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ITEM 1

11

ITEM 2

2.1

2.2

2.3

OPENING OF MEETING
Opening

The Deputy Mayor declared the meeting open at 5:30pm and
acknowledged the traditional owners, the Kariyarra people.

RECORDING OF ATTENDANCE AND APOLOGIES
Attendance

Elected Members

Councillor George J Daccache (Deputy Mayor)
Councillor Arnold A Carter

Councillor Stanley R Martin

Councillor Janet M Gillingham

Councillor David W Hooper

Councillor Michael B Dziombak

Officers

Mr lan Hill Acting Chief Executive Officer

Ms Natalie Octoman Director Corporate Services

Mr Gordon MacMile Director Community Development
Mr Russell Dyer Director Engineering Services

Mr Eber Butron Director Planning and Development
Mr Ayden Férdeline Administration Officer Governance
Public Gallery

Members of the Public
Members of the Media
Members of Staff

N~ ©

Apologies
Councillor Julie E Hunt who is away on Council business
Approved Leave of Absence

Mayor Kelly A Howlett
Councillor Gloria A Jacob
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ITEM 3

3.1

311

RESPONSE TO PREVIOUS QUESTIONS TAKEN ON NOTICE

Questions from Public at Ordinary Council Meeting held on
Thursday 26 April 2012

Mr Wayne Ness

| have checked the plans and set backs of 8 Crawford Street, as they
were refused on this, and ask why the Planning Department said the
buildings were on the boundary in the correspondence to the applicant?
How can the setbacks at 8 Crawford be not correct when the building
on Grant Street approved by delegated authority is much closer? | have
information that the parking approval was a hindrance to the site at
Grant Place and wonder if the Council is willing to show evidence to
prove that the parkig is compliant at 2 Grant Place?

These questions were previously responded to by the Director of
Planning and Development as noted in the Council agenda of 26 April
2012. A copy of the site plan and car parking layout can be viewed by
Mr Ness at Council Offices.

What was the zoning at the time of the delegated authority?

Director Planning and Development advised that the zoning was R30.

The Department of Planning documents showed as of the updated
records of the 28" March 2012 that the block was R30?

Director Planning and Development advised it is.
Is the construction of the multiple units in line with R30 zoning?
Director Planning and Development advised it is.

If the zoning was changed why w a s it &divertised and the neighbours
consulted?

Director Planning and Development advised that the subject land and
surrounds has been zoned R30 for a considerable time and has not
being subject of a recent rezoning.

With regards to the TPS5 amendment 51, can the Council prove that all
occupants received a letter and it was advertised outside every

property as Council advised it di

published?

Director Planning and Development advised that letters were sent to
landowners and affected owners and advertised in the local paper.
Public advertising was undertaken in accordance with the TOPH
Planning Scheme provisions.
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Why i sndot the Counci l rezoning the R25

Director Planning and Development advised that R25 land was not part
of Council 6s resolution.

What about the other owners in other areas with R15, R 12.5?

Director Planning and Development advised that R25 land was not part
of Council 6s resolution. Zoning of 0
Council in the future.

Why did Council use a Google like image, and red circle the areas
when there are correctly published documents for publishing the correct
details (as per item 11.1.6 on the Agenda of 11 April)?

Director Planning and Development advised that there is no Google
image with respect to this Council agenda item.

Did Council do this to rush it through so that some people, who are
advertising great investment opportunitites, can push their case through
without regard for the average person that ownes a property?

Director Planning and Development advised that it did not.

Why wasnot such an i mportant document
downloadable format?

Director Planning and Development advised that it is understood the
item was able to be downloaded by other parties. To assist Mr Ness,
the document format was changed and a copy forwarded to him.

Why are the minutes from 11 April 2012 not on the Council website?

Director Corporate Services advised that the Minutes from 11 April
2012 were not on the website until 27 April 2012 due to workload
issues and staff vacancies. This vacancy has now been filled and will
assist to ensure there are no future delays.

How did the Oo6Landingd formerly Dixons
space for all the vans not on the actual site of the park, and also be

allowed to mass room Fly-In-Fly-Out (FIFO) workers when it is

supposed to be a caravan park?

Director Planning and Development advised that the development
referred to has not been approved by Council and officers are currently
reviewing and investigating the matter.
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What is the Council doing about the overcrowding and parking issues
onto the main road and external at the Landing?

Director Planning and Development advised that Council officers are
currently investigating the matter.

Who is negligent in the case of an accident?

Director Planning and Development advised that this could be subject
to specific circumstances and legal opinion.

Why is the Wedgefield camp allowed to expand but local contractors
are not allowed to have accommodation on their blocks?

Director Planning and Development advised that officers are not aware
of any approved accommodation expansion.

Why is a local real estate company allowed to sell a caretakers unit as
separate strata in Wedgefield?

Director Planning and Development advised that the subject lot was
part of an overall strata subdivision of the entire industrial use. The
subject residence is still intended for the use of caretakers facility for
the overall industrial site.

Was part of the reason for a fall out with BHP Billiton over the Tug Pens
at the Marina over housing on the Spoilbank?

Director Planning and Development advised that officers are unaware
of any fallout with BHP. There is no permanent housing on the
Spoilbank marina site.

Why would you want to put housing on a known unstable area [the
Spoilbank]?

Director Planning and Development advised that it is not currently
envisaged to provide permanent housing on the Spoilbank.

Was someone external pushing for this site [the Spoilbank] to boost
their sales?

Director Planning and Development advised that the external party
involved in the Spoilbank Marina project is LandCorp.

In regards to the surveillance systems around town, how did | get an

answer as quoted inthereplytomylast questions O6as pe.l
reqguirements when it was awarded in 2
closed on 30 March 2009, as per the tender documents and emails

sent to tenderers?
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Director Corporate Services advised that the answer provided in the
Agenda for the 26 April 2012 Ordinary Council Meeting stating the
tender was awarded in 2008 was an error. The tender was awarded in
April 2009.

What is the latency time currently being achieved?

Director Corporate Services advised that this question is being
investigated and a response will be provided.

What is the data rate full duplex throughput for each link that is being
currently achieved?

Director Corporate Services advised that this question is being
investigated and a response will be provided.

If the Western Power poles were not up to spec for the cameras as
specified in the tender specs, and the new poles were installed at a far
greater cost than budgeted (with poles being in excess of $10,000),
why wasnot the tender reissued?

Director Corporate Services advised that this question is being
investigated and a response will be provided.

Were the cost of the poles included in the $900K plus final installation
figure, or were they hidden somewhere else?

Director Corporate Services advised that this question is being
investigated and a response will be provided.

If the cameras installed were supposedly the best available at the time,
why are we replacing them now?

Director Corporate Services advised that this question is being
investigated and a response will be provided.

Is the Council prepared to provide evidence of compliance of all
equipment and conditions of tender as per the tender specifications
considering the original tender was for around the vicinity of between
$200,000 and $300,000 and it costed over $900,000 when it was
installed [for CCTV]?

Director Corporate Services advised that this question is being
investigated and a response will be provided.

Do the rate payers know of this cost exercise?

Director Corporate Services advised that costs of the CCTV project are
incorporated in the monthly financial reports to Council.
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How much are the new cameras being installed costing per camera
including the installation and set ups?

Director Corporate Services advised that this question is being
investigated and a response will be provided.

I know you use a butt saving answer process, but | am asking for an
honest straight up reply, and ask you to advise why if | was told that the
Chief Executive Offi cetlass mettiegr(even p o ol
though a covering excessive was executed and it was also taken on

notice), workers raced to the Chief EX
to make some quick changes including the fence?

Chief Executive Officer advised that there a number of compliance

issues that are being worked through for the fence and those works are

continuing.

Different people have different opinions about some of those
[compliance] aspects and those works will continue until they are

compliant and signed off.

Why wasnoét it compliant at the time of
Director Planning and Development advised that the development was

approved by Council& Building Unit and the subject works were

contracted out. The issue of non-compliance was recognised when the

pool fence was inspected, and officers advised accordingly.

Does the Director consider it compliant now and have all the certificates

been completed?

Director Planning and Development advised in the negative.

Why is the pool still not compliant?

Director Planning and Development advised that the Town is awaiting

for compliance works to be completed. Council& building section will

undertake inspections once these works have been completed.

Did the pool go out for tender to be built as stated in the Act?

Director Planning and Development advised that quotes for the
construction of the pool were received in accordance with Council®
procurement policy.

Were alll the other works at the Chief

done in accordance with the correct financial processes?

Chief Executive Officer advised that quotes were obtained in
accordance wi t h Council 6s procur emen:H
financial processes.
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Can you provide evidence of this?
Chief Executive Officer advised that this question is taken on notice.

Did the Mayor and other Council representatives attend the facilities of
the Port Hedland Tennis Club to discuss the Hockey Club at the
premises and act appropriately in the way they addressed the matter?

Mayor advised that she attendedt he ¢l ubds Annual Gene
with the Deputy Mayor as they often do with various groups. It was

good to have a dialogue and this will be an ongoing issue until it is

resolved.

Is the new water park having issues with the concrete cracking, is this
the case and what is being done about it as it was supposed to open
weeks ago?

Chief Executive Officer advised that Council received a briefing this

afternoon about issues associated with the opening of the water park

and the tender and works currently occurring there. A report will come

to the nex-t Counci l meeting to out | i
consideration.

312 Mr Camilo Blanco

You did not answer my question at last Council meeting relating to
Care for Hedland consultation on Hunt Point, so | am asking again,
were you present as the Chair of the Care for Hedland in the BHP
Billiton consultation relating to the Hunt Point Tug pen proposal on the
28 November 20117

Mayor advised that she did not chair the meeting.

Were you present at the BHP Billiton Community Consultation Group
on the 23 November 2011, where a presentation on Hunt Point Marine
Precinct was presented?

Mayor advised that she was present at this meeting.

Are you the Town of Port Hedlandds r ey
Community Consultation Group?

Mayor advised that she i1isndét the Town
Councillor Hunt is.

Were any other Town representatives present at that BHP Billiton
Community Consultation Group meeting?

Mayor advised that the Deputy Mayor was present at this meeting.
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Is the BHP Billiton Community Consultation Group designed to inform
the Town and its people on the direction of BHP Billiton?

Mayor advised that this is one aspect of the Groupd s .r ol e

I have here your diary entry for 23 November 2011 which shows you
attended the BHPBIO Community Consultation, together with the
Deputy Mayor and Councillor Hunt about Hunt Point. Why did the
Mayor, Deputy Mayor and Councillor withhold this information from
other Councillors, staff and most important of all the residents and rate
payers of our town?

Mayor advised that no information was withheld.

In relation to the Precinct 3 proposal the Town stated it needs to do
better next time when it comes to public consultation because of the
objections by the public. Why has public consultation not improved with
this major development at Hunt Point?

Mayor advised that the Town of Port Hedland was not the lead agency
for the consultation on Hunt Point.

Who is [the lead agency]?

Mayor said she believes the lead agency is the Port Hedland Port
Authority (PHPA), as it is their land and this is a negotiation of business
contract between the PHPA and BHPBIO.

[ n t his EPA document BHP states 0 BH
undertaken extensive consultaton wi t hti n the Port Hedl]l
Has the Town got an inquiry process to determine whether the process

is going wrong and if it has not, can Council implement a process?

Chief Executive Officer advised that the item that is before Council
tonight expresses disappointment about the lack of consultation with
the Town in relation to the tug pens location. With respect to future
procedures, the Town has set up a process whereby senior BHP
Billiton representatives will come and talk to Council officers and
potentially Councillors on a monthly basis to identify future issues
associated with their growth that may impact on the community.

The Town has tried to put in place a process whereby issues are
identified much earlier that they have been in the past and hopefully
mitigation strategies can be developed that can see consultation and
engagement occur.

I am not happy with public question time. The people need to see
gustions and answers together. Can there be a vote by Councillors to
implement this process?
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3.2

321

Mayor advised in the negative. Mayor also said that the Town is
working through this process and it will make sure that in future the
Minutes are put out in a timely manner.

Is this a Council decision or is it your decision?

Mayor advised that this is public question time and all questions are

directed to the Chair. If Council wants to, there is a process where the
Townds administration can prepare a r
for consideration, or members can prepare a notice of motion. Mayor
further advised that the answer to Mr

The process of unconfirmed minutes not being displayed until the last
minute is questionable. Can there be a vote by Councillors to either
have Council meetings once a month or have the unconfirmed minutes
presented within a few days of the meeting so we can review the
content?

Mayor advised that the Minutes will be made public very soon.
Can | have a copy of the audio recording for this meeting?

Director Corporate Services advised that a copy of the audio recording has
been mailed to Mr Blanco.

NOTE: Deputy Mayor George J Daccache asked Mr Camilo
Blanco, who was seated in the public gallery, if he was happy with
the answers provided. Mr Blanco advised in the affirmative,
stating that the answers to his questions were quite good on this
occasion.

Questions from Elected Members at Ordinary Council Meeting
held on Thursday 26 April 2012

Councillor George J Daccache

The Town has police and fire brigade quarters both in Port and South

Hedl and, so why not t wo St Johnds amb
last week highlighted to me how important a further ambulance centre

is for our town. In view of this, can the Town start discussions with St

Johnoés ambul ance i n hraoeifonort Hedland?mb u |l a n
Further, can the Town also approach BHP, FMG, Rio Tinto and other
businesses that have ambul ances so th¢
are busy the community can use theirs?

Director Planning and Development Services advised that Officers from

the Environmental Services team will make contact with
representatives from St Johnds Ambul a
regard to this matter.
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The Town needs a larger and better public fishing wharf. Can we get
the State Government departments and local businesses to discuss
this issue?The wharf we have is small and extremely inadequate for
sport and entertainment and our town deserves better.

Mayor responded in the affirmative.

Can the Town put out an expression of interest or whatever is required
for the building of a casino and/or hotel/motel/casino complex for Port
Hedland? | believe that the Burswood Casino no longer has exclusive
rights to run a casino in Western Australia. We should start advertising
that we are interested in having such a building in our town.

Mayor responded in the affirmative.

NOTE: Deputy Mayor George J Daccache updated Councillors
and the public gallery to state that discussions are continuing in
regards to these questions.

ITEM 4 PUBLIC TIME
5:31pm Deputy Mayor declared Public Question Time open.

4.1 Public Question Time

4.1.1 Mr Camilo Blanco

At Question Time on 26 April 2012, the Mayor stated that no
information was withheld from Councillors, staff, and the residents of
Hedland relating to Hunt Point.

The Mayordés diary entry for 23 Novembe
Mayor, together with the Mayor and Councillor Julie E Hunt, was at the

BHP Billiton Community Consultation held on 23 November. If the

Deputy Mayor was at the meeting, and he supports truth and
accountability of the Council, can you tell me why the Deputy Mayor did

not inform all Councillors, and the people of the town, details of the

proposal in November 2011, instead of early in February 20127

Deputy Mayor advised that he cannot answer this question at this time;
however, he will have the information provided.

In the Environmental Protection Authority (EPA) report dated 12
December 2011, BHP has stated that it has consulted with the
community extensively, and the Care for Hedland Group has no
concerns about Hunt Point.
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As the Mayor is also a member, and the Chair of the Care for Hedland
Group, and responsible for delivering any details of such consultation to
an included group noting that some of the Councillors and the
community were not advised by Council until February 2012, can the
Mayor confirm that all the members of Care for Hedland were correctly
informed in advance of the report as well, and aware of the response
that BHP has put in the EPA report advising the Care for Hedland
Group has no concerns about Hunt Point?

Acting Chief Executive Officer advised that this is a question that
should be put to the Council when the Mayor is present.

The summarised response to my question last meeting by the Mayor is

basically, Ai mpr ovi ng publ i c consul tation (
warranted because the Town of Port Hedland was not the lead agency

on the Hunt Point proposal, o0 but the N
Billiton Community Consultation Group
Mayor was, up unt il recentl vy, t he

representative, and one of their roles is to inform the Councillors and
the people on any proposals. Can you explain why that information was
not conveyed in full earlier?

Deputy Mayor advised that there was no withholding of information
from the public.

A petition of 500 signatures has recently been presented to State
Parliament showing that there were were community concerns, so was
the release of information on Hunt Point deliberately delayed so the
people did not have an opportunity to express their concerns, or to
object?

Deputy Mayor advised that Mr Bl ancobs

Last Council meeting, the Deputy Mayor proposed the Town put out an
Expression of Interest, or whatever is required, for the building of a
casino. Considering the number of people of low economic status in the
town T people battling to pay rent and eat, let alone children on the
streets, and crime and disorder of high proportion i that we read about,
| ask if the Deputy Mayor presented this idea as a joke, or is he actually
serious about this proposal?

Deputy Mayor advised that this proposal was a serious suggestion.

There are programs in this town that are in desperate need of funding,
like the Mingle Mob Patrol. People are putting their lives on the line for
the well being of the community and children without home and care.
Doesnot Counci | t hink t hat concentrat
required for these programs is more beneficial than providing additional

social issue ventures?
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Director Corporate Services advised that the Town had received a
community budget request in relation to the Mingle Mob Patrol. Council
is currently undertaking a process of considering this request.

There are local people in this town that are finding it extremely difficult
to stay in the Town that they grew up in because of the housing crisis.
What is Council doing to assist any affordable housing programs?

Director Planning and Development advised that his Officers have been
in consultation with Pilbara Cities, LandCorp, and the Department of
Housing with a view to bringing more housing on track. There is a lot
discussion around those circles about future land releases. Council at
its last Meeting also resolved to support the NAB affordable housing
project, an initiative by the Pilbara Regional Council.

We have Aboriginal people living in shanties behind the South Hedland
CBD. What is Council doing to address this issue? What is Council
doing to assist with housing these people who no longer have homes
due to the Fly-In, Fly-Out (FIFO) workforce taking over the town and
leaving local residents on the streets?

Director Community Development advised that there are two agencies
in town who offer crisis accomodation to Indigenous people who come
to Hedland. Largely these people come to town accompanying relatives
and family members who need medical treatment. These agencies do
not always have enough beds, but they do provide an essential service.

So we are still lacking?

Director Community Development advised that there was a study
undertaken in July by the Pilbara Development Commission (PDC) that
identified a shortage of beds in a number of areas, including crisis care
and aged care. There were a number of strategies that came out of that
study for both non-governmental organisations (NGOs) and key worker
accommodation for those who help deliver essential services.

In light of the Deputy Mayor withholding such important information
about Hunt Point from both Councillors and the community, both as
Deputy Mayor and Town of Port Hedland representative on the
associated committees, together with the casino proposal that will only
further impact the social, economic and family development within a
community of many issues already, do you think that maybe it is time
for you to stand down?

Deputy Mayor advised that no information was withheld from the public
about Hunt Point, and the casino is a proposal, so it is yet to be seen
as to what happens in the future in regards to this. The Deputy Mayor
advised he will not be responding to the concluding remark.

On 14 March 2012 | asked: fHave all roads in Wedgefield been
changed to ONetwork 10 without conditi
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The answer was: iDirector Engineering Services advised that a few
years ago all local governments were asked to assess their roads to
find out whether they needed to be on the RAV network. This means
that these road upgrades are now under

If these roads are under Main Roads, when is the Council going to be
proactive, investigate and reply to the community the reasons why the
roads in the Wedgefield area have been left in such a sad state of
repair?

Director Engineering Services advised that it is not solely for Main
Roads to fund the Restricted Vehicle Access network; although they
are one source of funding through the Regional Roads Group. Another
source is Roads for Recovery. There is an upgrade planned for roads
in Wedgefield. The first major upgrade is for industry, linked to the new
Great Northern Highway realignment.

Director Engineering Services stated that the roads in Wedgefield have

endured a hammering, but upgrades will be rolled out over the next few

years, depending upon what money is available. The funds the Town

has at the moment for roads in Wedgefield have gone into design. In
addition, one of the ill.2m@enderol@/07t oni gh
Supply of Road Rehabilitation and Stabilisation Works6 ) i s a tender
will see a new form of road construction used in Wedgefield that will put

more strength into the roads.

When is the Council going to do something about getting some action
by Main Roads on the state of the Wedgefield roads?

Director Engineering Services advised that Main Roads WA is not
responsible for roads in Wedgefield. The roads in Wedgefield are now
on the national road network, as in the past there were a lot of roads
that did not link to each other. In hindsight, what is happening currently
was not envisaged, so it is a matter of upgrading the roads in
Wedgefield, and Council is responsible for doing so.

Who is responsible for ensuring that Main Roads works are
implemented? And is there a repair plan in place by Main Roads, with a
time frame to start the repair process?

Director Engineering Services advised that Main Roads is responsible
for their roads. If it is a local government road, the Council is
responsible, and it is subject to budget allocations and other sources of
funds.

Wh a't i s the balance in the Townds muni

Director Corporate Services advised that, as of close of business
yesterday, the municipal account held $11,726,290.12.
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The indoor sporting complex is set to open in late July. Can you advise
of the total complex costing to date, including all costs and all
consultant fees, for this project?

Director Community Development advised that this question is taken on
notice.

On 11 April 2012 | asked: fAre ratepayers going to fit the bill for the
construction of the drainage?0

The answer was: fDirector Community Development advised that
drainage and civil construction has always been part of the project and
is funded by several partners.o

Who are the several partners exactly?

Director Community Development advised that the partners who have
contributed towards the Multi Purpose Recreation Centre are the Town
of Port Hedland, the State Government through Royalties for Regions,
and BHP Billiton, with some supporting contributions from Auzcorp.

On 11 April 2012 | asked: ANho is constructing the car park at the new
Recreation Centre?0

| also asked: fHow much will those works cost?0

The answer was: firector Community Development advised the
budget for all civil construction works is estimated at $2.8 million.0

Does the Town of Port Hedland have that $2.8 million in a reserve
account for the purpose of parking and drainage?

Director Community Development advised that the funding for the
completion of civil works are funded.

Can you show the account number and amount in the reserve to cover
the works?

Director Community Development advised that the funds are currently
held in a reserve account.

Can you show the account number and amount?

Director Corporate Services advised that this question is taken on
notice so that the account number and amount held in the reserve can
be provided.

The Director Community Devel opment
always been identified as a project
the Town saying the project is on budget when clearly there are millions

of dollars that still need to be spent on car parks and drainage?
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Director Community Development advised the project has not been
completed.

On 25 January 2012 | asked: ANhich account does the revenue raised
from Mia Mia and Port Haven go into? The airport reserve account or
general revenue account?0

My understanding of the Local Government Act is all revenue
generated from the airport, airport reserve, or airport land, whichever
name you want to call it, must be spent on the airport. No airport land
has been rezoned to date. The Town receives a 13% admin fee; the
rest goes to the airport reserve account.

If this is incorrect, can you show the relevant section of the Local
Government Act that allows you to transfer the lease income from the

airport, airport reserve, or airport land, into account 11083 49 o6 Gr an't
Mul t i Pur pose HRenaccaeti 8088 5dr 6Lease | nc

Director Corporate Services advised there is no requirement in the
Local Government Act that indicates revenue from the airport has to be
spent on the airport. Any funds that are held within the airport reserve
have restrictions, but it does not mean that Council has to put all
revenue raised from the operations and leases of Transient Worker
Accommodation (TWA) facilities into the airport reserve.

Can | get where it states that in the Act presented to me?

Director Corporate Services advised that this is not specifically stated in
the Act. It says what reserve accounts can and cannot be used for. It is
at Council s discretion as tavewhat fun

In relation to the Wedgefield, Port and South Hedland underground
power project, can | get a list of the stakeholders, and/or government
departments, with the dollar amount each organisation has
contributed? Can you show evidence of the account numbers it went
into and the amount in the account at present; a list of all transactions
in and out of the accounts supplied; and the estimated percentage of all
works completed.

Director Corporate Services advised that the underground power
project is a partnership project between Pilbara Cities, Horizon Power,
and the Town of Port Hedland. To date there have been no funds
transferred by the Town. The estimated cost was $44 million. The
indicative amount to be passed on to rate payers, as outlined in all of
our previous communication with rate payers, was 25% of that overall
cost. Council has proposed a model of how that is going to be
established and it will form part of the 2012/13 Rates Notices.

What is the real cost to date of the Marquee Park Water Playground,
including all project works, all remedial works, all ancillary costs, and all
consultant fees?
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4.1.2

5:55pm

Deputy Mayor advised that he will take this question on notice.

What are the additional full costs for all remedial works, all ancillary
works, and all consultant fees, to enable the water park to be opened to
the public?

Deputy Mayor advised that he will take this question on notice.

Where is all the funding coming from to pay any costs over and above
the original budget for the park of approximately $9 million?

Deputy Mayor advised that he will take this question on notice.
Can | have a copy of the audio recording for this meeting?
Deputy Mayor advised in the affirmative.

Mr Wayne Ness

| have one question tonight. | have asked some other questions in
regards to Closed-Circuit Television (CCTV) and the statistics for
latency and other network issues. | was told they were taken on notice
and would be returned to me. | also asked some questions in regards
to the Chief Execut i v e@rocésk &sitachow thes
funding went through. Can | be privvy to those documents, or do | need
to go through Freedom of Information? | am just asking when these
responses will be made available to me.

Director Corporate Services advised that in regards to expenditure

relating t o t he Chi ef Executi ve

commenced this investigation. There are numerous transactions and
Officers must locate all supporting documentation so that the Town can

hous

Of f

clearly clarify that these are in line withthe or gani sati onds pr

policy.

In relation to the CCTV question, the Director advised that the Town
operates numerous cameras and Mr
to any one of these cameras. As such, testing is being undertaken with
the maintenance contractors to gather these statistics, and the Town
has been advised that this will take a couple of weeks. The Director will
get a report to Mr Ness as soon as this information is available.

Deputy Mayor closed Public Question Time.
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5:55pm
4.2

421

4.22

6:00pm

Deputy Mayor opened Public Statement Time.

Public Statement Time

Ms Camile Mathews

Ms Camile Mathews raised a number of points of concern regarding he
proposed development at 8 Mosley Street, Port Hedland, to be
considered by Council tonight, including;

Lack of notice

Density

Impacts on a family street
Likely FIFO usage
Parking

E

Ms Joan Foley

Ms Joan Fol ey 6 salssih @positiore to the deveelspment
at 8 Mosley Street, Port Hedland. She had already experienced having
a house built next door to her. When this transpired, her daughter could
not take a wheelchair down into her own yard because construction
workers had laid their equipment down all over the verge.

Deputy Mayor closed Public Statement Time.
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ITEM5

5.1

52

5.3

QUESTIONS FROM MEMBERS WITHOUT NOTICE
Councillor Arnold A Carter

At the | ast Ordinary Counci l Me
Port City Growth Plan go out for public consultation. Has this gone out
yet? | have not seen it advertised anywhere.

Director Planning and Development advised that his understanding of
the matter was that the draft Growth Plan went out several weeks ago
and that it has been advertised in the local newspaper twice. The
Director stated that he believes today might have been the last day for
public submissions. Once these are compiled, the findings will be
reported back to Council.

Councillor Stanley R Martin

Can Council put a priority on Wedgefield roads? Those roads were built
for light industry. As we are aware, the load is higher now with triples
[road trains] using them. Can Council possibly re-assess and bring
forward priority to this project?

Director Engineering Services advised that he is meeting with Main
Roads tomorrow and he will raise this issue. He will report back to
Council with the outcomes of this meeting.

Councillor Janet M Gillingham

Regarding Mosley Street, | have had a number of emails from
residents. Some of the residents are here tonight with their concerns. |
also had contact from a South Hedland resident who is concerned; she
feels it will set a precedent if this particular item does go through.

Regarding the street verge parking near Corney Street at the Port
Hedland Primary School, | have observed over the last week how many
people have just part-parked. Is this going to be fast-tracked into
looking at how can we alleviate this problem?

Director Planning and Development advised that he will notify the
Rangers of this situation and as
jurisdiction is within this space. He will also discuss this matter with
Council 6s Manager Environment al

When we talked at a briefing once before it was suggested that the
School get together with the Department of Education, the Parents &
Citizens Association and Council to see what we can do.
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Director Engineering Services advised that the Town is investigating
the possibility of installing a bus bay outside of the school, and a
budget request will be put through as part of the 2012/13 Budget
Review. The Town is also considering installing parking along Tinder
Street. This is expected to take place after the car park project at the
Multi Purpose Recreation Centre has been finished.

Can we please be consulted on all of that? At the moment, the parking
on Corney Street is used by teachers who sit in classrooms all day.
That is the front of the school on Corney Street; therefore, people
coming into the administration office are expected to actually park way
down the back by the Andrew McLaughlin Centre, and to walk through
a service area which is used by trucks. Maybe this needs to be turned
around?

Director Engineering Services advised that he has been in discussions
with the Department of Education and they are considering offering
part-funding for these works. In addition, the bus bay that is being
installed can be used by other vehicles, although not during pick-up
and drop-off hours.

Lastly, regarding the businesses at Redbank who have requested in

the past to have business signs on the main area near the Redbank

turnoff at Roche Street. They 6r e saying that we, as
that Main Roads have got back to us to say that the businesses can not

have signs. But when the businesses speak to Main Roads

t hemsel ves, t h ey oOcane Is thexre doa@mentatibndthatt h e y
has come from Main Roads regarding this matter?

Director Planning and Development advised that he raised this matter

with the Manager Planning Services earlier this week, and he was
informed that this issue has surfaced on a number of occasions. The

signage is on a Main Roads road so we must liaise with them. The
Directordéds understanding is that whi
of these signs, Main Roads does not, but he will follow up any evidence

of this view that can be found.

54 Councillor David W Hooper

| know we are looking at doing something to combine the motorsports
in the Growth Plan. The request is for a burnout strip somewhere where
young hoons can go and legally burn their rubber.

Director Planning and Development advised that this request could be
considered as part of the masterplanning for a future motorsports
facility.

Have we got any further with putting bollards through some of the
walkways because cars are still driving through some of these
walkways?
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Director Engineering Services advised that the Town has ordered the
bollards and they will be installed shortly.

55 Councillor George J Daccache

Could the Chief Executive Officer indicate progress with the execution
of legal agreements with BHP Billiton Iron Ore approved by Council at a
Special Meeting last week concerning Precinct 3?

Acting Chief Executive Officer advised that it was established, after the
documents had been prepared, that there is a small existing lease on
the land. Fortunately, Officers were able to establish that the leesee, Air
Services Australia, is prepared to surrender that lease. The lease was
for land being used for training purposes and it is effectively defunct.
This matter should be considered resolved because the documents are
to be amended to deal with that surrender. BHP Billiton Iron Ore will be
considering the documents at a board meeting tonight.

Could the Chief Executive Officer advise on the latest information
regarding providing for the National Broadband Network (NBN) rollout
in Port Hedland, and any information on actions that should be taken?

Acting Chief Executive Officer advised that some weeks ago the Mayor
circulated to all Councillors some information and her concerns
regarding the NBN rollout and its relation to the Pilbara Underground
Power Project. It has been confirmed that the conduits which were to
be installed as part of this project are not proceeding because NBN Co
has indicated that it would not be using them.

The Acting Chief Executive Officer advised that he could draft a letter
for the Deputy Mayor to send to Senator Stephen Conroy, Minister for
Broadband, Communications and the Digital Economy, to express
Council 6s disappoint ment at this p
hasapre-e mi nent position in the nation

Can Council approach Main Roads and ask for whoever cleans up the
Wilson Street road from Port Hedland to South Hedland clean up all the
rubbish that has been accumulating alongside the road? | have raised
this issue a number of times.

Director Engineering Services advised that he informed Main Roads

three weeks ago that this section of road requires cleaning. This is part

of the Network 10 contract maintained by Macmanhons. Main Roads

advised that they would forward this request through to Macmanhons.

Main Roads also advised that due to staffing levels it is difficult to

perform this cleaning task; however, this is not a satisfactory outcome

for the residents of Hedland,andCounci | 6s | itter crew c
for private works for this section of the road. Main Roads declined this

offer. The Director will be meeting with Main Roads again tomorrow

and will follow-up on this matter.
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NOTE: Councillor Arnold A Carter requested permission from the
Deputy Mayor to ask additional questions. The Deputy Mayor
accepted Councillor Carterdés request

56 Councillor Arnold A Carter

What relativity does BHP Billiton have regarding the Airport and the
Civil Aviation Safety Authority (CASA)? Why was it necessary to go
back to BHPB?

Acting Chief Executive Officer advised that a notation of the surrender
of the Air Services Australia lease is necessary for the new
documentation to be signed. By treating it as a condition precedent, this
means the documentation can be signed ahead of the surrender
process.

| thought that was quite a big distance away from where the BHP
Billiton leases were?

Acting Chief Executive Officer advised it is within the proposed lease
area.

CASA is leasing is?

Acting Chief Executive Officer advised the lease that is to be
surrendered is with Air Services Australia.

That s been relinquisRed or terminated

Acting Chief Executive Officer advised that the land is no longer
utilised, however remains as a formal lease.

Two weeks ago | mentioned about the usage of the Skate Park. Once

again, last night I did my usual trip up to town, and | noticed at 6:45pm

not a soul was there. Coming home at 9:30pm there was still not a soul

there. Can you tel]l me who pays for a
some switchlights for that to go of f,
exercise every time | go past. | never see anyone there.

Director Community Development advised that Council pays for the
electricity, but indicated that he has gone past at different times in the
night and has seen people using the facility. People come and go
depending upon whether or not their friends are at the park, or if they
have to be home by a certain time. Officers can review usage numbers
and see whether or not this coincides with how long the lights are on
for. The actual usage, however, does vary depending on the time and
day of the week.
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ITEM 6

| thought that we had triplights on it at one stage, and they were

vandalised?

Director Community Development clarified that the lights are on a timer

system.

DECLARATION

BY MEMBERS TO HAVE GIVEN DUE

CONSIDERATION TO ALL MATTERS CONTAINED IN THE
BUSINESS PAPER PRESENTED BEFORE THE MEETING

Cr G J Daccache

Cr A A Carter

Cr S R Martin

Cr J M Gillingham

Cr D W Hooper
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ITEM 7

7.1

7.2

ITEM 8

CONFIRMATION OF MINUTES OF PREVIOUS MEETING

Confirmation of Minutes of Ordinary Meeting of Council held on
Thursday 26 April 2012

201112/440 Officer 8 Recommendation/Council Decision
Moved: Cr A A Carter Seconded: Cr D W Hooper
That the Minutes of the Ordinary Meeting of Council held on
Thursday 26 April 2012 be confirmed as a true and correct record
of proc eedings.

CARRIED 5/0
Confirmation of Minutes of Special Meeting of Council held on
Tuesday 1 May 2012
201112/441 Officer 8 Recommendation/Council Decision
Moved: Cr A A Carter Seconded: Cr J M Gillingham
That the Minutes of the Special Meeting of Council held on
Tuesday 1 May 2012 be confirmed as a true and correct record of

proceedings.

CARRIED 5/0

ANNOUNCEMENTS BY CHAIRPERSON WITHOUT DISCUSSION

Deputy Mayor GeorgeJ Daccacheds Activity
May 2012 period to date is as follows:

April 2012
Monday, 30 April 2012

1 Pilbara Regional Council meeting in Newman
1  Australian Corruption and Crime Commission discussion meeting

May 2012
Tuesday, 1 May 2012

1 Australian Citizenship Ceremony
1 Australian Defence Force presentation
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ITEM 9

9.1

ITEM 10

10.1

REPORTS BY ELECTED MEMBERS WITHOUT DISCUSSION

Councillor Janet M Gillingham

Councillor Gillingham thanked the Director Planning and Development
for venturing out to Redbank with her on Sunday to look at the beautiful
rocks that are processed in this part of town by Ms Ana Slater.
Councillor Gillingham said that this is a wonderful tourist attraction full
of carved rocks and home-made jewellery, and she hopes they get a
business sign one day.

PETITIONS/DEPUTATIONS/PRESENTATIONS/SUBMISSIONS

Ms Lyn Farrell

Ms Lyn Farrell, Managing Director, Pilbara Institute (formerly Pilbara
TAFE) spoke about t he educati
masterplanning for the future. Ms Farrell also addressed the perception
that student numbers at the Institute are declining by showing a
comparison of enrolment statistics for the past five years.
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ITEM 11

111

11.1.1

REPORTS OF OFFICERS

Planning and Development Services

Proposed Permanent Partial Closure of Hardie Street,
Port Hedland (File No..: 124260G)

Officer Ryan Djanegara
A/Senior Planning Officer

Date of Report 30 April 2012
Application No. 2012/77
Disclosure of Interest by Officer Nil

Summary

Council received a request from Scope Design and Project
Management on behalf of the owners of Lot 94 (25) Kingsmill Street,
Port Hedland to permanently close a portion of the Hardie Street Road
Reserve.

The proposed closure will not affect traffic safety or impact on
pedestrian or cycle movements and will align the adjoining lot
boundaries creating a regular shaped lot. The proposed closure is
minor in nature and will not impact on any current or future access to
the foreshore.

It is recommended the request is approved.

Background

The landowners have requested to purchase the proposed closed
portion of road reserve and amalgamate with Lot 94 (25) Kingsmill
Street, Port Hedland. There is an existing dwelling and two (2) sheds
on the above property address and partially located on the Hardie
Street Road Reserve.

Consultation

Externally:

Section 58(3) of the Land Administration Act 1997 states:

AA | ocal gover nment mu st not

resol

subsection (1) until a period of 35 days has lapsed from the publication
in a newspaper circulating in its district of notice of motion for that

resolution, and the local governmehas considered any objections

made to it withinthat period concerning the proposals set out in that

notice. 0
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The statutory advertising period is designed to allow all interested
parties, including public service providers, to comment on the proposals
prior to Council permanently closing a road reserve.

Notwithstanding the above, the following public service providers were
requested to provide comment:

Horizon Power,

Water Corporation,

Telstra,

Optus, and

Main Roads Western Australia.

E

Horizon Power and Main Roads have not responded within the 14 day
referral period. The Water Corporation, Optus and Telstra have raised
no objection to the proposal.

Internally:

The application was circulated to the following internal units, with
comments received, included in the report:

1 Manager Technical Services
1 Manager Building Services.

Statutory Implications

Section 58 of the Land Administration Act 1997 and regulation 9 of the
Land Administration Regulations 1998, establishes the procedure for
closing a road.

The subsequent sale of the Crown Land is undertaken by the

Department of Regional Development and Lands on behalf of the
Minister in accordance with Part 6 of the Land Administration Act 1997.

The Town of Port Hedland Delegation 40(12) states:
firhe Director Planning and Development and / or the Manager
Planning may forward Road Closure Applications direct to the
Department of Land Administration in the event of:
i)  There being no comment received during the statutory
advertising period; and
i)  The propo s a | being of an uncontenti ou

Policy Implications

Nil
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Strategic Planning Implications
Nil
Budget Implications

The application fee of $115.00 has been received in accordance with
Council 6s adopted Town PRl anning Fees

Of f i cCemnterst

The small section of the Hardie Street Road Reserve (approximately
159m2) which is being sought by the applicant is not required for road
purposes. Consequently the area requested will not impact on any
current or future access to the foreshore.

Should Council resolve to initiate the requested road closure and the
portion is amalgamated with the applicants lot both the road reserve
and the applicantés | ot wildl result
The unused road reserve cannot be maintained on a regular basis.
Approving the partial road closure will not have a detrimental impact on

the function of the road or the pedestrian access way, and will result in

a more regular road alignment.

Options

Council has the following options in responding to the request:

1. Support the request to permanently close a portion of the Hardie
Street Road Reserve, Port Hedland.

The closure of the subject portion of road reserve will allow the
landowner to strata the property as proposed.

2. Reject the request to permanently close a portion of the Hardie
Street Road Reserve, Port Hedland.

Should Council not support the proposal, the landowner will be required
to relocate/demolish all structures currently on Hardie Street Road
Reserve.

Option 1 is recommended.

Attac hments

1. Locality Plan
2. Road Closure Plan
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201112/442 Officer 8 Recommendation/Council Decision
Moved: Cr A A Carter Seconded: Cr D W Hooper
That Council:

1. Supports the request from Scope Design and Project
Management on behalf of the owners of Lot 94  (25) Kingsmill
Street, Port Hedland, as indicated on Attachment 2.

2. Delegates the Manager Planning Services under Delegation
40(12) to submit the road closure request to the Department
of Regional Development and Lands (State Land Services),
subject to the following;

a. The proposed Road Closure being advertised for a
period of 35 days pursuant to Section 58(3) of the Land
Administration Act 1997;

b. No objections being received during the advertising
period.

CARRIED 5/0
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ATTACHMENT 1 TO ITEM 11.1.1

Proposed .
Road Closure | =
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ATTACHMENT 2 TO ITEM 11.1.1
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11.1.2 Proposed Eight 8) -AMul t i pl e Dwell i ngo o
Moseley Street, Port Hedland (File No.. 400100G)

Officer Michael Pound

Al Manager Planning
Date of Report 26 April 2012
Disclosure of Interest by Officer Nil
Summary

Council received an application from RPS on behalf of Vladimir Ejov to
construct eight (8) Multiple Dwellings on Lot 1 (8) Moseley Street, Port
Hedland (site).

The applicant originally submitted a proposal for ten (10) A Mul t i pl e

Dwel l ingso on the site. Subsequentl vy,
following the initial advertising period proposing the development of
eight (8) AMultiple Dwellingso on the

During both advertising periods, a total of twenty three (23) written
submissions were received objecting to the proposed development. In
accordance with the Delegation Notice, Council is required to
determine the application.

Approval of the application is recommended.
Background
Site Description (Attachment 1)

The site is located toward the eastern side of Port Hedland
approximately five kilometres from the Port Hedland town site. The land
faces north toward the coa3@6 amur 9 wa nzt
to the Town of Port Hedland Town Planning Scheme No. 5 (TPS5). The
site is 1030m2 in size, is relatively rectangular and has access to

reticulated sewer.

There is an existing single dwelling on the site which will eventually be
demolished to make way for the proposed development. In addition to
the existing single dwelling on the site there are two (2) small
outbuildings to the rear of the dwelling. A driveway and crossover is
located along the western frontage of the lot towards the southern
boundary.

A former Reserve to the west of the lot has recently been amalgamated
into the lot. The fence line is still currently located in its original position
and will be realigned to incorporate the easement area as a part of this
development.
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Proposal (Attachment 2)

The applicant is proposing to construct eight (8) Multiple Dwellings on

the site. Four (4) AaMultiple Dwellings:
| ot i n a single buil di ng structure \
Dwel |l i ngso wil.l be |l ocated across the

building structures.

The proposed eight ( 8) AMul ti ple Dwel
staged manner, whereby the rear four ( 4 ) AMul ti pwilebe Dwel I i
developed as part of the first stage and the existing dwelling at the front

will be retained. The remaining four (4) proposedfi Mu |l t i pl eatDwel | i
the front will then be constructed at a latter stage.

Consultation

Consultation procedure for the application was undertaken twice, due
to the applicant submitting revised plans in response to objections
received during the initial consultation process.

Initial Consultation

Externally:

Agencies:

i Horizon Power; and
1  Water Corporation.

Internally:
The application was circulated to the following internal units:

i Manager Technical Services;
i Manager Building Services; and
1 Manager Environmental Health Services.

Technical Services objected to the proposed development citing the
following:

1 Car parking non-compliant with Australian Standards;

1 Maximum of two (2) crossovers per property; and

1 Tree removal (verge) will only be supported if no alternative
exists.
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Adjoining owners:

Lot 1097 (10) Moseley Street, Port Hedland;
Lot 1101 (23) McGregor Street, Port Hedland;
Lot 2 (21) McGregor Street, Port Hedland;

Lot 1724 (9) Padbury Place, Port Hedland;

Lot 1723 (6) Wodgina Street, Port Hedland;

Lot 1095 (3) Moseley Street, Port Hedland; and
Lot 1094 (5) Moseley Street, Port Hedland.

E N

The application was advertised in the North West Telegraph on 1 and
18 February 2012, and a notice placed on site allowing for a 14 day
period for any interested parties to provide comments / objections to
the proposal.

As a result of the above consultation process seventeen (17)
submissions were received from the public and one (1) submission was
received from WaterCorp objecting to an original proposal of Ten (10)
AMul ti ple Dwellingso on the site.

Summary of Comments / Objections Received during the initial
consultation process:

Objections Received
during initial Consultation
Process
(Attachment 3)

Appl i cRespbrissto
objections received during
initial Consultation Process

(Attachment 4)

Overcrowding i

Proposed development is
trying to fit too many
dwellings and people on a
standard size block.

Consistency with the R-Codes i

The density of the development
complies with the Residential
Design Codes of Western
Australia (R-Codes) and is in
accordance with its density
coding pursuant to the Scheme
(i.e. R30).

Noise T

The increased traffic flow of
residents, construction
noises and then the noise
level from people living
there will be increased.

Any potential noise created due
to the increased number of
dwellings is attempted to be
minimised through the use of
screening and  appropriate
orientation of the dwellings that
face internally away from the
surrounding dwellings.
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The increased traffic flow is
consistent with the density of the
zone. Construction noise is
inevitable with any construction
site and is subject to the
approval of a
construction/operations
management plan.

Privacy 1

As the development is two
storey high it will be
overlooking all its
neighbours properties
privacy.

Consistency with the R-Codes i

The proposed development
meets the privacy requirements
of the R-codes, however further
screening could be provided if
required by the Town of Port
Hedland. An example of further
privacy measures that could be
taken are further screening
along the fence lines of affected
homes and planting of
vegetation buffers. Screening is
not required on stairways as
they are not considered a
Omedi um to | on ¢
for habitati on(
codes. These screening
requirements been
conditioned.

Please note screening for the
rear left unit has been included
on the attached revised plans.

have

Parking and

number) 1

(design

Not enough parking has
been allowed for the size of
the development and the
overflow will affect the
amenity of the street and
cause problems in the area
with parking on the other
residents verges.

Recent liaison between the
project building designer and
Council staff has lead to
preparation of revised drawings
which address identified car
parking design issues.
Accordingly, the parking layout
only required a slight re-design
to comply with Australian
Standards and the R-codes with
particular attention being given
towards, dimensions, turning
areas, and layout and visitor car
parking bays.
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Quality of Life 1

Proposed development is
trying to fit too many
dwellings and people on a
standard size block reducing
the quality of life of which I
am opposed to

Consistency with the R-Codes 1

The proposed development is
consistent with the provisions of
the R-codes, the objectives of
which include the provision of a
full range of housing types and
densites and to ensure
appropriate standards of
amenity are provided for all
dwellings and adjoining
properties.

Dwelling Size i

Indicates transient residents
will be preferred to live in
these size units with no
room outside for living and
inside is very contained with
basic amenities only.

Consistency with the R-Codes i

The dwellings are compliant with
the R-codes and the Scheme
which permits one bedroom
dwellings to be developed on
land zoned residential R30. In
order to provide some variation
to the proposed dwellings, two
bedroom dwellings are also
proposed within the
development which is also
consistent with Liveable
Neighbourhood objectives.
These objectives provide
emphasis on supporting
sustainable urban development
through land efficiency across
all elements and a variety of lot
sizes and housing types to cater
for the diverse housing needs of
the community. The proposal
supports and achieves these
objectives.

Environmental Impact i

The impact on surrounding
nature and trees in the area.

The subject site is zoned
OResidential 6 wu
which applies a density of R30.
The proposed development is
consistent with this density and
will be wused for residential
purposes. Any perceived
environmental impacts resulting
from the development will be
appropriately managed through
building and  development
controls.
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Communication 1

Request more consultation
about the time frames to
build and the storing of
building equipment and
materials if the development
goes ahead.

Public consultation was
undertaken by the Town of Port
Hedland in accordance with the
Scheme requirements. In this
regard, the proposal was
advertised and all submissions
received have been considered
by Council staff in its
assessment of the proposal.
Construction of the proposed
development will be undertaken
in accordance with a constriction
management plan.

Compliance with Building
Codes of Australia (BCA) 1

The design of the buildings
are not in line with Section 3
of the Building Code.

Subject to issue of planning
consent the proposal will then
be assessed under the Building
Codes of Australia as part of the
building licence process. A
building licence is required to be
issued by the Council prior to
any development taking place
on the site.

Construction Storage, Noise
and Cleanliness 1

The development is proposed in
two stages which will minimise
the impact of construction on the
surrounding properties. It is
proposed to develop the rear
four dwellings as the first stage,
whereby construction materials
will be confined to the rear
section of the lot. The second
stage of development
(remaining 6 dwellings) will not
occur until the Water
Corporation has  confirmed
water supply is available to the
remaining 6 proposed dwellings,
which is currently expected by
2014.

The site will be managed in
accordance with a construction
management plan.
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Sewerage i The Water Corporation has
advised that sewer connection
Strained sewerage | to the first stage (i.e. 4
problems in the street | dwellings) is currently available.
already with the last| It also advised that waste water

development of two houses
not 10.

headwor koés
upgrade in 2014, whereby
suitable  capacity will be
available to  service the
proposed second stage of
development.

ar e

Local Amenity i

Will be out of character from
the other dwellings in the
street and could affect land
values.

The proposed development has
been designed to minimise any
impacts on the amenity of the
existing residential locality and
includes measures such as
screening and building
orientation to mitigate any
perceived or potential impacts.
The proposed dwellings to the
front of the lot address the street
and the majority of car parking
spaces are located behind
buildings or street trees to
soften the impact on the street.
Furthermore a detailed
landscaping  plan  will  be
required as a condition of
planning consent which will
further assist and alleviate any
perceived visual impacts.

Stormwater Disposal i

The effect of flood levels on
adjoining properties in the
yearly cyclonic season

Stormwater disposal IS
addressed on site and as
indicated on the attached plans,
an on-site facility to pump
stormwater into the public
drainage network after a storm
event is also provided.
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Water Supply i It has been advised by the
Water Corporation has advised
WaterCorp objects to the | the area requires upgrading of
development of five or more | current water supply services
dwellings until 2014 and until such time that this
upgrade occurs the site cannot
support more than 5 dwellings. It
is the intent of the owner
therefore, to develop the land in
a staged manner whereby the
rear four dwellings will be
developed as part the first stage
and the existing dwelling at the
front will be retained. The
remaining SiX proposed
dwellings at the front will then be
constructed at a latter stage
when water supply is available.
As mentioned above, this is
anticipated by 2014. As
discussed with Council staff, a
condition of planning consent,
with a corresponding advice
note, to acknowledge the staged
approach will be imposed.

Removal of Street Trees i In accordance with the revised
plans (attached) the southern
Tech Services crossover has now been altered
to retain the existing street tree
previously proposed for

removal. The driveway now
veers to the north of the tree
avoiding the need to remove it.
The main driveway to the rear
dwellings and services box has
also been moved in order to
retain the street tree closest to
the western boundary.
Accordingly, all street trees have
been retained by the developers
building designer, ensuring the
existing amenity of the
streetscape is preserved.

Number of Crossovers i The proposed crossovers
servicing the front dwellings are
Tech Services required in order to retain all the

street trees, whilst providing
appropriate access to all
dwellings.
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Second Consultation
Externally:
Adjoining owners:

Lot 1097 (10) Moseley Street, Port Hedland;
Lot 1101 (23) McGregor Street, Port Hedland;
Lot 2 (21) McGregor Street, Port Hedland;

Lot 1724 (9) Padbury Place, Port Hedland;

Lot 1723 (6) Wodgina Street, Port Hedland;

Lot 1095 (3) Moseley Street, Port Hedland; and
Lot 1094 (5) Moseley Street, Port Hedland.

E R

Internally:
The application was circulated to the following internal units:

1 Manager Technical Services;
1 Manager Building Services; and
1 Manager Environmental Health Services.

The application was readvertised in the North West Telegraph on 4 and
11 April 2012, and a notice placed on site allowing for a 14 day period
for any interested parties to provide comments / objections to the
proposal.

As a result of the above consultation process, five (5) submissions
were received from the public objecting to revised proposal of Eight (8)
AMul ti ple Dwellingso on the site.

Summary of Comments / Objections Received during the second
consultation process:

Objections Received Appl i cRespobrissto
during second objections received during
Consultation Process second Consultation Process
(Attachment 5) (Attachment 6 & 7)
Overcrowding 1 Consistency with the R-Codes T

Proposed development is | The density of the proposed
trying to fit too many | development is compliant with
dwellings and people on a | Section 7 of the Residential
standard size block. Design Codes which stipulates
that the maximum plot ratio of a
multiple dwelling development in
the R30 density coding shall be
0.5. the proposed development
does not exceed this plot ratio.
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Noise and Safety 1

The increased traffic flow of
residents, construction
noises and then the noise
level from people living
there will be increased.

The density of the application is
consistent with Section 7 of the
Residential Design Codes and
t he Town of P
Local Planning Scheme. While
any potential noise created due
to the increased number of
dwellings is minimised through
the use of screening and
appropriate orientation of the
dwellings that face internally
away from the surrounding
dwellings as per the residential
design codes, it is essentially
management issue which can
be enforced through local laws
and the town planning scheme .

Construction Stage i

Noise levels and location of
construction vehicles

Development of the site will be
carried out in accordance with
requirements of a building
licence to be issued by Council.
This will incorporate measures
to ensure residential amenity of
the area is protected. The
development is proposed in two
stages which will minimise the
impact of construction on the
surrounding properties. It is
proposed to develop the rear
four dwellings as the first stage,
whereby construction materials
will be confined to the rear
section of the lot. The second
stage of development
(remaining 4 dwellings) will not
occur until the Water
Corporation has  confirmed
water supply is available to the
remaining 4 proposed dwellings,
which is currently expected by
2014.
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Privacy i

Overlooking to the rear of
the property and staircase
with no screening.

Consistency with the R-Codes 1

The proposed development
meets the privacy requirements
of the R-codes including
screening of all windows and
outdoor activity areas which
may overlook neighbouring
properties. However, further
screening could be provided if
required by the Town of Port
Hedland. An example of further
privacy measures that could be
taken are further screening
along the fence lines of affected
homes and planting of
vegetation buffers. Screening is
not required on stairways as
they are not considered a

Omedi um to | on ¢
for habitati on-q
codes.

Parking) i

Not enough parking has
been allowed for the size of
the development and the
overflow will affect the
amenity of the street and
cause problems in the area
with parking on the other
residents verges.

Parking is compliant with the
Residential Design Codes and
t he Town of P
Local Planning Scheme. The
Town of Port
engineering  department s
satisfied with the parking that is
provided and that it is compliant.

Unit Design i

Unit design indicating to be
used by FIFO workers

Consistency with the R-Codes T
The units have been designed in
accordance with the Residential
Design Codes for multiple
dwelling developments. There is
no requirement for a bath or
private yard, however private
courtyard areas are provided in
accordance with the residential
design codes for use of each
dwelling including clothes
drying.

Any other requirements for the
unit design will be assessed
during the Building Licence
stage of the proposal.
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Amenity of Building 1

Design and materials of the
proposed development will
be out of character to the
surrounding area.

The proposed dwellings have
been designed to have a
minimum impact on the local
amenity. Dwellings have been
designed to address the street
and screening has been
incorporated to minimise visual
impact from neighbouring
properties. Further screening
and buffer vegetation planting
can be required as a condition
of approval.

The materials of the proposed
development will be subject to
the issue of a building licence.

Storage Shed/ Shed

Facilities 1

Removal of storage sheds
and parking of boats

The separate storage facility has
been removed each storage
facility has been incorporated
into each dwelling. The storage
areas were included to comply
with Section 7.4.7 A7.1 of the
Residential Design  Codes.
Although the storage areas have
been incorporated into each
dwelling they are still in
compliance with the Residential
Design Codes and there is no
requirement for them to be
provided as a separate structure
or to provide parking for boats or
other large equipment.

Water Drainage 1

Not enough drainage/water
runoff has been indicated in
the plans supplied, threat to
neighbouring properties.

Stormwater disposal IS
addressed on site and as
indicated on the attached plans,
an on-site facility to pump
stormwater into the public
drainage network after a storm
event is also provided, as
recommended by Council staff.

Effect on Neighbours 1

Site plan does not show
location of surrounding
houses, their entertaining
areas/living areas and the
effect on  neighbouring
families.

As addressed [
buil di ngo and
ONoi se and safe
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Is the Developer Local i The developer is the owner of
the land and has right to
If the developer is not a | develop that land within the
local, he/she will not care | requirements of the Town of
about the many impacts|Por t Hedl andods
these units will have on | Scheme and the Residential

existing Design Codes.
locals/neighbours/families
Dust Zone i The land is zoned within the

Town of Port H
Design and purpose of units [Pl anni ng Schemg
mor e suited fR3006 in which a
Zone/West En d 0 development to a maximum 0.5
plot ratio is appropriate. This
proposal complies with those
details.

Families First i This development is appropriate
for a wide range of the
The need to build more 4/3 | demographic, including small
bedroom houses which | families, couples of all ages and
include all amenities that a | singles of all ages. It is a
normal family house would | requirement of the Liveable
have. Neighbourhoods document that
dwellings be provided which will
accommodate for a range of
people with a range of living
arrangements. Providing only
large four and three bedroom
homes will create housing which
is only suitable for one section
of the full demographic. It will
also contribute to inefficient use
of land for affordable housing
within the town which is a
problem that Council is trying to
avoid via upcoding many areas
within the town site, this
property being one of them.

Planning Response

The Pl anning Uni t considers t he
objections raised to be satisfactory. In summary, the applicant has
responded to the original issues raised by the community by
decreasing the density from 10 to 8 dwellings, modifying the site layout,
providing improved access and manoeuvrability for vehicle movement,
increasing usability of the dwellings and placing greater emphasis on
maintaining amenity to the existing streetscape.
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Statutory Implications

In accordance with the Planning and Development Act 2005, the
proposed development is subject to the provisions of TPS5.

Strategic Planning Implications

The foll owing sections of C&Usae | 6s P
considered relevant to the proposal:

Key Result Area 4: Economic Development

Goal 1: Land Development Projects
Fast-track the release and development of
commercial, industrial and residential land.

Budget Implications

An application fee of $3,656.00 has been received as per the
prescribed fees approved by Council.

Of ficerds Comment

In terms of TPS5, the site is identified asfi Re si d e n.tUndedtheR3 0 0
zoning table the proposed land use is specified as follows:

Multiple Dwellings: ASA0O (the devel opment IS
unless the Council has granted planning
approval after giving notice in
accordance with clause 4.3)

R-Code Assessment for Multiple Dwellings

The proposed AMultiple Dwellingso have
with Part 7 of the Residential Design Codes of Western Australia (R-
Codes).

Clause 7.1.47 Side Setbacks

The applicant is seeking a variation to the side setback for the ground

units 1 - 4 (south elevation) and the ground units 5 7T 6 (east
elevation).The south elevation requires a minimum side setback of

3.9m. The applicant has provided a setback of 2.0m. The east elevation

requires a minimum side setback of 3.1m. The applicant has provided a

setback of 1.8m. In order to support the variation, the applicant must be

able to address this in accordance with Clause 7.2.3 which states:

ABuil ding setback from the boundari
to:

1 Ensure adequate daylight, direct sun and ventilation for
buildings and the open space associated with them;
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1 Moderate the visual impact of building bulk on a
neighbouring property;

1 Ensure adequate to daylight and direct sun for adjoining
properties; and

T Assist in protecting privacy betw

While there are a number of inconsistencies with the setback
requirements, the proposed setbacks do provide a more efficient use of
the land and design of the building has been used to minimise
imposition of the building onto neighbouring properties. This has been
done through facing the dwelling units to the inside of the site and
addressing the street frontage for the majority of the dwellings. Dwelling
layout and windows have been designed to ensure minimal
overlooking, and obscured glazing and window screening will be used
where required and have been indicated on the plans.

In light of the above, it is recommended the proposed variations are
supported.

Clause 7.3.2'17 Landscaping

In accordance with the Clause 7.3.2 of the R-Codes, the Street setback
areas are to be developed without car parking, except for visitor bays
and with a max of 50% hard surface. In accordance with the
Performance Criteria P2 the applicant has provided the following
justification:

Although the carports are located within the street setback area, they
are in line with the dwellings and their open form allows sight through
the carports. These factors minimize the impacts of the carports on the
streetscape, allowing for a favorable outcome.

In light of the above, it is recommended the proposed variation is
supported.

Clause 7.3.3 17 On-site Parking provisions

In accordance with the Appendix 7 of TPS5 and Clause 7.3.1 of the R-
Codes, the applicant is required to provide a minimum of ten (10) car
parking bays. The applicant has provided ten (10) car parking bays on-
site.

Access & Parking i Appendix 7 of TPS5
NLA 7 Nett Lettable Area

Acceptable Development Standards Units Required | Provided
Multiple DweIIin(Q:Js

Unit size: <75m =1.0 8 8 8
Visitors: 0.25 bays per unit 2 2
Total 10 10
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Clause 7.3.5 - 7.3.6 Vehicular Access

In accordance with Clause 7.3.5 i 7.3.6 of the R-Codes, Vehicular
access is required to be limited to one per 20m street frontage that is
visible from the street. Technical Services allows for a maximum of two
(2) crossovers per property. In accordance with the Performance
Criteria the applicant has provided the following justification:

It is considered that the three driveways are necessary in order to
preserve the street trees that exist on the verge. Preservation of all
street trees on the verge is a requirement of the T o w nofiicers.

In light of the above, it is recommended the proposed variation is
supported. Furthermore, Technical Services has no objection to the
proposed additional crossover.

Clause 7.4.17 Visual Privacy

In terms of visual privacy to the adjoining neighbours, the proposed
development is consistent with Clause 7.4.1 of the R-codes. The
applicant has also provided privacy screens along the balconies of
dwellings 3 & 4 to assist in addressing any privacy concerns.

Options

Council has the following options when considering the application:

1. Approve the application subject to conditions.

Approval will ensure the property is developed to its full potential and
act as a catalyst for further development in the area.

2. Refuse the application.
Refusal of the proposal will restrict the development of the site.

Option one (1) is recommended.

Attachments

1. Locality Map

2.  Site Plan, Floor Plan and Elevations

3.  Objections received

4. Applicantds response
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Of ficerds Recommendati on
That Council:

I Approves the application submitted by RPS on behalf of Vladimir
Ejov to construct eight (8) Multiple Dwellings on Lot 1 (8) Mosely
Street, Port Hedland, subject to the following conditions:

1. This approval relates only to the proposed Eight (8)
AMULTI PLE DWELL &aNG ot her I nci
development, as indicated on the approved plans
(DWG2012/23/1 7 DWG2012/23/9). It does not relate to any
other development on this lot.

2. The development shall only be used for the purposes which

are related to AMultiple Dwelling
Port Hedl andds Town Planning Sch
Dwel |l ingdo is defined as:

AMul ti ple Dwellingo

fa dwelling in a group of more th
dwellingisver ti cally above part of any

3.  This approval shall remain valid for a period of twenty-four
(24) months if development is commenced within twelve (12)
months, otherwise this approval shall remain valid for twelve
(12) months only.

4. A minimum of 10 car bays shall be provided on-site in
accordance with the approved site plan.

5. No parking bays shall be obstructed in any way or used for
any purposes other than parking.

6. Front walls and fences within the primary street setback area
and / or adjoining any public area shall be no higher than
1.8m measured from natural ground level and be visually
permeable above 1.2m.

7. Fences shall be reduced to no higher than 0.75m from the
natural ground level when within 1.5m of where the Vehicle
Access Point (driveway) meets a street and where two (2)
streets intersect.

8. Stormwater shall be retained onsite in accordance with
Council 6s Techni c aloth8& satisfagtianefs Gui d
the Manager Technical Services.

9. Roof mounted or freestanding plant or equipment such as air
conditioning units shall be located and/or screened to the
satisfaction of the Manager Planning Services.
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10.

11.

Dust and sand to be contained on site with the use of
suitable dust suppression techniques to the satisfaction of
the Manager Environmental Health Services.

Alterations or relocation of existing infrastructure within the
road reserve shall be carried out and reinstated to the
satisfaction of the Manager Technical Services, at the
devel oper6s expense.

Conditions to be complied with prior to the submission of a
Building Permit application.

12.

12.

13.

14.

Prior to the submission of a building permit application, an
Erosion Prevention and Sediment Control plan shall be
submitted and approved by the Manager Planning Services.

Prior to the submission of a building permit application a
detailed landscaping and reticulation plan including adjoining
street verges and / or common area, shall be submitted and
approved by the Manager Technical Services. The plan to
include location, species and planting details with reference
to Council's list of Recommended Low-Maintenance Tree
and Shrub Species for General Landscaping included in
Council Policy 10/001.

Prior to the submission of a building permit application, a
Rubbish Collection Strategy/Management Plan shall be
submitted for approval by the Manager Technical Services.
The strategy/plan shall consider service vehicle
maneuvering on the internal roads of the development. Any
alterations to the approved plans required as a result of the
strategy/plan shall be incorporated into the building licence
plans. The approved strategy/plan shall be implemented to
the satisfaction of the Manager Technical Services.

Prior to the submission of a building permit application, a
construction site management plan shall be submitted and
approved by the Manager Planning Services. The
construction site management plan shall indicate how it is
proposed to manage the following during construction:

a. The delivery and storage of materials and equipment to
the site;

b. The parking arrangements for the contractors and
subcontractors;

c. Impact on traffic movement;

d. Operation times including delivery of materials; and

e. Other matters likely to impact on the surrounding
residents / businesses.

Conditions to be complied with prior to the submission of an
Occupation Permit.
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15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

Prior to the submission of an occupation permit, landscaping
and reticulation shall be established with the use of mature
trees and shrubs in accordance with the approved plan and
thereafter maintained to the satisfaction of the Manager
Planning Services.

Prior to the submission of an occupation permit, access
way(s), parking area(s), turning area(s) shall be constructed,
kerbed, formed, graded, drained, line marked and finished
with a sealed or paved surface by the developer to an
approved design in accordance with Port Hedland Town
Planning Scheme No. 5, and Australian Standards, to the
satisfaction of the Manager Technical Services.

Prior to the submission of an occupation permit, the
driveways and crossover shall be designed and constructed
in accordance with Council 6
satisfaction of the Manager Technical Services.

Prior to the submission of an occupation permit, lighting shall
be installed along all driveway(s), access way(s), parking
area(s), turning are(s) and pedestrian pathways by the
developer. Design and construction standards shall be in
accordance with relevant Australian Standards and to the
satisfaction of the Manager Technical Services.

Prior to the submission of an occupation permit, the
applicant shall provide aged/disabled access to the existing
Council path network in accordance with Austroads Part 13
I Pedestrians to the satisfaction of the Manager Technical
Services.

Prior to the submission of an occupation permit, the
development shall be connected to reticulated mains sewer.

FOOTNOTES:

1.

You are reminded that this is a Planning Approval only and
does not obviate the responsibility of the developer to
comply with all relevant building, health and engineering
requirements.

Waste receptacles shall be stored in a suitable enclosure to

S

Cr os

be provided to the specifications of Council 6 s Heal t h Lo

Laws 1999.

The development must comply with the Environmental
Protection (Noise) Regulations 1997 at all times.

Waste disposal and storage shall be carried out in

accordance withLoCahlawscl999.6 s Heal t h
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5.

The owner / developer will be required to obtain a Demolition
Licence prior to the demolition of the existing dwelling.

The proposed development is to comply with Part D3 of Vol
1 of the BCA T Access for people with disabilities.

The proposed development is to comply with Section ¢ of
Vol 1 of the BCA T Fire separation between each sole
occupancy unit.

The developer shall take note the area of this application
may be subject to rising sea levels, tidal storm surges and
flooding. Council has been informed by the State
Emergency Services the one hundred (100) year Annual
Recurrence Interval cycle of flooding could affect any
property below the ten (10)-metre level AHD. Developers
shall obtain their own competent advice to ensure measures
adopted to avoid that risk shall be adequate. The issuing of
a Planning Consent and/or Building Licence is not intended
as, and must not be understood as, confirmation the
development or buildings as proposed will not be subject to
damage from tidal storm surges and flooding.

Applicant shall comply with the requirements of Worksafe
Western Australia in the carrying out of any works
associated with this approval.

201112/443 Council Decision

Moved: Cr S R Martin Seconded: Cr J M Gillingham

That Council refuse the application.

MOTION CARRIED 3/2

REASON: Council believes the application for development
contains bad planning principles and that it is should acknowledge

the widespread opposition from the community.

Recording of Vote:

FOR

AGAINST

Cr S R Matrtin Cr G J Daccache

Cr J M Gillingham Cr D W Hooper

Cr A A Carter
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ATTACHMENT 2 TO ITEM 11.1.2

t

TR a0 vt

( [omrme mnsmn 70 B \ w3 P2y )
DESIGN
Suite E TE Dempsrer ot
Egperance WA

2T 1(8) MOSELEY STREET, PORT HEDLAND
DEVELOPMENT STATUS - 1030 sqm SITE AREA, R3O ZONNG
TABLE 4 - R CODES (PAGE &) MULTIPLE DWELLINGS
MAXIMUM PLOT RATIO - O.5

MINIMUM OPEN SPACE - 45%

= MAXIMUM PLOT RATIO OF 1030sam = 515 sam

-MMWTD'LZS“QKSA'Q = 126.24 sgm

- GROSS AREA UNITS 5,6 (2 X 74.223) = 149.288 sgm

- GROSS AREA UNITS 7 & 8 (2 X 8525 =130.502 sam

= = _13.00 sam
DESIGN PLOT RATIO AREA = 421728 sam

THEREFORE - DESIGN PLOT RATIO AREA =
mmmmwmpamw

- OPEN SPACE % MINIMUM OF 463,50 sam

~UNITS 1, 2, 3 £ 4 GF.A (FOOTPRINT) - 10727 sam
= UNIT 2 € 4 CARPORT AREA - 41728 sqm
= UNIT 1 & 3 CARPORT AREA - sgm
- UNIT 5 & & CARPORT AREA - 38.00 san
- UNIT 7 € & CARPORT AREA - 3800 sqm
-UNITS S £ 6 G.F.A (FOOTPRINT) - 74293 eqm
- UNITS 7 & 8 G.F.A (FOOTPRINT) - G525 egqm

BUILDING AREA TOTAL - 397.252 aqm

THEREFORE - 1030 sqm - 397.252 eqm = G32,748 sam OPEN SPACE

ACACIA CORICEM - DESERT OAK

CALLSTEMON KINGS PARK SPECIAL” - KINGS PARK SPECIAL

ADENATHOS SERICEA - ALBANY WOOLLY BUSH

DIANELLA ‘SIVER STREAK - SLVER STREAK

GREVLLEA ROBYN GORDON - ROBYN GORDON

FIXTURSE PLANTING OF = AJUGA METALLICA CRSPA - CARPET BUGLE
= GREVILLEA ‘SN GIN GEM PROSTRATE - oucnm
THELEF

- GEVILLEA

LOCAL RANDOM SMALL ROCK GRAVEL MX FORMNG MULCH SURFACE

DRICATIVE STORMVATER
DISPOS AL METHOROLOGY

AS PER TOWN OF PORT HEDL
REQUEST - NEED TO ALLOW ONSITE RETENTION OF THE 1IN S
EVENT

2) ANY DISCREPANCY BETWEEN DRAWNGS IS
TO BE REPORTED YO RELEVANT AUTHORITY
TECIATRLY.

3) THESE DRAWNGS ARE TO BE READ N
CONJNCTION WITH ALL RELEVANT AND
INCLUDING

) nNoT
BUILDER & ROOF PLUMBER MAY CHANGE AT
THER DISCRETION.

) DO NOT SCALE FROM THESE CRAWINGS.

73 ALL FXTURES AND FITTINGS TO BE AS
SELECTED BY OWNER,

) PROVIDE WEATHER SEALS UNDER ALL

F) WEEP HOLES MUST BE PROVIDED AS PER
CLAUSE 3343, N THE BCA VOLUME 2

10) AL TIMBER FRAME WORK TO COMPLY WITH
A B84

MUSTBE MNMUM 3 BTAR
WELS BANITARY
SYSTEMS MUST BE A MNIMUM 4 STAR WELS
RATED FINAL

ey

12) HOT WATER SYSTEM TO BE BIT-ER
- A BOLAR HOT WATER SYSTEM
A5 BTAR RATED GAS HOT WATER
SYSTEM

<A HIGH BNERG'Y EFFCIENT ELECTRIC

HEAT PLMP,
FINAL SELECTION TRA BY CWNER/BULDER.

SN

[ VLADIMIR EJOV )
& MOSELEY
STREET, PORT
HEDLAND

u
I
: TEAR RANFALL
5 4 D
A T Yy SITE PLAN
| : el il - ON SITE UNDERGROUND TANK/S COLLECTION (FINAL SIZE AND VOLLIME TBA BY
A CUR ENGINEER AT \ ORKING PREPARATION 57,
1 = NO GUTTERS OR RAINWATER PIPES TO BE INSTALED AS 15 NORMAL IN NORTHAVEST, promcT
) = GENERAL PALLS AND GRADES 7O BE AS PER SITE ARROWS TO TeE SIDE NUMBER e
¢ mmm»ywu:ﬂ:um S
X = FINAL LEVELS OF TANK INLET GRLLES (TBA), ARE GENERALLY TO BE 300MM BELOW
GROUND FLOGR. UNIT FLOOR LEVELS, WITH AN v DRAIN DaTs 27 MARCH 2012
— = - WITHIN THE DRIVEWAY PAVING MATERIAL AT A LEVEL BENG A MNMUM
- GROUND FLOCR LEVELS, SC AD TO ALLOW EXCESS STORMWATER
e = TO DRAN CUT ONTO THEE STREET KERS AND STREET SvSTEM. DRAWN 8Y GCARY & DFTG
OEckED BY GARY RAMM
z
PaGE SizE a 2
MOSELEY STREET E
AO2 2
scaLe 1:100
\ O COPYRIGHT 2010 RAMIMS BULDNG DESIGN_ /X j) g

B LT ——
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ATTACHMENT 3 TO ITEM 11.1.2

29,3 Lisked o 2012[23

LT erii=Ed
DATE B [
"la-0-12 Mokl | Cepes horded o

i chelle 1

Thursday 9" February 2012

Atin: Michael Pound
Planning Officer
Town of Port Hedland
PO Box 41

Port Hedland 6721

A

15.02.2012
Officer: LEOMARD LONG

Dear Sir, Filg; 4001006

: APPLICATION No: 2012/23 FOR TEN (10) MULTIPLE DWELLINGS AT LOT
1(8 LEY S PORT HEDLAND WA 6721

| wish fo comment in relation to the above application to construct 10 dwellings on
the neighbouring property at 8 Moseley Street, Port Hedland.

I strongly object to this development going ahead for the following reasons:
* OVERCROWDING - Proposed development is trying to fit too many
dwellings and people on a standard size block
= NOISE - the increased traffic flow of residents, the months of
construction noises to develop and then the noise level from

going about their daily lives will be increased dramatically for such a
quiet neighbourhood

Thank you for considering my objections and | wish to be kept informed of any
outcome or if the matter will be considered at a future council meeting.

et

Wayne & Sonia Marten
7 Moseley Street
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02 SEP 2011 4:07ANM  CUCRH 1589988 p.1

h-ﬁwﬂ + 2012
FER— .

Thursday 9" February 2012 a2 Ty

Attn: Michael Pound

Flanning Officar

T

Pgw;ﬂglffion Hedland 1C 4 223X

Port Hedland 6721 File Number: ............ Lkl.&_,l.hh Q...
int. Correspondent: .. L— 'Uu Lﬂsiw" C({
Lot | (BY Mo e:& o+

Dear Sir, a:j ;

RE: ATION No: 201 Tl

1(8 S 8 T HEDLA 1

| wish to comment in relation to the above application to construct 10 dwellings on
the neighbouring property at 8 Moseley Street, Port Hedland.

| strongly object {o this development going ahead for the following reasons:

s PRIVACY — as the development is two storey high ftwmhowdoom
our property and this will impact on any privacy that we have .

= PARKING —Mmmghpmmphabnnmhrmndnofﬂmi
development and the overflow will affect the ameniiy of the street and
cause problems in the area with parking on other residents verges
inconveniencing them.

Thank you for considering my objections and | wish to be kept informed of any
outcome or if the matter will be considered at a future council mesting.

Yours Sincerely,

Tania & Tim Wiley
23 MeGragar Street
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Pound Michael

From: fraser adam [fraser.adam@cucrh.uwa.edu.au)

Sent: Monday, 13 February 2012 3:01 PM

To: Pound Michael

Subject: FW: Application 2012/23 for 10 muitiple dwellings at It 1 {8) Moseley Street
Michael Pound

Planning Officer

Dear Michael,

Thank you for forwarding the plans for this proposal. In our discussion today, | raised our concerns regarding privacy
of our staff accommaodation, given this development overlooks the backyards of several other properties including
our own.

You indicated that the building complies with R codes in regards to privacy which | can appreciate, however the
plans appear to have little or no screening from upper storey walkways or stairs and would have clear views into the
yards of several houses at the rear and most probably the sides of the development. This, coupled with the harsh
aatural environment which causes difficulties in growing screening plants, give me reason to believe that the privacy
in the rear yard of our property will be negatively impacted upon.

Our preference would be for a single level development which is more in keeping with the area and which would not
negatively impact on the privacy and amenity of surrounding properties as this current development certainly
appears to.

Regards
Fraser

Fraser Adam '/

Centre Manager

Combkined Universities Centre for Rural Health
187 Fitzgerald Street, Geraldton WA 6530
Tel: (08)99560230. Fax: (08) 99642096

This email has been scanned by the Symantec Email Security.cloud service.

For more information please visit hitpy//www.symanteceloud.com
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Tuesday 14™ February 2012

Attn: Michael Pound
Planning Officer
Town of Port Hedland
PO Box 41

Port Hedland 8721

Dear Sir,

RE: APPLICATION No: 2012/23 FOR TEN {10) MULTIPLE DWELLINGS AT LOT
PORT HEDLAND WA 6721

1(8) MOSELEY STRE

I wish to comment in relation to the above application to construct 10 dwellings on
the neighbouring property at 8 Moseley Street, Port Hedland.

I strongly object to this development going ahead for the following reasons:

OVERCROWDING / QUALITY OF LIFE - Proposed development is trying
to fit too many dwellings and people on a standard size block reducing
the quality of life which | am opposed to

DWELLING SIZE - indicates transient residents will be preferred to live
in these size units with no room outside for living and inside is very
contained with basic amenities only — are they for FIFO people only??
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT - on surrounding nature and trees in area
PRIVACY - as the development is two storey high it will be overlooking
other properties and this will impact on any privacy that families have
especially with children

COMMUNICATION — I and other property owners would like more
consultation about the time frames to build and the storing of building
equipment and materials if the development goes ahead

| wish to be kept informed of any outcome or if the matter will be considered at a
future council meeting.

Yours Sincerely,

Beth Walsh v
4A Wodgina Street
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To: Bale Kate

Dear Kate,

Thank you,

Kelly Howlett
(mob) 04399 41431

From: jsfoley@westnat.com.an

Date; Wed, 15 Feb 2012 ua 56 06 +0800

Speakman Chloe

From: Bala Kate

Sent: Wednesday, 15 February 2012 9;22 AM

Ta: Butron Eber

Ce: Records

Subject: ICR23674 - FW: proposed site at 8 Moseley Straet

Attachments: protest & Moseley Joanie.docx; BETH 4A Woadgina objection letter.docx; 8
_Mossley_St_Dev from Sue.docm; protest 8 Moseley Anika.docx

SynergySoft: ICR23874

i Eber

#l2asa find stizchad ohjaction letiars to 8 Moseley Stroet.

Ruconds = can vou please raeoid? Thanks

From: Mayor Kelly Howlett [maifto: kellyhowlett35@ hotmail.oom]
Sent: Wednesday, 15 February 2012 9:08 AM

Cc: jsfoley@westnet.com.au
Subject: FW: proposed site at & Moseley Street

Can these attached letters please be sent off to Records and to Planning??

TO*mmmmmmmjmmMm_m
MWWEMMHMMMMMJ

i crhooper@porthedland.wa.gov.au; crdaccache@porthedland.wa.gov,au;
mﬂ@mm@m

Subject: proposed site at 8 Moseley Street

1 am forwarding on some of the protest letters that were put into the council re the plans for 8 Moseley

i
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Date:
Officar:
File:

WAL Lotk to dol2| 23
ENTER=zZD
BY .
0 O3 O ARG O E-eote | il
Diourn z 3661
a2 Cepics lendled
LECHARD LONG
400100G o Ndele Pb-*\ﬂj
Thursday 9" February 2012 <% OF PORT HEps.
7 PECEIVED N
15 FE vy
Attn: Michael Pound FEB 2073
Planning Officer
Town of Port Hedland —E

PO Box 41 o
Port Hedland 6721

Dear Sir,

RE: APPLICATION No: 2012/23 FOR TEN (10) MULTIPLE DWELLINGS AT LOT
1 (8) MOSELEY STREET, PORT HEDLAND WA 6721

| wish to comment in relation to the above application to construct 10 dwellings on
the neighbouring property at 8 Moseley Street, Port Hedland.

I strongly object to this development going ahead for the following reasons:

« OVERCROWDING - Proposed development is trying to fit too many
dwellings on a standard size block

« PRIVACY - Will be overlooking our property and our swimming pool area
in particular removing our right to privacy

Thank you for considering my objections and | wish to be kept informed of any
outcome or if the matter will be considered at a future council meeting.

Yours Sincerely,

ggﬁﬁ/ﬂ&-

Sarah Feeney S
25 McGregor Strest
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DAT .
copes heced o Li5-2-12 |“Waclly

“hchebe P]am.j

<DF PGRT o

3 Moseley Street

Part Hedland, 6721. BECTIVER \53;\
. TSFEB 2097 )
To Michael Pound - i
e /
Town of Port Hedland R

Rnx 41 Post Office

P Hedlon, 6721 00 0 0
Decument #:  IPAZ3660

Cate: 15022012
Cficer; LEOHARD LONG
File: 400100G

Dear Michael,

| write in protest of the idea of the 10 units proposed to be built at 8 Moseley Street, across from my
home. The idea of building what amounts to a single man’s camp In the midst of a street of families
that have family lifestyles, living in single dwelling homes is totally unacceptable. The area that is
used in the plan is surrounded by people who would have their life as they know it ripped apart with
the addition of up to 20 more vehicles on this tiny space, the noise of a 24hour workforce coming
and going and the inappropriate behaviours indulged in by the temporary workforce that this type of
building would house. This design is not a plan that is compatible with family dwellings.

The design of these buildings are not in line with section3 of the building code that requires any
builder making more than 4 dwellings on the same plece of land must make every fourth home o
universal design standards. This flouting of bullding requirements is also an indication of the plans
being orientated for the single temporary residence.

A further huge concern to me is the lay down area to be used. There is no space anywhere on this
very limited space of 8 Moseley Street for materials and having been subjected to the trauma’s of
having the full surrounds of my home being used as lay down area over the previous 2 years, just to
construct 2 dwellings | am certainly not prepared to have all my verge used again for this purpose.

Should the development proceed the inadequate parking for the number of vehicles' ten dwellings
would entail would cause a spill over an the tight and dangerous corner of Moseley and Wogina
Street and | see my home again being subjected to the excess cars being parked on my verge edge
and blocking the vision around this corner.

The lack of any knowledge of the area planned for is obvious when the view to the ocean is given as
the area that overlooks the neighbour’s home. This knowledge also leads one to understand that
this construction is anly being put together to maximise the financial advantage with no respect of
the interest of long term locals and their lifelong residence.

While understanding there is a requirement for more housing in Port Hedland, this type is at odds
with the councils exprassed planning priority to see that Hedland remains family focused with
reluctance for fly in fly out workers. Building and increasing accommuodation, yes but not at all costs.
Mot at the cost of the way of life valued by our families that have lived here for years
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These plans show no areas to entertain or have realistic extra car bays for visitors, Again having
witnessed the number of vehicles that have been parked up in larger blocks with couples that have
big incomes and industrial employment, my concern for the safety of the surrounding families,
children and parents walking their babies with a single men’ s camp and the associated behaviour,
right in our midst, is huge.

Yet again | feel overwhelmed by a council that has difficulty remembering that we are an old and
long established town and are determined to try to hold onta the valuable neighbourhood in the
caring family atmosphere we value $0 highly

Yours Sincerely

v

Joan Foley
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A1 Linded o 2012/23
ENTEHELD

12 1m |l

Fernandez Michelle

From: Pound Michael

Sent: Friday, 10 February 2012 2:49 PM

To: Fernandez Michalle

Subject: IPAZ3519 - FW: Application Mo: 2012/23 for Ten (10) Dwellings 21 Lot 1 (8) Mossley
Street Port Hedland

SynergySoft: IPAZ3518

Please link and register to 2012/23

From: Mandy it 4
Sent: Friday, 10 February 2012 2:36 PM
To: Martin Paul

Ce: Pound Michae!
Subject: Application Ne: 2012/23 for Ten (10) Dwellings at Lot 1 (8) Moseley Street Port Hedland

Dear Mr Martin,

| am writing to express my concerns in regards to the above mentioned Development Proposal. As a resident of
Moseley Street of 5 years | can confidently say it is a very family orientated area where most people know and look
out for each other, and the introduction of a dwelling such as this will certainly pose problems for our community.

Some key objections to this development are:

1. The majority of units are 1 bedroom and 2x2 bedroom. These units have windows facing neighbouring yards
on all sides of the structure. The plans show screens on the windows which certainly is insufficient as far as
privacy for the neighbouring yards is concerned as you can still see through them. Neighbouring yards are
well and truly entitled to their privacy.

2. The units have an allocated car park per tenant which leaves visitors and friends parking on residents front
verges, inconveniencing local residents and creating traffic congestion being located on a small cornerin a
built up area. | can only deem this a safety hazard.

3. The recreation area of this dwelling will be located alongside the fence of a family who have young children,
and therefore the children may be subject to all forms of unwanted behaviour should there be any
undesirable tenants.

4. The actual construction of this dwelling will incur months of noise whilst building, not only interfering with
the daily lives of all who reside next to this block but other residents are shift workers who will be forced to
endure major disruptions to their living arrangements.

| can only see negatives in this venture as far as the direct community is concerned, the positives | can't really
SEE aAny.

| sincerely appreciate your time in reviewing my objections and would appreciate upcoming feedback on this
situation.

Kind regards
Paul Smeaton

26 Moseley Street
0400 229 674

This cmail has been scanned by the Symantec Email Security,cloud service,
For more information please visit http://www.symanteccloud. com
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PRLH Uplegd ho:
0B OV R O
x:mmt# IPAZ3EE1

ENTEREL |
14,02 2012

DATE

Crfficar: LEGNARD LONG
Fila: 4001003
th L OF FORT s
Thursday 9" February 2012 /«/U, RE'-’*EWEL]%%L
o TLF P

Aitn: Michael Pound £8 2017 |
Planning Officer “ \q
Town of Port Hedland VA,
PO Box 41
Port Hedland 6721
Dear Sir,
RE: APPLICATION No: 2012/23 FOR T MULTIPLE GS AT LOT

1(8) MOSELEY STREET, PORT HEDLAND WA 6721

| wish to comment in relation to the above application to construct 10 dwellings on 8
Moseley Street, Port Hedland which is a neighbouring property to some property |
own in Moseley Street — 124 & 128,

| strongly object to this development going ahead for the following reasons:

» This area is populated with families and we don't need single fiy in, fly
out

» OVERCROWDING- Proposed deveiopment is trying to fit too many
dwellings and people on a standard size block

« DWELLING SIZE - indicates transient residents will be preferred to live
in these size units with no room outside for living and inside is very
contained with basic amenities only

» SEWERAGE - Strained sewerage problems in the street already with the
last development of two houses not 10

* NOISE - the increased traffic flow of residents, construction noises and
then the noise level from people living there will be increased
dramatically for such a quiet neighbourhood and for my tenants

* AMENITY OF BUILDINGS — will be out of charaeter from the other
dwellings in the street and could affect land values

* PRIVACY - as the development is two storey high it will be overlooking
all its neighbouring properties privacy

* PARKING - Not enough parking has been allowed for the size of the
development and the overflow will affect the amenity of the street and
cause problems in the area with parking on other residents verges

Thank you for considering my objections and | wish to be kept informed of any
outcome or if the matter will be considered at a future council meeting.

Yours Sincerely,

Darryl Brown /
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Mr Michael Pound
Planning Manager
Town of Port Hedland
PO Box 4l

Port Hedland WA 6721

Dear Michael

APPLICATION No: 2012/23 FOR TEN (10) MULTIPLE DWELLINGS AT LOT 1 (8) MOSELEY
STREET, PORT HEDLAND WA 6721

Thank you for the receipt of plans and letter of 25" January 2012. In regard to the above development | wish to
voice my opinion. | am against and object the proposal | received yesterday.

slarsnent far jow-density DY, (i and
vice resicenis in the ocahty, Densifles
whvidisdl presinets. Already this yea

19 on the adpining leds

3@ 1ho dovotogar ond planher ehsirte the o deveiopment I3 aultable e and take (lue accoun! of font

Madiang's Increasingty tropical ano cyslone climate. Doss this developmant |

e adeyuate stormwvater and

flood runal™ Whaat willl e the sfiget od lavels o adjoining propeties in the yearly sycionic caason?

Thete are jocd concama regarding a notural éasamen! which torents water in cyclonas. The hiah fand bes

and sans In Fadoury Class, Pon Mediand, with e land low paint finkshing &t the M setay and WNodglhva

Strasts unctuan. This natura! easemant hash Delwean 1he I ’Hln‘"i.-‘: of 6 Wt dona Sueat, Pont Hediang and

ghican Church lot/s, Were s this water (o go il ihe exisiing sirip of ia wellings or Whio will
gy and install ihe pips work and can | join up o edsting stom wate
3 wme densty end no conbol of e wsidential

werciewiding andlor overbubding an site. The

o7 patitie in sice and scalo with the exising

sombartablke kvirg environment with Jalaium

9 MAY 2012

PAGE 81



MINUTES: ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING

9 MAY 2012

Concems regarding ten (10) dwellings bIET on o sround & {000sqm black of fand and averisoking of a
neighbours yards (swimming pool ateas, childien play areas; elc), ate not wweasonsble in the
cUTUmSTanCEE. Any windedks ih dwallings constructed on thia relevant part of the subjec! land whilch would
patertally allow a view of that area shauld be the subjoct of & sereaning condilion for privacy.

The sewags system infrastructire and the axisting Town's water services and slher uliities having sufficient
apacity to handia any exra load from the develapment, Whiat of tha Uisposal of garbsge bine? Frain the
plans, fhere & scant oam on the vargs 1o adequataly suppoct 10 or mole gartage bink. Are al ralevant
s#vices supplled (0 the deviopment site s tesinlealy and aadronmentzlly carmied et in @ satisfactory
manrier that will not ke an eye-sorpa?

As a locat resilent who tecsolly toughit 6 Woégha Strest, Pon Hadong, [ Mave 3 right to safe and dacent
hauging, Thete appears oply one divaway scoessing the ear of e propery from Mosalay Street, The
development she nflects cvarcrowding for the Tand size. If & fire in the devsivpment combingd with persistent
high winds, other reatdentsl papeties coult be 'n Ese of fife and (hus destroyed. There is fittle mom for
emergency servicss: & stap the catastrophe and a pafentiad llfe-Saeatening stuabion, 772 fire bioke out i the
devaigpment,

Ancier satety sspact: Has the dovoloper ansued that adsquatas provision is mads fof acsass to sunlight,
bieezas and owdoar living space for the occupants, pamaidaily childeen; of the proposed consiex?

Has e developer made reasonabie arangements o1 commen spatt for the bundeang ond diing of
clothes for the occhpams?

Additiaral trafic getested by the development of the dasign of the davelnginen! dues not allow for the
nartowrigss and bands n Meossley and Wamging Streats, panticilarly where the dilvewsy is stuated. The
fncont urely, is t ensure thal safo snd eonvensm padestian and vehicle mavemen! within and adjacent fo
tho devEnpmuent site s achieved, ang that Ine nearty (Sad notwatk is capable of aceommedming additional
tratfic flows. Vislor Parking: The-geveloper lo-ensara (hat sdequeke (i sonveriert provislons e mate on
the developrent site for parking for both msidents, company ang yistors vahicles, boats, itaiers ans ofljer
“toys’. Wil this development and driveway deny the owners and tepants of 6 Wedgina Staet, Part Hadland,
and aecess 10 the existing dovewsy? Calt the ownes purchass from the Council the vacant land ¢n (e
camer of Mascisy and Wodging Stresty. to prevent this bappening?

- Wil there be new residontinl (10 stats ftles fromi a single strata 1itl6? Who will awn these dwmllings? Are

tharz any speciic buldng resthiction codes that need 10 be mel? What will kappen W there s further
developmart (e 2 Jot? Such as new re-zonlng or luture gas avakatifity? What will 1he impact be dn the
oxisting neighboumand in the futiea?

- I8 the devslopmabl "Up For Salo or leased ot 16 Componiges with Fly-In and Fy-Out Workers? The

Iikedibaod that “owdsidees’ moving tarough o sldentinl ares would oo loss respectil of 1, a4d of the peacs

and quiet of resldents. than the resldants themselvas, and that utweicame intrusions, if only by way of noisy

and disoraerly behaviour, would bappan. This development (s not hammonious with “the pracinet s characta:
Loof L lovedensity and small scale of desolopmen!”

-~ We must ensupe that the emnitonmant tenains & centrd concemn. | updarstand frem the present rartal

tenants of B Moseley Street, Pod Heland; have boen advlsed by new owners, e very fmpe and stataly
irees o verge of sald groperty have lermites and wil be doestroyed, [f this is the case, why didn'l thesse
axtremely healiby-lociing aged shada tross shaler in aur last Datagory 3 Cyclone?

PAGE 82



MINUTES: ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING 9 MAY 2012

PAGE 83



MINUTES: ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING 9 MAY 2012

PAGE 84


























































































































































































































































































































































































