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ITEM 1  OPENING OF MEETING 
 

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

ITEM 2 RECORDING OF ATTENDANCE AND APOLOGIES 
 

2.1 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 Ian 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 9 
Members of the Media 1 
Members of Staff 2 
 

2.2 Apologies   
 
Councillor Julie E Hunt who is away on Council business 
 

2.3 Approved Leave of Absence  
 

Mayor Kelly A Howlett 
Councillor Gloria A Jacob 
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ITEM 3 RESPONSE TO PREVIOUS QUESTIONS TAKEN ON NOTICE 
 
3.1 Questions from Public at Ordinary Council Meeting held on 

Thursday  26 April 2012 
 

3.1.1 Mr Wayne Ness  
 
I 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? I 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 28th 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 wasnôt it advertised 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 did in the óFun Fact Finding Sheetô that it 
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 isnôt the Council rezoning the R25 blocks as well? 
 
Director Planning and Development advised that R25 land was not part 
of Councilôs 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 Councilôs resolution.  Zoning of other land may be considered by 
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 wasnôt such an important document placed on the web site in 
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 óLandingô formerly Dixons Caravan Park get additional 
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 I get an 
answer as quoted in the reply to my last questions óas per the tender 
requirements when it was awarded in 2008ô, when the tender actually 
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 wasnôt 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. 
 

  



MINUTES: ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING     9 MAY 2012 

 

 

   PAGE 10 
 

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 I am asking for an 
honest straight up reply, and ask you to advise why if I was told that the 
Chief Executive Officerôs fence pool was fixed at last meeting (even 
though a covering excessive was executed and it was also taken on 
notice), workers raced to the Chief Executive Officerôs house last Friday 
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 wasnôt it compliant at the time of building? 
 
Director Planning and Development advised that the development was 
approved by Councilôs 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.  Councilôs 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 Councilôs 
procurement policy. 
 
Were all the other works at the Chief Executive Officerôs house also 
done in accordance with the correct financial processes? 
 
Chief Executive Officer advised that quotes were obtained in 
accordance with Councilôs procurement process and the correct 
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 attended the clubôs Annual General Meeting 
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 next Council meeting to outline those issues for Councilôs 
consideration. 
 

3.1.2  Mr Camilo Blanco  
 
You did not answer my question at last Council meeting relating to 
Care for Hedland consultation on Hunt Point, so I 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 2011? 
 
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 Hedlandôs representative for the BHP Billiton 
Community Consultation Group? 
 
Mayor advised that she isnôt the Townôs representative on this group, 
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 Groupôs role. 
 
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. 
 
In this EPA document BHP states óBHP Billiton Iron Ore has 
undertaken extensive consultation withtin the Port Hedland community.ô 
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 
qustions and answers together. Can there be a vote by Councillors to 
implement this process? 
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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 
Townôs administration can prepare a report with regard to this matter 
for consideration, or members can prepare a notice of motion. Mayor 
further advised that the answer to Mr Blancoôs question is no. 
 
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 I 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. 

 
3.2 Questions from Elected Members at Ordinary Council Meeting 

held on Thursday  26 April 2012 
 

3.2.1  Councillor George J Daccache  
 
The Town has police and fire brigade quarters both in Port and South 
Hedland, so why not two St Johnôs ambulance quarters? An incident 
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 
Johnôs ambulance in having an ambulance service for Port Hedland? 
Further, can the Town also approach BHP, FMG, Rio Tinto and other 
businesses that have ambulances so that if the St Johnôs ambulances 
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 Johnôs Ambulance and major industry with 
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? I 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 Mayorôs diary entry for 23 November 2011 shows that the Deputy 
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 2012? 
 
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, ñimproving public consultation on Hunt Point was not 
warranted because the Town of Port Hedland was not the lead agency 
on the Hunt Point proposal,ò but the Mayor also states one of the óBHP 
Billiton Community Consultation Groupô (sic), of which the Deputy 
Mayor was, up until recently, the Town of Port Hedlandôs 
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 Blancoôs remarks are not true. 
 
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 ï people battling to pay rent and eat, let alone children on the 
streets, and crime and disorder of high proportion ï that we read about, 
I 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. 
Doesnôt Council think that concentrating on facilitating the funding 
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 I asked: ñHave all roads in Wedgefield been 
changed to óNetwork 10 without conditionsô?ò 
 



MINUTES: ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING     9 MAY 2012 

 

 

   PAGE 17 
 

The answer was: ñDirector 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 Main Roads.ò 
 
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 itemôs on tonightôs agenda (11.2.1 óTender 12/07 
Supply of Road Rehabilitation and Stabilisation Worksô) is a tender that 
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. 
 
What is the balance in the Townôs municipal fund as of today? 
 
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 I asked: ñAre ratepayers going to fit the bill for the 
construction of the drainage?ò 
 
The answer was: ñDirector Community Development advised that 
drainage and civil construction has always been part of the project and 
is funded by several partners.ò 
 
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 I asked: ñWho is constructing the car park at the new 
Recreation Centre?ò 
 
I also asked: ñHow much will those works cost?ò 
 
The answer was: ñDirector Community Development advised the 
budget for all civil construction works is estimated at $2.8 million.ò 
 
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 Development ñadvised these costs have 
always been identified as a project cost.ò That being the case, why is 
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 I asked: ñWhich account does the revenue raised 
from Mia Mia and Port Haven go into? The airport reserve account or 
general revenue account?ò 

 
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 1108349 óGrant ï 
Multi Purpose Rec Centreô or Haven account 1303357 óLease Incomeô? 
 
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 I 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 Councilôs discretion as to what funds actually go into this reserve. 
 
In relation to the Wedgefield, Port and South Hedland underground 
power project, can I 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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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 I have a copy of the audio recording for this meeting? 
 
Deputy Mayor advised in the affirmative. 
 

4.1.2 Mr Wayne Ness  
 
I have one question tonight. I have asked some other questions in 
regards to Closed-Circuit Television (CCTV) and the statistics for 
latency and other network issues. I was told they were taken on notice 
and would be returned to me. I also asked some questions in regards 
to the Chief Executive Officerôs house and the process as to how the 
funding went through. Can I be privvy to those documents, or do I need 
to go through Freedom of Information? I am just asking when these 
responses will be made available to me. 
 
Director Corporate Services advised that in regards to expenditure 
relating to the Chief Executive Officerôs house, the Town has 
commenced this investigation. There are numerous transactions and 
Officers must locate all supporting documentation so that the Town can 
clearly clarify that these are in line with the organisationôs procurement 
policy. 
 
In relation to the CCTV question, the Director advised that the Town 
operates numerous cameras and Mr Nessô questions could be applied 
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.  
 

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

 

4.2.1 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 
 

4.2.2 Ms Joan Foley  
 
Ms Joan Foleyôs statement was also in opposition to the development 
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.  
 

6:00pm Deputy Mayor closed Public Statement Time. 
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ITEM 5 QUESTIONS FROM MEMBERS WITHOUT NOTICE 
 

5.1 Councillor Arnold A Carter  
 
At the last Ordinary Council Meeting, I requested the draft Pilbaraôs 
Port City Growth Plan go out for public consultation. Has this gone out 
yet? I 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. 
 

5.2 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. 
 

5.3 Councillor Janet M Gillingham  
 
Regarding Mosley Street, I have had a number of emails from 
residents. Some of the residents are here tonight with their concerns. I 
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, I 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 ask for them to determine what Councilôs 
jurisdiction is within this space. He will also discuss this matter with 
Councilôs Manager Environmental Health. 
 
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. Theyôre saying that we, as Council, are saying 
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 
themselves, theyôre being told they can. Is there documentation that 
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 
Directorôs understanding is that while Council supports the installation 
of these signs, Main Roads does not, but he will follow up any evidence 
of this view that can be found. 
 

5.4 Councillor David W Hooper  
 
I 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. 
 

5.5 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 
Councilôs disappointment at this position, particularly as Port Hedland 
has a pre-eminent position in the nationôs economy and prosperity.  
 
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? I 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, and Councilôs litter crew could be engaged 
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 Carterôs request. 

 

5.6 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. 
 
I 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. 
 
Thatôs been relinquished or terminated, hasnôt it? 
 
Acting Chief Executive Officer advised that the land is no longer 
utilised, however remains as a formal lease. 
 
Two weeks ago I mentioned about the usage of the Skate Park. Once 
again, last night I did my usual trip up to town, and I noticed at 6:45pm 
not a soul was there. Coming home at 9:30pm there was still not a soul 
there. Can you tell me who pays for all that power? Because Iôd like 
some switchlights for that to go off, because thatôs a very expensive 
exercise every time I go past. I 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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I 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. 
 

 
 
ITEM 6 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 CONFIRMATION OF MINUTES OF PREVIOUS MEETING 
 

7.1 Confirmation of Minutes of Ordinary Meeting of Council held on 
Thursday 26 April  2012 
 
201112/440 Officer ôs 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 
 

 
7.2 Confirmation of Minutes of Special Meeting of Council held on 

Tuesday 1 May 2012  
 
201112/441 Officer ôs 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 
 

 
ITEM 8 ANNOUNCEMENTS BY CHAIRPERSON WITHOUT DISCUSSION  

 
Deputy Mayor George J Daccacheôs Activity Report for the April and 
May 2012 period to date is as follows: 
 
April 2012  
 
Monday, 30 April 2012 
  

¶ Pilbara Regional Council meeting in Newman 

¶ Australian Corruption and Crime Commission discussion meeting  
 
May 2012  
 
Tuesday, 1 May 2012 
  

¶ Australian Citizenship Ceremony 

¶ Australian Defence Force presentation 
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ITEM 9 REPORTS BY ELECTED MEMBERS WITHOUT DISCUSSION 
 

9.1 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. 
 
 

ITEM 10 PETITIONS/DEPUTATIONS/PRESENTATIONS/SUBMISSIONS  
 

10.1 Ms Lyn Farrell  
 
Ms Lyn Farrell, Managing Director, Pilbara Institute (formerly Pilbara 
TAFE) spoke about the educational institutionôs visions and 
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 REPORTS OF OFFICERS 
 
11.1 Planning and Development  Services  

 

11.1.1 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: 

 

ñA local government must not resolve to make a request under 

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 government has considered any objections 

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

notice.ò 
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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. 
 
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: 

 

¶ Manager Technical Services 

¶ 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: 

 

ñThe 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 
ii) The proposal being of an uncontentious natureò 

 
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 
Councilôs adopted Town Planning Fees and Charges. 
 
Officerôs Comment  
 
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 applicantôs lot will result in a more regular shape. 
 
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 ôs 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 
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ATTACHMENT 2 TO ITEM 11.1.1 
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11.1.2 Proposed Eight (8) - ñMultiple Dwellingò on Lot 1 (8) 
Moseley Street, Port Hedland (File No.:  400100G)  
 
Officer     Michael Pound  
    A/ 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) ñMultiple 
Dwellingsò on the site. Subsequently, revised plans were submitted 
following the initial advertising period proposing the development of 
eight (8) ñMultiple Dwellingsò on the site. 
 
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 coast and is zoned óResidential R-30ô pursuant 
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) ñMultiple Dwellingsò will be located to the rear of the 
lot in a single building structure while another four (4) ñMultiple 
Dwellingsò will be located across the front of the lot in two (2) separate 
building structures.  
 
The proposed eight (8) ñMultiple Dwellingsò will be developed in a 
staged manner, whereby the rear four (4) ñMultiple Dwellingsò will be 
developed as part of the first stage and the existing dwelling at the front 
will be retained. The remaining four (4) proposed ñMultiple Dwellingsò at 
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: 
 

¶ Horizon Power; and 

¶ Water Corporation. 
 
Internally: 
 
The application was circulated to the following internal units: 

 

¶ Manager Technical Services; 

¶ Manager Building Services; and 

¶ Manager Environmental Health Services. 
 
Technical Services objected to the proposed development citing the 
following: 
 

¶ Car parking non-compliant with Australian Standards; 

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

¶ 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. 
 

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) 
ñMultiple Dwellingsò on the site. 
 
Summary of Comments / Objections Received during the initial 
consultation process: 
 

 Objections Received 
during initial  Consultation 

Process               
(Attachment 3) 

Applicantôs Response to 
objections received during 
initial Consultation Process 

(Attachment 4) 

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

Consistency with the R-Codes ï 
 
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 ï 
 
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 ï 
 
As the development is two 
storey high it will be 
overlooking all its 
neighbours properties 
privacy. 

Consistency with the R-Codes ï 
 
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 
ómedium to long term location 
for habitationô within the R-
codes. These screening 
requirements have been 
conditioned.  
Please note screening for the 
rear left unit has been included 
on the attached revised plans. 

Parking (design and 
number) ï  
 
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 ï  
 
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 ï 
 
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 
densities and to ensure 
appropriate standards of 
amenity are provided for all 
dwellings and adjoining 
properties.  

Dwelling Size ï  
 
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 ï 
 
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 ï  
 
The impact on surrounding 
nature and trees in the area. 

The subject site is zoned 
óResidentialô under the Scheme 
which applies a density of R30. 
The proposed development is 
consistent with this density and 
will be used 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 ï  
 
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) ï  
 
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 ï  
 

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 ï  
 
Strained sewerage 
problems in the street 
already with the last 
development of two houses 
not 10. 

The Water Corporation has 
advised that sewer connection 
to the first stage (i.e. 4 
dwellings) is currently available. 
It also advised that waste water 
headworkôs are scheduled for 
upgrade in 2014, whereby 
suitable capacity will be 
available to service the 
proposed second stage of 
development.  

Local Amenity ï  
 
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 ï  
 
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. 

  



MINUTES: ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING     9 MAY 2012 

 

 

   PAGE 42 
 

Water Supply ï  
 
WaterCorp objects to the 
development of five or more 
dwellings until 2014 

It has been advised by the 
Water Corporation has advised 
the area requires upgrading of 
current water supply services 
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 ï  
 
Tech Services 

In accordance with the revised 
plans (attached) the southern 
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 ï  
 
Tech Services 

The proposed crossovers 
servicing the front dwellings are 
required in order to retain all the 
street trees, whilst providing 
appropriate access to all 
dwellings. 

 
  



MINUTES: ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING     9 MAY 2012 

 

 

   PAGE 43 
 

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. 
 

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

 

¶ Manager Technical Services; 

¶ Manager Building Services; and 

¶ 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) 
ñMultiple Dwellingsò on the site. 
 
Summary of Comments / Objections Received during the second 
consultation process: 
 

 Objections Received 
during second 

Consultation Process               
(Attachment 5) 

Applicantôs Response to 
objections received during 

second Consultation Process 
(Attachment 6 & 7) 

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

Consistency with the R-Codes ï 
 
The density of the proposed 
development is compliant with 
Section 7 of the Residential 
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 ï 
 
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 
the Town of Port Hedlandôs 
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 ï  
 
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 ï 
 
Overlooking to the rear of 
the property and staircase 
with no screening.  

Consistency with the R-Codes ï 
 
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 
ómedium to long term location 
for habitationô within the R-
codes.  
 

Parking) ï  
 
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 
the Town of Port Hedlandôs 
Local Planning Scheme. The 
Town of Port Hedlandôs 
engineering department is 
satisfied with the parking that is 
provided and that it is compliant.  
 

Unit Design ï  
 
Unit design indicating to be 
used by FIFO workers 

Consistency with the R-Codes ï 
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 ï  
 
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 ï  
 
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 ï  
 
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 ï  
 
Site plan does not show 
location of surrounding 
houses, their entertaining 
areas/living areas and the 
effect on neighbouring 
families. 

As addressed in óAmenity of 
buildingô and óPrivacyô and 
óNoise and safetyô.  
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Is the Developer Local ï  
 
If the developer is not a 
local, he/she will not care 
about the many impacts 
these units will have on 
existing 
locals/neighbours/families 

The developer is the owner of 
the land and has right to 
develop that land within the 
requirements of the Town of 
Port Hedlandôs local Planning 
Scheme and the Residential 
Design Codes.   
 

Dust Zone ï  
 
Design and purpose of units 
more suited for the óDust 
Zone/West Endô 

The land is zoned within the 
Town of Port Hedlandôs Local 
Planning Scheme óResidential 
R30ô in which a multiple dwelling 
development to a maximum 0.5 
plot ratio is appropriate. This 
proposal complies with those 
details.  
 

Families First ï  
 
The need to build more 4/3 
bedroom houses which 
include all amenities that a 
normal family house would 
have. 

This development is appropriate 
for a wide range of the 
demographic, including small 
families, couples of all ages and 
singles of all ages. It is a 
requirement of the Liveable 
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 Planning Unit considers the applicantôs response to all the 
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 following sections of Councilôs Plan for the Future 2010-2015 are 
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.  
 
Officerôs Comment 
 
In terms of TPS5, the site is identified as ñResidential R30ò. Under the 
zoning table the proposed land use is specified as follows: 
 
Multiple Dwellings:  ñSAò (the development is not permitted 

unless the Council has granted planning 
approval after giving notice in 
accordance with clause 4.3) 

 
R-Code Assessment for Multiple Dwellings 
 
The proposed ñMultiple Dwellingsò have been assessed in accordance 
with Part 7 of the Residential Design Codes of Western Australia (R-
Codes). 
 
Clause 7.1.4 ï 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 ï 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: 
 

ñBuilding setback from the boundaries or adjacent buildings so as 
to: 

 

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

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

¶ Assist in protecting privacy between adjoining properties.ò 
  
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 ï 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 ï 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 ï Appendix 7 of TPS5 
NLA ï Nett Lettable Area 

Acceptable Development Standards Units Required Provided 

Multiple Dwellings 
Unit size: <75m

2 
= 1.0 

Visitors: 0.25 bays per unit 

 
8 
 

 
8 
2 

 
8 
2 

Total  10 10 
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Clause 7.3.5 - 7.3.6 Vehicular Access 
 
In accordance with Clause 7.3.5 ï 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 Townôs officers. 
 
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 7.4.1 ï 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. Applicantôs response 
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Officerôs Recommendation 
 
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) 

ñMULTIPLE DWELLINGSò and other incidental 
development, as indicated on the approved plans 
(DWG2012/23/1 ï 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 ñMultiple Dwellingò. In terms of the Town of 
Port Hedlandôs Town Planning Scheme No. 5, a ñMultiple 
Dwellingò is defined as: 

 
 ñMultiple Dwellingò 
 ña dwelling in a group of more than one where any part of a 

dwelling is vertically above part of any other.ò 
 
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 

Councilôs Technical Services Guidelines to the satisfaction of 
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. 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. 

 
11. 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 
developerôs expense. 

 
Conditions to be complied with prior to the submission of a 
Building Permit application. 
 
12. 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.  

 
12. 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.  

 
13. 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. 

 
14. 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. 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. 

 
16. 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. 

 
17. Prior to the submission of an occupation permit, the 

driveways and crossover shall be designed and constructed 
in accordance with Councilôs Crossover Policy 9/005, to the 
satisfaction of the Manager Technical Services.  

 
18. 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. 

 
19. 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 
ï Pedestrians to the satisfaction of the Manager Technical 
Services. 

 
 20. 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.  

 
2. Waste receptacles shall be stored in a suitable enclosure to 

be provided to the specifications of Councilôs Health Local 
Laws 1999. 

 
3. The development must comply with the Environmental 

Protection (Noise) Regulations 1997 at all times. 
 
4. Waste disposal and storage shall be carried out in 

accordance with Councilôs Health Local Laws 1999. 
 



MINUTES: ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING     9 MAY 2012 

 

 

   PAGE 54 
 

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

 
6. The proposed development is to comply with Part D3 of Vol 

1 of the BCA ï Access for people with disabilities. 
 
7. The proposed development is to comply with Section c of 

Vol 1 of the BCA ï Fire separation between each sole 
occupancy unit. 

 
8. 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. 

 
9. 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 Martin Cr G J Daccache 

Cr J M Gillingham Cr D W Hooper 

Cr A A Carter  
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ATTACHMENT 1 TO ITEM 11.1.2 
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ATTACHMENT 2 TO ITEM 11.1.2 

 
  



MINUTES: ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING              9 MAY 2012 

 
 

 

   PAGE 58 
 

 

(This page intentionally left blank.) 



MINUTES: ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING              9 MAY 2012 

 
 

 

   PAGE 59 
 

 



MINUTES: ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING              9 MAY 2012 

 
 

 

   PAGE 60 
 

 

  



MINUTES: ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING              9 MAY 2012 

 
 

 

   PAGE 61 
 

 

 



MINUTES: ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING              9 MAY 2012 

 
 

 

   PAGE 62 
 

 

 



MINUTES: ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING              9 MAY 2012 

 
 

 

   PAGE 63 
 

 

 



MINUTES: ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING              9 MAY 2012 

 
 

 

   PAGE 64 
 

 

 



MINUTES: ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING              9 MAY 2012 

 
 

 

   PAGE 65 
 

 

 



MINUTES: ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING              9 MAY 2012 

 
 

 

   PAGE 66 
 

 

 



MINUTES: ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING              9 MAY 2012 

 
 

 

   PAGE 67 
 

 

 



MINUTES: ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING              9 MAY 2012 

 
 

 

   PAGE 68 
 

 

 



MINUTES: ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING              9 MAY 2012 

 
 

 

   PAGE 69 
 

 

 



MINUTES: ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING              9 MAY 2012 

 
 

 

   PAGE 70 
 

 



MINUTES: ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING     9 MAY 2012 

 

   PAGE 71 
 

 
 

    ATTACHMENT 3 TO ITEM 11.1.2 

  



MINUTES: ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING     9 MAY 2012 

  

 

   PAGE 72 
 

 



MINUTES: ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING     9 MAY 2012 

  

 

   PAGE 73 
 

 



MINUTES: ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING     9 MAY 2012 

  

 

   PAGE 74 
 

 



MINUTES: ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING     9 MAY 2012 

  

 

   PAGE 75 
 

 



MINUTES: ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING     9 MAY 2012 

  

 

   PAGE 76 
 

 



MINUTES: ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING     9 MAY 2012 

  

 

   PAGE 77 
 

 



MINUTES: ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING     9 MAY 2012 

  

 

   PAGE 78 
 

 



MINUTES: ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING     9 MAY 2012 

  

 

   PAGE 79 
 

 



MINUTES: ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING     9 MAY 2012 

  

 

   PAGE 80 
 

  



MINUTES: ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING     9 MAY 2012 

  

 

   PAGE 81 
 

 



MINUTES: ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING     9 MAY 2012 

  

 

   PAGE 82 
 

 



MINUTES: ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING     9 MAY 2012 

  

 

   PAGE 83 
 

 



MINUTES: ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING     9 MAY 2012 

  

 

   PAGE 84 
 

 




























































































































































































































































