Uses’ which are permissible in
addition to those generally permitted within the area as part of the
Amendment. The use of the ‘Additional Use’ provisions of the
CPS2 however is generally limited to avoid complexity in terms of
land use provisions.

Project Three

Planning Conditions

Proposed
Scope

Stage 1
The noise related conditions placed on planning approvals will be

reviewed in terms of reasonableness and consistency of
application.

It is anticipated that:

o post construction testing and remediation conditions would
no longer be applied.

o Notifications will continue to be placed on land titles and any

subsequent strata titles of noise sensitive uses in mixed use
areas to inform prospective land owners and residents of the
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Project Three

Planning Conditions

likelihood of higher noise levels.

o noise related conditions would be applied an a consistent
manner based on the location of the proposed development
and relevant land use permissibilities.

Stage 2
When the new Noise Management Planning Policy is adopted,

further standard noise conditions on approval will be developed.

Key Steps o Administration to review conditions.
Financial No financial implications
Implications

Project Four

Extended Trading Permits

Proposed
Scope

A minor modification to the ETP Council Policy will be undertaken
to allow the City to consider each application in Northbridge on a
case by case basis and determine whether it is supported or not
supported.

Whilst it is considered that Northbridge should generally be
enhanced and protected as an entertainment area, there may be
instances (for example, where an entertainment venue abuts an
existing residential development) where the City may wish to not
support an application for an ETP. This discretion does not
currently exist under the policy.

Key Steps

o Draft amendment to policy.
. Council adoption of amendment to policy.

Financial
Implications

No financial implications

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS:

Please refer to financial implications within the tables above for each project.

COMMENTS:

The need to better manage noise in Northbridge has been acknowledged for some
time. There has been much discussion about this by various stakeholders but little
resolution. The completion however of the City’s Northbridge Noise Study provides a
sound evidence base to inform a way forward.

The four projects proposed offer short — medium term, practical solutions to the
complex task of balancing the objectives of protecting and enhancing the City’s and
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State’s primary entertainment area whilst providing reasonable amenity for
residential/special residential development.

The proposed amendment of the Regulations to introduce designated Entertainment
Precincts is considered to be the best long term solution to setting more appropriate
noise levels for both existing and proposed entertainment venues in Northbridge.
This would provide increased surety to entertainment operators and ensure the
State’s premier entertainment area is protected and enhanced. This is also likely to
have broader benefit to other entertainment precincts across the State.

The Regulations however are a State Government responsibility and the amendment
therefore is outside of the City’s control. Previous amendments to the Regulations
took many years and as such, whilst it is recommended that the proposed
amendment to the Regulations be strongly advocated for, it is also recommended
that the City look to other mechanisms that it could employ in the interim to provide
venue operators the long awaited surety they have been asking for. The Approved
Venue provisions under Regulation 19B of the Regulations provide one possible
mechanism and should be further explored.

The proposed enhancement of the City’s development standards relating to noise
management will ensure that any new entertainment venues or residential or special
residential development is appropriately designed and constructed to attenuate
noise. Higher noise attenuation standards are likely to have cost implications for
development however these are necessary to provide adequate levels of amenity for
residential and special residential development if the City is to continue to support
these uses in the area. EXxisting provisions will be reviewed to ensure clarity and
consistency.

The conditions imposed or recommended on planning approvals will be reviewed to
ensure that they are reasonable.

The amendment to City’s ETP will provide the City with the discretion to support or
not support applications in Northbridge taking into consideration context.

A number of entertainment venue operators in Northbridge were consulted during the
preparation of the City’s Northbridge Noise Study however there has been no formal
consultation with operators since. A number of informal discussions however have
taken place which have highlighted an expectation amongst venue operators for the
City to take decisive action and implement solutions. It is recommended that the
entertainment venue operators are advised of the projects outlined in this report.

There are other mixed use areas of the city, where entertainment uses are preferred
and residential uses are contemplated, which may benefit from a similar approach in
the future. It is intended however to test the approach on Northbridge, the priority
area, before considering its roll out across the city.
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ITEM NO: 3

CITY OF PERTH HERITAGE PROGRAM - HERITAGE GRANT
APPLICATIONS 2015/2016

PLANNING COMMITTEE (APPROVAL)
RECOMMENDATION:

That Council:

1. in accordance with Council Policy 6.1 Heritage Grants,
conditionally approves the Heritage Grant Applications for
the following properties (total distribution of $279,669
(excluding GST)):

1.1 57 Goderich Street, East Perth $3,630;
1.2 223 Newcastle Street Northbridge $1,617;
1.3 49 Bennett Street East Perth $20,000;
1.4 61 King Street Perth $40,000;
1.5 101 St Georges Terrace Perth $40,000;
1.6 200 St Georges Terrace Perth $40,000;
1.7 7 Glyde Street East Perth $35,000;
1.8 33 Wellington Street East Perth $21,000;
1.9 61 Fitzgerald Street Northbridge $23,732;
1.10 1186 Hay Street West Perth $19,390;
1.11 120 Aberdeen Street Northbridge $40,000.

2. in approving (1) above adopts the Assessment Panel
recommendations and conditions in relation to each
application as outlined in Schedule 8 and in accordance
with Council Policy 6.1 Heritage Grants Terms and
Conditions of Grant Funding; and

(Cont’d)
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3. advises the applicant for 145 — 150 Murray Street, Perth
that their heritage grant application dated 12 January 2016
has been unsuccessful.

BACKGROUND:

FILE REFERENCE!: P1023383-3

REPORTING UNIT: Arts Culture and Heritage

RESPONSIBLE DIRECTORATE: Economic Development and Activation

DATE: 30 March 2016

MAP / SCHEDULE: Schedule 5 — Council Policy 6.1 — Heritage Grants

Schedule 6 — Eligibility Requirements
Schedule 7 — Assessment Criteria Matrix
Schedule 8 — Heritage Grant Funding Assessment

The Committee recommendation to the Council for this report was resolved by the
Planning Committee at its meeting held on 19 April 2016.

The Committee recommendation to the Council is the same as that
recommended by the Officers.

The City has developed a program of financial and development based incentives to
promote and facilitate the retention, conservation and use of heritage places in the
City of Perth. The program has received national and international awards for its
success, and is often regarded as a model of heritage planning for other local
governments. A key component of this program is Heritage Grants.

On 11 August 2015 Council adopted the revised Council Policy 6.1 - Heritage
Grants (the Policy) (refer Schedule 5). The objective of the Policy is to encourage
and assist landowners to conserve and actively use heritage places. Importantly,
Heritage Grants are primarily focused on the conservation, rather than maintenance,
of heritage places.

Matched funding up to $40,000 is available for works associated with the
conservation of heritage places, and up to $20,000 for the preparation of studies,
reports or advice prepared to inform the future retention, conservation and use of a
heritage place. Full funding to a maximum amount of $20,000 is also available for
the preparation of a Conservation Management Plan for a heritage place.

The Policy states that no more than $40,000 over a 5 year period will be provided to
a single property and no more than $90,000 will be allocated to a single property.

To be eligible for a Heritage Grant the property must be rateable, included in the City
Planning Scheme No. 2 Heritage List or Metropolitan Redevelopment Authority
Heritage Inventory, and included within the City’s Local Government Area.

The 2015/16 Heritage Grants Round opened on 1 November 2015 and closed on 30
January 2016. Eligible landowners and owner representatives were advised in
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writing and the State Heritage Office (including consultants in their Directory of
Heritage Specialists), the National Trust of Western Australia, WA Property Council
of Australia and Heritage Perth were also notified.

At the close of the advertising date, a total of 12 applications were received and
assessed in accordance with the Policy requirements and the outcomes are at
Schedule 6 Eligibility Requirements.

An Internal Assessment Panel consisting of the City Architect and the Manager of
Approvals, and Managers for Business Support and Sponsorship and Arts Culture
and Heritage was established.

All applications and Schedules 6 Eligibility Requirements and 7 Assessment Criteria
Matrix were presented to the Internal Assessment Panel for assessment and
recommendations. Schedule 8 Heritage Grant Funding Assessment consolidates the
information presented and provides the Assessment Panel's recommendation, and
justification in relation to the Policy and conditions to impose.

In accordance with Clause 21 of the Policy applications are to be determined by
Council.

LEGISLATION / STRATEGIC PLAN / POLICY:

Legislation City Planning Scheme No. 2

Integrated Planning Corporate Business Plan

and Reporting Council Four Year Priorities: Perth as a Capital City
Framework S7 Collaborate with private sector to leverage City
Implications enhancements.

Council Four Year Priorities: Living in Perth

S9 Promote and facilitate CBD living.

9.2 Review the City’s approach to Conservation of
Heritage Places.

Council Four Year Priorities: Healthy and Active in Perth

S15 Reflect and celebrate the diversity of Perth.

15.1 Undertake a full review of the Grants, Donations,
Sponsorships and Event Funding Policies.

Strategic Community Plan

Council Four Year Priorities: Community Outcome

Perth as a Capital City

The City is recognised internationally as a city on the move
and for its liveability, talented people and centres of
excellence and business opportunities

Policy
Council Policy 6.1 — Heritage Grants
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DETAILS:

The City recognises the important contribution that heritage makes to community,
sustainability, cultural identity and the economy where it contributes $350 million to
the local economy through cultural heritage tourism within the City (Economic Value
of Heritage Tourism in the City of Perth, WA July 2008). Investing in the Heritage
Grants Program ensures that the building stock of the City is kept vibrant and
activated.

Of the 12 applications received, 9 seek matched funding for conservation works and
three seek full funding for Conservation Management Plans. Details of the
applications are at Schedule 6.

The 9 applications for matched funded conservation works totalling $385,287 in
heritage grants and $2,984,753 in landowner contributions. This equates to a $7.74
landowner contribution for every $1 requested in a heritage grant.

In relation to funding for Conservation Management Plans, one application seeks full
funding of $20,000 for the preparation of a Conservation Management Plan (CMP),
and one seeking full funding of $4,700 for revisions to an existing CMP.

Another application sought full funding $20,000 for the preparation of a CMP but did
not provide the required supporting documents, including quotes. The City informed
the applicant that they needed to complete the application for it to be assessed
however no documentation was forthcoming and therefore the application did not
progress.

Schedule 8 details the amounts requested from applicants and recommended
funding from the Assessment Panel, including an outline of previous funding from the
City of Perth.

Of note is the relationship between previous applications for Conservation
Management Plans and current applications for conservation works, which reflects
that the policy is working in that owners are using the documents to guide works.

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS:

ACCOUNT NO: CL 16204000

BUDGET ITEM: Recreation and Culture — Heritage — Heritage
Inventory

BUDGET PAGE NUMBER: 10

BUDGETED AMOUNT: $668,569 (this component is 532,700)

AMOUNT SPENT TO DATE: $ 84,392 (this component is $2,224)

PROPOSED COST: $279,669

BALANCE: $302,507

ANNUAL MAINTENANCE: N/A

ESTIMATED WHOLE OF LIFE cOST: N/A

All figures quoted in this report are exclusive of GST.
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COMMENTS:

The Heritage Grants Program assists in conserving the City’s heritage places in
partnership with landowners. Council recognises the important contribution that
heritage makes to community, sustainability, cultural identity and the economy
through the roll of the Heritage Grants Program which ensures that the building stock
of the City is kept vibrant and activated.

The applications for the Heritage Grants have been assessed in accordance with the
Council Policy 6.1 Heritage Grants which was adopted by Council on 11 August
2015 (refer Schedule 5). The recommendations and conditions of the Assessment
Panel are outlined at Schedule 8 for Council’'s consideration.
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MARKETING, SPONSORSHIP AND INTERNATIONAL
ENGAGEMENT COMMITTEE REPORTS

ITEM NO: 4

DONATION — BRINGING THEM HOME COMMITTEE — SORRY DAY
AND RECONCILIATION WEEK 2016

MARKETING, SPONSORSHIP (APPROVAL)
AND INTERNATIONAL

ENGAGEMENT COMMITTEE

RECOMMENDATION:

That Council approves a donation of $6,800 (excluding GST) to
the Bringing Them Home Committee to assist with costs of the
Sorry Day event to be held on Thursday, 26 May 2016 at
Wellington Square and in recognition of Reconciliation Week.

BACKGROUND:

FILE REFERENCE: P1010627-31

REPORTING UNIT: Community Amenity & Safety
RESPONSIBLE DIRECTORATE:  Community & Commercial Services
DATE: 29 March 2016

MAP / SCHEDULE: N/A

The Committee recommendation to the Council for this report was resolved by the
Marketing, Sponsorship and International Engagement Committee at its meeting held
on 12 April 2016.

The Committee recommendation to the Council is the same as that
recommended by the Officers.

The Bringing Them Home Committee has submitted a request to the City for the
amount of $6,800 (excluding GST) to support the cost of holding the Sorry Day
commemoration event at Wellington Square on Thursday, 26 May 2016, and to
assist in raising awareness of Reconciliation Week, which runs from 22 May 2016 to
3 June 2016.

The Bringing Them Home Committee (WA) Inc. was formed in 1998 in response to
the Bringing Them Home Report, which outlined the effects of policies surrounding
the removal of Aboriginal children from their families, collectively known as ‘The
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Stolen Generation’. Sorry Day is commemorated annually on 26 May, which is the
anniversary date of the Bringing Them Home Report being tabled in Parliament.

The Committee is a not-for-profit community organisation committed to supporting
reconciliation between the Aboriginal and non-Aboriginal community and is supported
by Reconciliation WA located in West Perth established to provide leadership,
advocacy and support to people and organisations driving the movement for
reconciliation in WA.

Reconciliation Week is nationally recognised as a week to celebrate the building of
mutually respectful relationships between Indigenous and other Australians. It is
considered a major cultural event.

Previous sponsorship associated with Reconciliation Week and Sorry Day is as
follows:

Year Amount Event
2001 $3,100 | ‘Sorry Day Bridge Walk'’
2010 $2,000 | ‘Sorry Day’ Event Wellington Square
2011 $6,831 | Reconciliation Week and Sorry Day Event Wellington
Square
2012 $5,200 | Reconciliation Week and Sorry Day Event Wellington
Square
2013 $6,176 | Reconciliation Week and Sorry Day Event Wellington
Square
2014 $6,800 | Reconciliation Week and Sorry Day Event Wellington
Square
2015 $7,000 | Reconciliation Week and Sorry Day Event Wellington
Square
Requested/ $6,800 | Reconciliation Week and Sorry Day Event Wellington
Proposed 2016 Square

LEGISLATION / STRATEGIC PLAN / POLICY:

Legislation N/A

Integrated Planning Strategic Community Plan

and Reporting Council Four Year Priorities: Healthy and Active in Perth
Framework S17 Recognition of Aboriginal culture and strong
Implications relationships with the Indigenous community

Council Four Year Priorities: Capable and Responsive

Organisation

S20 Meaningful and contemporary community
engagement and communications

Policy
Policy No and Name:  18.8 — Provision of Sponsorship and Donations
18.5 — Hire of City Banner and Flag Sites
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DETAILS:

National Reconciliation Week began in 1996 and was marked as an occasion to
celebrate the resilience and achievements of Australia’s Aboriginal peoples and build
trusting relationships between Aboriginal peoples and other Australians. The dates of
Reconciliation Week reflect significant dates in Australia’s history. They are as
follows:

o May 27 — The date of the 1967 Referendum, which saw 98% of Australians vote
in favour of removing clauses in the Constitution that discriminated against
Aboriginal people; and

o June 3 — The date in 1992 that the High Court recognised the Native Title rights
of Aboriginal people and overturned the concept of ‘terra nullius’ (the belief that
the continent was an empty, un-owned land at the time of European arrival). In
2000 over 300,000 people walked over the Sydney Harbour Bridge
demonstrating their support for Reconciliation.

Sorry Day or the National Day of Healing for all Australians began in 1998, one year
after the release of the Bringing Them Home Report which outlined the stories and
recommendations of the Stolen Generations. In February 2008 the Prime Minister,
Kevin Rudd, issued the National Apology to the Stolen Generations.

The Sorry Day event has been held at Wellington Square for the past six years and
in 2015 attracted approximately 2,500 people, including schoolchildren. All schools
will be invited to include children in the 2016 Sorry Day event.

The official ceremony at the Sorry Day Event runs from 12.00pm to 1.00pm on
26 May 2016. The Lord Mayor and Elected Members will be officially invited to attend
this part of the event.

The Sorry Day Event is complementary to, and reinforces the City’s support of the
“Racism. It Stops With me” Campaign.

The costs included in the $6,800 donation from the City are:

$2,200 Council hire costs
$2,000 Staging and PA equipment for the day
$2,600 Marquees, trestle tables and chairs

The total cost of the Sorry Day event amounts to $37,000. Cash income is sourced
from a number of organisations including Lotterywest ($14,800). In kind donations
are sourced from a number of agencies including the Australian Indigenous
Mentoring Experience, Notre Dame University and the Polly Farmer Foundation
Follow The Dream.
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FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS:

ACCOUNT NO: 29B26000

BUDGET ITEM: Other Property and Services- Unclassified — Other
Unclassified

BUDGET PAGE NUMBER: -

BUDGETED AMOUNT: $118,704

AMOUNT SPENT TO DATE: $ 42,048

PROPOSED COST: $ 6,800

BALANCE: $ 69,856

ANNUAL MAINTENANCE: N/A

ESTIMATED WHOLE OF LIFE COST:  N/A

All figures quoted in this report are exclusive of GST.

COMMENTS:

Sorry Day and Reconciliation Week are significant cultural events that enable the
City to demonstrate its commitment to the organisation’s Four Year Strategic Plan in
supporting events and activities that showcase diversity, Aboriginal history and
community development initiatives. The occasion is of major importance and the
City’s involvement would be highly regarded.
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ITEM NO: 5

TENDER NO 047-15/16 PROVISION OF CREATIVE ADVERTISING
AND RELATED SERVICES

MARKETING, SPONSORSHIP (REFUSAL)
AND INTERNATIONAL

ENGAGEMENT COMMITTEE

RECOMMENDATION:

That Council declines to accept all tenders for the appointment
of a fully integrated service category for the provision of
creative marketing concepts, branding, advertising and related
services (Tender 047-15/16) in accordance with Regulation 18
(5) of the Local Government (Functions and General)
Regulations 1996.

BACKGROUND:

FILE REFERENCE!: P1032146

REPORTING UNIT: Marketing and Communications
RESPONSIBLE DIRECTORATE: Economic Development and Activation
DATE: 31 March 2016

SCHEDULE: N/A

The Committee recommendation to the Council for this report was resolved by the
Marketing, Sponsorship and International Engagement Committee at its meeting held
on 12 April 2016.

The Committee recommendation to the Council is the same as that
recommended by the Officers.

The City of Perth has traditionally relied on a ‘single agency’ model to provide all
marketing and related services.

Since June 2011, Marketforce Pty Ltd has been the sole creative agency for the City
of Perth, tasked with the development and implementation of all campaign-based
activity. The City’s three year contract was extended in June 2014 and again in June
2015.

In addition to campaign-based activity — predominately the “Get to Know Me”
branding campaign — through this contract, Marketforce Pty Ltd has generally also
been utilised by the City’s officers for non-campaign work such as:
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Civic advertising

Community services marketing
Event marketing

Digital and social media

Marketforce are currently contracted to 13 July 2016 for the City’'s marketing and
promotional requirements.

In preparation for the current contract expiry, the City of Perth requested responses
from agencies with expertise and experience across one or more of the service
categories, as outlined below:

Category Services
Service A Lead Brand Strategy and Associated Creative Development
Category
Digital and Interactive Creative Services
Full Integrated Media Buying and Channel Planning
Service
Service B Lead Brand Strategy and Associated Creative Development
Category
Service C Digital and Interactive Creative Services
Category
Service D Media Buying and Channel Planning
Category

At the close of tender at 2.00pm on Tuesday, 22 December 2015, the following five
submissions had been received:

Organisation Category Location
The Brand Agency Pty Ltd Full integrated service West Perth
J Walter Thompson Australia Pty | Full integrated service Perth
Ltd
Marketforce Pty Ltd Full integrated service West Perth
Precedent Digital and Interactive | Northbridge

Services only

Meerkats The Brand Leadership Full integrated service Subiaco
Company Pty Ltd

Three agencies were invited to present and demonstrate their skills in the next
stages:

o The Brand Agency Pty Ltd
o J Walter Thompson Australia Pty Ltd
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o Marketforce Pty Ltd

LEGISLATION / STRATEGIC PLAN / POLICY:

Legislation Section 3.57 of the Local Government Act 1995 Part 4 of the
Local Government (Functions and General) regulations
1996

Integrated Planning Strategic Community Plan

and Reporting Council Four Year Priorities: Community Outcome

Framework Perth at night

Implications S13 Development of a healthy night time economy

A City that has a vibrant night time economy that
attracts new innovative business’ and events and
where people and families feel safe.

Policy
Policy No and Name: 9.7 — Purchasing Policy

DETAILS:

It is proposed that the City move away from a single agency approach for all of its
marketing and related services. It is worth noting that concurrently, and in line with
best practice, the City is reviewing its marketing strategy, program and spend for
2016/17. 1t is expected this will have a significant impact on the scope, scale and
investment of work that this tender encompassed.

Whilst the City continues to review this strategy and continues its transition, it is not
appropriate to revisit awarding the tender as it stands, as the City’s business needs
have since changed. Over the course of the review, the City will utilise the WALGA
preferred suppliers for creative media concepts, branding and related services. A
pre-qualified panel, will help ensure transparency, effectiveness and return on
investment across all campaigns. For media buying, the City will engage agencies
approved under the State Government Common Use Arrangement (CUA).

The role of agencies on the WALGA preferred supplier panel will be to provide
services on an as-required basis that may involve:

(@) Working in close association with the City of Perth’s officers to address
specific briefs based on consultation and research.

(b)  Working in close association with the Master Media Services Common Use
Arrangement (CUA) for campaign advertising.

(c)  Attending briefing sessions/workshops/meetings wherever necessary.
(d)  Develop marketing plans and strategies to meet the City of Perth’s needs.

(e)  Developing integrated advertising campaigns including creative execution and
production of relevant materials, often within tight time and budget constraints.

) Provision of strategic/creative/media recommendations in relation to all
campaigns.
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(9) Provision of digital media recommendations in relation to all campaigns.
(h)  Participation in post campaign evaluation and feedback.

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS:

The funding for campaign marketing is sourced from a variety of operating accounts
in the City of Perth Annual Budget, as itemised in the Marketing and Commercial
Parking annual budgets. The majority of the expenditure comes from ‘Economic
Services’ and ‘Recreation and Culture’ for the purpose of economic development,
retail marketing and other cultural activities, and from Parking Facilities for the
promotion of off street parking.

In 2014/15, the City’s spend under this contract was in the order of $3.5 million,
including production and media buying costs.

As mentioned previously, is not anticipated this expenditure will increase, which is in
line with the City’'s broader strategy of realising operational efficiencies and
improving/demonstrating return on investment to our ratepayers, stakeholders and
the community.

COMMENTS:

It is acknowledged that Marketforce Pty Ltd has provided a solid and professional
service to the City of Perth for the previous two contract periods, being almost 10
years, and have delivered award-winning destination marketing campaigns that
exceeded target indicators. It is also acknowledged that all agencies have provided
evidence of their experience, processes and creative expertise across a number of
similar accounts. They have offered significant ‘added value’ opportunities and have
demonstrated enthusiasm and passion for the City of Perth through the tender
process.

However, after a rigorous assessment process with quality submissions from all
agencies involved, adopting the approach of utilising the WALGA preferred supplier
panel will provide the City a wider scope and increased return on investment during
this period of transition.

It is also worth noting that our consideration takes into account the work Tourism WA
are currently undertaking; with a full review of their marketing strategies and the
emphasis their campaigns place on the promotion of Perth City. It is prudent to
ensure there are consistent messages relating to the City.

The WALGA panel consists of a varied range of agencies and two of the shortlisted
agencies are currently on the panel: Marketforce Pty Ltd and The Brand Agency Pty
Ltd. The panel is developed by invitation of tender, and it is anticipated the tender
process for this panel will commence in the coming months, opening up the process
for additional agencies to join, and will also include consultation with the City of
Perth.
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In meeting requirements to purchase media via the State Government’s Master
Media Agency account for campaign advertising, media planning will be carried out
by approved WALGA panel agencies, with media purchasing via Carat or Optimum
Media Decisions (OMD).
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FINANCE AND ADMINISTRATION
COMMITTEE REPORTS

ITEM NO: 6

VICTORY TERRACE CAR PARK - LICENCE FROM THE PUBLIC
TRANSPORT AUTHORITY

FINANCE AND ADMINISTRATION (APPROVAL)
COMMITTEE
RECOMMENDATION:

That Council agrees to enter into a licence agreement with the
Public Transport Authority (PTA) for the management of Victory
Terrace Car Park under the terms and conditions as detailed in

Schedule 9.
BACKGROUND:
FILE REFERENCE: P1021488
REPORTING UNIT: Properties
RESPONSIBLE DIRECTORATE:  Construction and Maintenance
DATE: 23 February 2016
MAP / SCHEDULE: Schedule 9 — Licence Terms - Victory Terrace Car Park

Schedule 10 — Victory Terrace Car Park

The Committee recommendation to the Council for this report was resolved by the
Finance and Administration Committee at its meeting held on 19 April 2016.

The Committee recommendation to the Council is the same as that
recommended by the Officers.

Victory Terrace Car Park was developed by the former East Perth Redevelopment
Authority (EPRA) now the Metropolitan Redevelopment Authority (MRA), on Perth
Transport Authority (PTA) land. The MRA have normalised this area and have been
requesting that the City of Perth take on the management of the car park.

The MRA holds a lease over the car park. This lease expires on 31 March 2019 and
the MRA does not plan to renew the lease. Under the terms of the lease, the MRA
are required to remove the car park and return the land to PTA.

I\CPS\ADMIN SERVICES\COUNCIL\WORD AGENDA\AG160426.DOCX



-33-

At its meeting held on 13 March 2001, Council supported the transfer of a lease from
the PTA to the City however did not commit to maintain the ‘free’ status of the car
park.

At its meeting held on 30 August 2011, Council agreed to accept the transfer of
various parcels of land in East Perth from the MRA but excluded Victory Terrace Car
Park until the City had the opportunity to assess the financial implications of taking
over this lease.

There are 33 bays and 2 ACROD bays in the car park.
LEGISLATION / STRATEGIC PLAN / POLICY:

Integrated Planning Corporate Business Plan

and Reporting Council Four Year Priorities — Getting Around Perth
Framework S4 Enhanced accessibility in and around the City
Implications including Parking.

4.1 Develop a Business Plan for future car park

development.
DETAILS:

Until now the City has maintained its position that it would not accept the car park as
a ‘free’ car park. In 2012 the PTA advised that it would consider a lease to the City
for a fee paying car park at a rental of $23,000 per annum. In addition to this the City
needed to meet the cost of the State Car Parking Levy. The offer was not accepted.

The MRA has recently contacted the City again in an effort to have this matter
resolved as it believes it is not the appropriate body to lease the car park.

Although the PTA is the owner of the land, it does not see the management of the car
park as part of their role. On expiry of the lease between the MRA and the PTA on
31 March 2019, the MRA is required to remove the car park.

In the event that the City does not enter into an agreement with the PTA the car park
will be extinguished and a much used facility will be lost. The development of the new
Perth Stadium will further add to the usage of the car park.

There are three options available to the City:

1. Refuse to accept management/licence over the car park.
2. Enterinto a licence arrangement with PTA for a free car park.
3. Enterinto a licence agreement for a paid car park.

OPTION 1

The car park will be removed and returned to the PTA as PTA land. This is not a
preferred option.
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OPTION 2

The PTA enters into a licence agreement with the City for a free car park at $1.00 per
annum for 10 years. The City would incur relatively minor costs (approx. $2,000) for
documentation and signage and ongoing cleaning and maintenance costs of an
estimated $6,000 per annum. The State Government Car Park Levy will not apply as
the car park is adjacent to a recreational facility. There is no financial benefit to the
City.

OPTION 3

The City agrees to enter into an agreement with the PTA whereby the car park is
converted into a fee paying facility. This will incur the State Car Parking Levy.

In the event that this is the City’s preferred option, the PTA have agreed to a rental
payment of $1,000 per annum. The City would also incur the cost of the State
Government Car Park Levy.

The overall costs of utilising the car park as a fee paying facility are:

Capital $45,000 (estimated)
2 x TVX Ticket Machines $20,000
Lighting Upgrade $20,000
New Signage $ 5,000
Ongoing $58,860
Rent $ 1,000
State Parking Levy $32,860
Cleaning $ 6,000
Other Costs $19,000

Other costs include depreciation, security, collection fees, maintenance, printing and
advertising.

Projected income at 80% occupancy and based on ten hour blocks at $13.50 is
$91,260 per annum ($82,000 after GST). This figure assumes the car park is free on
weekends as per other East Perth car parks such as Victoria Gardens.

These figures indicate a net income of $24,100 (excluding GST) in the first year.

The licence terms shown in Schedule 9 contain a six month break clause, which
given the location of the car park, is highly unlikely to be acted upon. There is also a
requirement for the City to make good at the expiry of the licence should a further
term not be entered into.

PTA has committed to maintain the vegetation on its land surrounding the car park.

I\CPS\ADMIN SERVICES\COUNCIL\WORD AGENDA\AG160426.DOCX



-35 -

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS:

The ticket machines value $20,000 are in stock and no further expenditure is
required. Any upgrade required for signage and lighting are provided for in the City’s
2015/16 budget.

The State Parking Levy will be met in the 2016/17 Financial Year and the ongoing
operating costs can be met from the current budget.

The City has the opportunity to receive a net contribution of $24,100 in the first full
year of operation with the potential to increase this by increasing the paid operating
hours over weekends once the new Perth Stadium becomes operational.

COMMENTS:

Victory Terrace Car Park will be demolished if the City of Perth does not enter into an
arrangement to manage the car park. There is a positive financial (although minor)
advantage for the City to do so.

City of Perth will manage the car park as a leased facility within its portfolio.

The car park can be converted to a paid for facility in approximately two weeks after
finalisation of the document.

The proposal is supported.
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ITEM NO: 7

NATIONAL INFRASTRUCTURE SUMMIT, 15-16 JUNE 2016 — LORD
MAYOR ATTENDANCE

FINANCE AND ADMINISTRATION (APPROVAL)
COMMITTEE
RECOMMENDATION:

That Council approves attendance by the Lord Mayor at the
National Infrastructure Summit to be held on 15 and 16 June
2016 in Sydney at an estimated cost of $7,475.

BACKGROUND:

FILE REFERENCE: P1004067-59

REPORTING UNIT: Executive Support

RESPONSIBLE DIRECTORATE:  Chief Executive’s Office

DATE: 6 April 2016

MAP / SCHEDULE: Schedule 11 — Invitation from Informa to Participate in a

Lord Mayors’ Roundtable
Schedule 12 — National Infrastructure Summit 2016
Brochure

The Committee recommendation to the Council for this report was resolved by the
Finance and Administration Committee at its meeting held on 19 April 2016.

The Committee recommendation to the Council is the same as that
recommended by the Officers.

The Lord Mayor of Perth has been invited to participate in a Lord Mayors’ Roundtable
at the Australian Financial Review's second annual National Infrastructure Summit to
be held on 15-16 June 2016 at the Four Seasons in Sydney. The National
Infrastructure Summit is part of the Australian Financial Review’s National Policy
Series.

The invitation and Summit brochure are attached. The Lord Mayor also attended the
inaugural event in 2015.
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LEGISLATION / STRATEGIC PLAN / POLICY:

Integrated Planning Corporate Business Plan

and Reporting Council Four Year Priorities: Perth as a Capital City
Framework S6 Maintain a strong profile and reputation for
Implications Perth as a city that is attractive for investment.
S7 Collaborate with private sector to leverage city
enhancements.
Policy

Policy No and Name:  10.3 — Elected Members — Interstate and Overseas Travel
and Expenses

DETAILS:

The focus of summit will be on driving growth through enabling smarter cities. The
expected audience is Australia’s top infrastructure investors, planners, contractors,
advisers and policy makers.

The Lord Mayor of Perth has been invited to be key speaker at the event,
participating in a Lord Mayors’ Roundtable on the topic ‘Infrastructure for the People
— Rebuilding Public Confidence’. The Lord Mayor of Sydney is also a key speaker at
the roundtable.

One of the special roles of the Lord Mayor under the City of Perth Act is to develop
and maintain inter-governmental relationships at regional, State, national and
international levels, and as part of that to develop and implement strategies and
policies that seek to ensure consistency in policies and strategic direction at all levels
of government.

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS:

ACCOUNT NO: CL 42A 01000

BUDGET ITEM: Governance — Members of Council — Lord Mayor
BUDGET PAGE NUMBER: 6

BUDGETED AMOUNT: $844,132

AMOUNT SPENT TO DATE: $563,430

PROPOSED COST: $ 7,475

BALANCE: $273,227

All figures quoted in this report are exclusive of GST.

The estimated costs associated with attendance at this event include registration
($3,075), flights ($4,000) and accommodation ($400).

COMMENTS:

Attendance at the National Infrastructure Summit 2016 provides an opportunity to
gain insights from key stakeholders regarding Australia’s infrastructure priorities and
associated strategies. This could enhance Perth’s capital city status in a federal
election year.
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ITEM NO: 8

WASTE MANAGEMENT SERVICE FEES 2016 — 2017

FINANCE AND ADMINISTRATION (APPROVAL)
COMMITTEE
RECOMMENDATION:

That Council:

1. approves the Waste Management Fees as listed in Table 2
and as outlined in the report titled, “Waste Management
Service Fees 2016 —2017”; and

2. approves the Waste Management Fees for inclusion in the
2016/17 Budget Schedule of Fees and Charges.

BACKGROUND:

FILE REFERENCE: P1013202-3

REPORTING UNIT: Waste and Cleansing

RESPONSIBLE DIRECTORATE:  Construction and Maintenance

DATE: 7 April 2016

MAP / SCHEDULE: Schedule 13 — Bin Fees Projection 2016/17 to 2026/27

The Committee recommendation to the Council for this report was resolved by the
Finance and Administration Committee at its meeting held on 19 April 2016.

The Committee recommendation to the Council is the same as that
recommended by the Officers.

Waste management service fees are calculated on a full cost recovery. The report
analyses emerging waste issues, service growth and the various costs involved in
waste collection, transportation and disposal. Fees are imposed on properties
utilising the City’s waste services under Section 67 of the Waste Avoidance and
Resource Recovery (WARR) Act 2007.

LEGISLATION / STRATEGIC PLAN / POLICY:

Legislation Sections 6.16 and 6.17 of the Local Government Act 1995
Part 6, Division 3, Section 67 of the Waste Avoidance and
Resource Recovery Act 2007
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Integrated Planning  Strategic Community Plan

and Reporting Council Four Year Priorities: Capable and Responsive
Framework Organisation

Implications S18 Strengthen the capacity of the organisation

Policy

Policy No and Name: 9.1 — Budget Policy

DETAILS:
1. COST FACTORS

1.1 Labour Costs

Labour to provide waste services to the community accounts for approximately 52%
of the service cost provision and includes all related costs. Indirect labour costs such
as those originating in the City’s workshop for the servicing, repair and maintenance
of relevant fleet and plant are also included.

1.2 Disposal Costs

The cost to dispose of Municipal Solid Waste (MSW) to landfill accounts for up to one
third of the overall expense of providing waste services. The City currently pays
$155.00 per tonne of MSW delivered to the Tamala Park landfill site (GST exclusive)
of which 35% is attributable to the levy. Further increases in the Levy over the next
three years have been announced placing additional pressure on service costs.
Mindarie Regional Council has advised that the anticipated member gate fee at
Tamala Park will increase 9.6% to $170.00 per tonne from 1 July 2016. The landfill
levy accounts for $60 per tonne. Costs are also payable for the disposal of
recyclables however these costs do not incur the landfill levy.

Figure 1 — State Waste Levy - $ per Tonne
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1.3 Service Demand

The demand for the City’s waste collection services has a direct impact upon the cost
of the service. Maintaining an acceptable level of service is directly dependent upon
the number of staff and collection vehicles available. Waste services consist of MSW
and recyclable collection, transportation and disposal.

On 1 July 2015 the City commenced a range of new services to support the requests
and needs of our ratepayers. These services were primarily based around co-
mingled and cardboard recycling.

The commencement of these services has stopped the decline in bin lifts
experienced in previous years and resulted in MSW collection services increasing.

A number of residential properties currently under development will be completed
over the next four to five years resulting in an average growth of 32,760 bin lifts per
annum (630 per week). Under the WARR Act the City is responsible for residential
(domestic) collection of MSW.

1.4 Residential Recycling

The City introduced co-mingled recycling to East Perth residential properties in 2006
and gradually expanded the service to all areas of the municipality over the following
two years. Throughout this period, the City has borne the cost of providing this
service to residents in order to encourage recycling and reduce waste to landfill.
Annual cost per residential property has varied between $43.00 and $50.00 per
property equating to an annual cost in 2014/15 of $30,326.

1.5 Waste Strategy

At its meeting on 22 April 2014, Council adopted the City of Perth Waste Strategy
2014 — 2024 which included 19 prioritised actions required to meet the demands of a
growing city and the pressures resulting from competition for street space. Costs
associated with implementing those actions are to be funded from both annual
revenue and the Refuse Disposal and Treatment Reserve Fund which, as at 29
February, 2015 had a balance of approximately $2,892,628.

1.6 Other Factors

Other associated costs can be attributed to the provision and maintenance of Mobile
Garbage Bins (MGBs), which are provided to properties free of charge, and to the
internal hire of plant and equipment.

2. FEES AND CHARGES

Fees and Charges — Assumptions for Budget Projections

The City’s reserve fund ‘Refuse Disposal and Treatment Reserve’ (the Reserve) has
been gradually built up over previous years in anticipation of the introduction of
secondary waste treatment for the purpose of subsidising the waste fees to
ratepayers for a period of time thus softening the financial impact.
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Cost increases, including the State Government levy, has effectively amplified the
need for subsidisation resulting in the Reserve being utilised over the last six years.
The Reserve was budgeted in 2015/16 to provide a further $1,269,433 in additional
subsidises. The implementation of the new service initiatives and operational reform
has reversed this trend and no monies were been drawn from the Reserve. In fact for
the first time in seven years the City transferred funds from the accumulated surplus
adding an extra $49,104 to the Reserve so far in 2016.

Assumptions for 2016/17 centre around maintaining an income that contributes to the
Reserve, recovers the cost of the State Government levy and adds value to City
ratepayers. Residential properties currently receive one bulk verge collection each
calendar year. In 2016/17 we are proposing to add a second collection and have
costed this into our residential fee.

The increase in the levy and charges has also been calculated and they represent
over 3.2% of the Fee increase.

The final cost component of the 2016/17 fees is the current Perth All Groups CPI
indicator which at the end of the December quarter 2015 is 1.6%.

It is estimated that the commercial business activities will provide continued
opportunity and an increase in services of 5% is budgeted.

Additional event service fees are included in the 2016/17 fees and charges with the
expectation of growing this market segment. No income is allocated to these costs
for 2016/17 as we establish City services in the event industry.

An increase of 5.15% has been applied to the residential service charges to cover all
costs and 5% to commercial services. These increases will recover costs and
eliminate reliance on the Reserve. Schedule 13 indicates an increase of 5.15% and
5% respectively for 2016/17 followed by 1.5% for residential and 5% commercial in
2017/18 and subsequent years. The Reserve in this forecast will not be eroded and
funds from the Reserve can be available to introduce new technology and services to
the City.

Recommended Fee Schedule 2016/17

It is recommended that the waste management fees for 2016/17 be increased by
5.15% for residential and 5% for business in accordance with Table 2 below.

Each standard fee type provides one service per week for the full year (i.e. 52
services per annum). In order to provide an appropriate frequency of removal for
health and hygiene reasons or to reduce the number of bins stored at premises,
many commercial and multi-tenanted residential properties are serviced multiple
times per week.

In Table 2, Item 3 below, residential service charges are the same as those for the
equivalent service in Item 1. This is because the 660L MGB is designed to replace
three 240L MGBs at multi tenanted properties. Each property therefore pays for one
service per week whether from 240L MGBs or shared 660L MGBs.
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Table 3 provides a comparison of fees and charges between City of Perth fees for
2015/16 and 2016/17 (proposed) and those of six other local governments for
2015/16.

Table 2 — Proposed Waste Management Fees 2016/17

. . . Commercial Customers
Service Type Residential Customers (Non—residential)
ltem Description Current Proposed Current Proposed
P 2015/16 2016/17 2015/16 2016/17
1 | MSW - Basic (240L bin)t $320.91*
$272.00 $286.00 ($353.00 $337.00*
incl)
2 MSW — Additional (240L $220.00*
bin or service) $272.00 $286.00 ($242.00 $231.00*
incl)
3 MSW 660L $649.09*
$272.002 $286.002 ($714.00 $682.00*
incl)
4 MSW 1100L NA NA NA $1136.00*
5 Commercial Co-mingled $140.91*
Recycling 240L NA NA ($155.00 $151.00*
incl)
6 Commercial Co-mingled $421.82*
Recycling 660L NA NA ($464.00 $443.00*
incl)
7 Commercial Co-mingled $703.03*
Recycllng 1100L NA NA ($773'33 $738.00*
incl)
8 Paper/Cardboard 240L $143.64*
NA NA ($158.00 $151.00*
incl)
9 Cardboard only bin hire $208.00*
660L NA NA _ $219.00
(228.8 incl)
10 | Cardboard only bin hire $260.00*
1100L NA NA . $273.00
($286.00 inc)
11 Glass Recycling 240L NA NA NA $605.00*
Note:

The fees in Item 1 include co-mingled recycling service for residential customers and a free
conditional cardboard removal service for commercial customers.

2 The residential fee for 660L waste is the same as that for a basic 240L as one 660L replaces three
240L services from three properties.

* 10% GST Exempt
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Table 3 — Comparative Fees by Local Government

5]

Service Type Perth? Pertht Vincent?2 Swan3 Nedlands * Sydney
(240L MGB) 15/16 16/17 15/16 15/16 15/16 15/16
$ $ $ $ $ $
Residential 272.00 286.00 285.00 372.00 293.00 797.00
Commercial 320.91 345.00 350.00 372.00 355.00 NA
Establishment NA NA NA 65.00 80.00 NA
Note:

Perth includes a co-mingled recycling service for residential properties in the basic fee.

Vincent's waste charges are incorporated in the Property Rates. Prices indicated are for additional
weekly services to rateable properties. Additional recycling service is $80.00.

Swan provides a 240L waste bin and a 240It recycling bin to properties in the basic fee.

Nedlands provide residential properties with one 240L recycle bin, one 240L green waste bin and
one 120L rubbish bin in their standard service fees. Other options are available at reduced or
additional costs. Commercial properties are provided one free 240L recycle bin for every basic
waste service, if required.

Sydney provides both a waste and comingled recycling 240L MGB to residential properties in their
basic fee. Organics bin is an option. Smaller MGB sizes are available at reduced cost. Sydney
does not service commercial properties.

Service Type | Fremantle® | Subiaco’ | Commercial® | Commercial®
(240L MGB) 15/16 15/16 Waste Waste
$ $ Companies Companies
Tender $ Quote $
Residential 471.00 505.00 NA NA
Commercial 522.60 521.40 392.08 780.00
Establishment 164.00 NA NA 50.00

Note:

Fremantle includes a fortnightly co-mingled recycling service for residential properties in the basic
fee. The cost of a 240L general waste bin for commercial services can be discounted.

Subiaco’s commercial waste service incorporates a free weekly 240L recycling bin if at least half
full.

Commercial operator rates vary depending upon the number of bins serviced, concentration of
customers and waste material collected.

Table 4 below, summarises costs and revenues by service types based on proposed
fees for 2016/17. Costs have been grouped into residential and commercial
customers based on a recent extraction of service records from the City’s database
plus projected growth.

Current projections indicate the cost to provide waste and recycling services will
increase from an estimated $7,453,742.16 in 2015/16 to $7,581,157 in 2016/17, an
overall increase of 17%. The increase in operating costs includes a 15% allocation of
$667,270 for indirect costs. Income will increase from an estimated $7,473,923.63 in

2015/16 to $8,182,282.42 in 2016/17.
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Table 4 — Operating Costs and Revenues

Projected Projected Proposed Income Using
No of bin Operating Costs Fees Proposed Fees
SERICIE T services per 2016/17 2016/17 2016/17
week
Basic Residential 11,517 $286.00* $3,291,273.91
Basic Commercial? 2429 $337.00* $818,346.98
Additional Residential 398 $286.00* $113,736.67
Additional Commercial
15,282 $231.00* $3,530,072.70
MSW Residential 660L
108 $286.00* $30,902.17
MSW Commercial 660L
30 $682.00* $20,753.03
MSW Commercial .
1100L 25 $1136.00 $28,397.78
Commercial Co-Mingled
Recycling 240L 32 $151.00* $4,762.80
Commercial Co-mingled
Recycling 660L 11 $443.00* $4,650.57
Commercial Co-mingled
Recycling 10 $738.00* $7,381.50
1100L
Glass Recycling 240L 25 $605.00* $15,120.00
Paper/Cardboard 240L
1,444 $151.00* $218,295.00
Paper/Cardboard 660L
Bin Hire 48 $219.00 $10,557.85
Paper/Cardboard 1100L
Bin Hire 39 $273.00 $10,581.48
Total Residential
(40% of total service $3,032,462.93
cost)
Total Commercial
(60% of total service $4,548,694.40
cost)
Recycling Income® $77,000.00
$7,581,157.33 8,182,282.42
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Notes:
! Basic Residential fee includes one waste bin and one recycling bin.
2 Basic Commercial fee includes one waste bin and loose cardboard collection if requested.

® The City receives a small income from the sale of clean paper and cardboard to a specialist
recycler/manufacturer.

* 10% GST Exempt

As indicated in Table 5 below, the recommended 5.15% and 5% increases in
2016/17 fees will allow for a transfer of $601,125.09 into the Reserve.

Goods and Services Tax

The City has received a determination from the Australian Tax Office (ATO) stating
that the Goods and Services Tax (GST) is not to be applied to commercial waste
service fees charged by the City.

Table 5 — Waste Management — Comparison of Total Service Costs and Income
between 2015/16 and 2016/17 financial years.

2015/16 I 2016/17
Revised
Budgeted | Projected | Revised Proposed Balance
Service Service | Budgeted | Projected § Service | Proposed | to Waste
Cost $ Cost$ | Income$ | Income$ § Cost$ Income $ | Reserve$
7,451,818 | 7,451,818 | 7,643,665 | 7,643,665 | 7,581,157 | 8,182,282 | 601,125.09

Projected 2015/16 service costs and proposed 2016/17 service costs include a 15%
expense for corporate overhead.

COMMENTS:

The City's Waste Management services and operations were restructured in
2015/16. The new business initiatives delivered a heightened level of service and
productivity and eliminated the reliance upon the Refuse Disposal and Treatment
Reserve.

An increase in fees of up to 5.15% for 2016/17, will enable full cost recovery and
result in additional funds being available for service improvements and utilising
relevant new waste management technologies and methodologies.
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ITEM NO: 9

DIFFERENTIAL RATING — PRELIMINARY SETTING OF THE ANNUAL
RATES LEVY FOR 2016/17

FINANCE AND ADMINISTRATION (APPROVAL)
COMMITTEE
RECOMMENDATION:

That Council:

1. approves the advertising of the differential rates based on
the predominant purpose for which the land is held in
accordance with Section 6.36(3)(b) of the Local
Government Act 1995 as follows:

1.1 Commercial — 5.008334 cents in the dollar;
1.2 Hotel — 5.008334 cents in the dollar;
1.3 Office — 2.95448 cents in the dollar;
1.4 Residential — 4.48135 cents in the dollar;
1.5 Retail —5.08334 cents in the dollar;
1.6 Vacant Land —5.90855 cents in the dollar;

2. notes the intent of increasing rates revenue by 1.6%,
comprising of only a CPI adjustment;

3. notes the increase in rate revenue on the current rate base
of $1.3 million;

4. notes the intention of retaining the principle of rating
vacant land at twice the rate applied to the lowest rated
category, being the Office category; and

5. notes the increase to the minimum rate by $10 to $695 in
each rate differential category.
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BACKGROUND:

FILE REFERENCE: P1032338

REPORTING UNIT: Finance

RESPONSIBLE DIRECTORATE:  Corporate Services Directorate

DATE: 11 April 2016

MAP / SCHEDULE: Schedule 14 — Rates Comparison Schedule

The Committee recommendation to the Council for this report was resolved by the
Finance and Administration Committee at its meeting held on 19 April 2016.
iIs the same as that

The Committee recommendation to the Council

recommended by the Officers.
LEGISLATION / STRATEGIC PLAN / POLICY:

Legislation Section 6.33 of the Local Government Act 1995

Integrated Planning
and Reporting

Strategic Community Plan
Council Four Year Priorities: Community Outcome

Framework Capable and Responsive Organisation

Implications A capable, flexible and sustainable organisation with a
strong and effective governance system to provide
leadership as a capital city and deliver efficient and effective
community centred services.

Policy

Policy No and Name: 9.1 — Budget Policies
DETAILS:

Differential rating enables the City to vary the impact of its rates on different classes
of ratepayers.

The revenue raised from rates in accordance with the Annual Budget 2015/16 is as
follows:

Gross Estimated Rate Revenue
Rental Rat Minimum Non Minimum
Details Value _a € Rates Rates
. in$ Total
(inc. No of No of
Minimum) Prop Revenue Prop Revenue

Rates ($) (cents) (%) ($) (%)
Commercial 416,953,184 | 5.0032 550 376,750 1,937 | 20,454,351 | 20,831,101
Office 1,486,761,541 | 2.9079 198 135,630 | 2,173 | 43,190,275 | 43,325,905
Residential 328,193,967 | 4.4107 871 596,635 | 10,725 | 13,973,563 | 14,570,198
Vacant Land 21,460,150 | 5.8157 2 1,370 81 1,261,120 1,262,490
Total Rates 1,621 | 1,110,385 | 14,916 | 78,879,309 | 79,989,694
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A “Differential Rate Review” was conducted in 2015 and made the following
recommendations for setting of the City’s differential rates into the future:

e The Office category is the largest contributing sector to rates, yet falls below
the cost of services provided to it by the City; this is after including the net
contribution from parking. The Rate in the Dollar for Office is the only category
not previously adjusted to reduce the funding shortfall. Scope therefore exists
for higher increases in the Rate in the Dollar of the Office sector relative to
other categories;

e In order to achieve a closer alignment with the other categories, a higher
increase in the Rate in a Dollar for Office should be pursued in future years;

e Apply a higher increase to Residential Rate in a Dollar but still maintain it
lower than other metropolitan Councils;

e Maintain maximum Rate in a Dollar for Vacant land; and

e To progressively increase the general minimum rate.

The winding down of the resources boom has resulted in higher than anticipated
office vacancy rates. Perth’s CBD vacancy rate is estimated to be close to 20% as at
the end of January 2016, reaching a 21-year high. It is expected that at the next
triennial revaluation due in 2017/18, Office’s GRV values will be significantly lower.

The City of Perth’s Rate in a Dollar values for Residential ratepayers compares
favourably with all neighbouring Councils. Residential rates have historically been
kept low to attract residents to the City. In the 2015/16 budget, residential rates were
increased by 4.52% which compared to the average increase of 3.2% to address this
imbalance. The residential property market has seen reductions in property prices
and rental values over the last 12 months.

The Commercial category accounts for 6.5% and Hotel for 7.1% of the overall
ratebase. Changes made to the Rate in the Dollar for these categories will have a
minimal impact on overall rates raised for the City.

The City has traditionally restricted average rate increases to CPIl. Exception has
been made in recent years when modest increases above CPI were utilised to fund
an intensive capital works program. Increase in the demands for the City’s services
is anticipated as major developments in a number of areas come to fruition.
According to the Australian Bureau of Statistics, the CPI for Perth for December year
was 1.6%.

The strategic Long Term Financial Plan for 2014/15 to 2024/24 flagged the need to
continue with moderate rate increases above the predicted CPI increases.
Accordingly the average rate in the dollar was increased in previous years by CPI
and an additional 2.0%. The current long term financial plan shows a proposed 1.5%
increase above CPI to reduce over future years to the level of CPI only.
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Consider the level of Minimum Rate

Section 6.35(6)(c) of the Local Government Act 1995 gives local governments the
power to raise a minimum payment in each differential rating category where a
differential general rate is imposed.

Traditionally the Council has employed a general minimum rate for all categories and
currently has a minimum rate of $685, which is the lowest in the metropolitan area.
Minimum ratepayers have access to the same services as other ratepayers, even
though their GRV’s are lower. It is justifiable for them to pay a minimum rate to cover
basic services.

The Act provides for consideration to be given to set or vary the minimum rates in
conjunction to the relative movement in GRV’s for each category. Foreshadowed in
the Long Term Financial Plan is the intention to gradually increase the minimum
payments to levels aligned closer to those of neighbouring councils.

Minimum Rate Comparison

2015/16 MINIMUM RATE COMPARISONS

MINIMUM RATE - MINIMUM RATE -

L0 B RESIDENTIAL COMMERCIAL
ARMADALE 51,084 51,262
BAYSWATER 5795 5735
BELMONT 5790 5330
COCKBURN 51,250 22
FREMANTLE 51,222 51,222
JOONDALUP bo2e 5846
MANDURAH 51,016 $1,022
NEDLANDS 51,333 51,820
PERTH $685 $685
ROCKINGHAM 51,043 51,043
STIRLING 5805 5805
SUBIACO 5780 5780
SWAN ba45 51,340
VICTORIA PARK 51,112 51,156
VINCENT 5907 1,414
CONCLUSION:

Based on the factors highlighted in this report, the recommendations for adopting
Differential Rates for 2016/17 are as follows:

o The Office category is the largest contributing sector to rates yet falls below the
cost of services provided to it by the City; this is after including the net
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contribution from parking. It should also be noted that the allocation of parking
contribution to the Office category is substantial, which, when revenue from
parking fluctuates, has a significant effect in offsetting the funding shortfall;

o In the current economic conditions, an increase of CPI of 1.6% in the Rate in
the Dollar for the Office category is proposed. In future years’ strategies should
be undertaken to reduce the underrating in this category;

o Apply a 1.6% increase to the Residential Rate in a Dollar; in keeping with the
strategy to have this category lower than other metropolitan Councils;

o Maintain maximum Rate in the Dollar for Vacant land to encourage
development; and

o Increase the general minimum rate by $10 to $695 for all categories.

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS:

The City requires a quantum of rates each year to fund a portion of the budget. The
spread of rates amongst differential rate classes is an exercise undertaken to make
up that total. Other rate considerations such as the level of minimum rates and the
application of rate rebates are also incorporated into the total of rates needed.

The Long Term Financial Plan flagged the need to for a moderate increase above the
predicted CPI. The plan foreshadowed an increase of 1.5% above CPI in 2016/17and
continue to increase above the level of inflation for the following 4 years. With the
effect of the winding down of the resources boom, this additional increase is not
advisable in the current economic climate and therefore it is recommended any rate
increase be limited to the current inflation level.

The rates for 2016/17 as set out in this report allow for an increase of CPI of 1.6%.

In this report the estimated annual rates levy to be raised in 2016/17 is $85.5 million
including predicted interim growth of $1.1 million during the year.

Information produced by this report will be available for consideration in preparing the
four-year budget and an updated Long Term Financial Plan to be presented to
Council in June.

ACCOUNT NO: -
BUDGET ITEM: Rate Revenue
BUDGETED AMOUNT: $ 85,498,189

All figures quoted in this report are exclusive of GST.

Under the Local Government Act 1995, the City is required to advertise the
Differential Rates for 21 days prior to adopting of the Differential Rates.
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ITEM NO: 10

PAYMENTS FROM MUNICIPAL AND TRUST FUNDS — FEBRUARY
2016

FINANCE AND ADMINISTRATION (APPROVAL)
COMMITTEE
RECOMMENDATION:

That in accordance with Regulation 13(1) of the Local
Government (Financial Management) Regulations 1996, the list
of payments made under delegated authority for the month
ended 29 February 2016, be received and recorded in the
Minutes of the Council, the summary of which is as follows:

FUND PAID
Municipal Fund $ 13,997,949
Trust Fund $105,873
TOTAL: $ 14,103,822

BACKGROUND:

FILE REFERENCE: P1031101-24

REPORTING UNIT: Finance

RESPONSIBLE DIRECTORATE:  Corporate Services

DATE: 29 February 2016

MAP / SCHEDULE: TRIM ref. 32989/16

The Committee recommendation to the Council for this report was resolved by the
Finance and Administration Committee at its meeting held on 19 April 2016.

The Committee recommendation to the Council is the same as that
recommended by the Officers.

LEGISLATION / STRATEGIC PLAN / POLICY:

Legislation Regulation 13(1) of the Local Government (Financial
Management) Regulations 1996
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Integrated Planning  Strategic Community Plan

and Reporting Council Four Year Priorities: Community Outcome
Framework Capable and Responsive Organisation
Implications A capable, flexible and sustainable organisation with a

strong and effective governance system to provide
leadership as a capital city and deliver efficient and effective
community centred services.

COMMENTS:

Payments for the month of February 2016 included the following significant items:

o $624,390 to Schindler Lifts Australia Pty Ltd for the first payment of 30% in
relation to the upgrade of the Council House elevators; and

o $338,425 to Advanteering Civil Engineers for the December 2015 progress
claim in relation to the Museum Street enhancement project.
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ITEM NO: 11

PAYMENTS FROM MUNICIPAL AND TRUST FUNDS — MARCH 2016

FINANCE AND ADMINISTRATION (APPROVAL)
COMMITTEE

RECOMMENDATION:

That in accordance with Regulation 13(1) of the Local
Government (Financial Management) Regulations 1996, the list
of payments made under delegated authority for the month
ended 31 March 2016, be received and recorded in the Minutes
of the Council, the summary of which is as follows:

FUND PAID
Municipal Fund $ 25,400,269
Trust Fund $ 179,411
TOTAL: $ 25,579,680

BACKGROUND:

FILE REFERENCE: P1031101-24

REPORTING UNIT: Finance

RESPONSIBLE DIRECTORATE:  Corporate Services

DATE: 31 March 2016

MAP / SCHEDULE: TRIM ref. 51298/16

The Committee recommendation to the Council for this report was resolved by the
Finance and Administration Committee at its meeting held on 19 April 2016.

The Committee recommendation to the Council is the same as that
recommended by the Officers.

LEGISLATION / STRATEGIC PLAN / POLICY:

Legislation Regulation 13(1) of the Local Government (Financial
Management) Regulations 1996
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Integrated Planning  Strategic Community Plan

and Reporting Council Four Year Priorities: Community Outcome
Framework Capable and Responsive Organisation
Implications A capable, flexible and sustainable organisation with a

strong and effective governance system to provide
leadership as a capital city and deliver efficient and effective
community centred services.

COMMENTS:

Payments for the month of March 2016 included the following significant items:

o $7,164,456 to the Department of Fire and Emergency Services for the
emergency service levy third quarter contribution for 2015/16;

. $1,379,014 to the Western Australian Treasury Corporation for loan payments
of $541,200 for the Elder Street Carpark, $560,574 for the Perth Convention
and Exhibition Centre Carpark, $32,774 for the Goderich Street Carpark and
$244,464 for the construction of the new Perth City Library and Public Plaza;
and

o $1,240,419 to Department of Lands for rental payments of $281,090 for
2014/2015 rent of the Cultural Central Car Park, $877,532 for net rents covering
the period 2012-2015 for the State Library Car Park, $69,690 for the 6 month
lease rent for the City Arcade underpass and $12,105 for the 6 month lease rent
for the underpass from Allendale Square to Trinity Arcade.
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ITEM NO: 12

MARDALUP JETTY, CLAISEBROOK - PROPOSED
REFURBISHMENT AND MODIFICATION AND HANDOVER TO THE
CITY OF PERTH

FINANCE AND ADMINISTRATION (APPROVAL)
COMMITTEE
RECOMMENDATION:

That Council agrees to enter into a Jetty Licence Agreement
with the Department of Transport (DoT) for the Management of
the Mardalup Jetty in Claisebrook.

BACKGROUND:

FILE REFERENCE: P1024168

REPORTING UNIT: Properties

RESPONSIBLE DIRECTORATE: Construction and Maintenance

DATE: 11 April 2016

MAP / SCHEDULE: Schedule 15 — Proposed structural modifications

Schedule 16 — Visual of proposed structure

The Committee recommendation to the Council for this report was resolved by the
Finance and Administration Committee at its meeting held on 19 April 2016.

The Committee recommendation to the Council is the same as that
recommended by the Officers.

At its meeting held on 26 June 2001, Council accepted the assignment of the
Management Licences over the Claisebrook boardwalks and jetties from the East
Perth Redevelopment Authority on satisfactory completion of restoration of the
Jetties.

The Mardalup Jetty which formed part of the original Management Licence was not
handed over to the City due to its poor condition.

At its meeting held on 7 October 2008, Council reaffirmed its decision to accept the
Management Licence over the Claisebrook boardwalks and jetties and agreed to
accept the Management Licence over the Mardalup Jetty subject to repair work
identified by Sinclair Knight Mertz being completed at a cost of $128,000. The City
agreed to meet 50 percent of this cost. The repair work was never undertaken.

I\CPS\ADMIN SERVICES\COUNCIL\WORD AGENDA\AG160426.DOCX



- 56 -

The Mardalup Jetty is not used by vessels to tie up because of the wash created by
passing vessels and because the structural capacity of the jetty head section has
been assessed as operating at a reduced capacity and does not provide any lateral
support at the neck/ramp connection which poses a safety risk to users.

The Licence for the Claisebrook Cove Jetty Complex No 1582 (excluding Mardalup
Jetty) was issued on 12 November 2012.

LEGISLATION / STRATEGIC PLAN / POLICY:

Legislation Section 3.58 of the Local Government Act 1995
Integrated Planning Corporate Business Plan
and Reporting Council Four Year Priorities: Living in Perth
Framework S12 Provide facilities to cater for the growth of the
Implications residential community

12.1 Develop East Perth infrastructure and land use

plan.

DETAILS:

The Department of Transport (DoT), Coastal Infrastructure has approached the City
to seek its agreement to accept a jetty licence agreement for the management of the
Mardalup Jetty, Claisebrook.

The DoT'’s initial intention was to demolish the jetty in full. Subsequent discussions
with the Department of Parks and Wildlife (which now incorporates the former Swan
River Trust) suggested that the existing use as a fishing structure was very popular
and loss of such an amenity should be avoided.

The DoT has reviewed its case for complete demolition and with recommendation
from a practising marine engineer proposes to convert the structure into a fishing
platform by:

o Completely removing the entire existing jetty head and ramp section from the
riverbed upwards;

o The head piles will be cut off at seabed level;
o The circular steel structure under the jetty head will be cut off at seabed level,

o The remaining timber structure to be retained and re-decked with new timber to
the extent of the outside piles (currently not decked) and kerbing installed; and

o The existing sub-structure (stringer beams, packers and half caps) are to be
replaced with new timber sections.

On completion of this work and subject to the City’s satisfaction, the DoT proposes to
hand the jetty over to the City.

In its proposal the DoT states that its maintenance contractor believes that once the
planned upgrades have been completed there should be little if any maintenance
required above or below the water.
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While there is no Western Australian Legislation regarding inspections of public
jetties, the City, in an effort to ensure public safety and best practice, has undertaken
to follow the NSW legislation that requires annual inspection above water and tri-
annual inspections below water. The cost of these inspections is estimated at
$50,000 over a ten year period. Additionally DoT in consultation with its contractors
estimates another $50,000 for routine/reactive maintenance over 10 years.

The Dot has agreed to contribute to these costs on 50/50 basis with the City and the
DoT has agreed to engross the proposed Licence documentation to reflect this
commitment over the first 10 years.

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS:

All cost associated with the modification/refurbishment of the jetty will be borne by
the DoT.

With the DoT contributing 50% of inspection and maintenance costs there is a
potential cost of $5,000 per annum over the initial 10 years of the licence.

ACCOUNT NO: N/A

BUDGET ITEM: N/A

BUDGET PAGE NUMBER: N/A

BUDGETED AMOUNT: $0

AMOUNT SPENT TO DATE: $0

PROPOSED COST: $0

BALANCE: $0

ANNUAL MAINTENANCE: $ 5,000.00 per annum

ESTIMATED WHOLE OF LIFE cOST:  $50,000.00
All figures quoted in this report are exclusive of GST.
COMMENTS:

The existing Claisebrook Cove finger jetties were handed over to the City from the
East Perth Redevelopment Authority as part of its normalisation programme.

While the City initially agreed to accept the Management Licence for Mardalup Jetty
the Licence was never transferred to the City due to incompletion of repair works.
The ownership has since reverted to the DoT.

The new modified/refurbished jetty will finalise the enhancement of the jetties in the
Claisebrook area.

The proposal is supported.

I\CPS\ADMIN SERVICES\COUNCIL\WORD AGENDA\AG160426.DOCX



- 58 -

ITEM NO: 13

INVITATION FOR THE LORD MAYOR TO ADDRESS THE PROPERTY
COUNCIL LEADERS CONFERENCE

FINANCE AND ADMINISTRATION (APPROVAL)
COMMITTEE
RECOMMENDATION:

That the Council approve the attendance of the Lord Mayor at
the Property Council Leaders Conference 19 to 20 May 2016 at
an estimated cost of $2,100.

BACKGROUND:

FILE REFERENCE: P1004067

REPORTING UNIT: Executive Support

RESPONSIBLE DIRECTORATE: Chief Executive

DATE: 11 April 2016

MAP / SCHEDULE: Schedule 17 — Letter of Invitation

The Committee recommendation to the Council for this report was resolved by the
Finance and Administration Committee at its meeting held on 19 April 2016.

The Committee recommendation to the Council is the same as that
recommended by the Officers.

The Property Council of Australia, has invited the Lord Mayor to be involved in a
session of the Leaders Conference 2016.

LEGISLATION / STRATEGIC PLAN / POLICY:

Legislation N/A

Integrated Planning Corporate Business Plan

and Reporting Council Four Year Priorities: Perth as a Capital City
Framework Maintain a strong profile and reputation for Perth as a city
Implications that is attractive for investment

Collaborate with private sector to leverage city
enhancements
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DETAILS:

The Property Council of Australia holds a Leader’s Conference each year which is an
exclusive forum (invitation only) that brings together prominent industry leaders of the
Western Australian property industry, senior government representatives (key
decision makers) and CEO’s from the wider business community.

The Leaders Conference recognises leadership in the industry, imparts crucial
information relating to property and the economy, facilitates debate, and determines
the barriers and opportunities for development in WA across all sectors. Only
property developers, investors, owners and managers are invited to attend.

The Lord Mayor has been invited to participate in a session on 20 May 2016 that will
explore the property industries priorities and the Election 2017.

The Conference will be held at the Pullman Resort, Bunker Bay.

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS:

ACCOUNT NO: 42A01000
BUDGET ITEM: Lord Mayor
BUDGET PAGE NUMBER: 6
BUDGETED AMOUNT: $844,132
AMOUNT SPENT TO DATE: $525,981
PROPOSED COST: $ 2,100
BALANCE: $316,051
ANNUAL MAINTENANCE: N/A

ESTIMATED WHOLE OF LIFE COST:  N/A

The estimated cost includes conference registration, attendance at the official
welcome dinner, lunch, two nights’ accommodation.

All figures quoted in this report are exclusive of GST.
COMMENTS:

The participants in the Leaders Conference are important stakeholders of the City of
Perth. The current downturn in the Western Australian economy has resulted in high
vacancy rates in the CBD commercial property sector and the property market faces
significant challenges in the coming years. The Leaders Conference provides an
opportunity to share knowledge and discuss the issues they are facing, the
attendance of the Lord Mayor will provide an opportunity for participants to
understand the City of Perth’s priorities and for the Lord Mayor to hear first-hand the
issues facing the industry
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ITEM NO: 14

SETTING OF ON-STREET AND OFF-STREET PARKING FEES
2016/17

FINANCE AND ADMINISTRATION (APPROVAL)
COMMITTEE
RECOMMENDATION:

That Council:

1. Supports the proposed fee settings detailed as Option 1 in
Schedule 19 - Schedule of Parking Fees 2016/17, for
adoption as part of Council’'s 2016/17 Annual Budget-
Schedule of Fees and Charges.

2. Supports the proposal to pass on the Merchant Fee that is
charged by the bank, to the customer, as an additional
charge which will be shown separately to the parking fee.

BACKGROUND:

FILE REFERENCE: P1003659-7

REPORTING UNIT: Commercial Parking

RESPONSIBLE DIRECTORATE:  Director Community and Commercial Services
DATE: 12 April 2016

MAP / SCHEDULE: Schedule 18 — Fee comparison by Market Provider

Schedule 19 — Schedule of Parking Fees 2016/17

The Committee recommendation to the Council for this report was resolved by the
Finance and Administration Committee at its meeting held on 19 April 2016.

The Committee recommendation to the Council is the same as that
recommended by the Officers.

On-Street and Off-Street Parking fees have been reviewed in accordance with
Council Policy 9.1 — Budget Policies and anticipated influences for the 2016/17
financial year. The On-Street Parking Policy which relates mainly to traffic
management and transport considerations has been taken into account.
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LEGISLATION / STRATEGIC PLAN / POLICY:

Legislation

Integrated Planning
and Reporting
Framework
Implications

Policy

Policy No and Name:

DETAILS:

6.1.6 and 6.1.7 of the Local Government Act 1995
Perth Parking Management Act and Regulations.

Strategic Community Plan
Council Four Year Priorities: Community Outcome
Major Strategic Investments

S2 Optimise the commercial and community outcomes
Within the property portfolio.
S4 Enhanced accessibility in and around the City

including parking.

9.1 — Budget Policies — Parking business states that the City
is engaged in a parking business for the following purposes:

5.1 — To ensure that there is adequate public parking for
both commuters and shoppers to ensure the long term
viability of the City as the premier business district of Perth
and the state of Western Australia and that the

Parking business be operated at a profit.

5.2 — To that end the City has adopted the following
principles in relation to the

business operations:

5.2.1 Commuter car parks are developed for revenue
production purposes with the intent to levy fees at market
price.

5.2.2 Multi-storey shopper car parks will be operated to
achieve a reasonable return on investment. At the same
time fees will be set at levels to assist and ensure visitation
to the city.

5.2.3 Special events will be charged as per the Council’s
adopted fee schedule. Parking for City Sponsored
events/programs will be considered under Policy 9.5 —
Sponsorship of City of Perth Activities and Policy 18.8 —
Provision of Sponsorship and Donations.

5.2.4 Parking fees are to be determined taking into account
the control and management of traffic in the City.

Emerging Issues and Influences on the 2016/17 parking fee setting.

1. State Government Parking Levy

It is not yet known by how much the state Parking Levy is expected to increase by
the department. A provision has been made for an increase of 5%. The table below
provides details of increases in the last four years.
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Short term Long Term Tenant

Year

Existing | Increase New Existing | Increase New Existing Increase New

Levy % Levy Levy % Levy Levy % Levy
2013/14 | $600.70 | 5.01% $630.80 | $633.60 | 10.01% | $697.00 N/A N/A N/A
2014/15 | $630.80 | 28.93% | $813.30 | $697.00 | 26.18% | $879.50 $728.70 | 25.04% | $911.20
2015/16 | $813.30 | 22.44% | $995.80 | $879.5 | 20.75% | $1,062.00 | $911.20 | 20.03% | $1,093.70
2016/17 | $995.80 5% $1045.60 | $1062 5% $1115.10 | $1093.70 5% $1148.40

Note: Tenant parking was introduced by the State Government in 2014/15 which
relates to Parking bays available on-site for the use of tenants/owners/occupiers of
that site.

In the current year 2015/16 the City will pay $16.93 million in parking levies, for
2016/17 that amount is estimated to escalate by 5% to $17.78 million, an increase of
$0.85 million.

Each time a motorist pays for parking, more than 20% is direct State Government
costs in the form of the parking levy.

Based on an estimated total income of $74.71 million for the 2015/16 year the $16.93
million levy charge constitutes 22.66% of the parking fees collected.

Over the past few years, the parking business has consistently sought to lower those
operating costs over which it exercises control. For example, the business has
achieved significant reduction in electricity consumption (and therefore cost) through
the adoption of intelligent lighting systems. However, the impact of the continuing
increases in parking levies will negate the financial benefits of such measures
introduced by City of Perth Parking (CPP). De-licensing bays is regularly reviewed as
a means of reducing the levy impact however the strict criteria to enable the
reduction to occur are a challenge to comply with.

2. Income Below Budget in 2015/16

Income as a total is projected to be $74.71 million made up of $15.34 million from on-
street bays, $58.96 million from off-street bays and $0.41 million from other revenue
for the 2015/16 year.

Over the 2015/16 year the original budgeted figure of $77.20 million will have
decreased to $74.71 million. There are a number of indicators as to the weaker
economic circumstances influencing whether and how people come into the City
thereby resulting in a diminishing parking demand. The indicators both published and
reported are:

o As reported in local media and business chronicles the commercial office floor
space vacancy rate has increased from 3% three years ago, to 19% at the time
of writing this report. This indicates a reduction in the number of workers
employed in the CBD;

o Reported unemployment is still at a relatively high 6.3% in February 2016. This
indicates an impact on employment opportunities and shopping activities; and
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o There has been some loss of on-street parking bays both permanent and
temporary due to road network changes. Demand for CPP car park bays is
being further limited as a result of private spaces being privately leased.

The above factors indicate that there has been a shift in travel patterns of the
workforce in Metropolitan Perth. Changing economic trends and working practices
means that car usage and parking habits have been impacted. However, it is
important to note that significant changes have been observed in recent months
whereby occupancy in certain car parks has seen a marked increase, in particular
since the opening of Elizabeth Quay in January 2016. Another reason is the
response to innovative pricing options offered by CPP.

Careful consideration has been given to anticipating what might happen economically
to the city parking environment for the next 12 months when recommending fees for
2016/17.

It is important to highlight that the income received from the City’s parking business
contributes significantly to City projects and services including investment in
infrastructure and improvements to community facilities.

3. Market competitiveness

As can be seen from Schedule 18 the City’s car parking fee structure is competitive
with other private providers. Nevertheless, parking customers are prepared to pay a
little extra for convenience. It is also noted that many employees who have bays in
multi-storey commercial premises also have parking as part of their salary package.
These bays tend to be lease managed by private sector parking companies. The
City’s parking business has had some difficulty entering this sector of the market.

4. Cost of living increase

The Consumer Price Index (CPI) is currently at 1.6% and is likely to fall further. An
increase of 1.6% has been selectively applied to potential operational cost increases.
However it needs to be recognised that the City’s labour costs will rise as negotiated
EBA increases come into force during 2016/17.

PARKING FEE OPTIONS
Three options are presented below and are in Schedule 19 for consideration.
Option 1

This option proposes an increase on hourly parking fees and capped fees based on
CPI, which is currently 1.6%, rounded off to the nearest 10c. Increases in Long Term
Permit rates will also be increased by 1.6%, but rounded off to the nearest dollar. It is
proposed to drop the 12 hour capped fee due to low customer take up.
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Option 2

This option is similar to option 1, but includes an extra 3% increase, taking the total
proposed increase to 4.6%. This is to cover for expenditure that increases by more
than CPI, such as the anticipated parking levy, increase electricity and other utilities.

Option 3

This option provides for a restructure of the fees for pay on foot car parks. There is
no change to pay and display car parks or to on street fees. The reasoning is to
round fees off to the nearest 50 cents in order to use less change in payment
machines and reduce coin collection. Pricing becomes more transparent and easier
to navigate.

A targeted 4 hour maximum rate will be introduced in specific car parks. In
introducing the 4 hour rate CPP aims to better cater for existing patron requirements.
Part time workers have raised the issue of the lack of shorter block rates. The 12
hour capped fee will also be dropped under this option.

This option could increase the baseline cost at some car parks to over 13%.
OTHER CONSIDERATIONS:

Parking fees in the area of City of Subiaco that will be incorporated into the City of
Perth as from 1 July 2016 are proposed to increase by 1.6% rounded off to the
nearest 10 cents. An estimate of the revenue from this area has not been included in
these figures.

The minimum $2 fee on street will continue.
The minimum of 1 hour or part thereof for car parks will continue.

Merchant fees charged by the banks can be passed on to customers as a separate
charge. It is estimated that this will recover direct costs currently absorbed by the City
of $400,000. Currently the City is paying merchant fees for Visa, Mastercard and
Amex transactions; we are planning to recover these costs via a user pay system.
Competitors already separate their charges.

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS:

The financial implications of each of the three options have been discussed in the
body of the report and as a consequence financial impacts will align with the
particular option which is decided.

COMMENTS:

Option 1 is the preferred option, as it proposes the lowest increase, taking into
account Council’'s concerns in relation to tight economic circumstances and the need
to curtail high parking fees increases balanced against possible increases in
expenditure that are larger than CPI, such as the Parking Levy.
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It should be noted that the proposed revenue increase under this option is estimated
at $1.25 million of which $850,000 is estimated to flow purely to the State
Government in the increased Parking Levy.
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SCHEDULE 1



RESOLVED that the Council, in pursuance of section 75 of the Planning and

SCHEDULE 1

PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT ACT 2005
RESOLUTION DECIDING TO AMEND A TOWN PLANNING SCHEME

CITY OF PERTH

CITY PLANNING SCHEME NO. 2

AMENDMENT NO. 34

Development Act 2005, amend City Planning Scheme No. 2 by:

1.

Inserting after Clause 57A(1):

(v) 396 (Lot 2), 370-372 (Lots 7-8) and 378-392 (Lot 123) Murray Street Special

Control Area.

Inserting the following in Schedule 9 Special Control Areas:

22. 396 (Lot 2), 370-372 (Lots 7-8) and 378-392 (Lot 123) Murray Street

Special Control Area

22.1 Special Control Area

The following provisions apply to the land marked as Figure 22, being
396 (Lot 2), 370-372 (Lots 7-8) and 378-392 (Lot 123) Murray Street

Special Control Area.

22.2 Obijectives

To facilitate the development of 396 (Lot 2), 370-372 (Lots 7-8) and
378-392 (Lot 123) Murray Street Special Control Area as a whole in a

coordinated manner.

22.3 Plot Ratio

For the purpose of determining plot ratio within the Special Control

Area, the Special Control Area shall be treated as one lot.

22.4 Car Parking

For the purpose of determining the tenant car parking allowance for
the Special Control Area under the provisions of the Perth Parking

Policy, the Special Control Area shall be treated as one lot.

Nothing is to prevent the tenant car parking facilities in one building or
lot within the Special Control Area from being leased or used by the

tenants of another building within the Special Control Area.

Amending the City Centre (CC) Precinct Plan Map (P1 to 8) accordingly.
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SCHEDULE 1

Inserting Figure 22 — 396 (Lot 2), 370-372 (Lots 7-8) and 378-392 (Lot 123)
Murray Street Special Control Area into Schedule 9 — Special Control Areas of
this Scheme.

4

T

123

123

S
123
1119

i ‘ = mm m Special Control Area
Figure 22.1 - Lots 2, 7, 8 and 123 Murray Street, Perth
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Dated this ............ dayof ............... 2015

CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER
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SCHEDULE 1

PROPOSAL TO AMEND A
TOWN PLANNING SCHEME

1. LOCAL AUTHORITY: CITY OF PERTH

2. DESCRIPTION OF TOWN
PLANNING SCHEME: CITY PLANNING SCHEME NO. 2

3. TYPE OF SCHEME: LOCAL PLANNING SCHEME

4. SERIAL NUMBER OF
AMENDMENT: AMENDMENT NO. 34

5. PROPOSAL:

RESOLVED that the Council, in pursuance of Section 75 of the Planning and
Development Act 2005, amend City Planning Scheme No. 2 by:

1. Inserting after Clause 57A(1):

(v) 396 (Lot 2), 370-372 (Lots 7-8) and 378-392 (Lot 123) Murray Street Special
Control Area.

2. Inserting the following in Schedule 9 Special Control Areas:

22. 396 (Lot 2), 370-372 (Lots 7-8) and 378-392 (Lot 123) Murray Street
Special Control Area

22.1 Special Control Area
The following provisions apply to the land marked as Figure 22, being
396 (Lot 2), 370-372 (Lots 7-8) and 378-392 (Lot 123) Murray Street
Special Control Area.

22.2 Objectives
To facilitate the development of 396 (Lot 2), 370-372 (Lots 7-8) and
378-392 (Lot 123) Murray Street Special Control Area as a whole in a
coordinated manner.

22.3 Plot Ratio
For the purpose of determining plot ratio within the Special Control

Area, the Special Control Area shall be treated as one lot.

22.4 Car Parking
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For the purpose of determining the tenant car parking allowance for
the Special Control Area under the provisions of the Perth Parking
Policy, the Special Control Area shall be treated as one lot.

Nothing is to prevent the tenant car parking facilities in one building or
lot within the Special Control Area from being leased or used by the
tenants of another building within the Special Control Area.

Amending the City Centre (CC) Precinct Plan Map (P1 to 8) accordingly.
Inserting Figure 22 — 396 (Lot 2), 370-372 (Lots 7-8) and 378-392 (Lot 123)

Murray Street Special Control Area into Schedule 9 — Special Control Areas of
this Scheme.

-
7
-

L)
/ Jrf o /

= = Special Control Area

Figure 22.1 - Lots 2, 7, 8 and 123 Murray Street, Perth
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SCHEME AMENDMENT REPORT
1.0 INTRODUCTION

The purpose of this amendment to City Planning Scheme No. 2 (CPS2) is to introduce
a Special Control Area (SCA) over the land situated at 396 (Lot 2), 370-372 (Lots 7-8)
and 378-392 (Lot 123) Murray Street, Perth.

SCA’s provide a mechanism to prescribe development standards for specific sites or
areas within the Scheme Area.

The 396 (Lot 2), 370-372 (Lots 7-8) and 378-392 (Lot 123) Murray Street SCA is
proposed to enable any future development on the subject site to distribute the
allowable plot ratio and car-parking provisions across the lots as required. This will
facilitate the development of a high quality hotel, multiple dwelling development,
restaurant and retail tenancies, and various associated amenity facilities. The
development proposed is in accordance with the existing Planning Approval.

2.0 SUBJECT SITE

The subject site, being 396 (Lot 2), 370-372 (Lots 7-8) and 378-392 (Lot 123) Murray
Street, Perth, is located at the north eastern side of the intersection of Murray Street
and Shafto Lane. The subject site comprises four (4) separate allotments, having a
combined land area of 4,932m? owned in freehold by Fragrance WA-Perth Pty Ltd.

The subject site is bound by existing commercial development to the north and east,
Murray Street to the south and Shafto Lane to the west. It is occupied by an at grade
fee paying public car park at the centre of the site (Lot 123), with single and two storey
commercial development at the western and eastern extent of the site respectively.
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Figure 1 — Aerial Photograph of Subject Site
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3.0 PLANNING FRAMEWORK

3.1 Metropolitan Region Scheme

The subject site is zoned Central City Area under the Metropolitan Region Scheme.
3.2 City Planning Scheme No. 2

3.2.1 Use Area and Precinct

The land is located in the City Centre Scheme Use Area and the Citiplace Precinct (P5)
as provided by CPS2. The intent of the Citiplace Precinct is to “offer a wide range of
general and specialised retail uses as well as a mix of other uses such as residential
and visitor accommodation, entertainment, commercial, medical, service industry and
office. Uses at street and pedestrian level will mainly be shops, restaurants (including
cafes), taverns and other uses, that have attractive shop fronts and provide activity,
interest and direct customer service. Other uses will be established above or below
street level and major pedestrian levels.”

Figure 2 — Extract from City Planning Scheme No.2 Scheme Map
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3.2.2 Preferred and Contemplated Uses

Preferred Uses within Precinct 5 — Citiplace, east of King Street, applicable to the
subject site include Business Services, Dining, Entertainment, Retail (Central, General
and Local) and Special Residential. Contemplated uses include Civic, Community and
Cultural, Education, Healthcare, Home Occupation, Industry, Mixed Commercial, Office,
Residential and Storage.

3.2.3 Plot Ratio

In accordance with CPS2, the subject site is permitted to have maximum plot ratio of
5.0:1, together with a maximum 20% bonus plot ratio (1.0:1) available for the provision
of the Residential or Special Residential uses.

With an area of 4,932 square metres, the land within the Special Control Area has the
potential to be developed with a total plot ratio floor area of 24,660 square metres,
without the award of bonus plot ratio, or up to 29,592 square metres with 20% bonus
plot ratio.

4.0 PLANNING APPROVAL

A development application for a 33 level residential and a 28 level hotel building was
approved by the City of Perth Local Development Assessment Panel at its meeting on 4
June 2015. The approved development also includes the demolition of the existing
buildings on the site.

The 33 level residential building on the eastern portion of the site contains 401 multiple
dwelling, five studio/offices, a restaurant and a café. The 28 level hotel building on the
western portion of the site contains 487 guest rooms and five restaurant tenancies.

The proposed development has a plot ratio of 5.98:1 (29,501m?) inclusive of 19.6%
bonus plot ratio (being 4,841m? plot ratio floor area) for a new Residential use in
accordance with Clause 28 of CPS2 and the requirements of the Bonus Plot Ratio
Policy 4.6.1.

4.1 Parking

The proposed development will have a maximum of 387 car parking bays provided on
site, comprising 45 commercial tenant bays (including car bays for the hotel), 1 loading
bay, 2 ACROD car bays and 339 residential car bays. All bays are for the exclusive use
of tenants or occupants of the development and their guests/customers and will not be
leased or otherwise reserved for use of the tenants or occupants of other buildings or
sites.

The 339 residential car bays will be accessed via Murray Street and the 48 commercial
car bays will be accessed via Shafto Lane. A porte cochere for the hotel is also
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proposed in front of the hotel with entry from Shafto Lane and exiting directly onto
Murray Street.

4.2 Advice Note

The development approval was subject to 28 conditions as well as an advice note
which included the guidance that ‘the applicant be advised that any future subdivision of
the subject site following the completion of one or both of the proposed towers, will
require an amendment to City Planning Scheme No. 2 to create a special control area
over the site, in order to ensure the car parking and plot ratio provisions for the
respective lots comply with the City Planning Scheme No. 2’.

5.0 THE PROPOSAL

The purpose of this Scheme Amendment is to introduce a SCA into the City of Perth
CPS2, being the ‘396 (Lot 2), 370-372 (Lots 7-8) and 378-392 (Lot 123) Murray Street
Special Control Area’ to facilitate the development of the land as a whole in a
coordinated manner in order to achieve a high quality outcome for the site.

The proposed provisions of the SCA to be incorporated into Schedule 9 of the CPS2
Scheme Text are as follows:

22. 396 (Lot 2), 370-372 (Lots 7-8) and 378-392 (Lot 123) Murray Street
Special Control Area

22.1 Special Control Area
The following provisions apply to the land marked as Figure 22, being
396 (Lot 2), 370-372 (Lots 7-8) and 378-392 (Lot 123) Murray Street
Special Control Area.

22.2 Objectives
To facilitate the development of 396 (Lot 2), 370-372 (Lots 7-8) and
378-392 (Lot 123) Murray Street Special Control Area as a whole in a
coordinated manner.

22.3 Plot Ratio
For the purpose of determining plot ratio within the Special Control
Area, the Special Control Area shall be treated as one lot.

22.4 Car Parking
For the purpose of determining the tenant car parking allowance for
the Special Control Area under the provisions of the Perth Parking
Policy, the Special Control Area shall be treated as one lot.

Nothing is to prevent the tenant car parking facilities in one building or

lot within the Special Control Area from being leased or used by the
tenants of another building within the Special Control Area.
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It is also proposed to amend the City Centre Precincts Plan to indicate the Special
Control Area.

6.0 PLANNING CONSIDERATIONS

Given the nature of the development and variety of land uses proposed, it is likely that
the subject site will be required to be located on separate Titles. It is possible however
that the subdivision of the subject site would result in the approved development no
longer being compliant with the plot ratio and car parking requirements of CPS2.

The proposed SCA would allow for the subdivision of the subject site while maintaining
the intent of the Planning Approval and provisions of CPS2 by enabling the various
developments to be located on separate green title allotments, but maintaining the
approved plot ratio and car-parking arrangements.

Further, the City could not support the subdivision of the site until such a time as the
proposed SCA applying to plot ratio and car-parking has been prepared and
subsequently gazetted.

The Planning and Development (Local Planning Schemes) Regulations 2015
(Regulations 2015) were gazetted on 25 August 2015 and came into effect on 19
October 2015. The Regulations 2015 replaced the Town Planning Regulations 1967
and associated Model Scheme Text.

Under the Regulations 2015 it is considered that the proposed amendment would
represent a Standard amendment for the following reasons:
e The amendment would have minimal impact on land in the scheme area that is
not the subject of the amendment; and
e The amendment does not result in any significant environmental, social,
economic or governance impacts on land in the scheme area.

7.0 CONCLUSION

The SCA applicable to 396 (Lot 2), 370-372 (Lots 7-8) and 378-392 (Lot 123) Murray
Street is proposed to assist in facilitating the high quality redevelopment of the subject
site and subsequent subdivision, as well as activating an underutilised site. The
proposed SCA will ensure a holistic approach to the development of the site, allowing
for flexibility in the way plot ratio and car-parking are distributed within the SCA.

The proposed SCA is consistent with the relevant statutory planning framework
provided by CPS2.
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PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT ACT 2005
CITY OF PERTH

CITY PLANNING SCHEME NO. 2

AMENDMENT NO. 34

The City of Perth under and by virtue of the power conferred upon it in that behalf by
the Planning and Development Act 2005 hereby amend the City Planning Scheme No.
2 by:

1. Inserting after Clause 57A(1):

(v) 396 (Lot 2), 370-372 (Lots 7-8) and 378-392 (Lot 123) Murray Street Special
Control Area.

2. Inserting the following in Schedule 9 Special Control Areas:

22. 396 (Lot 2), 370-372 (Lots 7-8) and 378-392 (Lot 123) Murray Street
Special Control Area

22.1 Special Control Area
The following provisions apply to the land marked as Figure 22, being
396 (Lot 2), 370-372 (Lots 7-8) and 378-392 (Lot 123) Murray Street
Special Control Area.

22.2 Objectives
To facilitate the development of 396 (Lot 2), 370-372 (Lots 7-8) and
378-392 (Lot 123) Murray Street Special Control Area as a whole in a
coordinated manner.

22.3 Plot Ratio
For the purpose of determining plot ratio within the Special Control
Area, the Special Control Area shall be treated as one lot.

22.4 Car Parking
For the purpose of determining the tenant car parking allowance for
the Special Control Area under the provisions of the Perth Parking
Policy, the Special Control Area shall be treated as one lot.

Nothing is to prevent the tenant car parking facilities in one building or
lot within the Special Control Area from being leased or used by the

tenants of another building within the Special Control Area.

3. Amending the City Centre (CC) Precinct Plan Map (P1 to 8) accordingly.
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Inserting Figure 22 — 396 (Lot 2), 370-372 (Lots 7-8) and 378-392 (Lot 123)
Murray Street Special Control Area into Schedule 9 — Special Control Areas of
this Scheme.
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i ‘ = mm m Special Control Area
Figure 22.1 - Lots 2, 7, 8 and 123 Murray Street, Perth
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ADOPTION

Adopted by resolution of the City of Perth at the Ordinary Meeting of the Council held
on

LORD MAYOR

CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER
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FINAL ADOPTION

Adopted for final approval by the City of Perth at the Ordinary Meeting of the Council
held on the on the day of 20 , and the Common Seal of
the City of Perth was hereunto affixed by the authority of a resolution of the Council in
the presence of:

LORD MAYOR

CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER

Recommended / Submitted for Final Approval

DELEGATED UNDER S.16 OF PD ACT 2005

DATE

FINAL APPROVAL GRANTED

MINISTER FOR PLANNING

DATE
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SCHEDULE 1

EXISTING CITY CENTRE PRECINCTS PLAN (P1 TO 8)

City Planning Scheme No.2

CITY CENTRE - Precincts 1-8

CITY CENTRE:

Will continue to develop as the focus
of business, retail, civic, cultural and
entertai ivities in Western

PRECINCTS:

The City Centre contains the following
Precincts

P1 - Northbridge PS5 - Citiplace

P2 - Cultural Centre PG - St Georges

P3 - Stirling P7 - Civic

P4 -Victoria P8 -Foreshore
PARLIAMENT HOUSE AND SURROUNDS:
A Clause 32 area which maintains the visual

prominence of Parliament House and the
aesthetic quality of development in the area.

MINOR TOWN / LOCAL PLANNING
SCHEMES (TPS / LPS):
The additional Schemes which apply in the
city centre are:
TPS 11 - Wesley Trust and WA Travel Centre
TPS 13 - State Government Insurance Office
TPS 16 - David Jones Site {now Central Park)
TPS 21 - FAI Site
TPS 23 - Paragon
LPS26 - Normalised Redevelopment Areas

SPECIAL CONTROL AREAS

Special control areas apply in the city centre
for these areas:

2 -CTA Building

5 -240 St Georges Tce & 899-915 Hay St

6 -141 & 125-137 St Georges Tce &

18 Mounts Bay Road

8 -126-144 Stirling Street

11 - 225-239 St Georges Tce (Bishops See)

12 - 298-316 Murray Street

15 - 92-120 Roe Street

17 - St Martins

18 - 30 Beaufort Street

19 - 2-6 (Lot 40) Parker Street

PLANNING POLICIES:
Planning and design guidelines apply in the
city centre for these areas:

- James, William, Roe and Lake Street

- King Street

- Goderich

- William Street Station Precinct

Perth Water

CITY OF VINCENT

LEGEND

Scheme Area Boundary

CITY OF PERTH SCHEME RESERVES

Parks & Recreation
Public Purposes - Civic Use

fE

CITY OF PERTH SCHEME USE AREAS

City Centre

Town Centre
Residential
Office/Residential
Residential/Commercial
Commercial

OTHER
Additional Uses

Normalised
Redevelopment Area

Metropolitan Redevelopment
Authority Area

City Centre Boundary
MRS Clause 32 Area

Minor Town / Local Planning
Schemes and Number

Special Control
Areas and Number
Other Planning Control Areas
Precinct Boundary
Precinct Number
METROPOLITAN REGION
SCHEME RESERVES
Parks & Recreation
Railways
Civic & Cultural
Waterways

Public Purposes

= Hospital

* CarPark

* University

= SECWA

= Special Uses

ROADS
= Primary Regional Roads

= Other Regional Roads

HEEENE

NOTE: The Department of Planning should be
conszulted for full information on the actual

Scheme Reserves

City of Perth | City Planning Scheme No.2
City Centre P1to P8

Amended - September 2015
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SCHEDULE 2

PROPOSED CITY CENTRE PRECINCTS PLAN (P1TO 8)

City Planning Scheme No.2

CITY CENTRE - Precincts 1-8

CITY CENTRE:

Will continue to develop as the focus

of business, retail, civic, cultural and

entertail activities in W Australia

PRECINCTS:
The City Cantre contains the following
Precincts

P1 - Northbridge P5 - Citiplace

P2 - Cultural Centre P& - 5t Georges

P3 - Stirling PT - Civic

P4 - Victoria P8 - Foreshore
PARLIAMENT HOUSE AND SURROUNDS:
A Clause 32 area which maintains the visual
prominence of Parliament House and the

hetic quality of di in the area.

MINOR TOWN / LOCAL PLANNING
SCHEMES (TPS / LPS):
The additional Schemes which apply in the
ity centre are:

TP511 - Wesley Trust and WA Travel Centre
TP513 - State Government Insurance Office
TPS 16 - David Jones Site (now Central Park)
TP521 - FAl Site

TP523 - Paragon

LPS 26 - Normalised Redevelopment Areas

SPECIAL CONTROL AREAS
Special control areas apply in the city centre
for these areas:
2 - CTA Building
5 -240 5t Georges Tce & 899-915 Hay 5t
6 -141 & 125-137 5t Georges Tce &
18 Mounts Bay Road
8 - 126-144 Stirling Street
11 - 225-239 5t Georges Tce (Bishops See)
12 - 298-316 Murray Street
15 - 92-120 Roe Street
17 - 5t Martins
18 - 30 Beaufort Street
19 - 2-6 (Lot 40) Parker Street
27 - Lots 2,7, B and 23 Murray Street

PLANNING POLICIES:
Planning and design guidelines apply in the
city centra for thase areas:

- lames, William, Roe and Lake 5treet

- King Street

- Goderich

- William 5treet Station Precinct

Perth Water

CITY OF VINCENT

LEGEND

Scheme Area Boundary

CITY OF PERTH SCHEME RESERVES

Parks & Recreation

Public Purposes - Civic Use

City Centre

Town Centre
Residential
Office/Residential
Residential/Commercial

Commercial

OTHER
Additional Uses

Normalised

Redevelopment Area
Metropolitan Redevelopment
Authority Area

City Centre Boundary

MRS Clause 32 Area

Minor Town { Local Planning
Schemes and Number
Special Control

Areas and Number

Other Planning Control Areas
Precinct Boundary

Precinct Number
METROPOLITAN REGION
SCHEME RESERVES

Parks & Recreation

Railways

Civic & Cultural

Waterways

Public Purposes

= Hospital

= Car Park

= University

= SECWA

= Special Uses

ROADS

= Primary Regional Roads
= Other Regional Roads

HE

CITY OF PERTH SCHEME USE AREAS

AEEENE

HIOTE: The Department of Planning shauld be
Far full i 5on an th i

Scheme Reserves

an
land requirements far all Metropaktan Regian

City of Perth | City Planning Scheme No.2
City Centre P1 to P8

Amended - September 2015
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City Planning Scheme No.2 - Amendment No.34

Overview of Submissions (5 in total) ‘

Organisation

Comment

City’s Response

1.

Main Roads Western
Australia

The proposed amendment is not adjacent to, nor will it impact, any
roads under Main Roads control. Therefore, Main Roads has no
comment.

Noted.

Water Corporation

Reticulated water and sewerage is currently available throughout the
subject area. The developer is expected to fund any new works
required or the upgrading of existing works and protection of all
works.

Buildings on these lots will require the approval of the Water
Corporation and infrastructure contributions and fees may apply.

Noted.

This matter is not relevant to the
establishment of a Special Control
Area.

The subject site has an existing
development approval and due process
will be followed.

ATCO Gas Australia

ATCO Gas has infrastructure that will need to be identified and
managed prior to any future design being finalised and any ground
truthing, disturbance commencing on the lots.

Noted.

This matter is not relevant to the
establishment of a Special Control
Area.

The subject site has an existing
development approval and due process
will be followed.

Tourism WA

Tourism WA supports the amendment to create a special control area
over the site.

The development of a hotel on this site will be an important addition to
room supply in a strategic location within the Perth CBD.

Noted.

Department of Water

The Department of Water has assessed the proposed amendment
and has no comments to provide.

Noted.

I\CPS\Admin Services\Committees\5. Planning\AS160413 - Reports\1 Sch - Schedule XI - summary of submissions.pdf
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Current Land Use Map

SCHEDULE 3

%4¥ CiTY of PERTH

Northbridge Land Use

| LAND USE TYPES

Residential

- Special Residential

- Entertainment

I\CPS\Admin Services\Committees\5. Planning\AS160413 - Reports\2 Sch - Schedule X
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SCHEDULE 4

Noise Complaints, Population Growth & Licensed Premises

Number of Music Related Noise Complaints by Suburb & Year

*Note data captures all music related noise complaints — includes from venues and private residences.

Population Growth by Suburb

I\CPS\Admin Services\Committees\5. Planning\AS160413 - Reports\2 Sch - Schedule XI.pdf
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2000 | 2001 | 2002 | 2003 | 2004 | 2005 | 2006 | 2007 | 2008 | 2009 | 2010 | 2011 | 2012 | 2013 | 2014 | 2015
East Perth 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
West Perth 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Northbridge 10 12 14 14 14 13 13 13 13 13 12 12 12 11 11 11
Perth 11 11 10 8 8 8 7 7 6 7 7 7 7 7 7 7
Total 21 23 24 22 22 21 20 20 19 20 19 19 19 18 18 18
%
Increase/Decrease 952 | 435 | -833 | 0.00| -455 | -4.76 | 0.00| -5.00 | 5.26 | -5.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | -5.26 | 0.00 | 0.00

2000 | 2001 | 2002 | 2003 | 2004 | 2005 | 2006 | 2007 | 2008 | 2009 | 2010 | 2011 | 2012 | 2013 | 2014 | 2015
East Perth 26 27 30 31 30 31 33 34 33 36 37 40 41 44 46 48
West Perth 31 31 34 32 34 35 35 38 38 35 36 35 33 35 33 36
Northbridge 92 100 | 102 99 94 94 92 95 93 92 96 104 106 106 | 103 | 109
Perth 150 150 | 151 154 156 | 163 161 | 163 157 | 165 | 175 180 184 192 | 206 | 213
Total 299 308 | 317 316 | 314 | 323 321 | 330 321 | 328 | 344 | 359 | 364 | 377 | 388 | 406
%
Increase/Decrease 301| 292| -032| -0.63| 2.87 | -0.62 | 280 | -2.73 | 2.18 | 4.88 | 436 | 139 | 3.57 | 292 | 4.64




SCHEDULE 5

CITY of PERTH Council Policy Manual W

City of PERTH

COUNCIL POLICY 6.1 HERITAGE GRANTS

PREAMBLE

The City of Perth recognises the important contribution that heritage makes to community,
sustainability, cultural identity and the economy. The City of Perth also recognises that
heritage is important because it provides a sense of unity and belonging within the
community, and provides insight into previous generations and our history. Together, the
City of Perth and the property owners must ensure that the valuable assets of our heritage
are respected and celebrated.

The City of Perth’s program of development and financial incentives is aimed at
encouraging and assisting landowners to retain, maintain, conserve and use heritage
places. Heritage Grants are a key component of the City’s heritage incentives program
and are primarily focused on the conservation, rather than maintenance, of heritage
places.

This Policy should be read in conjunction with other Polices that relate to the City’s
heritage incentive program including, Planning Policy 4.5.1 Bonus Plot Ratio, Planning
Policy 4.5.2 Transfer Plot Ratio and Council Policy 9.2 Heritage Rate Concession.

POLICY OBJECTIVE

The City of Perth provides heritage grants to encourage and assist landowners to
conserve and continue the active use of heritage places.

DEFINITIONS

Heritage Place means individual places and conservation areas included in the City
Planning Scheme No. 2 Register of Places of Cultural Heritage Significance (excluding
non-heritage properties in conservation areas).

Cultural Heritage Significance means identified aesthetic, historic, scientific or social value
for past, present or future generations.

Conservation means all the processes of looking after a place so as to retain its cultural
heritage significance.

Maintenance means the continuous protective care of a place, and its setting.
Maintenance is to be distinguished from repair which involves restoration or
reconstruction.

Preservation means maintaining a place in its existing state and retarding deterioration.

Restoration means returning a place to a known earlier state and retarding deterioration.

Reconstruction means returning a place to a known earlier state by removing accretions or
by reassembling existing elements without the introduction of new material.

1

SERVING LEADING GROWING TEAMWORK EXCELLENCE PRIDE
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CITY of PERTH Council Policy Manual W

City of PERTH

CP 6.1 — Heritage Grants

Interpretation means all the ways of revealing the cultural heritage significance of a
heritage place, and is intended to heighten public awareness and enhance understanding
of the cultural heritage significance of a heritage place.

Conservation Management Plan is the principal guiding document for the conservation and
management of a heritage place.

Fabric means the physical element or finish which is part of the heritage value of a
heritage place.

POLICY STATEMENT

1. Matched funding between $2,000 and $40,000 is available for works associated with
the conservation of heritage places located within the City of Perth Local Government
Area.

1.1. The recipient contribution must, as a minimum, match the heritage grant.
1.2. In-kind support will not be considered.

2.  Matched funding between $2,000 and $20,000 will be considered for the preparation
of studies, reports or advice prepared to inform the future retention, conservation and
use of a heritage place located within the City of Perth Local Government Area.

3.  Full funding to a maximum of $20,000 will be considered for the preparation of a
Conservation Management Plan for a heritage place located within the City of Perth
Local Government Area.

4.  No more than $40,000 over a five (5) year period will be provided to a single property
(excluding heritage grants provided for the preparation of a Conservation
Management Plan).

5.  Where funding exceeds $20,000 for a single property the landowner will be required
to prepare a Conservation Management Plan.

6. No more than $90,000 will be provided to a single property.
Funding Priorities
7.  Match funding will be considered for the following projects:

7.1. Reconstruction and restoration of significant heritage fabric that is visible
from the public realm;
o Examples include:
o Re-pointing brickwork;
o Removal of non-original paint and render;
o Reinstatement of original or early paint colour schemes (including
signs);

2
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7.2.

7.3.

7.4.

7.5.

7.6.

1.7.

° Reinstatement of former facades, windows, entries, verandahs and
awnings;
o Repairs to significant features including fences and chimneys.

Facade work that visually reconnects the ground floor to intact upper floors;

Replacement of significant heritage fabric with new fabric (where existing
fabric is beyond repair) using traditional materials and building techniques;

Works required to stabilise a heritage place that do not constitute
maintenance;

Examples include:

Works to address subsurface and subsoil changes;
Foundation repair;

Underpinning;

Structural ties and reinforcement.

The removal of non-structural intrusive elements that are visible from the
public realm and have a negative impact on the cultural heritage significance
of a heritage place. The removal must be associated with conservation works
and result in a positive conservation outcome for the heritage place or
conservation area.

o Examples include:

Any element identified as intrusive in a Conservation Management
Plan;

Non-original verandahs, awnings and verandah in-fills;

Non-original render and paint colour schemes;

Redundant signage and lighting;

Add-on-extensions, intrusive buildings and infill structures;

Exposed services and mechanical equipment.

Interpretation that explains, reveals or enhances an understanding of the
cultural heritage significance of a heritage place where the cultural heritage
significance of a heritage place is not readily apparent from the public realm;

o Examples include:

o Visual representation (as opposed to reconstruction or restoration) of
missing original fabric, including creative and innovative design
solutions;

o Publically accessible interpretative fixed infrastructure (signs and
displays);

The preparation of studies, reports or advice, prepared by a suitably qualified
professional that provides recommendations to inform the future retention,
conservation and use of a heritage place;

3
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Examples include:

o Building condition assessments (including material conservation,
restoration and reconstruction studies) to evaluate the physical state of
a heritage place;

o Interpretation Plan, strategy or policy;

o Signage policy or strategy for a conservation area or a heritage place
with multiple tenancies;

o Adaptive re-use options study for vacant heritage places;

o Place to determine its conservation needs;

o Structural engineering advice (in relation to heritage fabric only).

Fully funded heritage grants will be considered for the preparation of a
Conservation Management Plan by a heritage professional with
demonstrated experience in preparing Conservation Management Plans, and
in accordance with the State Heritage Office’s ‘An Information Guide to
Conservation Managed Plans.

Funding Exclusions

9. Heritage grants will not be provided for the following:

9.1.

9.2.

9.3.

9.4.

Maintenance works that are required to avoid or delay deterioration of
heritage fabric;

Examples include:

Cleaning, weatherproofing, fire protection, security;

Repainting using the same colour scheme;

Replacing missing or deteriorated fittings or building materials such as
loose roof sheeting;

Replacing electric wiring or other utility services;

Landscape maintenance.

Maintenance works that are required to be undertaken as a condition of
receiving previous funding from the City of Perth or to fulfil an agreement
associated with the City’s Heritage Rate Concession;

The installation of services;

Examples include:

o Solar and wind energy devices;
Water tanks;

Heat pumps and air conditioners;
Gas meters, bottles and plumbing;
Satellite dishes/antennae.

Minor works including the installation of temporary hoarding, fencing or
scaffolding;

4
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9.5. Works associated with administering a business including resources and the
purchase of devices, components or equipment, or any other facility
associated with operational costs;

9.6. New buildings, additions or extensions to an existing heritage place;

9.7. The preparation of documentation associated with a Development
Application or Building Permit involving a Bonus Plot Ratio or Transfer Plot
Ratio.

Examples Include:

. Heritage Impact Assessment;

. Conservation Management Plan or Strategy;
o Interpretation Plan, Policy or Strategy;

o Access Statement or Study;

o Landscape or Plan;

o Signage Strategy;

o Safer Design Site Assessment;

o Management Plan.

9.8. Any works required to satisfy conditions imposed as part of an approval for a

Bonus Plot Ratio or Transfer Plot Ratio.
Examples include:
o Work associated with the maintenance or conservation of a place;
o The implementation of an Interpretation Plan or Strategy.
Eligibility
10. To be eligible applicants must be the landowner (or lawfully act on behalf of the
landowner) of a rateable property that is listed as a Heritage Place in the City of
Perth City Planning Scheme or in the Metropolitan Redevelopment Authority heritage
inventory.
Ineligibility
11. Applications will be considered ineligible if:

11.1.

11.2.

11.3.

The property is identified as non-heritage or non-contributory in a
Conservation Area;

The property is not rateable;

Previously approved City of Perth Heritage Grant for the property has not
been acquitted,;

5
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11.4. The landowner has an outstanding debt to the City of Perth;

11.5. The application is for retrospective funding of a commenced or completed
project;

11.6. The application does not address the assessment criteria or is incomplete.

Application Requirements

12. A completed ‘Heritage Grant Application’ must be signed by the landowner or

13.

14.

authorised landowner representative and submitted to the City of Perth no later than
the nominated closing date. Where the applicant is representing a landowner, or
group of landowners, the applicant must provide their legal authorisation:

Examples:

o Letter of Authority (must be on company letterhead);
o Power of Attorney;

. Company Statement/Extract.

All applicants must disclose the following:
13.1. Any known established relationship between the property landowner (or
landowner representative), managing agent or leasee and all quote

providers;

13.2. Any other funding sought or received from the City of Perth or any other
funding body for the property;

13.3. Any development based incentives received for the property.
The following supporting documentation must be submitted with the application form:

14.1. Evidence that the applicant has the proper authority to act on behalf of the
landowner/s of the property;

14.2. A succinct current property condition report;

14.3. A Project Scope including project description, objectives and timetable
(tangible outputs, funding stages, phasing and milestones);

14.4. An itemised budget (cost breakdown structure and grant and recipient
contribution distribution);

14.5. Three (3) quotes from relevant professionals with proven experience specific
to the project for which grant funding is sought;

14.6. Evidence of full value building insurance cover for the property.

6
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15. A Conservation Management Plan must be submitted with applications where the
cumulative funding for the property exceeds $20,000.

Assessment Criteria

16. Applications for matched funded Heritage Grants will be assessed against the
following essential criteria:

16.1. Accordance with the Heritage Grant Policy objective;

16.2. Compliance with best practice heritage conservation;

16.3. Accordance with Conservation Management Plan (where appropriate);
16.4. Improvement of the external presentation of a heritage place;

16.5. Promotion and enhancement of community appreciation and understanding
of the heritage place;

16.6.  Project design and achievability, budget rigour and value-for-money;
16.7.  Other funding received or sought;
16.8. Any development based incentives received or sought;

17. Applications for matched funded Heritage Grants will be assessed against the
following desirable criteria:

17.1. Improvement of access to a heritage place;
17.2. Heritage place forms part of a tourist or visitor attraction;

17.3. Heritage place is located in an area that is planned for revitalisation or
streetscape/laneway enhancement;

17.4. The project facilitates the activation of a heritage place (basements, upper
floors).

18. Applications for matched funded Heritage Grants for the preparation of studies,
reports or advice will be assessed against the following additional criteria:

18.1. There is a demonstrated need for the document to inform the future retention,
conservation and/or use of a heritage place.

19. Applications for fully funded Heritage Grants for the preparation of a Conservation
Management Plan will be assessed against the following essential criteria:

7
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19.1. There is a demonstrated need for a property management tool to guide future
change and inform effective decisions in relation to change in a heritage
place, specifically through conservation and maintenance schedules;

19.2. A revised/up-dated Conservation Management Plan is required given that,
since the existing document was prepared, significant development has
occurred and/or the heritage values of the heritage place have changed;

19.3. Whether any development based incentives received for the heritage place;

19.4. Whether any other funding received or sought.

Application Process

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

Applications and supporting documents will be assessed on their merit against the
assessment criteria, and rated and ranked in relation to other applications being
considered for heritage grant funding in the same round.

Applications will be determined by the Council.

The Council may prioritise or place greater weight of any of the assessment criteria.

Applicants will be advised in writing of the Council’s decision.

Applications that meet the assessment criteria are not guaranteed a heritage grant.

Terms and Conditions of Grant Funding

Funding

25. The landowner must enter into a ‘Heritage Grant Funding Agreement’ with the City of
Perth that includes conditions pertaining to the heritage grant funding.

26. Subject to the terms and conditions of the Funding Agreement the City shall provide
the Funding to the Landowner.

27. Funding shall be paid by the City to the Landowner, and used by the Landowner for
the purposes for which the amount was intended, and in accordance with the
approved Heritage Grant application.

28. For matched funded grants, the financial contribution of the landowner must, as a
minimum, match the approved Heritage Grant funding amount.

29. In-kind funding contributions and any other grant funding received shall not be used
in the calculation of the landowner contribution.

30. Funding application (including three quotes) and approval runs with the Property and

can be transferred to any new landowner.

8
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31.

32.

33.

34.

35

36.

37.

38.

39.

40.

Funding is not effective prior to the Funding Agreement being signed by all parties.

Funding is to be expended within 24 months of the date the Council approved the
application, unless otherwise agreed by the Council.

Where the cumulative total of City heritage grants for a single property exceeds
$20,000 the landowner will be required to prepare a Conservation Management Plan
for the heritage place.

Prior to the provision of funding the landowner must sign the City’'s Property
Maintenance Agreement.

. Funding approval is not approval to undertake work. All relevant approvals, permits

and licences from relevant authorities.

For grant funded works, on-site acknowledgment of the City’s funding shall be
provided for the period of the grant funded project.

Publicity requests from the City in relation to the funding shall not be unreasonably
withheld.

For grant funded documents, one digital copy must be provided to the City prior to
payment of funds, and the author must grant to the City in writing perpetual,
nonexclusive licence to copy, display and electronically retain the document. The City
may not use the document in any way which may or is likely to bring the author into
disrepute

The landowner agrees to the City communicating commercially non-sensitive
information contained in the original Heritage Grant Application and Acquittal Report,
including photographs, to the public in relation to future promotion of the Heritage
Grant.

Unless prior approval in writing is obtained from the City, the Landowner must not
use any part of the funding provided by the City for any purpose other than the
purpose for which the funding is provided.

Acquittal

41.

Within 6 months from the project completion, and no later than 30 months from the
date the Council approved the application, a written Acquittal Report for the project
must be submitted to the satisfaction of the City. The report must:

41.1. Provide a detailed acquittal of how the funding has been expended and proof
of payment;

41.2. Include a tax invoice;

9
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41.3.

41.4.

41.5.

41.6.

41.7.

41.8.

Demonstrate how the project met the original project objectives that formed
the basis for the funding;

Demonstrate that the funding was expended after the Funding Agreement
was executed,

Demonstrate that at least an equal direct financial contribution to the project
was provided by the landowner (excluding in-kind contributions and any other
grant funding obtained for the project);

For studies, reports, advice, or conservation management plans demonstrate
how the recommendations have been, or are intend to be, implemented,

Include a statement of funding benefits, achievements and challenges,
including photographs of the project (prior, during and after works);

Advise of any commercially sensitive operation details, which the City must
keep confidential.

Grant Payment

42. Payment will only be made as a reimbursement on works certified as completed.

43. Payment will not be made for expenditure undertaken prior to the date that the last
party signed the Funding Agreement.

44. Payment will only be made following acceptance by the City of the written acquittal
report by the City.

45. The City shall endeavour to pay the funding to the landowner as soon as practicable
after the acceptance of the written Acquittal Report.

Document Control Box

Document Responsibilities:

Custodian: | Heritage | Custodian Unit: | Arts, Culture & Heritage

Decision Maker: | Council

Compliance Requirements:

Legislation:

Section 6.47 of the Local Government Act 1995.

Industry:

Organisational:

Document Management:

Risk Rating: | Medium | Review Frequency: | Biannual | Next Due: | 2017 | TRIM Ref: | [AP####]
Version # Decision Reference: Synopsis:
1. OCM 24/04/12 (174/12) Adopted.
2. OCM 11/08/15 (328/15) Revised Policy adopted.
3.
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HERITAGE GRANT ROUND APPLICATIONS 2016
Eligibility Application requirements Policy Statement
-5 ()
(5]
£ g ko 5 5| 2, £yl 3 s &
2 . & 8| 3 s| 3 8 3158 | s3| B 2%
£ 3 < @ ° 2 2 £l g g 3 = Z 0 2
H S| EE o g £ 3 & 5 ] 2 33 53| tg| g¢ 2
= Sl 225 ] = 5 = TS| €2 €9 < E 5 =
. . . = gl =9 ° o) £ Q Z o =| § o o & o 5 = 2P o 1S
TRIM Date Recived Address Project Details| Amount Sought - = g ﬁ S & s g £ g 5 21 532 59 = g 85 2 S
142-150
Murray Street na Application not
5984/16 12/01/2015(Perth CMP S 20,000.00 progressed
57 Goderich
213964/15 3/12/2015|(Street Tuckpointing | § 3,630.00 na na na na na na
not not
222554/1 223 supplied not supplied
5& Newcastle self supplied self na na na na na na
228840/1 Street Conservation explanato self explanato
5 16/12/2015[Northbridge |Works S 3,234.00 ry explanatory ry
49 Bennett
Street, East na na na na na na na
14541/16 29/01/2016 |Perth CmP $ 20,000.00
61 King Conservation
14547/16 29/01/2016|Street, Perth |works S 40,000.00 $40,000 na na na na na
101 St
Georges Conservation na na na
14549/16 29/01/2016|Terrace Perth |works S 90,000.00
200 St
Georgres Tce [Conservation na na na na na
14725/16 29/01/2016|The Cloisters |Works S 40,000.00
7/ Glyde
(Boans Conservation 2 quotes na na na na na
14882/16 30/01/2016|Warehouse) |Works S 35,000.00
e Note only $41,099
report 4 worh of
quotes na na na na na conservation work
33 Wellington |Conservation sought in project but a
14642/16 29-Jan|Street Works S 40,000.00 $328 k projects
61 Fitzgerald [S19,033 +
Street (St $4,700 Ws & na na na na na na applied for $1.2m
13977/16 28-Jan|Brigids) CMP S 23,733.00 lotteries grant
TI86 Hay
Street
(Merilinga Conservation 1 quote na na na na na
13427/16 21-Jan|House) Works S 24,390.00 $10,000 sho grant
W
120 undertake No CMP or
Abderdeen a CMP if |Stated will ha ha na na na insurance
Street, Conservation grant obtain if provided but will
15670/16 ¢ 30-Jan|Northbridge [Works S 90,000.00 approved |required supply if required
TOTAL S 429,987.00
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Schedule 1:
Assessment Criteria
Project Outline Application details |Essential Desireable Policy Variations
- > T > | - < a
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5 (0] ) 3 — 0w |Boluz| 88 |888|23 |2 8c| 8| =8 o83 & 3 3 |83 8 S
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2 g-g S > o S8 |%58(se| 22 E%g&b— %5 g3 2 °g8 |ss8& = S 2 [g=2 |2 »
o o, i= clc a = S < 3} = T 5 =) 7]
a S s = cd |s8[cf|es|Es|fEs|82|eS(BE|e|82[F88| &8 g |2l8s¢g |8 | &
1 |57 Goderich Street Tuckpointing $7,260 $3,630 y y y y y y na| na |[na| na 1
Chimney and
2 |223 Newcastle Street tuckpointinq repairs $3,234 $3,234 y y Yy y y na na 2
Front fagade
3 |61 King Street EsiaE $108,000 | $40,000 |y |y y y y y 3
Front fagcade A
4 [101 St Georges Tce restoration and $184,075 | $90,000 | Y Yy |Y y y y
200 St Georges Terrace | Fagade restoration of
5 |Cloisters brickwork $479,000 | $40,000 | vy y |y y y y y na na na | na 1
7 GIyde Street - fmr Restoration of
. $70,387 $35,000 na na na [ na 1
6 |Boans external fabric Y Y|y vy yy y
Conservation and
. .\ $328,002 | $40,000 na na na [ na 2
7 |33 Wellington Street additions y Iy y y y y
61 Fitzgerald Street St External conservation y na |CMP2| 1 1
8 |Brigids works $1,206015( s19033 | Y [ Y [ Y| Y | Y | Y y below
i 2
9 |1186 Hay Street Conservation works | ¢/ 0200 | goa300 | Y [ Y [ Y [ Y | Y | Y . y
Stablisation of
structure for y y y y y y y 5
10 |120 Aberdeen Street conservation $460,000 | $90,000
Sub Total $2,984,753 | $385,287
Project Outline Application details |Assessment Criteria
[
@ 2 18 | 5
= C | 2
3 x | g.|38 58| ¢
o 2 |e35|ag|ee| 8
C c ; o€l 26| o % @
o ®© o2 =l O _|2og o
2 s |seled|2f| £
© -2 23|22 S
> T IS SEElovg|[ES| 3
> = o = Sog|l 2| e8| £ 2
= 1 S) 0 SEE| 25| ES| B c
) ) (] 20al Dol 2o = o )
=) = I =) s®2 85|22 BE €
° o & g EcS>2| >8] % 3
a (8] = o Sel 5|82 £8 o
1 |49 Bennett Street full $21,000 | $20,000 | Y n n
. CoP Grant +
2 |61 Fitzgerald Street updates $4,700 $4,700 y y lotteries
Sub Total $25,700 $24,700
[Totals | $3,010,453] $409,987]
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Heritage Grant Funding Assessments

Summary:

Address Amount Amount Previous City
Requested Recommended | funding

61 Fitzgerald Street $4,700 $4,700 nil

49 Bennett Street $20,000 $20,000 nil

120 Aberdeen Street $90,000 $40,000 nil

1186 Hay Street $24,390 $19,390 $6,930 (CMP)

61 Fitzgerald Street $19,032 $19,032 nil

33 Wellington Street $40,000 $21,000 $10,770 (CMP)

7 Glyde Street $35,000 $35,000 $19,580 (CMP)

200 St Georges Terrace | $40,000 $40,000 nil

101 St Georges Terrace | $90,000 $40,000 $30,000 (CMP)

$40,000

61 King Street $40,000 $40,000 nil

223 Newcastle Street $3,234 $1,617 nil

57 Goderich Street $3,630 $3,630 $11,996 (CMP)

Totals $409,986 $279,669

Details

Heritage Place Name

St Brigid’s Complex

Property Address

61 Fitzgerald Street

Photo

Funding Type

Fully Fl]ed Conservation Management Plan
(CMP)

Project Overview

Update CMP, specifically physical desciption and
policy sectionsto reflect changes to the heritage
buidlings since 2002.

Amount Sought

$4,700

Owner Contribution

Nil

Application sought to vary
Council Policy 6.1
Heritage Grants

Nil — fully complies

Relevant Assessment Nil
Criteria

Recommended Funding | $4,700
Special Conditions Nil.
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Heritage Place Name

Fmr Grand Lodge

Property Address

49‘ ennettStreet

Photo

Funding Type

Fully Funded Conservation Management Plan

Project Overview

Prepare a CMP for the heritage building

Amount Sought

$20,000

Owner Contribution

$1,175

Application sought to vary
Council Policy 6.1
Heritage Grants

Nil — fully complies

Relevant Assessment Nil.
Criteria

Recommended Funding | $20,000
Special Conditions Nil.

Heritage Place Name

House (fmr)

Property Address

Photo

120 Aberdeen Street
=

Funding Type

Matched Funded Conservation Works

Project Overview

Replace roof tiles with corrugated iron to match
original, replace concrete verandah with original
bullnose, add wrought iron gate, paint exterior,
return window frames to match original, repair
leadlight and restore structural damage

Amount Sought

$90,000

Owner Contribution

$370,000

Application sought to vary
Council Policy 6.1
Heritage Grants

Cl 1. Matched funding available up to $40k
Cl 4. No more than $40K over 5 years.
Cl. 5 CMP required where funding exceeds $20K

Relevant Assessment
Criteria

Nil.

Recommended Funding

$40,000

Special Conditions

Demonstrate Building Insurance, and to negate
requirement for works to be undertaken under
the supervision of a qualified Heritage Architect
to ensure accurate interpretation of original roof
and verandabh.

Note

Council may vary its Policy and approve
amount sought.
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Heritage Place Name

Meerilinga House

Property Address

1186 Hay Street

Photo

N iy kL

% ;'

Funding Type

Matched Funded Conservation Works

Project Overview

Remedial works including restoration of external
brickwork and limestone, windows and leadlight,
balcony floor and heritage signage. Internally
restore timber floors, tiled areas around
fireplaces and walls.

Amount Sought

$24,390

Owner Contribution

$38,780 + $10K SHO grant

Application Sought
Variation to Council Policy
6.1 Heritage Grants

Cl 1. Matched funding available up to $40K

Relevant Assessment
Criteria

Cl. 16.7 Other funding Sought or Received
($10K State Heritage Office Grant and City of
Perth Heritage Grants $6,930 for CMP 2004 and
$4,500 for conservation works 2006 — did not
proceed)

Recommended Funding

$19,390

Special Conditions

Nil.

Note

Owner allocation $38,780 plus $10,000 State
Heritage Office Grant. 50% of $38,780 =
$19,390.

Council may vary its Policy and approve
amount sought.

Governance advised that the Policy 6.1 adopted
in 2015 does not apply retrospectively.
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Heritage Place Name

St Brigid’s Complex (Parish Hall Building)

Property Address

61 Fitzgerald Street

Photo

o

-

Funding Type

Matched Funded Conservation Works

Project Overview

Replace existing roof gutters and downpipes with
new profiles to match original.

External painting to trims, window frames an
chimneys with colour to match original.

Amount Sought

$19,032.50

Owner Contribution

$19,982.50

Application sought to vary
Council Policy 6.1
Heritage Grants

Nil — fully complies

Relevant Assessment
Criteria

Cl. 16.7 Other funding Sought or Received
($1.257M Lotterywest Grant)

Recommended Funding | $19,032.50

Special Conditions Nil.

Heritage Place Name House

Property Address 33 Wellington Street

e :s ]

i L bbb

Funding Type

atched unded Consation Works

Project Overview

Stabilise foundations, external brickwork
restoration, render repair and chimney
restoration.

Amount Sought

$40,000

Owner Contribution

$288,002

Application sought to vary
Council Policy 6.1
Heritage Grants

Cl 1. Matched funding available up to $40K
however Total conservation works = $41,099

Relevant Assessment
Criteria

Cl. 16.7 Other funding Sought or Received (City
of Perth Heritage Grant $10,770 for CMP 2007
(approved) & $100K for conservation and
stabilisation works in 2012 (not approved)
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Recommended Funding

$21,000

Special Conditions

Nil.

Note

50% of $41,099 (total conservation works) =
$21,000.

Council may vary its Policy and approve
amount sought.

Governance advised that the Policy 6.1 adopted
in 2015 does not apply retrospectively.

Heritage Place Name

fmr Boans Warehouse

Property Address

7 Glyde Street

Photo

i = - #

Funding Type

Mtched Funded Conservation Works

Project Overview

External repairs and remedial works inducing
replacing deteriorated timber members, repoint
brickwork, repair cracked windows and masonry
lintels and sills

Amount Sought

$35,000

Owner Contribution

$35,387

Application sought to vary
Council Policy 6.1
Heritage Grants

Nil — fully complies

Relevant Assessment
Criteria

Cl. 16.7 Other funding Sought or Received (City
of Perth Heritage Grant $19,580 CMP 2010)

Recommended Funding

$35,000

Special Conditions

Nil.

Note

Governance advised that the Policy 6.1 adopted
in 2015 does not apply retrospectively.

Heritage Place Name

Cloisters

Property Address

200 St Georges Terrace
3 I

Photo

Funding Type

Mat Fun Conservation Works

Project Overview

Replace eroded bricks to facade with bricks to
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match original repoint all brickwork with lime
mortar and replace cement render to brickwork
with lime wash.

Amount Sought

$40,000

Owner Contribution

$439,000

Application sought to vary
Council Policy 6.1
Heritage Grants

Nil — fully complies

Relevant Assessment Nil

Criteria

Recommended Funding | $40,000
Special Conditions Nil.

Heritage Place Name Fmr WA Club

Property Address

101 St Georges Tce
vy — h =

Photo

-

Funding Type

Matched Funded Conservation Works

Project Overview

Facade restoration including repair cracked and
damaged parapet, granite columns, window sills,
panels, repaint, and reinstate original facade

side entry.
Amount Sought $90,000
Owner Contribution $94,075

Application sought to vary
to Council Policy 6.1
Heritage Grants

Cl 1. Matched funding available up to $40k
Cl. 4:No more than $40K over 5 years.

Cl. 5: CMP required where funding exceeds
$20K

Relevant Assessment
Criteria

Cl. 16.7 Other funding Sought or Received (City
of Perth heritage grants - $30K for CMP in 2007
and $40K in conservation works in 2009)

Recommended Funding

$40,000

Special Conditions

Nil

Note

Governance advised that the Policy 6.1 adopted
in 2015 does not apply retrospectively.

Council may vary its Policy and approve
amount sought.
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Heritage Place Name

Commercial Building

Property Address

61 King Street

Photo

Funding Type

Matched Funded Conservatlon Works

Project Overview

Structural repairs gable and columns, including
replacing missing column, window frame
restoration and patching and repainting masonry.

Amount Sought

$40,000

Owner Contribution

$68,000

Application sought to vary
Council Policy 6.1
Heritage Grants

Nil — fully complies

Relevant Assessment
Criteria

Cl. 16.7 Other funding Sought or Received

(Previous owners awarded Heritage Grant in for
$20K in 2007 for CMP, $40K in 2009 for repairs
and $30K for works in 2010 but did not proceed

with any)
Recommended Funding | $40,000
Special Conditions Nil.
Heritage Place Name House

Property Address

223 Newcastle Street )

Photo

Funding Type

Matched Funded Conservatlon Works

Project Overview

Replace fretting bricks, patch loose render,
repair and patch cracks in chimney and touch up

re-pointing.
Amount Sought $3,234
Owner Contribution Nil

Application sought to vary
Council Policy 6.1
Heritage Grants

Cl. 1 Match funding available however 100%
funding sought

Relevant Assessment Nil.
Criteria

Recommended Funding | $1,617
Special Conditions Nil.

Note

Variation to Council Policy required for full
funding.

Application requested full funding at $3,234
however 50% = $1,617.
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Heritage Place Name

Terrace House

Property Address

Photo
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Funding Type

Matched Funded Conservation Works

Project Overview

Remove paint from facade and reinstate tuck-

pointing
Amount Sought $3,630
Owner Contribution $3,630

Application sought to vary
Council Policy 6.1
Heritage Grants

Cl 1. Matched funding available (owner seeking
full funding)

Relevant Assessment Nil.
Criteria

Recommended Funding | $3,630
Special Conditions Nil.
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Proposed Licence Terms and Conditions
Victory Terrace Car Park

Licensor Public Transport Authority of WA
Licensee City of Perth
Premises Victory Terrace Car Park — Part Lot 500 Plan 54478

Permitted Use Car Park
Commencement 1 April 2016

Term 10 Years

Option Nil

Rent $1,000 per annum
Percentage Rent N/A

Outgoings Nil

Payment Date

As demanded

Reviews N/A
Insurance Public Liability not less than $20,000,000
Costs Capital - $45,000 estimated

Special Conditions

e 6 month break clause
o City to make good at licence expiry if new licence
not agreed

I\CPS\Admin Services\Committees\4. Finance and Admin\AS160413 - Reports\1 Sch - Licence Terms - Victory Terrace Car Park.pdf
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I\CPS\Admin Services\Committees\4. Finance and Admin\AS160413 - Reports\1 Sch - Victory Terrace Car Park.pdf
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FINANCIAL REVIEW
National Infrastructure Summit

15-16 June 2016 | Four Seasons, Sydney

Dear Lord Mayor,

We write to extend an invitation to you to participate in a Lord Mayors’ Roundtable at the
Financial Review's second annual National Infrastructure Summit, 15-16 June 2016 at the
Four Seasons, Sydney.

Following the success of the inaugural event last year (to which you were a significant
contributor), the National Infrastructure Summit returns in 2016 with a focus on driving growth
through enabling smarter cities. We are currently developing the agenda in collaboration with
a steering group of sector leaders, including Scott Charlton (Transurban), Brett Himbry (IFM),
Steve McCann (Lend Lease), Graeme Hunt (Broadspectrum), Mark Birrell (Infrastructure
Australia), and Carolyn McNally (NSW DPE).

We expect an audience of 300+ of Australia’s top infrastructure investors, planners,
contractors, advisers and policy-makers at what is the biggest event in the AFR National Policy
Series.

We would be honoured if you would again consider joining us a key speaker at the event,
participating in a Lord Mayors’ Roundtable on the topic “Building true community engagement
and support”. Moderated by a senior AFR journalist (who will discuss content with all
participants well in advance of the Summit), this panel discussion will likely deal with questions
such as:

e What are the priorities for our cities from the community’s point of view?

e How can we get the politics out of the debate to regain public confidence and enable
medium-to-long-term planning?

e How can we better focus on desired outcomes rather than specific project details?

e Are there any opportunities to break up larger projects to deliver benefits to the public
sooner?

e How can we deal with the high turnover of governments and policies in Australia?
This session will be allocated 45 minutes, and will not require preparation of a presentation or

address. At present it looks to be scheduled for 15 June, but if you could also advise of your
availability on both 15 and 16 June we would be very appreciative.

I\CPS\Admin Services\Committees\4. Finance and Admin\AS160413 - Reports\2 Sch - LM Invitation - National Infrastructure Summit (June 2016).pdf
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Given the imperative for a healthy lead time, we would appreciate if your office could
please contact the series Director, Dr Alana Piper, at the earliest convenience to discuss your
potential involvement in the Summit.

We look forward to hearing from you!

Yours Sincerely,

Michael Stutchbury Dr Alana Piper
Editor-in-Chief Director
The Australian Financial Review AFR National Policy Series

Dr Alana Piper
Director, AFR National Policy Series

FINANCIAL REVIEW  informa

Level 18, 347 Kent Street Sydney NSW, 2000

PO Box Q1439, Sydney QVB, NSW 1230

T: +61 (2) 9080 4333 | M: 0481 394 828 | F: +61 (2) 9290 2577

E: Alana.Piper@informa.com.au | W: www.nationalpolicyseries.com.au




National Infrastructure Summit

Wednesday 15 June 2016

9:00

PREMIER’S ADDRESS

The Hon Mike Baird MP, Premier of New South Wales

KEYNOTE
The reforms and projects Australia needs

Mark Birrell, Chairman, Infrastructure Australia

DIALOGUE

Infrastructure for the people: rebuilding public confidence

— How can we get the politics out of the debate to regain public
confidence and enable longer-term planning?

— Switching the focus to desired outcomes rather than specific project
details

— Are there any opportunities to break up larger projects to deliver
benefits to the public sooner?

— How can we deal with the high turnover of governments and policies
in Australia?

Rt Hon Clover Moore, Lord Mayor of Sydney
Rt Hon Lisa Scaffidi, Lord Mayor of Perth

FEDERAL OPPOSITION ADDRESS

The Hon Bill Shorten MP, Leader of the Opposition

Planning integrated transport infrastructure for tomorrow’s global city

Lucy Hughes Turnbull AO, Chief Commissioner,
Greater Sydney Commission

ROUNDTABLE “?ﬁ
Public transport for a new era g.‘!

— How can public transport transform cities?
— What are the major challenges in the current climate?

— What additional infrastructure is needed to complement public
transport networks?

Michael Deegan, CEO,
SA Department of Planning, Transport & Infrastructure

Benedicte Colin, Chief Executive, Kelois Downer

Peter Lodge, Acting CEO, TransDev Australasia

FEDERAL GOVERNMENT ADDRESS

The Hon Josh Frydenberg MP,
Minister for Resources, Energy & Northern Australia

REGISTER NOW > www.afrinfrastructure.com.au
I\CPS\Admin Services\Committees\4. Finance and Admin\AS160413 - Reports\2 Sch - National Infrastructure Summit - June 2016, Sydney.pdf

KEYNOTE
Technology and transport networks: the next five years

Scott Charlton, CEO, Transurban

ROUNDTABLE Ry

. 0]
Road pricing: how do we make it fair, effective and palatable? ‘e
— The case for a more direct user pays approach to the road network
— What needs to happen to facilitate this transition?
— What information is needed?
— How can the Australian people be brought along for the ride?
Scott Charlton, CEO, Transurban

Philip Davies, CEO, Infrastructure Australia

Tracy Howe, CEO, NCOSS

ROUNDTABLE «Fp
220
Towards an integrated freight and logistics strategy ;-

— How do we improve the transport of goods into and out of the cities,
and to international markets?

— How are changes in our economy affecting what is moved around,
and how should that affect our strategy?

— Could large retailers completely redesign how we transport goods?
Maurice James, CEO, Qube Holdings

Lance Hockridge, CEO, Aurizon

Marika Calfas, CEO, NSW Ports

Michael Kilgariff, CEO, Australian Logistics Council

Fixing Australia’s infrastructure problem: converting dollars into
benefits

Professor Garry Bowditch, Executive Director - Better Infrastructure
Initiative, John Grill Centre for Project Leadership, The University of
Sydney

ROUNDTABLE

Building a fair, broad-based and consistent model for value
capture

— What tools are out our disposal?
— How can we take the property cycle out of the equation?

— What supporting policy and tax legislation is needed?

Mike Mrdak, Secretary, Australian Department of Infrastructure and
Regional Development

Steve McCann, CEO, Lend Lease
Ken Morrison, CEO, Property Council

Greg Dyer, CEO, Parramatta City Council

MINISTERIAL ADDRESS + INTERVIEW

The Hon Angus Taylor MP, Assistant Minister for Cities




National Infrastructure Summit
Thursday 16 June 2016

9:10 INTERNATIONAL ADDRESS

-

Sir David Higgins, Chairman, HS2 (UK) = L

L1 [

9:35 INVESTORS’ ROUNDTABLE g‘gﬁg
— What are investors looking for? L

— How can we deliver greater regulatory and policy certainty, eg on
foreign investment issues?

— What can be done to increase the accessibility of long-term debt
funding?

:_L Andrew Day, CEO, Hastings Infrastructure

ﬁ Jason Peasley, Head of Infrastructure, Australian Super

a Matina Papathanasiou, Deputy Head of Global Infrastructure, QIC
Q- Michael Hanna, Head of Infrastructure - Australia, IFM Investors

10:20 DIALOGUE

Can we evidence the value of private sector management?

— How does the private sector approach to managing performance
and operational efficiency compare to the government’s approach?

— Can we establish any trend in how assets perform after they are
transferred to private ownership/management?

— How can technology and digital platforms enhance both asset
performance and data capture?

— Would addressing this information gap help to mobilise private
capital?

i Graeme Hunt, CEO, Broadspectrum

Julie-Anne Mizzi, Head of Social Investment, AMP Capital

11:15 ROUNDTABLE «Fep

Making social investment mainstream

— What are the main developments in planning and funding social
infrastructure, especially social housing?

— How can we make social infrastructure investment more
mainstream?

— How can (ongoing) social outcomes be better codified and
incorporated into contracts?

a — Could Green Bonds be used in infrastructure?
\ Brendan Lyon, Chief Executive, Infrastructure Partnerships Australia

Sam Sangster, Chief Executive, Health Infrastructure NSW

Leilani Frew, Head of Infrastructure & Structured Finance,
NSW Treasury

11:55 KEYNOTE
H Water reform: what needs to be done?

Dr Kerry Schott AO, Board Member, Infrastructure Australia and
former CEO and MD, Sydney Water

FINANCIAL REVIEW National Policy Series

12:20 ROUNDTABLE T
. o)
Disruption and opportunity in the energy sector -3.“4

— How are we coming to grips with disruption in the energy market,
including solar, improved battery storage and off-grid power?

— What are the key developments in renewables, especially wind?

— What assumptions are being made in the valuation of existing
energy assets?

— When will we see more certainty in policy/regulation around energy?

Andrew Pickering, Chief Investment Officer,
Infrastructure Capital Australia

Paula Conboy, Chair, Australian Energy Regulator

9 Matt Rennie, Managing Partner, Power & Utilities, EY

1:45 INTERNATIONAL ADDRESS
E{ Luis Castilla, CEO, ACCIONA Infrastructure (Spain) &
s

2:15 KEYNOTE

Market-led proposals: finding the right balance

“ Jim Salmon, EGM Infrastructure, John Holland

MINISTERIAL ADDRESS + INTERVIEW

2:40
E The Hon Paul Fletcher MP, Minister for Major Projects, Territories and

Local Governments

For sponsorship and exhibition opportunities please contact
keith.barks@informa.com.au | Tel 02 9080 4342

Venue Details

Four Seasons Sydney, 199 George St, Sydney NSW 2000
Phone: (02) 9250 3100, www.fourseasons.com/sydney

Researched & produced by

informa




National Infrastructure Summit
15-16 June 2016 |

WEB

Telephone
+61 (0)2 9080 4025 — Quoting P16K15

FINANCIAL REVIEW

Four Seasons, Sydney

m Linkedln  www.linkedin.com/company/informaaustralia
ﬂ Twitter www.twitter.com/informa_oz
Blog www.informaaustralia.wordpress.com

YouTube  www.youtube.com/informaoz

Google+  www.informa.com.au/googleplus

Slideshare www.slideshare.net/informaoz

Early Bird Rate

Book & pay on or before 15 May 2016

If undeliverable return to: PO BOX Q1439, SYDNEY NSW 1230

Standard Rate
Book & pay from 16 May 2016

For full terms and conditions, please visit:
www.afrinfrastructure.com.au

Use your QR Reader App on your
smartphone and scan this code to take
you directly to the website

POSTAGE
PAID
AUSTRALIA
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APPENDIX A - CONFIDENTIAL

BIN FEES PROJECTION 2016/17 to 2026/27

2015/16 2016/17 2017/18 2018/19 2019/20 2020/21 2021/22 2022/23 2023/24 2024/25 2025/26 2026/27 2027/28 2028/29

INCOME

CHARGE PER SERVICE $

GST excl if applicable

ANNUAL INCREASE % - RESIDENTIAL Actual Rate 5.15% 5.15% 5.15% 5.15% 5.15% 5.15% 5.15% 5.15% 5.15% 5.15% 5.15% 5.15% 5.15% 5.15%
Residential - Basic Service 240L 271.63 286 300.53 316.01 332.28 349.40 367.39 386.31 406.21 427.13 449.12 472.25 496.58 522.15 549.04
Residential - Comingled Recycling (Included in the basic ser 0.00

Residential - Additional 240L 271.63 286 300.53 316.01 332.28 349.40 367.39 386.31 406.21 427.13 449.12 472.25 496.58 522.15 549.04
Residential - General Waste 660L 271.63 286 300.53 316.01 332.28 349.40 367.39 386.31 406.21 427.13 449.12 472.25 496.58 522.15 549.04
ANNUAL INCREASE % - COMMERCIALSOLID WASTE Actual Rate 5.00% 5.00% 5.00% 5.00% 5.00% 5.00% 5.00% 5.00% 5.00% 5.00% 5.00% 5.00% 5.00% 5.00%
Commercial - Basic Service 320.91 337 353.80 371.49 390.07 409.57 430.05 451.55 474.13 497.84 522.73 548.87 576.31 605.12 635.38
Commercial - Additional 240L 220.00 231 242.55 254.68 267.41 280.78 294.82 309.56 325.04 341.29 358.36 376.27 395.09 414.84 435.58
Commercial - General Waste 660L 649.09 682 715.62 751.40 788.97 828.42 869.84 913.33 959.00 1,006.95 1,057.30 1,110.16 1,165.67 1,223.96 1,285.15
Commercial - General Waste 1100L 1,081.82 1,136 1,192.71 1,252.34 1,314.96 1,380.71 1,449.74 1,522.23 1,598.34 1,678.26 1,762.17 1,850.28 1,942.79 2,039.93 2,141.93
ANNUAL INCREASE % - COMMERCIAL RECYCLING Actual Rate 5.00% 5.00% 5.00% 5.00% 5.00% 5.00% 5.00% 5.00% 5.00% 5.00% 5.00% 5.00% 5.00% 5.00%
Paper/Cardboard 240L 144.00 151 158.76 166.70 175.03 183.78 192.97 202.62 212.75 223.39 234.56 246.29 258.60 271.53 285.11
Recycling - Commercial 240L 140.91 151 158.76 166.70 175.03 183.78 192.97 202.62 212.75 223.39 234.56 246.29 258.60 271.53 285.11
Recycling - Glass 240L 605 635.04 666.79 700.13 735.14 771.90 810.49 851.01 893.57 938.24 985.16 1,034.41 1,086.13 1,140.44
Recycling - Commercial 660L 421.82 443 465.06 488.31 512.72 538.36 565.28 593.54 623.22 654.38 687.10 721.46 757.53 795.40 835.17
Recycling - Commercial 1100L 703.00 738 775.06 813.81 854.50 897.23 942.09 989.19 1,038.65 1,090.58 1,145.11 1,202.37 1,262.49 1,325.61 1,391.89
Bin Hire - Paper/Cardboard 660L 208.18 219 229.52 240.99 253.04 265.70 278.98 292.93 307.58 322.96 339.10 356.06 373.86 392.55 412.18
Bin Hire - Cardboard 1100L 260.00 273 286.65 300.98 316.03 331.83 348.42 365.85 384.14 403.35 423,51 444.69 466.92 490.27 514.78
Event Bin - General Waste 240L 20.00 21 22.05 23.15 24.31 25.53 26.80 28.14 29.55 31.03 32.58 34.21 35.92 37.71 39.60
Event Bin - General Waste - Additional Collection 240L 5.00 5.25 5.51 5.79 6.08 6.38 6.70 7.04 7.39 7.76 8.14 8.55 8.98 9.43 9.90
Event Bin - General Waste - Collection 660L 55.00 58 61 64 67 70 74 7 81 85 90 94 99 104
Event Bin - General Waste - Additional Collection 660L 14.00 15 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 22 23 24 25 26
Event Bin - General Waste - Collection 1100L 90.00 5] 99 104 109 115 121 127 133 140 147 154 162 170
Event Bin - General Waste - Additional Collection 1100L 22.00 23 24 25 27 28 29 31 33 34 36 38 40 41
Event Bin - Recycling 240L 20.00 21.00 22 23 24 26 27 28 30 31 33 34 36 38 40
Event Bin - Recycling Additional Collection 240L 5.00 5.25 6 6 6 6 7 7 7 8 8 9 9 9 10
Event Bin - Recycling 660L 55.00 58 61 64 67 70 74 77 81 85 90 94 99 104
Event Bin - Recycling Additional Collection 660L 14.00 15 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 22 23 24 25 26
Event Bin - Recycling 1100L 90.00 95 99 104 109 115 121 127 133 140 147 154 162 170
Event Bin - Recycling Additional Collection 1100L 22.00 23 24 25 27 28 29 31 33 34 36 38 40 41

NUMBER OF SERVICES

ANNUAL INCREASE % 1.00% 1.00% 1.00% 1.00% 1.00% 1.00% 1.00% 1.00% 1.00% 1.00% 1.00% 1.00% 1.00% 1.00%
Residential - Basic Service 240L 11,403 11,517 11,632 11,749 11,866 11,985 12,105 12,226 12,348 12,471 12,596 12,722 12,849 12,978 13,107
ANNUAL INCREASE % 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00%

Residential - Comingled Recycling (Included in the basic service) - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
ANNUAL INCREASE % 1.00% 1.00% 1.00% 1.00% 1.00% 1.00% 1.00% 1.00% 1.00% 1.00% 1.00% 1.00% 1.00% 1.00%
Residential - Additional 240L 394 398 402 406 410 414 418 422 427 431 435 440 444 448 453
ANNUAL INCREASE % 2.00% 2.00% 2.00% 2.00% 2.00% 2.00% 2.00% 2.00% 2.00% 2.00% 2.00% 2.00% 2.00% 2.00%
Residential - General Waste 660L 106 108 110 112 115 117 119 122 124 127 129 132 134 137 140
ANNUAL INCREASE % 5.00% 5.00% 5.00% 5.00% 5.00% 5.00% 5.00% 5.00% 5.00% 5.00% 5.00% 5.00% 5.00% 5.00%
Commercial - Basic Service 2,313 2,429 2,550 2,678 2,811 2,952 3,100 3,255 3,417 3,588 3,768 3,956 4,154 4,362 4,580
ANNUAL INCREASE % 10.00% 5.00% 5.00% 5.00% 5.00% 5.00% 5.00% 5.00% 5.00% 5.00% 5.00% 5.00% 5.00% 5.00% 5.00%
Commercial - Additional 240L 14,554 15,282 16,046 16,848 17,690 18,575 19,504 20,479 21,503 22,578 23,707 24,892 26,137 27,444 28,816
ANNUAL INCREASE % 10.00% 5.00% 5.00% 5.00% 5.00% 5.00% 5.00% 5.00% 5.00% 5.00% 5.00% 5.00% 5.00% 5.00% 5.00%
Commercial - General Waste 660L 29 30 32 34 35 37 39 41 43 45 47 50 52 55 57
ANNUAL INCREASE % 7.50% 5.00% 5.00% 5.00% 5.00% 5.00% 5.00% 5.00% 5.00% 5.00% 5.00% 5.00% 5.00% 5.00% 5.00%
Commercial - General Waste 1100L 106 25 26 28 29 30 32 34 35 37 39 41 43 45 47
ANNUAL INCREASE % 10.00% 5.00% 5.00% 5.00% 5.00% 5.00% 5.00% 5.00% 5.00% 5.00% 5.00% 5.00% 5.00% 5.00% 5.00%
Paper/Cardboard 240L 1,375 1,444 1,516 1,592 1,671 1,755 1,843 1,935 2,032 2,133 2,240 2,352 2,469 2,593 2,722

New Service 5.00% 5.00% 5.00% 5.00% 5.00% 5.00% 5.00% 5.00% 5.00% 5.00% 5.00% 5.00% 5.00% 5.00%

Glass Recycling 240 L 25 26 28 29 30 32 34 35 37 39 41 43 45 47

Recycling - Commercial 240L 30 32 33 35 36 38 40 42 44 47 49 51 54 57 59

New Service 5.00% 5.00% 5.00% 5.00% 5.00% 5.00% 5.00% 5.00% 5.00% 5.00% 5.00% 5.00% 5.00% 5.00%

Recycling - Commercial 660L 10 11 11 12 12 13 13 14 15 16 16 17 18 19 20

2.00% 2.00% 2.00% 2.00% 2.00% 2.00% 2.00% 2.00% 2.00% 2.00% 2.00% 2.00% 2.00% 2.00%

Recycling - Commercial 1100L 0 10 10 10 11 11 11 11 11 12 12 12 12 13 13

2.00% 2.00% 2.00% 2.00% 2.00% 2.00% 2.00% 2.00% 2.00% 2.00% 2.00% 2.00% 2.00% 2.00%

Bin Hire - Paper/Cardboard 660L 46 48 49 50 51 52 53 54 55 57 58 59 60 61 62

2.00% 2.00% 2.00% 2.00% 2.00% 2.00% 2.00% 2.00% 2.00% 2.00% 2.00% 2.00% 2.00% 2.00%

Bin Hire - Cardboard 1100L 38 39 40 40 41 42 43 44 45 45 46 47 48 49 50

2.00% 2.00% 2.00% 2.00% 2.00% 2.00% 2.00% 2.00% 2.00% 2.00% 2.00% 2.00% 2.00% 2.00%

Event Bin - General Waste 240L 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

2.00% 2.00% 2.00% 2.00% 2.00% 2.00% 2.00% 2.00% 2.00% 2.00% 2.00% 2.00% 2.00% 2.00%

Event Bin - General Waste - Additional Collection 240L 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Event Bin - General Waste - Collection 660L 0
Event Bin - General Waste - Additional Collection 660L 0

2.00% 2.00% 2.00% 2.00% 2.00% 2.00% 2.00% 2.00% 2.00% 2.00% 2.00% 2.00% 2.00% 2.00%

Event Bin - Recycling 240L 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

2.00% 2.00% 2.00% 2.00% 2.00% 2.00% 2.00% 2.00% 2.00% 2.00% 2.00% 2.00% 2.00% 2.00%

Event Bin - Recycling Additional Collection 240L 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

INCOME PER SERVICE $
Residential - Basic Service 240L 3,097,339.88 3,291,723.91 3,495,860.17 3,712,655.94 3,942,896.29 4,187,415.01 4,447,097.55 4,722,884.30 5,015,773.97 5,326,827.20 5,657,170.39 6,007,999.81 6,380,585.91 6,776,277.95 7,196,508.83
Residential - Comingled Recycling (Included in the basic ser 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00




Residential - Additional 240L 107,020.25 113,736.67 120,790.05 128,280.84 136,236.18 144,684.86 153,657.50 163,186.57 173,306.58 184,054.19 195,468.31 207,590.28 220,463.99 234,136.06 248,656.01
Residential - General Waste 660L 28,792.25 30,902.17 33,143.50 35,547.40 38,125.65 40,890.91 43,856.72 47,037.65 50,449.29 54,108.38 58,032.86 62,241.98 66,756.40 71,598.24 76,791.26
Commercial - Basic Service 742,264.83 818,346.98 902,227.54 994,705.86 1,096,663.21 1,209,071.19 1,333,000.99 1,469,633.59 1,620,271.04 1,786,348.82 1,969,449.57 2,171,318.15 2,393,878.26 2,639,250.78 2,909,773.99
Commercial - Additional 240L 3,201,880.00 3,530,072.70 3,891,905.15 4,290,825.43 4,730,635.04 5,215,525.13 5,750,116.45 6,339,503.39 6,989,302.49 7,705,705.99 8,495,540.86 9,366,333.79 10,326,383.01 11,384,837.27 12,551,783.09
Commercial - General Waste 660L 18,823.61 20,753.03 22,880.22 25,225.44 27,811.05 30,661.68 33,804.50 37,269.46 41,089.58 45,301.26 49,944.64 55,063.97 60,708.02 66,930.60 73,790.98
Commercial - General Waste 1100L 81.14 28,397.78 31,308.55 34,517.67 38,055.73 41,956.45 46,256.98 50,998.32 56,225.65 61,988.78 68,342.63 75,347.75 83,070.90 91,585.66 100,973.19
Paper/Cardboard 240L 198,000.00 218,295.00 240,670.24 265,338.94 292,536.18 322,521.14 355,579.55 392,026.46 432,209.17 476,510.61 525,352.95 579,201.62 638,569.79 704,023.19 776,185.57
Glass Recycling 15,120.00 16,669.80 18,378.45 20,262.25 22,339.13 24,628.89 27,153.35 29,936.57 33,005.06 36,388.08 40,117.86 44,229.94 48,763.51 53,761.77
Recycling - Commercial 240L 4,227.30 4,762.80 5,250.99 5,789.21 6,382.61 7,036.82 7,758.10 8,553.30 9,430.02 10,396.60 11,462.25 12,637.13 13,932.43 15,360.51 16,934.96
Recycling - Commercial 660L 4,218.20 4,650.57 5,127.25 5,652.79 6,232.20 6,871.00 7,575.28 8,351.75 9,207.80 10,151.60 11,192.14 12,339.33 13,604.12 14,998.54 16,535.89
Recycling - Commercial 1100L 7,381.50 7,905.59 8,466.88 9,068.03 9,711.86 10,401.40 11,139.90 11,930.84 12,777.93 13,685.16 14,656.81 15,697.44 16,811.96 18,005.61
Bin Hire - Paper/Cardboard 660L 9,576.28 10,557.85 11,307.46 12,110.29 12,970.12 13,890.99 14,877.25 15,933.54 17,064.82 18,276.42 19,574.05 20,963.81 22,452.24 24,046.35 25,753.64
Bin Hire - Cardboard 1100L 9,880.00 10,581.48 11,332.77 12,137.39 12,999.15 13,922.09 14,910.55 15,969.20 17,103.02 18,317.33 19,617.86 21,010.73 22,502.49 24,100.17 25,811.28
Event Bin - General Waste 240L 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Event Bin - General Waste - Additional Collection 240L 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Event Bin - General Waste - Collection 660L 0.00

Event Bin - General Waste - Additional Collection 660L 0.00

Event Bin - Recycling 240L 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Event Bin - Recycling Additional Collection 240L 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
TOTAL FEE INCOME $ 7,422,103.73 8,105,282.42 8,796,379.25 9,549,632.54 10,370,873.68 11,266,498.26 12,243,521.73 13,309,640.79 14,473,300.83 15,743,770.17 17,131,221.74 18,646,823.02 20,302,834.93 22,112,720.77 24,091,266.05
RECYCLING INCOME (ORORA RECYCLING)

ANNUAL INCREASE % Actual Tonnage 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00%
Tonnes per Annum 843 770 770 770 770 770 770 770 770 770 770 770 770 770 770
ANNUAL INCREASE % Actual Rate 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00%
Income per Tonne $ 78.00 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100
TOTAL RECYCLING INCOME $ 51,819.90 77,000.00 77,000.00 77,000.00 77,000.00 77,000.00 77,000.00 77,000.00 77,000.00 77,000.00 77,000.00 77,000.00 77,000.00 77,000.00 77,000.00
TOTAL INCOME 7,473,923.63 8,182,282.42 8,873,379.25 9,626,632.54 10,447,873.68 11,343,498.26 12,320,521.73 13,386,640.79 14,550,300.83 15,820,770.17 17,208,221.74 18,723,823.02 20,379,834.93 22,189,720.77 24,168,266.05

COST

ANNUAL INCREASE %
TIPPING PER TONNE $

ANNUAL INCREASE %
TONNES PER ANNUM

TOTAL TIPPING PER ANNUM $

RECYCLING DISPOSAL COSTS

Co-mingled Services

ANNUAL INCREASE %

TONNES PER ANNUM

ANNUAL INCREASE % CPI

COST PER TONNE $

TOTAL RECYCLING DISPOSAL COST PER ANNUM $

ANNUAL INCREASE %
NON TIPPING COSTS $

TOTAL OPERATIONAL COST PER ANNUM
CAPITAL INVESTMENT $

Organics Truck

Hook Lift Truck

Hook Lift Bins

Technology Advancements

TOTAL CAPITAL

BALANCE FROM RESERVE

BALANCE IN RESERVE

$

Actual
155.00 $

13,500
2,092,500.00

0

0

12.50%

1316

Actual Rate

41.28
54,335

Projected
5,306,907.36

7,453,742.16
275,000.00
0.00

0.00

0.00
275,000.00

20,181.47

3,036,851.00

9.68%
170.00

0.00%
13,186

2,241,648.17

1,320
2.00%
42

55,579
5,283,930
7,581,157.33
0.00
250,000.00
100,000.00
0.00
350,000.00

601,125.09

3,637,976.09

$

5.00%
178.50

0.00%
13,186

2,353,730.58

0

0

0.00%

1,320

2.00%

43
56,691

0.00%
5,283,930

7,694,351.33
0.00

0.00

0.00
400,000.00
400,000.00

1,179,027.92

4,817,004.01

$

5.00%
187.43

0.00%
13,186

2,471,417.11

0

0

0.00%

1,320

2.00%

a4
57,825

0.00%
5,283,930

7,813,171.68
0.00

0.00

0.00
400,000.00
400,000.00

1,813,460.86

6,630,464.87

$

5.00%
196.80

0.00%
13,186

2,594,987.96

0

0

0.00%

1,320

2.00%

45
58,981

0.00%
5,283,930

7,937,899.03
0.00

0.00

0.00
400,000.00
400,000.00

2,509,974.65

9,140,439.52

$

5.00%
206.64

0.00%
13,186

2,724,737.36

0

0

0.00%

1,320

2.00%

46
60,161

0.00%
5,283,930

8,068,828.05
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

3,274,670.20

12,415,109.73

$

5.00%
216.97

0.00%
13,186

2,860,974.23

0

0

0.00%

1,320

2.00%

46
61,364

0.00%
5,283,930

8,206,268.14
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

4,114,253.59

16,529,363.31

$

5.00%
227.82

0.00%
13,186

3,004,022.94

0

0

0.00%

1,320

2.00%

47
62,591

0.00%
5,283,930

8,350,544.13
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

5,036,096.66

21,565,459.97

$

5.00%
239.21

0.00%
13,186

3,154,224.09

0

0

0.00%

1,320

2.00%

48
63,843

0.00%
5,283,930

8,501,997.11
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

6,048,303.72

27,613,763.69

$

5.00%
251.17 $

0.00%
13,186

3,311,935.29

0

0

0.00%

1,320

2.00%

49
65,120

0.00%
5,283,930

8,660,985.18
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

7,159,784.99

34,773,548.68

5.00%
263.73

0.00%
13,186

3,477,532.06

0

0

0.00%

1,320

2.00%

50
66,423

0.00%
5,283,930

8,827,884.35
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

8,380,337.39

43,153,886.07

$

5.00%
276.91

0.00%
13,186

3,651,408.66

0

0

0.00%

1,320

2.00%

51
67,751

0.00%
5,283,930

9,003,089.40
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

9,720,733.62

52,874,619.69

$

5.00%
290.76

0.00%
13,186

3,833,979.09

0

0

0.00%

1,320

2.00%

52
69,106

0.00%
5,283,930

9,187,014.85
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

11,192,820.08

64,067,439.77

$

5.00%
305.30

0.00%
13,186

4,025,678.05

0

0

0.00%

1,320

2.00%

53
70,488

0.00%
5,283,930

9,380,095.93
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

12,809,624.85

76,877,064.62

$

5.00%
320.56

0.00%
13,186

4,226,961.95

0

0

0.00%

1,320

2.00%

54
71,898

0.00%
5,283,930

9,582,789.59
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

14,585,476.46

91,462,541.08



SCHEDULE 14

City of Perth
Differential Rates 2016/17 - examples

Valuation 20yl ALY Difference
Rates Rates

Commercial
Murray Street PERTH 16,337.00 817.35 830.45 13.10
Lake Street NORTHBRIDGE 180,715.00 9,041.50 9,186.35 144.85
Hotel
Royal Street EAST PERTH 14,716.00 736.25 748.05 11.80
Kensington Street EAST PERTH 91,028.00 4,554.30 4,627.25 72.95
Office
Ventnor Avenue WEST PERTH 21,060.00 740.90 752.80 11.90
Adelaide Terrace EAST PERTH 690,924.00 20,091.40 20,413.20 321.80
Residential
Little Brown Street EAST PERTH 16,120.00 711.05 722.40 11.35
Tully Road EAST PERTH 29,120.00 1,284.40 1,304.95 20.55
Brown Street EAST PERTH 156,000.00 6,880.70 6,990.90 110.20
Retail
Murray Street PERTH 16,864.00 843.75 857.25 13.50
Hay Street PERTH 196,425.00 9,827.55 9,984.95 157.40
Vacant
Haig Park Circle EAST PERTH 15,900.00 924.70 939.50 14.80

Pier Street PERTH 285,000.00 16,574.75 16,804.20 229.46
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SCHEDULE 17

f'\ Property Council of Australia
nsm— ABN 13008 474 422

J—L'L Mezzanine Level, Australia Place
- 17 Willi
PROPERTY o
COUNCIL T 46189426 1200

Of Austra l ia £ irfo@propertycouncil.comau

propertycouncil.com.au
W @propertycouncil

Thursday, March 17 2016

Hon Lisa Scaffidi
Lord Mayor

City of Perth
GPO Box C120
Perth WA 6039

Dear Right Honourable the Lord Mayor,

Property Council Leaders’ Conference

The Property Council of Australia would like to formally extend the invitation to you to address
the leaders of the property industry at our annual Leaders Conference on Thursday 19" to
Friday, 20™ May 2016 at Pullman Bunker Bay Resort, Dunsborough.

The conference theme is ‘Setting the Agenda: 2017 State Election’, with an underlying focus on
the impact of government policy on the property industry.

The Property Council’s annual conference is an invitation-only event attended by the CEO’s of
WA's leading property investment and development businesses. It is run under Chatham House
rules, a principal adopted by the conference over a number of years to ensure honest, frank and
forward-focused conversation.

Kind regards,

RECEIVED LORD MAYOR'S OIFFICE

LM REPLIED: TRIM #

Joe Lenzo e
Executive Director REGISTER ONLY (NFA) o !
Property Council of Australia |
21 MAR 2018
REFER FOR ]
ACTION TO: [
INFO TO:

PROSPERITY | JOBS STRONG COMMUNITIES

I:\CPS\Admin Services\Committees\4. Finance and Admin\AS160413 - Reports\10 Sch - 2016 Leaders Conf Invitation to LM.pdf



SCHEDULE 18

00'vL$ 009 § U4 -UO wegT - wdg 3x3
WeQL-0g'G usamiaq piiq Aues
00'6$ 000, $ sley je|d| wegz)-weg ung ‘We|-WeQg's Jes -puaNSd
00'6$ 000k § ajey Je|d wdg Jeye AUz seaq JybIN
00'1€$ 002 $ sinoy +9
00'62$ 000¢ §$ [ sinoyg-g
00°'62$ 009z $ Sinoy G-y
00'12$ 0022 §| sinoyp-¢
0081$ 008l ¢ sinoy ¢ -¢
00€L$ 00y, $[ simoHz-L
00'8$ 006 $| Jnoyl-g0 1901S AeH 9/6
00'G$ 009 $[ sinoyg0-0 Bupiied 8indas - TAD
10ds-e-ain2as
00tz § paiq Alie3
00ZL $ | Spusyeam jUNo0dsIg auluQ Aeg e joog
0082 § [wdz-wdg yx3 [ wd/ o} wdg yx3 wes-weg usamyaq :pliq Aues
006, $ sinoy snid g
00zl $ Sinoy z-|,
00'8 $ dnoy -0 ung-jes
005 $ anoy +g
00zt $ sJnoy g-|
008 $ Jnoy -0 EEEN
000z $ sinoy +¢
00/l $ sinoy ¢-g
00zk $ sJnoy gz-|
008§ dnoy -0 wdg-weg Jny1-ung :ajes JYBIN
00'Lly ¢ Xep XEW 0} 1IN0y pug woJy anoy Jad 6§
0012 $ | sinoyg-gy
008l $ sinoy G|-1
oovL $ dnoy 1-G'0 19a.4S Aeuny 8¢
00, $ [ snoygo-0 Bunired UOS|IM - 19911S AeliNN 8/E
007 $| Spuadeam
00y $ SIYBIN JUN0JsIg auluQ Aeg e Yoog
008 § Sinoy +¢
009 §| sinoyg-g
00'v $ sinoy g-
00z §$ dnoy -0 SPUBYBO M
006 $ [ sndsinoyg JyBupiw-wdg 1
00y §| sinoyg-) wdo}-wdg Ny -uop
00z ¢ inoy -0 3je1 1ubIN
006§ sinoy +8
008l §| sinoyg-,
00ZL §| sinoy/-9
00yl §| sinoyo-g
00€L §| sinoygG-y
00zk § sinoy ¢-¢
006 $| sinoyg-g
009 $ sinoy z-| 1S uojbul|B A\ pUB JBld Jeuio)
00€  $[ sinoy -0 Buiyied UOS|IMW - 3583 11D
009l $ Kep Jad Ale@ u4-Uop
00, $ Kep 1ad pusyee
0. $ 61U Jed wdy Jaye sauug JybIN
JUN0JsIg auluQ Aeg e joog
193401} 1507
wdo| 0y wdpg'z Uxe ‘WeQg:e - weg Anua
002l $ 114 - UON :pAiq Alleg
00GL ¢ | snidsinoyy
00€L  §| sinoyyp-g
000, ¢$| sinoyg-0 UNg - JeS Spusyoa
00tk § sjey jel4 00/} WOJ} ung - UO\ 994 WBIN
009¢ ¢ | snidsinoyg
00€e  §| sinoygG-y
000§ sinoy y-¢
0022 §$| sinoyg-g
00vZz $| sinoyg-g'L
0002 § | sinoygi-|
006k § dnoy -6 198.S ABH €£G-/15
006 ¢ | sinoygo-0 Bupyreq uos|im - xa|dwo) sbury
9T-GT0C swll Mred jed

AdVd dvO 40LI13dNOD

002l $ sinoy Q| 114-UO|\ - s|e1oads
0L § sinoy oL skepijoy alignd pue Aepung
06€L $ padden wdg- weg ajey Aepinjes
050l $ padded weg-wdg :ajey WBIN
0.6l $ sinoy QL wey oy Joud Anu3z :pag Aueg
0e£'8e $ SINOH ¢

08z $ SINOH 2|

ovee $ sinoy Q|

008l $ SINOH G

oryl $ SINOH

080 $ SINoH ¢

0cL. $ SINOH ¢

02, $| SINOHG)L 1 :S8|0A0I0J0
09¢ $ dnoH | aOYOV 8°6S59 ‘sheg
09°¢  $ | SINOH G°0-0 199.11S Jald
066 $ | sinoyol sAepijoy o)iqnd pue Aepung
oLzl $ padde) wdo- weg sjey Aepinies
066 $ pedde) weg-wdg ‘ejey JUBIN
05'GL $ | SInoH 0L we/-weg -piig Aeg
09ze $ SINOH 2

02’2 $ |xewunoHz|

06'2L § [XewdnoH 0L

009l $ SinoH g

08zl ¢ SINOH

096 $ SinoH ¢

o9 ¢ SINOH ¢

09 § | SinoHG'L 6 :9[0A0I010\
oze $ J4noH | A0YIV +'¥8. sheg
0Z'€ §$ [ SInoH G'0-0 peoy adella]
062 $ | sinoyol sAepijoy olignd pue pusyea\
052 $ | pedded wdo- Weg ejey Aeq puaes M\
0501 $ | padded

0,8l §$ | wezaiopeq

00'€E § [Xew InoH g

0,'GZ § [XewinoH zZ|

02’1z § [Xew dnoH 0}

059l $ SINOH G

el $ SINoH

066 ¢ SINOH €

099 $ SINoH g BIUpIN-WE9 ung-Uuo
099 §$| SINOHG'L 21 -0[0koI010
oge  $ dnoH | ‘a0YOV ¥ ‘€I v ‘sheg
0€'€ $ | SINOH S'0-0 |leH 1132uo0)
0L'G ¢ | sinoygisiy sAepijoy o1gnd pue Aepung
00'LL $| sinoyol skepijoy dljgnd pue Aepung
0LGL ¢ padden wdg- weg ajey Aepinjes
001l § | pedded 2s0[0 (|} wdg :ajey JYBIN
0502 $ SINOH G

o9l $ SINoH

oeeL $ SINOH ¢ we| 0} Weg :ung
0z $ SINoH g we| 0} Weg :}es-uoj\
028 $| SINOHG'L Z:9[0A0I010 |\
oy $ JnoH | A0YOV z'c6:sheg
0L’y $ | SINOH S'0-0 9SNOH [19UN0)
04/ $| sinoHoL skepijoy a1jgnd pue Aepung
0S5zl $ padden wdg- weg ajey Aepinjes
0L, $ padde) weg-wdg :ayey JubIN
059l $ SinoH g

ozel ¢ SINOH

066 $ SinoH ¢

099 ¢ SINOH -2

00S §$| SINOHG'L 01 :S8[okoI0j0N
oge $ dnoH | a0Y0V €651 sAeg
0€'€ $ | SINOH §'0-0 uones all4
9T-GT0C [wilL Yed 1ed

AHVd ¥vO H1d3d 40 ALID

uosiredwo) aa4 Bupjred Joiadwo)d




Proposed Schedule of Fees 2016/17

SCHEDULE 19

Parking Fee 2015-16 Option 1 - CPI Increase (1.6%) Rounded off to nearest 10c
As of 29 Feb 2016
m ) Opt(':‘); de Option 2- | Revenue
No. of | No. of | o 3 =z Projected [EEEE 4 .6% Fee Option 3
Car Park N Long | Short g Z g o :g: Budget Revenfue (E.39) ‘E(I;rlig‘:‘/e Ff(o?rO) Tere
ar Park Name | oo | o | 2 3 <l 5 % Actuat (0" Variance 3(?/3(?/16 rounded off m(unde‘j 2” Oisp:;;n-e R:z ) ";:{‘e’ WE  SatDay PS'_‘:';:‘Y ";:{‘e’ Nigh Caped Capped Capped Early  Permits Permits Minimum Maximum HR Rate- NightRate e, SAtDay  SUNGPH oo Nionipg  COPPEd  Capped gy Permits Permits - Minimum - Maximum
B o | 3| T E | B | sSoo0) mewew o | sooo |10t | ncmest | romtear | [Home G 2% G s gon e Mo M Mg oen wew) o ore || Wene Gm St merio oy o e e e e Soct ten) (o) ot o
B $(000) 10¢ o e Sun Thur) Hrmax  Sun) gl ucture Structure un ur) r max r max r r ow rate High rate tructure ructure
p
Aberdeen Garage 15 39 40 98% 58 59 61 58 - - - - - - - - - - - 231 457  -30% 30% - - - - - - - - - - 235 464 -30% 30%
Aberdeen Street 68 16 1 445 438 102% 658 678 688 658 320 320 320 1210 1210 3.20 880 1520 1690 2570 13.80 233 535 -30% 30% 3.30 3.30 3.30 12.30 12.30 3.30 8.90 15.40 26.10 14.00 237 544 -30% 30%
Point Fraser 270 5 " 247 236 105% 300 316 314 300 290 290 290 9.9 9.90 2.90 830 1200 1270 2090 10.70 159 415 -30% 30% 2.90 2.90 2.90 10.10 10.10 2.90 8.40 12.20 21.20 10.90 162 422 -30% 30%
Citiplace 479 5 5 2,925 2,940 99% 4,409 4,480 4,612 4,646 410 410 4.10 1530 11.00 4.10 11.00 - - 51.50 - - - -30% 30% 4.20 4.20 4.20 15.50 11.20 4.20 11.20 - 52.30 - - - -30% 30%
Concert Hall 359 40 5 12 977 1,009 97% 1,576 1,480 1,648 1,598 330 330 330 1250 1250 330 1050 21.20 2570 33.00 18.70 328 725  -30% 30% 3.40 3.40 3.40 12.70 12.70 3.40 10.70 21.50 33.50 19.00 333 737 -30% 30%
Coolgardie Street 41 2 129! 127 102% 190 195 199 190! 320 320 320 1210 1210 3.20 8.80 1570 16.80 2540 12.90 229 531 -30% 30% 3.30 3.30 3.30 12.30 12.30 3.30 8.90 16.00 25.80 13.10 233 540 -30% 30%
Council House 22 70 2 2 535 542 99% 886 1,031 1,019 937 410 410 4.10 1570 11.00 4.10 11.00 - 3520 46.20 - 615 849  -30% 30% 4.20 4.20 4.20 16.00 11.20 4.20 11.20 - 46.90 - 625 863 -30% 30%
Cultural Centre 31 284 5 5 1,410 1,446 98% 2,216 2,228 2,318 2,416 350 350 350 1340 1340 350 1050 2230 26.70 36.50 - 378 712 -30% 30% 3.60 3.60 3.60 13.60 13.60 3.60 10.70 2270 37.10 - 384 723 -30% 30%
Elder Street 1,053 1 54 67 3,188 3,218 99% 5,061 4,994 5,294 5,186 460 460 460 1330 1330 460 1330 2100 2380 37.80 17.40 366 746 -30% 30% 4.70 4.70 4.70 13.50 13.50 4.70 13.50 21.30 38.40 17.70 372 758 -30% 30%
Fire Station 158 3 10 784 782 100% 1,169 1,189 1,223 1,169 330 330 3.30 1250 770  3.30 7.70 - 20.70 28.40 16.80 294 637  -30% 30% 3.40 3.40 3.40 12.70 7.80 3.40 7.80 - 28.90 17.10 299 647 -30% 30%
Goderich Street 176 2 9 405/ 409 99% 613 614 641 657 310 3.10 3.10 7.70 770 3.10 770 1570 19.10 26.80 12.90 208 502  -30% 30% 3.10 3.10 3.10 7.80 7.80 3.10 7.80 16.00 27.20 13.10 211 510 -30% 30%
Hay Street 25 2 88! 88! 100% 136 137 142 136! 310 3.10 3.10 1160 1160 3.10 8.70 - - - - - - -30% 30% 3.10 3.10 3.10 11.80 11.80 3.10 8.80 - - - - - -30% 30%
Heirisson Island 18 1 3 3 100% 3 0 260 - - - - - - 12.00 - - - - - -30% 30% 2.60 - - - - - - 12.20 - - - - -30% 30%
His Majesty's 232 | 416 (35| 6 28 4,048 4,096 99% 6,251 6,266 6,539 6,660 390 390 3.90 14.90 770 390 11.00 26.50 3340 51.50 - 410 810  -30% 30% 4.00 4.00 4.00 15.10 7.80 4.00 11.20 26.90 52.30 - 417 823 -30% 30%
John Oldham Park 23 2 83! 84/ 99% 117 119 122 117’ 380 380 3.80 1100 11.00 3.80 770 1850 2220 29.90 - - - -30% 30% 3.90 3.90 3.90 11.20 11.20 3.90 7.80 18.80 30.40 - - - -30% 30%
Mardalup Park 1" 13; 12 108% 18 20 19 18, 270 - - - - - - 13.50 - - - - - -30% 30% 2.70 - - - - - - 13.70 - - - - -30% 30%
Mayfair Street 441 4 18 950 974 98% 1,481 1,471 1,549 1,499 320 320 - - - 3.20 770 1760 1890 27.70 15.00 264 622 -30% 30% 3.30 3.30 - - - 3.30 7.80 17.90 28.10 15.20 268 632 -30% 30%
James street 56 1 4 272 267 102% 390 403 408 390 320 320 320 1210 1210 3.20 8.80 1460 1550 2430 1250 204 492 -30% 30% 3.30 3.30 3.30 12.30 12.30 3.30 8.90 14.80 24.70 12.70 207 500 -30% 30%
Mounts Bay Road 10 1 2 38 38 100% 55 56 58 55 380 380 380 1100 1100 3.80 11.00 - - - - - - -30% 30% 3.90 3.90 3.90 11.20 11.20 3.90 11.20 - - - - - -30% 30%
Newcastle Street 187 2 4 421 423 100% 633 639 662 633 270 270 270 7.70 770 270 770 13.10 1360 2130 11.40 179 447 -30% 30% 2.70 270 2.70 7.80 7.80 270 7.80 13.30 21.60 11.60 182 454 -30% 30%
Event Parking 33 30 110% 43 46 45 43! - - - - - - - - - - - - - -30% 30% - - - - - - - - - - - - -30% 30%
Convention Centre | 1,071 | 390 23 84 7,670 7,586 101% 11,563 11,835 12,095 12,308 560 560 560 1650 1650 560 16.50 2340 3230 55.30 22.30 313 876  -30% 30% 5.70 5.70 5.70 16.80 16.80 5.70 16.80 23.80 56.20 2270 318 890 -30% 30%
Pier Street 164 553 8 14 2,886 2,892 100% 4,452 4,512 4,657 4,514 360 360 3.60 13.90 770 360 1050 2240 2820 38.30 17.00 400 767  -30% 30% 3.70 3.70 3.70 14.10 7.80 3.70 10.70 22.80 38.90 17.30 406 779 -30% 30%
Plain Street 155 1 7 355 356 100% 511 518 535 511 310 3.10 3.10 1160 1160 3.10 870 1460 1550 2420 1250 204 492 -30% 30% 3.10 3.10 3.10 11.80 11.80 3.10 8.80 14.80 24.60 12.70 207 500 -30% 30%
Queens Gardens 859 8 12 1,196 1,235 97% 1,723 1,709 1,802 1,723 3.00 300 3.00 1110 11.10 3.00 8.40 1240 1320 2020 11.00 165 428  -30% 30% 3.00 3.00 3.00 11.30 11.30 3.00 8.50 12.60 20.50 11.20 168 435 -30% 30%
Regal Place 289 4 4 480 483 99% 712 719 745 792 310 3.10 3.10 11.60 550 3.10 870 13.30 1540 26.70 12.00 179 492 -30% 30% 3.10 3.10 3.10 11.80 5.60 3.10 8.80 13.50 27.10 12.20 182 500 -30% 30%
Roe Street 53 417 5 27 1,847 1,862 99% 2,843 2,894 2,974 3,072 340 360 340 13.10 13.10 360 10.60 1740 23.00 3260 16.20 231 577  -30% 30% 3.50 3.70 3.50 13.30 13.30 3.70 10.80 17.70 33.10 16.50 235 586 -30% 30%
Royal Street 735 7 7 1,436 1,446 99% 2,201 2,215 2,302 2,201 290 290 290 7.70 770  2.90 770 1350 1450 2220 11.80 186 462  -30% 30% 2.90 2.90 2.90 7.80 7.80 2.90 7.80 13.70 22.60 12.00 189 469 -30% 30%
Saunders Street 55 2 1 116! 116! 100% 173 175 181 173 270 270 270 7.70 770 270 770 1350 1470 2240 11.80 190 466  -30% 30% 2.70 270 2.70 7.80 7.80 270 7.80 13.70 22.80 12.00 193 474 -30% 30%
State Library 110 | 497 7 14 2,577 2,651 97% 4,088 4,094 4,276 4,271 350 350 350 1350 1350 3.50 10.60 18.80 23.00 3290 16.20 257 588  -30% 30% 3.60 3.60 3.60 13.70 13.70 3.60 10.80 19.10 33.40 16.50 261 598 -30% 30%
Terrace Road 776 8 26 2,692 2,580 104% 3,907 4,068 4,087 4,230 320 320 320 12.10 9.90 3.20 990 1790 2220 3260 1550 271 599  -30% 30% 3.30 3.30 3.30 12.30 10.10 3.30 10.10 18.20 33.10 15.70 275 609 -30% 30%
The Garage 42 3 96! 99! 97% 163 151 170 163! - - - - - - - - - - - - 599  -30% 30% - - - - - - - - - - - 609 -30% 30%
Victoria Garden 14 41 41 100% 61 62 64 61 270 - - - - - - 13.50 - - - - - -30% 30% 2.70 - - - - - - 13.70 - - - - -30% 30%
Barraq Square 30 1 3 65! 65! 100% 65 0 430 - - - -30% 30% -30% 30%
Wellington Street 68 1 2 150! 150! 100% 234 237 245 234 320 320 320 1100 11.00 3.20 770 1460 1550 24.20 12.50 204 492 -30% 30% 3.30 3.30 3.30 11.20 11.20 3.30 7.80 14.80 24.60 12.70 207 500 -30% 30%
TOTAL CARPARKS| 7,419 | 3,362 | 35| 134 | 0| 54 | 380 38,640 38764]  100% 58,959 59,610 61,693 61,621 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Kerbside CBD 1,004 34 189 1,754 1,754 100% 2,682 2,717 2,805 2,669 4.30 -30% 30% 4.40 -30% 30%
Kerbside East 2,076 18 20 3,627 3,627 100% 5,645 5,617 5,800 5,518 3.60 -30% 30% 3.70 -30% 30%
Kerbside North 931 14 176 1,627 1,627 100% 2,487 2,519 2,601 2,474 4.00 -30% 30% 4.10 -30% 30%
Kerbside West 1,732 22 227 3,026 3,026 100% 4,626 4,687 4,839 4,603 4.00 -30% 30% 4.10 -30% 30%
TOTAL KERBSIDE 5,743 88 612 10,034 10,035 100% 15,339 15,540 16,045 15,264
Other Income 263 268 98% 412 408 408 408
Merchant fee 0 0 0% 0 400 400 400
GRAND TOTALS 7,419 9,105|35| 222 | 1| 54 | 992 | 48,937| 49,067 100%) 74,710 75,958 78,545 77,340
Increase from changes $1,248 $3,835 $2,630
%of Increase 1.67% 5.14% 3.52%
Notes:

1) Parking fee 2016-17 has been adjusted to the nearest 10c and permit rounded off to the nearest dollar value
2) Parking fee discount range between -30% to +30% included to cover specials

3) Reduction of patrons due to parking fee increases has not been factored into the total revenue

4) Minimum $2 fee for Kerbside will continue

5) 12 hour capped parking fee has been removed

6) In option 3, changes made only to Pay-On-Foot car parks and no changes made to Pay-And-Display

7) Due to Pay-On-Foot system, Council House revenue further increased by 10% from the proposed fee increase
8) Adhoc savings of $400K achieved from the credit card users by charging back merchant fee 0.99% from Master/Visa and 1.3%

from Amex card holders in addition to parking fee
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Proposed Schedule of Fees 2016/17

Option 2- 4 .6% Fee increase (CPI1+3%) Rounded off to nearest 10c Option 3- Fee Restructure on Pay-on-foot car parks
As of 29 Feb 2016
m Op'éo; e Option 2- | Revenue

No. of | No. of | 3 = Projected Increase 4 .6% Fee Option 3
Car Park Name | Long [ Short| 21 & dle|s Budget Rz\;egfu °| aew (‘g;i::/f) :ég?r(l)cfjree i i

Term [Term [ 2] S || & g Actual (Oct  variance | 3oi06s |0Unded off| S okt l on Pay.on- R:z ) “;g‘he' WE  SatDay PS’;“;‘:Y “;g‘he' Night Capped Capped  Early  Permits Permits Minimum Maximum R:‘F: ) ';'Z(':: WE  SatDay PS':"[‘):‘y ';'Z(':: Nigh Capped Capped  Early  Mon-Fri "‘ées;z" Permits Permits  Minimum Maximum

Bays | Bays | 3 3 @ $(000)  Review) % $000) | 1©"2"®St |6 nearest | footcar |Monto (Sun- A R:r‘ em-aio Rate S10M(MongRFiatiRate; ma:r lea::r SLTZ (:Ao?,:“r!;ye) (}:\AT ‘,";? g[rie;ure g[rie;ure Monto (sun- o R:rt?n-aio Ree=i9 (em- REREE K)a:r 2'jar-)|(r 5';2 :4:;5 €im ([Aac\‘::“r:z) :.Aur? (r:ye) gr:ue;m csuuze;me

® $(000) 10c e o sun  Thur) Hrmax  Sun) 9 sun  Thur) Hrmax  Sun) 9
Aberdeen Garage 15 39 40 98% 58 59 61 58| - - - - - - - - - - 246 486  -30% 30% 231 457  -30% 30%
Aberdeen Street 68 16 1 445 438 102% 658 678 688 658) 3.50 3.50 3.50 1290 12.90 3.50 9.30 16.10 27.30 14.60 248 569  -30% 30% 320 320 320 1210 1210 3.20 8.80 1520 2570 13.80 233 535 -30% 30%
Point Fraser 270 5 " 247 236 105% 300 316 314 300§ 3.00 3.00 3.00 10.60 10.60 3.00 8.80 1280 2220 11.40 169 441 -30% 30% 290 290 290 9.90 9.90 2.90 8.30 12.00 20.90 10.70 159 415 -30% 30%
Citiplace 479 5 2,925 2,940 99% 4,409 4,480 4,612 4,646| 440 440 440 1620 1170 440 1170 - 54.70 - - - -30% 30% 450 450 450 4.50 - - -30% 30%
Concert Hall 359 40 5 12 977 1,009 97% 1,576 1,480 1,648 1,598| 360 3.60 360 13.30 1330 360 1120 2250 35.00 19.90 349 771 -30% 30% 350 350 350 2500 2500 350 10.50 20.00 35.00 12.00 15.00 328 725  -30% 30%
Coolgardie Street 41 2 129! 127 102% 190 195 199 190 3.50 3.50 3.50 1290 1290 3.50 9.30 16.70 27.00 13.70 244 564  -30% 30% 320 320 320 1210 1210 3.20 8.80 1570 2540 12.90 229 531 -30% 30%
Council House 22 70 2 2 535 542 99% 886 1,031 1,019 937] 440 440 440 1670 11.70 440 1170 - 49.10 - 654 902  -30% 30% 450 450 450 450 10.00 10.00 615 849  -30% 30%
Cultural Centre 31 284 5 5 1,410 1,446 98% 2,216 2,228 2,318 2,416] 3.80 3.80 3.80 1420 1420 3.80 1120 23.70 38.80 - 402 757 -30% 30% 4.00 4.00 4.00 20.00 20.00 400 10.00 21.00 35.00 10.00 378 712 -30% 30%
Elder Street 1,053 1" 54 67 3,188 3,218 99% 5,061 4,994 5,294 5,186] 490 490 4.90 1410 1410 490 1410 2230 40.20 18.50 389 793 -30% 30% 500 500 500 2000 2000 500 10.00 1550 35.00 10.00 366 746 -30% 30%
Fire Station 158 3 10 784 782 100% 1,169 1,189 1,223 1,169] 3.60 3.60 3.60 13.30 820 3.60 8.20 - 30.20 17.90 313 677  -30% 30% 330 330 3.30 1250 770  3.30 7.70 - 28.40 16.80 294 637  -30% 30%
Goderich Street 176 2 9 405 409 99% 613 614 641 657) 3.20 3.20 320 820 820 3.20 820 16.70 2850 13.70 221 534  -30% 30% 350 350 350 7.00 7.00 3.50 7.00 16.00 35.00 5.00 208 502  -30% 30%
Hay Street 25 2 88 88! 100% 136 137 142 136 320 320 3.20 1230 1230 3.20 9.20 - - - - - -30% 30% 310 3.10 3.10 1160 1160 3.10 8.70 - - - - - -30% 30%
Heirisson Island 18 1 3 3 100% 3 0 270 - - - - - - 12.80 - - - - -30% 30% 260 - - - - - - 12.00 - - - - -30% 30%
His Majesty's 232 416 |35 6 28 4,048 4,096 99% 6,251 6,266 6,539 6,660] 420 420 4.20 15.80 820 420 1170 28.10 54.70 - 436 861 -30% 30% 4.00 4.00 400 2500 25.00 400 10.00 30.00 50.00 15.00 15.00 410 810 -30% 30%
John Oldham Park 23 2 83! 84/ 99% 117 119 122 117| 410 4.10 4.10 1170 1170 4.10 820 19.70 31.80 - - - -30% 30% 380 380 380 1100 11.00 3.80 7.70 18.50 29.90 - - - -30% 30%
Mardalup Park " 13; 12 108% 18 20 19 18] 2.80 - - - - - - 14.30 - - - - -30% 30% 270 - - - - - - 13.50 - - - - -30% 30%
Mayfair Street 441 4 18 950 974 98% 1,481 1,471 1,549 1,499 3.50 3.50 - - - 3.50 820 18.70 29.40 15.90 281 661 -30% 30% 3.50 3.50 3.50 7.00 1150 35.00 264 622 -30% 30%
James street 56 1 272 267 102% 390 403 408 390) 3.50 3.50 3.50 1290 12.90 3.50 9.30 1550 25.80 13.30 217 523  -30% 30% 320 320 320 1210 1210 3.20 8.80 1460 2430 12.50 204 492 -30% 30%
Mounts Bay Road 10 1 2 38 38 100% 55 56 58 55] 410 4.10 410 1170 1170 4.10 11.70 - - - - - -30% 30% 380 380 380 1100 1100 3.80 11.00 - - - - - -30% 30%
Newcastle Street 187 2 4 421 423 100% 633 639 662 633] 2.80 2.80 280 820 820 280 820 13.90 22.60 12.10 190 475 -30% 30% 270 270 270 7.70 770 270 7.70 1310 21.30 11.40 179 447  -30% 30%
Event Parking 33 30 110% 43 46 45 43) - - - - - - - - - - - - -30% 30% - - -30% 30%
Convention Centre | 1,071 | 390 23 84 7,670 7,586 101% 11,563 11,835 12,095 12,308f 6.00 6.00 6.00 1760 1760 6.00 17.60 2490 5880 23.70 333 931 -30% 30% 6.00 6.00 6.00 2500 2500 6.00 16.50 25.00 50.00 20.00 16.00 313 876  -30% 30%
Pier Street 164 553 8 14 2,886 2,892 100% 4,452 4,512 4,657 4,514] 390 3.90 3.90 14.70 820 390 1120 23.80 40.70 18.10 425 815  -30% 30% 350 350 350 20.00 2000 350 10.00 17.00 35.00 12.00 10.00 400 767  -30% 30%
Plain Street 155 1 7 355 356 100% 511 518 535 511) 320 320 320 1230 1230 3.20 920 1550 2570 13.30 217 523  -30% 30% 310 3.10 3.10 1160 1160 3.10 870 1460 2420 12.50 204 492 -30% 30%
Queens Gardens 859 8 12 1,196 1,235 97% 1,723 1,709 1,802 1,723| 3.10 3.10 3.10 11.80 1180 3.10 8.90 13.20 2140 11.70 176 455  -30% 30% 3.00 300 3.00 1110 11.10 3.00 8.40 1240 20.20 11.00 165 428  -30% 30%
Regal Place 289 4 4 480 483 99% 712 719 745 792) 320 320 320 1230 590 3.20 920 14.10 28.30 12.80 190 523  -30% 30% 350 350 3.50 3.50 10.00 12.00 35.00 179 492 -30% 30%
Roe Street 53 417 5 27 1,847 1,862 99% 2,843 2,894 2,974 3,072] 3.70 390 3.70 1390 1390 3.90 1130 1850 34.60 17.30 246 613  -30% 30% 4.00 4.00 400 1200 12.00 4.00 1200 15.00 40.00 12.00 231 577  -30% 30%
Royal Street 735 7 7 1,436 1,446 99% 2,201 2,215 2,302 2,201 3.00 3.00 3.00 820 820 3.00 820 1430 23.60 12.60 198 491 -30% 30% 290 290 290 7.70 770 2.90 7.70 1350 2220 11.80 186 462 -30% 30%
Saunders Street 55 2 1 116! 116! 100% 173 175 181 173| 280 280 2.80 820 820 280 820 1430 23.80 12.60 202 495  -30% 30% 270 270 270 7.70 770 270 7.70 1350 2240 11.80 190 466  -30% 30%
State Library 110 497 7 14 2,577 2,651 97% 4,088 4,094 4,276 4,271| 380 3.80 3.80 1430 1430 3.80 1130 20.00 3490 17.30 273 625  -30% 30% 350 350 350 20.00 2000 350 10.00 18.00 35.00 10.00 257 588  -30% 30%
Terrace Road 776 8 26 2,692 2,580 104% 3,907 4,068 4,087 4,230 350 350 350 1290 1060 3.50 10.60 19.00 34.60 16.40 288 637  -30% 30% 350 350 350 1500 1500 3.50 10.00 18.00 35.00 15.50 8.00 271 599  -30% 30%
The Garage 42 3 96! 99! 97% 163 151 170 163 - - - - - - - - - - - 637  -30% 30% - - - - - - - - - - - 599  -30% 30%
Victoria Garden 14 41 41 100% 61 62 64 61] 280 - - - - - - 14.30 - - - - -30% 30% 270 - - - - - - 13.50 - - - - -30% 30%
Barraq Square 30 1 3 65! 65! 100% 65 0 - - - - - - - - - - - - -30% 30% -30% 30%
Wellington Street 68 1 2 150! 150! 100% 234 237 245 234) 350 3.50 3.50 11.70 11.70 3.50 820 1550 25.70 13.30 217 523  -30% 30% 320 320 320 11.00 11.00 3.20 7.70 1460 2420 12.50 204 492 -30% 30%
TOTAL CARPARKS| 7,419 | 3,362 | 35| 134 | 0| 54 | 380 38,640 38764]  100% 58,959 59,610 61,693 61,621| - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Kerbside CBD 1,004 34 189 1,754 1,754 100% 2,682 2,717 2,805 2,669| 4.60 -30% 30% 4.30 -30% 30%
Kerbside East 2,076 18 20 3,627 3,627 100% 5,545 5617 5,800 5,518] 3.90 -30% 30% 3.60 -30% 30%
Kerbside North 931 14 176 1,627 1,627 100% 2,487 2,519 2,601 2,474] 4.30 -30% 30% 4.00 -30% 30%
Kerbside West 1,732 22 227 3,026 3,026 100% 4,626 4,687 4,839 4,603] 4.30 -30% 30% 4.00 -30% 30%
TOTAL KERBSIDE 5,743 88 612 10,034 10,035 100% 15,339 15,540 16,045 15,264/
Other Income 263 268 98% 412 408 408 408
Merchant fee 0 0 0% 0 400 400 400
GRAND TOTALS | 7,419 9,105| 35| 222 | 1| 54 | 992 l 48,937] 49,067 100%)| 74,710 75,958 78,545 77,340,
Increase from changes $1,248 $3,835 $2,630
%of Increase 1.67% 5.14% 3.52%

Notes:

1) Parking fee 2016-17 has been adjusted to the nearest 10c and permit rounded off to the nearest dollar value
2) Parking fee discount range between -30% to +30% included to cover specials

3) Reduction of patrons due to parking fee increases has not been factored into the total revenue

4) Minimum $2 fee for Kerbside will continue

5) 12 hour capped parking fee has been removed
6) In option 3, changes made only to Pay-On-Foot car parks and no changes made to Pay-And-Display

7) Due to Pay-On-Foot system, Council House revenue further increased by 10% from the proposed fee increase

8) Adhoc savings of $400K achieved from the credit card users by charging back merchant fee 0.99% from Master/Visa and 1.3%

from Amex card holders in addition to parking fee
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