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SHIRE OF KALAMUNDA 
NOTICE OF MEETING  

PLANNING SERVICES COMMITTEE 
 
 
Councillors, 
 
Notice is hereby given that the next meeting of the General Services Committee will be held 
in the Council Chambers, Administration Centre, 2 Railway Road, Kalamunda on: 
 

8 MARCH 2010, COMMENCING AT 7.00 PM. 
 
For the benefit of Committee Members, Staff and members of the Public, attention is drawn 
to the following requirements as adopted by Council. 
 

Open Council Meetings - Procedures 

1. Standing Committees are open to the public, except for Confidential Items listed on 
the Agenda. 

2. Standing Committees have a membership of all Councillors (12 Councillors). 

3. Unless otherwise advised a Committee makes recommendations only to Full Council 
(Held on the third Monday of each month at 7.00pm). 

4. Members of the public are able to ask questions at a Committee Meeting, however 
the questions should be related to the functions of the Committee. 

5. Members of the public wishing to make a comment on any Agenda item may request 
to do so by advising staff prior to commencement of the Committee Meeting. 

6. Comment from members of the public on any item of the Agenda is usually limited to 
3 minutes and should address the recommendations (at the conclusion of the 
report). 

7. It would be appreciated if silence is observed in the gallery at all times except for 
Question Time. 

8. All other arrangements are in general accordance with Council’s Standing Orders, the 
Policies and decisions of the person Chairing the Committee or Council Meeting. 

9. Members of the public who are unfamiliar with meeting proceedings are invited to 
seek advice at the meeting by signalling to a staff member. 

 
 
 
James Trail 
Chief Executive Officer 
 
Thursday, 4 March 2010 
 

**              Dinner will be served at 6.00pm               ** 
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Minutes of Planning Services Committee 
Held in the Council Chambers 
2 Railway Road, Kalamunda 

8 March 2010 

1. OFFICIAL OPENING 

1.1 The Chairman opened the meeting at 7.00pm and welcomed Councillors,  Staff and 
Members of the Public Gallery. 

 

2. APOLOGIES AND LEAVE OF ABSENCE  

3. PUBLIC QUESTION TIME 

 A period of not less than 15 minutes is provided to allow questions from the gallery 
on matters relating to the functions of this Committee. For the purposes of 
Minuting, these questions and answers are summarised. 
 

3.1 3 

Q.  
  

A.  

4. PETITIONS 

4.1 4 

4.1  
 

5. CONFIRMATION OF MINUTES OF PREVIOUS MEETING 

5.1 That the Minutes of the Planning Committee Meeting held on Monday 8 February 
2010 be confirmed as a true and correct record of the proceedings. 
 



   
   
 

   
   
 

 
 Moved:    Seconded:   

  

 Statement by Presiding Member 
 
“On the basis of the above motion I now sign the Minutes as a true and 
accurate record of the meeting of .” 
 

6. ANNOUNCEMENTS BY THE PERSON PRESIDING WITHOUT 
DISCUSSION 

6.1 6 

  
 

7. MATTERS FOR WHICH MEETING MAY BE CLOSED 

7.1 7 

 Reason for Confidentiality –  
 

 

8. DISCLOSURE OF INTERESTS 

 
Disclosure of Financial and Proximity Interests 

(a) Members must disclose the nature of their interest in matters to be 
discussed at the meeting.  (Sections 5.60B and 5.65 of the Local 
Government Act 1995) 

(b) Employees must disclose the nature of their interest in reports or 
advice when giving the report or advice to the meeting.  (Sections 
5.70 and 5.71 of the Local Government Act 1995). 

 
 

Disclosure of Interest Affecting Impartiality 

(a) Members and staff must disclose their interest in matters to be 
discussed at the meeting in respect of which the member or 
employee has given or will give advice. 

 



   
   
 

   
   
 

8.1 8 

 

9. REPORT TO COUNCIL 

Declaration of financial/conflict of interests to be recorded prior to dealing with each item. 
 
9.13 Subdivision Guide Plan - Land bound by Welshpool Road East, Edward 

Road and Gilchrist Road, Lesmurdie 

 
Previous Items: N/A 
Service Area: Planning Development Services 
File Reference: PG-DEV-036 
Applicant: N/A 
Owner: Various  

 
PURPOSE 
 
1.  To consider the adoption of a Subdivision Guide Plan (SGP) for the Special Rural 

zoned portion of Lesmurdie area bound by Welshpool Road East, Edward Road and 
Gilchrist Road. Refer (Attachment 1.) for Locality Plan. 

2.  The proposed SGP requires endorsement of the Western Australian Planning 
Commission (WAPC). 

BACKGROUND 
 
3.  A Subdivision Guide Plan is required prior to considering subdivisions in a Special 

Rural zone unless the Shire and the WA Planning Commission are satisfied that such 
plan is unnecessary.  

DETAILS 
 
4.  The intent of the SGP is to provide a spatial plan for a more co-ordinated and 

integrated approach to subdivision design to avoid, in particular, the use of 
battleaxe lot design. The design of the SGP includes, where possible, the provision 
of loop roads for connectivity but it also includes the use of cul-de-sac roads. Refer 
(Attachment 2.) for advertised Subdivision Guide Plan.  

STATUTORY AND LEGAL IMPLICATIONS 
 
5.  Scheme provisions pertaining to the preparation of SGP are contained under Clause 

5.10- Special Rural Zone which details the requirement for a SGP. The provisions 
require that SGP will be required unless the Shire is satisfied that such a plan is 
unnecessary, would result in the creation of no more than two lots or not require a 
Detailed Land Capability Analysis. Future subdivision will generally accord with the 
SGP adopted for specified areas by Local Government and the WAPC. Variations to 
the SGP can be considered by Council and the WAPC. 

POLICY IMPLICATIONS 
 



   
   
 

   
   
 

6.  Nil. 

PUBLIC CONSULTATION/COMMUNICATION 
 
7.  In October 2009, the proposed SGP was forwarded to all the landowners within the 

area covered by the plan. Fourteen (14) submissions were receive- five (5) being 
objections, five (5) being conditional non-objections and four (4) being non 
objections. 

8.  The following main concerns were raised by submitters: 

• Landowner on Gilchrist Road questioned lot sizes not being sufficient 
for subdivision in Special Rural zone and lack of Scheme Water; 

• Impact on the amenity of the area being impacted on by doubling the 
existing density; 

• Landowners on Welshpool Road East were concerned that the cost of 
constructing the road through their properties might be too prohibitive 
to make the subdivision financially viable and  

• The issue of unsafe proposed road intersection with Welshpool Road 
East. 

A few landowners made alternative propositions regarding design and layout of 
proposed roads related to specific issues of their individual properties (position of 
existing home and a wish to retain mature trees on a property). Refer 
(Attachment 3.) for Summary of Submissions. 

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS 
 
9.  Nil 

STRATEGIC AND SUSTAINABILITY IMPLICATIONS 
 
10.  Strategic Planning Implications 

• As stated previously, the intent of the SGP is to provide a spatial plan for a 
more co-ordinated and integrated approach to subdivision design. 

11.  Sustainability Implications 
Social implications 
• Nil 

Economic Implications 
• Potential economic implications for subdividing in this area are related to 

connection of scheme water for Edward and Gilchrist Roads and construction 
of proposed roads.  

Environmental Implications 
Detailed Land Capability Analysis is required for all lots identified under the 
SGP. The retention of remnant vegetation and/or planting of additional 
vegetation might be some of the recommendations following such report. 

OFFICER COMMENT 
 
12.  In relation to concerns raised by the landowners following comments are offered: 

• Some of the properties shown as properties with subdivision potential 
fall slightly short of sufficient land area to allow for subdivision in this 



   
   
 

   
   
 

zoning. Additionally, properties that will have roads constructed over 
will have resulting lots slightly smaller than the requirements under the 
zone. It should be noted that in the past the WA Planning Commission 
supported subdivision in Special Rural areas that resulted in lots smaller 
than 1 ha if the variation was minor. 

• Properties on Gilchrist Road and some on Edwards Road do not have 
access to scheme water. They will not be able to be subdivided until 
such time that the water become available. The SGP has to incorporate 
these properties to set the framework for any future subdivision in the 
area. 

• The Special Rural zone of this area already allows for lots 1ha in area. 
The proposed SGP is necessary to facilitate any subdivision proposals 
than might eventuate in the future. 

• One of the objectives of the SGP is to coordinate the subdivision design 
and provide equity to landowners in terms of apportionment of road 
construction costs. 

• The issue of unsafe proposed intersection with Welshpool Road East 
has been taken into account and design has been adjusted accordingly. 

Refer (Attachment 4.) for modified Subdivision Guide Plan.   

13.  The WAPC have advised it will not support subdivision applications in the areas 
under Special Rural zoning until such time as a SGP has been endorsed. 
Accordingly, Shire planning staff have prepared a plan which provides for a more 
coordinated approach to subdivision design. 

14.  The SGP is a flexible plan in so far as the designs can be modified to address any 
concerns landowners might have. Importantly, the SGP should be viewed as a 
starting point in the subdivision process which will provide more certainty for those 
landowners who wish to subdivide. On this basis, it is recommended that the 
proposed SGP be adopted and forwarded to the WAPC for adoption. 

MEETING COMMENT 
 
15.   

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION 13/2010 
COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION TO COUNCIL 13/2010 
1. That Council adopts the Subdivision Guide Plan for Lesmurdie Area bound by 

Welshpool Road East, Edward Road and Gilchrist Road and forwards the plan to the 
Western Australian Planning Commission for endorsement. 

  
  
  

 
 



   
   
 

   
   
 

 



   
   
 

   
   
 

 



   
   
 

   
   
 

Item            .  Attachment            . 

EMC  Date:  

1. Land Bound By Welshpool Road East, Edward Road And Gilchrist Road, Lesmurdie- Proposed Subdivision Guide Plan 
(PG-DEV-036) (Planning and Development Services)  

 
 

 Submission  Details Officer Comment 
1.  M O’Connell 

14 Edward Road 
Lesmurdie WA 6076 

No Objection 
1. I believe that this area would lend itself to a 

subdivision down to half acre (or less) because the 
valley aspect will allow for sewerage and drainage to 
the foothills system. 

Noted. 
1. The Subdivision Guide Plan does not propose 

rezoning of the subject area; rather the plan 
seeks to improve the design of future 
subdivision applications for the Special Rural 
zoned land. 

 
 
 

2.  L Zurzolo 
170 Welshpool Road 
Lesmurdie WA 6076 

No Objection Noted. 

3.  D Condo 
98 Welshpool Road 
Lesmurdie WA 6076 

No Objection 
1. Area of land used for road construction not to be 

deducted from lot size when calculating minimum lot 
area. 

2. Traffic safety to be looked at carefully at Welshpool 
Road intersections as the west one is close to a 
dangerous gradient 

Noted 
1. The minimum lot size for special rural zoned 

land is 1ha where Scheme water is available. 
It is acknowledged that those lots that have 
subdivision potential prior to the adoption of 
the Guide Plan, however due to the 
requirement for a road will fall below the 
minimum lot size, should still be able to 
subdivide. Provisions will have to be inserted 
into the Scheme to this effect. 

2. This comment has been taken on board and 



   
   
 

   
   
 

in consultation with the Shire engineers the 
proposed road has been moved to avoid a 
new intersection in the area of low visibility  

 
4.  N & H Barnnard 

38 Gilchrist Road 
Lesmurdie WA 6076 

Objection 
1. Proposed boundary goes through the middle of the 

house and business. 
2. The land for the battle axe leg was purchased and 

approved by the Shire. 
3. Services fro the house run along the battle axe leg. 
4. What is wrong with battle axe leg? 
5. The road will ruin our outlook and create traffic noise. 
 

Noted 
1. The SGP has been amended to allow for a 

battle axe leg in this instance. 
2. Noted. 
3. Noted. 
4. The use of Battle axe legs is not a good 

design outcome for broad acre subdivision, 
in particular where alternative design with 
appropriate road frontage can be achieved.   

5. Refer comments 4.1.1. 
 

5.  GD Gray 
156 Welshpool Road 
East 
Lesmurdie WA 6076 

Objection 
1. Wishes for the area to remain as it is. Wants to pass 

on the land to family as it had been for almost 100 
years Believes that majority of people are happy with 
the land as is. 

Noted. 
1. The intent of the Guide plan is to improve 

the future subdivision design of the subject 
land. The plan does not allow for any 
additional lots other than those already 
allowed for under the Special Rural zone. 

 
6.  L Giura 

158 Welshpool Road 
Lesmurdie WA 6076 

Objection (conditional) 
1. Who is going to pay for road construction? 
2. How are the hoons going to be stopped using the 

roads? 
3. Should the priority not be making Welshpool Road 

safe- heavy vehicles, excessive noise etc. 

Noted 
1. The cost of constructing the internal road 

will be met by the subdivider and therefore 
should be treated like any other subdivision 
infrastructure cost. 

2. Driver behaviour is not a planning 
consideration. 

3. Vehicle safety on Welshpool Road will be 
considered in respect to proposed entry 
points onto the road. 

7.  M Patterson Objection Noted 



   
   
 

   
   
 

49 Gilchrist Road 
Lesmurdie WA 6076 

1. The unique amenity of this area would be severely 
compromised by doubling the density. 

2. I believe that the majority of landowners would 
support amendment to the Scheme top create a zone 
to protect current lot sizes. 

1. Refer comments 5.1.1. 
2. The current Special Rural zoning of the land 

is not changing. 
 
 
 
 

8.  M & K Page 
69 Gilchrist Road 
Lesmurdie WA 6076 

Objection 
1. No water supply on Gilchrist Road which prevents 

subdivision anyway 
2. Increased density- increased bushfire risk 
3. If water provided- access can be provided alternatively 

from Welshpool Road East (shown on the map 
attached to comment) 

Noted 
1. It is acknowledged that subdivision down to 

1 ha requires connection to scheme water 
and that some lots on Gilchrist Road do not 
have access to Scheme water. However the 
Guide plan is still required for these lots in 
the event that scheme water is provided in 
the future. 

2. No density increase is proposed other than 
those lots which currently have subdivision 
potential under the Scheme. 

3. The Shire would not support the 
construction of a road through reserved 
land. 

 
 

9.  M Burchett 
79 Gilchrist Road 
Lesmurdie WA 6076 

Conditional Non Objection 
1. In principle, no objections with the exception of 

further clarification regarding lot size for subdivision 
approvals under 2 ha 

Noted 
1. With the requirement for a new road some 

lots will fall below the minimum lot size 
required under the Scheme. See comment 
3.1.1. 

 
 

10.  E.Beattie 
25 Gilchrist Road 
Lesmurdie, WA 6076 

Conditional Non Objection 
1. Access Points off Welshpool Road are not safe. 
2. Welshpool Road is exceptionally steep opposite Logie 

 
1. This comment has been taken on board 

and in consultation with the Shire 



   
   
 

   
   
 

Vale and narrows to one lane with a sharp change in 
direction which is poorly lit. 

3. Welshpool Road is affected by heavy haulage which 
operate in low gears which add to the danger. School 
and commuter traffic increase danger. 

engineers the proposed road has been 
moved to avoid a new intersection in the 
area of low visibility  

2. See 10.1.1. 
3. Noted 

 
 
 
 

11.  M Sinosich 
34 Edward Road 
Lesmurdie WA 6076 

Conditional Non Objection 
1. What will be proposed for Francis Road corner 

Edward/Gilchrist section of the Forrest? 

 
1. The area in question is not part of this 

Subdivision Guide Plan 
 

 
 
 

12.  B Lodewyke 
22 Edward Road 
Lesmurdie WA 6076 

Conditional Non Objection 
1. Position of proposed road between 14 and 22 not ideal 

because of number of trees that will have to be 
removed to accommodate the proposed road. 

2. An alternative is to have the road moved to the left 
hand side of the property to grant access to the rear 
of my property. 

3. The ideal entry to our land is at the back between No 
30 and No 25, I will ask the landowners if they are 
willing to sell me a small strip of land. 

 
1. The position of the access road between 

14 and 22 Edward Road is considered 
most appropriate from planning point of 
view; however, it is possible for the local 
government to consider a variation from 
the Subdivision Guide Plan without 
amending the Scheme in the future 

2. . 
 

 
13.    JM & JC Hamilton 

120 Welshpool Road 
East 
Lesmurdie WA 6076 
 

Conditional Non Objection 
Supportive of minimising battleaxe subdivisions 
 but not in favour of road layout to service Welshpool 
Road 
 properties. Constructing a road with services would 
 make it unattractive to subdivide 

Noted 
 
 
 
 



   
   
 

   
   
 

14.     
 
 
 

Copies of submissions may be made available to Councillors. 



   
   
 

   
   
 

 



   
   
 

   
   
 

Declaration of financial/conflict of interests to be recorded prior to dealing with each item. 
 
9.14 Lot 5 (19) Carob Tree Place, Lesmurdie- Modification to Structure Plan- 

Canning Location 311 

 
Previous Items: N/A 
Service Area: Planning Development Services 
Applicant: G Lovell 
Owner: G Lovell 

 
PURPOSE 
 

1.  To consider a proposal to modify the Structure Plan for Canning Location 311 to 
facilitate the subdivision of Lot 5 (19) Carob Tree Place, Lesmurdie into 2 lots. Refer 
(Attachments 1a. & 1b.) for Locality Plan and Public Consultation. 

 

BACKGROUND 
 

2.  The subject lot is zoned Urban Development under the provisions of Local Planning 
Scheme No. 3 (the Scheme).  Lot 5 comprises an area of 4011sqm. The lot contains 
a residence, two sheds and a pool. The site slopes gently from east to west. 

3.  The Structure Plan for Canning Location 311 bound by Canning Road, Pomeroy 
Road and Orangedale Road was adopted by Council in November 1980. The 
Structure Plan was subsequently endorsed by the then Town Planning Board in 
1981. Refer (Attachment 2.) for adopted Structure Plan. Minimum lot size 
identified on the Structure Plan is 2,000sqm, equivalent to a residential density of 
R5. 

DETAILS 
 

4.  The proposed change to the Structure Plan would enable Lot 5 to be subdivided in 
two lots. Refer (Attachment 3.) for the proposed modification to the Structure 
Plan. 

5.  The proposed R5 density code applied to this site reflects the lack of reticulated 
sewerage and is consistent with the minimum lot size applied to the Structure Plan 
area.   

STATUTORY AND LEGAL IMPLICATIONS 
 

6.  The design and assessment of structure plans are dealt with under the provisions of 
clause 6.2 Development Areas of Local Planning Scheme No. 3. In particular Clause 
6.2.3- Preparation of Structure Plans and 6.2.4- Adoption and Approval of Structure 
Plans. 

7.  The request will be forwarded to the Western Australian Planning Commission 
(WAPC) for determination. In the event that the WAPC refuses the request, there is 
a right of review (appeal) to the State Administrative Tribunal. 

 



   
   
 

   
   
 

 

POLICY IMPLICATIONS 
 

8.  Nil 

PUBLIC CONSULTATION/COMMUNICATION 
 

9.  The modification was referred to surrounding landowners for comment. No 
submissions were received. 

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS 
 

10.  Nil 

STRATEGIC AND SUSTAINABILITY IMPLICATIONS 
 

11.  Strategic Planning Implications 
• The subject lot is part of a Planned Urban Area and provides for residential 

development, where appropriate, to a minimum density of R5. 

12.  Sustainability Implications 
Social implications 
• This proposal will result in development of another residential property in an 

already established area. 

Economic Implications 
• Nil 

Environmental Implications 
• An inspection of the property by Shire environmental staff revealed a number 

of large marri trees scattered through the rear of the site with no understorey 
vegetation.  Given the endemic nature of marri trees, the existing trees are 
considered to have a low conservation value. 

OFFICER COMMENT 
 

13.  The proposed modification represents a minor variation to the design of the 
adopted Structure Plan. The proposal is consistent with the intent of the balance of 
the Structure Plan in providing lots with minimum lot size of 2,000sqm. Importantly, 
the subject lot is suitable for on-site effluent disposal, making it suitable for 
subdivision to a minimum lot size of 2,000sqm.  

14.  In 1980, the adopted Structure Plan for Canning Location 311 identified building 
envelopes for each of the lots on Carob Tree Place. The intent of the envelopes was 
to protect the vegetation existing at the time of the adoption. Environmental advice 
received suggests however that with virtually no understorey left, some of the trees 
can be removed to facilitate the proposed modification and ultimately the future 
subdivision of the subject property into two lots. 

15.  It is recommended that the proposed modification incorporates a building envelope 
of 547sqm to ensure the number of trees removed is controlled, yet provides for a 
sufficient area for a dwelling and associated outbuildings to be built on the site.  
The location of the building envelope will be consistent with the building envelope 
of the adjoining Lot 4 providing for a 15m rear setback in order to preserve as many 
mature trees as possible. See (Attachment 4.)  detailing the location of the 
proposed modified building envelope. 



   
   
 

   
   
 

16.  Having regard for the above, it is recommended that the proposed modification to 
the adopted Structure Plan for Canning Location 311 be forwarded to the Western 
Australian Planning Commission with a recommendation of approval. 

MEETING COMMENT 
 

17.   

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION 
 

PS 14/2010 

1. That Council adopts the proposed modification to the adopted Structure Plan for 
Canning Location 311 for Lot 5 (19) Carob Tree Place, Lesmurdie and forwards it to 
the Western Australian Planning Commission for endorsement. 

  
  
  

 
 



   
   
 

   
   
 

 



   
   
 

   
   
 

 



   
   
 

   
   
 

 



   
   
 

   
   
 

 



   
   
 

   
   
 

 



   
   
 

   
   
 

Declaration of financial/conflict of interests to be recorded prior to dealing with each item. 
 
9.15 Middle Helena Catchment Area Land Use and Water Management Strategy

 
Previous Items: PS 119/03, PS 26/08, PS 9.2/09, PS 9.11/10 
Service Area: Planning and Development Services 
Author: Andrew Fowler-Tutt 
File Reference: EV-EPP-037 
Applicant: N/A 
Owner: N/A 

 
PURPOSE 
 

18.  To consider adoption of the Draft Middle Helena Catchment Area Land Use and 
Water Management Strategy. 

19.  Refer the Draft Strategy to the Western Australian Planning Commission (WAPC) for 
endorsement. 

BACKGROUND 
 

20.  The Middle Helena Catchment Area is the catchment area for the Helena River from 
the Mundaring Weir downstream to the Helena Pumpback Dam. The draft Strategy 
released in 2003, provides a framework for sustainable and integrated land use and 
water management for the catchment area by way of integrating the land use 
planning process, public drinking water source protection and catchment 
management. Refer (Attachment 1.) Locality Plan. 

21.  The Draft Strategy divides the catchment areas into three risk based priority 
classifications, namely Priority Areas P1, P2 and P3. The Strategy recommends two 
amendments to the Metropolitan Region Scheme (MRS) for priority areas within the 
gazetted boundary of the Middle Helena Catchment Area, namely: 
 

• To place a Water Catchment Reservation over areas designated as 
Priority 1. All developments applications received for this area must be 
forwarded to the Western Australian Planning Commission for 
determination; and 

• To place a Rural Water Protection Zone over areas designated as Priority 
2 areas. All land identified in the land use compatibility table as being 
conditional or incompatible will require referral to the Department of 
Water (DoW) for comment. 

   

22.  No new reservation or zoning is proposed for areas classified as Priority 3 at the 
Metropolitan Region Scheme level. A further recommendation of the Strategy, 
however is to establish a Special Control Area in the Kalamunda Local Planning 
Scheme No.3 that would illustrate the boundary of the catchment area, give effect 
to the Metropolitan Region Scheme Amendment (MRS) that would identify areas 
designated as Priority 3 and to guide future land use or development that may 
affect the quality of public drinking water.  
 



   
   
 

   
   
 

23.  The Draft Strategy does not revoke any existing land use approvals, but will ensure 
future approvals are managed in an environmentally appropriate manner. Although 
Priority 3 areas will not be subject to the provisions in the MRS requirements, they 
will be incorporated via the Special Control Area in the Shire’s Scheme. The 
provisions of the special control area will require land use activities and planning 
decisions made generally in accordance with the land use compatibility in the 
Strategy. 
 

24.  In December 2003, following landowner concern regarding the restrictive nature of 
the Strategy regarding land use activity, Council resolved not to support the Draft 
Strategy. Refer (Attachment 2.) Council 2003 resolution. 

25.  In September 2005, the Western Australian Planning Commission produced a report 
to respond directly to the submissions received. The responses to the concerns 
raised by Council in 2003 are contained in (Attachment 3). 

26.  In 2008, the then Department for Planning and Infrastructure (DPI), in conjunction 
with the Minister’s office reconvened the Steering Committee and Project Reference 
Group with the intention of preparing a final review and finalising the Strategy. The 
reformed Project Reference Group comprises representatives from: 

• Shire of Kalamunda; 

• Shire of Mundaring; 

• Department of Water; 

• Department of Environment and Conservation; 

• Department of Agriculture; 

• East Ward Resident Association;  

• Eastern Hills Catchment Management Program; 

• Eastern Metropolitan Regional Council; 

• Equestrian Interest; 

• Friends of Piesse Brook; 

• Helena River Catchment Group; 

• Kalamunda Districts Tourism Association; 

• National Trust of Australia (WA); 

• Perth Hills Vigneron’s Association; 

• Swan River Trust;  

• WA Fruit growers Association;  

• Water Corporation; and 

• Western Walking Club. 

Membership of the Steering Committee comprises: 

• Shire of Kalamunda including elected members; 

• Shire of Mundaring including elected members; 

• Department of Water; 



   
   
 

   
   
 

• Department of Environment and Conservation; and  

• Department of Planning. 

27.  In April 2008, Council endorsed the reconvened Steering Group and Project 
Reference Group and endorsed Councillor Lindsey and Councillor Thomas as its 
Representative and Deputy on the Steering Group. 

28.  In May 2009, a Discussion Paper was prepared by Consultants commissioned by the 
then Department for Planning and Infrastructure to review the issues raised by 
stakeholders in 2004 during the advertising of the Strategy, discuss any significant 
issues which may have arisen since this time and propose a way forward to resolve 
the issues and finalise the document.  

29.  In June 2009, the Project Reference Group met to consider the Discussion Paper. 
The meeting included a presentation of the Draft Strategy, matters raised in the 
submissions, key issues for discussion (including recommended changes) and a way 
forward. The Group was requested to provide written comment to the Department 
of Planning (DP). 

30.  In July 2009, the Discussion Paper was revised to include the issues discussed by 
the Project Reference Group in June 2009 and presented to the Steering 
Committee. The revised Discussion Paper reflects the discussion and 
recommendations of the Steering Committee to finalise the Middle Helena Land Use 
and Water Management Strategy.  

31.  In December 2009, Council deferred consideration of the planning report requesting 
adoption of the Middle Helena Strategy to the Planning Services Committee Meeting 
in February 2010 to allow the report to be advertised for public comment.   

32.  In February 2010, Council deferred consideration of the planning report requesting 
adoption of the Middle Helena Strategy to the Planning Services Committee Meeting 
in March2010 to allow for an extension of the advertising period.  

DETAILS 
 

33.  The Discussion Paper produced in July 2009 provides a review of the issues raised 
by stakeholders and presents the recommendations of the Steering Committee to 
finalise the Strategy. 
 

34.  The principal issues identified in the Discussion Paper are: 
 

1. Opposition to restrictions placed on existing land uses, particularly in 
agricultural areas, and the impact this will have on landowners and water 
quality; 

2. Access to and recreation within the reservoir protection zone; and  
3. Implementation of the Strategy via the planning approvals system. 

 
35.  To address the above and other issues raised by Stakeholders in response to the 

Draft Strategy, which are identified in the Section 23 of this report, the paper 
proposes a number of changes (largely clarification) to the final Strategy refer 
(Attachment 4.) Recommended Changes to the Strategy Report. 
 

36.  The Discussion Paper also includes the recommendations of the Steering Committee  
(Attachment 5.). The Committee makes special reference to the proposal for a 
Reservoir Protection Zone, noting that although the idea of implementing such a 



   
   
 

   
   
 

zone was not fully supported by the Committee, it was consistent with current 
Government legislation and practice to protect public drinking water sources. The 
issue of recreation in public drinking water source areas and the use of the 
Reservoir Protection Zone would be addressed outside the Strategy, through a 
coordinated Government review. 
 

37.  The Steering Committee also made a recommendation in respect to the provision of 
zones and special control areas to provide guidance and avoid confusion concerning 
their implementation (Attachment 6.). 
 
 

STATUTORY AND LEGAL IMPLICATIONS 
 

38.  The Draft Strategy recommends provisions to be accommodated in the Metropolitan 
Region Scheme (MRS) and the Shire’s Local Planning Scheme No.3. There is 
currently a ‘gap’ in the Shire’s Local Planning Scheme No.3. When the Scheme was 
Gazetted in March 2006, the ‘Water Catchments’ reservation was omitted for the 
Middle Helena catchment on the understanding that the Middle Helena Strategy 
would be finalised. 

39.  The Strategy is consistent with State Planning Policy 2.7 – Public Drinking Water 
Source Policy and categorises areas within the catchment into Priority 1, 2 and 3 
areas, based on the individual attributes of each area including land use and land 
use zoning. The Priority 1, 2 and 3 areas will be reflected in the MRS and Local 
Planning Scheme No.3. 

POLICY IMPLICATIONS 
 

40.  There are a number of planning and environmental policies that apply to the Middle 
Helena Catchment Area. In particular, those applied by the Department of Water 
(DoW) - Water Quality Protection Note No.25 – Land Use Compatibility in Public 
Drinking Water Source Areas (2004). This provides the DoW’s advice on land use 
practices and activities within areas gazetted for public drinking water supply in 
order to maintain water quality and have been used in the Draft Strategy to guide 
land use practice within the catchment area.  
 

41.  The land use compatibility table provided in the Draft Strategy forms part of the 
Water Quality Protection Note and provides a guide for land uses that are 
acceptable, land uses that can be managed to be compatible (termed compatible 
with conditions), or land uses that are incompatible. 
 

PUBLIC CONSULTATION/COMMUNICATION 
 

42.  The Draft Strategy was previously advertised for a period of 3 months which was 
later extended for an additional two months concluding on 21 January 2004 to 
facilitate broader stakeholder comment. During this period a total of 53 submissions 
were received. Of these submissions seven (7) were in total support, seven (7) 
indicated general support but with some reservations and the balance thirty nine 
(39) opposed the Strategy including the Shire of Kalamunda. 
 

43.  The principal concerns identified were: 
 



   
   
 

   
   
 

• Opposition to restrictions placed on existing land uses, particularly in 
agricultural areas, and the impact this will have on landowners and water 
quality; 

• Access to and recreation within the reservoir protection zone; and  
• Implementation of the Strategy via the planning approvals system. 

 
44.  All the submissions received were responded to by the WAPC in 2005. All the 

concerns raised by Council are commented on in (Attachment 3) of the report.  
 

45.  In December 2009, the Planning Services Committee Report seeking adoption of the 
Draft Strategy was advertised in the local newspaper with comments requested by 
16 January 2010. Due to concerns from the community that there was insufficient 
time to comment due the advertising occurring over the Christmas holiday, the 
advertising period was extended to the 15 February 2010. Member of the Project 
Reference Group were also notified of the planning report and requested to 
comment. A total of two (2) submissions were received in relation to the adverted 
draft. The issues raised in the submissions are commented on in (Attachment 7.) 
of the report.  
 

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS 
 

46.  Nil 

STRATEGIC AND SUSTAINABILITY IMPLICATIONS 
 

47.  Strategic Planning Implications 
• The Draft Strategy describes key planning issues associated with the 

protection and management of the water source within the Middle Helena 
catchment and recommends provisions to be incorporated into the MRS and 
Local Planning Scheme No.3. These provisions will enable future planning of 
the catchment to be undertaken in a manner cognisant of broader strategic 
planning issues for the Shire such as tourism and protection of the Shire’s 
orcharding and viticulture industries. 

48.  Sustainability Implications 
Social implications 

• There are a number of social activities that occur in the Middle Helena 
catchment that could be affected by the Strategy with the imposition of more 
restrictive land controls. 

Economic Implications 
• There are a number of rural-commercial enterprises such as wineries, 

restaurants and tearooms catchment that could be affected by the Strategy 
with the imposition of more restrictive land controls. 

Environmental Implications 
• The Strategy will require future development of land use activities to 

incorporate best environmental management practises to ensure that water 
quality in the catchment is not compromised. 

OFFICER COMMENT 
 

49.  The concerns of Council previously raised in December 2003 have been responded 
to by the WAPC with their submission report of 2005 and further comment provided 



   
   
 

   
   
 

by the Shire in response refer (Attachment 3.) it is considered that the concerns 
raised have been addressed by the Commission and further by the Project 
Reference Group and Steering Committee with the proposed changes to the 
Strategy identified in (Attachments 4 and 5.) of this report. The comments raised 
in response to the advertising conducted in January and February 2010 have also 
been addressed in (Attachment 7.) of the report. Comment is provided on the 
principal concerns raised in the submissions, with particular relevance to the Shire 
of Kalamunda, namely: 
 

50.  • Restriction on land use 
• Reservoir protection zone; and 
• Implementation of strategy. 
• Compliance measures to address illegal activities. 

 
RESTRICTION AND LAND USE 
 

51.  In respect to restriction on land use activities, concerns were raised regarding the 
impact on land use activities by imposing additional land use controls via P1 and P2 
classifications, in particular the economic impact on land values and limiting options 
for diversification of land use with agricultural areas. 
 

52.  It is acknowledged that proposed land use activities or the expansion of existing 
land use activity may now be subject to further consideration from the Shire, the 
WAPC or other government agency such as the DoW regarding potential impacts on 
water quality. In such instances, the applicant will be required to demonstrate best 
management practices as part of their application to ensure water quality issues are 
not compromised. Importantly, however, existing approved land use activities 
identified as incompatible in P2 areas and compatible with conditions in P2 and P3 
areas are not affected by these classifications and are able to continue with ‘non 
conforming use rights’. 
 

53.  One of the concerns for the Shire was the identification of Floriculture as 
incompatible in P2 areas. This is largely due to the required rates of fertilizer 
application and pesticide use. The concern raised was that this classification did not 
allow sufficient flexibility to expand existing businesses in areas with appropriate 
aspect and soil conditions. Accordingly, some flexibility has been afforded to the 
types of floriculture proposals which may be considered in P2 areas. Essentially 
intensive floriculture will continue to be opposed, however, extensive floriculture 
that requires negligible irrigation and chemical inputs will be considered as a 
conditional activity. 
 

54.  Another land use classification of concern to the Shire relates to a restaurant use. 
The Draft Strategy classified the use as compatible in P2 areas subject the use 
being restricted to a waste water load equivalent to 1 house per hectare (less than 
540 litres per day). To provide some flexibility regarding the use and more clarity 
regarding the interpretation on the amount of water, it is proposed that the criteria 
be reworded in such a way that proposals should be consistent with the State 
Government Sewerage Policy and will be assessed on an individual basis to consider 
site characteristics and the incorporation of best management practices.   
 

55.  The flexibility afforded to agricultural uses such as those described above are 
supported given the approach should enable appropriate agricultural land use 



   
   
 

   
   
 

activities to expand where it can be demonstrated that best environmental 
management practices are incorporated into the proposal. 
 

56.  Equestrian Centres will remain as incompatible uses in P2 areas, given the use is 
considered to be more intensive and has higher stocking rates than proposals for 
stables which remain as conditional in P2 areas.  
 

RESERVOIR PROTECTION ZONE 
 

57.  Whilst Council had no objection to the zone per se, Council did object to the closure 
of the Helena Pipehead Walk Trail.  However, Reservoir Protection zones have been 
established around the majority of reservoirs on the coastal plan and recognised as 
very important in minimising the risk of bacteria from entering the water source. 
Whilst community values of access to recreational walk trails is recognised, this has 
to be balanced against the significance of retaining good water quality. The closure 
and rehabilitation of the walk will be the responsibility of the Water Corporation and 
DoW in consultation with the Department of Environment and Conservation. The 
requirement for recreation trails in the area will be considered as part of the “Trails 
Master Plan” being developed by the Department of Sport and Recreation together 
with key stakeholders in the area.  The issue of restricting public access within 
reservoir protection areas was acknowledged by the Steering Committee and noted 
that the issue should be considered as part of the wider consideration of recreation 
within drinking water source areas at a State Government level. 
 

IMPLEMENTATION OF STRATEGY 
 

58.  The Discussion Paper – Response to Submissions and Recommendations of the 
Steering Committee - has drafted a set of provisions for Special Control Areas in 
order to provide some guidance over land use planning in the Middle Helena 
Catchment. Whilst the concept of a Special Control Area is supported, Shire staff will 
need to liaise with the DP regarding the content of the provisions to ensure that 
they are consistent with Shire requirements. The provisions are contained in 
(Attachment 6).  
 

59.  The role of the DoW in respect to the implementation will be important insofar as all 
applications proposing land use activities listed as ‘compatible with conditions’ will 
require referral to them for comment. The Shire will need to liaise with the DoW in 
respect to suitable time frames for the referral period to ensure that applications are 
dealt with in a timely manner to avoid lengthy delays in the planning process. 
 

COMPLIANCE MEASURES 
 

60.  Concerns regarding the lack of appropriate compliance mechanisms to control in 
particular the illegal use of off road vehicles are acknowledged as an ongoing issue 
for the Shire of Kalamunda, Water Corporation and Department of Conservation and 
Land Management. Whilst the latter government agencies have the power to deal 
with the issue on their land and do implement measures to address the issues, 
dealing with the issue more broadly is beyond the scope of the Middle Helena 
Strategy. There should be a collaborative approach by all affected government 
agencies to deal with the issue separate to the adoption of the Strategy.  
 
 



   
   
 

   
   
 

 
CONCLUSION 
 

61.  Since the release of the Draft Strategy for public comment in November 2003, the 
document has been the subject of ongoing discussion and debate by all key 
stakeholders concerning its major recommendations and implementation. The 
reconvening of the Project Reference Group and Steering Committee, the 
preparation of the Discussion Paper and response to submissions and 
recommendations of the Steering Committee has meant the Draft Strategy has been 
progressed to a situation where all the concerns raised have been addressed and 
changes have been recommended. In order to provide some certainty to the land 
use planning process with the designated water catchment area, it is recommended 
that Council adopts the Middle Helena Catchment Area Land Use and Water 
Management Strategy. 
 

MEETING COMMENT 
 

62.  Nil 

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION 
 

15/2010 

1. That Council: 

• adopts the Middle Helena Catchment Area Land Use and Water Management 
Strategy incorporating the recommended changes to the Strategy Report 
(July 2009), the Recommendations of the Steering Committee (July 2009) 
and the Proposed Scheme Provisions for a Local Planning Scheme No.3 
Special Control Area; 

2. Requests the CEO to: 

• liaise with the Department of Planning regarding the content of the Special 
Control Area Provisions contained in Attachment 6 to ensure that they are 
consistent with Shire requirements. 

 
• informs the Department of Planning of Council’s support. 

 



   
   
 

   
   
 

 



   
   
 

   
   
 

 



   
   
 

   
   
 

 



   
   
 

   
   
 

 



   
   
 

   
   
 

 



   
   
 

   
   
 

 



   
   
 

   
   
 

 



   
   
 

   
   
 

 



   
   
 

   
   
 

 



   
   
 

   
   
 

 



   
   
 

   
   
 

 



   
   
 

   
   
 

 



   
   
 

   
   
 

 



   
   
 

   
   
 

 



   
   
 

   
   
 

 



   
   
 

   
   
 

 



   
   
 

   
   
 

 

2. Middle Helena Catchment Area Land Use and Water Management Strategy 

3. (EV-EEP-037) (Planning and Development Services)  
 

 Submission  Comments Officer Comments 
15.  Lisa Baker Illegal public access to these areas, particularly 

by off-road vehicles (4WDs and Trail/quad bikes) 
is currently rife. Proper policing and management 
of this problem MUST accompany this strategy. 
Recommendations to address this problem have 
been presented (late 2009) to the Minister for 
Sport based on the Report, “Back on Track” WA 
Trail Bike Management Strategy. These 
recommendations must be funded by WA 
Government in order to address the problem of 
high impact erosion and environmental 
degradation caused by off road vehicles across 
this delicate water catchment region.  

 Noted. 
1. To protect the water quality and restrict access 

around the immediate environs of the Helena 
Pumpback Dam  a Reservoir Protection Zone will be 
established.  The protection zone will be managed 
by the Department of Water and the Water 
Corporation. Refer Comments 8.1 regarding the 
illegal use of off road vehicles accessing water 
catchments.  

 

16.   Agricultural land use including floriculture; I fully 
support the recommendation to limit fertilizer 
and pesticide use in these areas. The use of slow 
release fertilizer across all areas should be 
encouraged.  

Noted . 

17.    Equestrian centres should not be excluded but 
should be subject to strict management regimes 
requiring referral to the Water and River 
Commission especially in relation to water 
management. Stables must be listed as 
compatible use in P2 areas as these are small 

 Noted. 
1. The intensive nature of equestrian centres as 

opposed to horse stables the  principal reason for 
the proposed use remaining as incompatible in P2 
areas. 



   
   
 

   
   
 

facilities, many of which need to have 
management plans with LGAs (e.g. for non-
conforming use). Approval from the Waters and 
Rivers Commission is considered too onerous for 
a non-commercial, small stable.  

18.  John Davenport 
PO Box 212 
Kalamunda,  
WA 6926 

More Information on contaminants, their sources 
and measures to address these problems to 
water quality. These should be made available 
publicly on a regular basis to encourage 
appropriate debate and response from the 
community within the catchment.  

Noted. 
1. On adoption of the Strategy it is proposed that a 

management plan will be developed by the Shire to 
identify and management the sources of 
contaminants within the water catchment area. 

19.   The acknowledgement that assessment of 
conditional uses should incorporate the 
recognition of best management practice and 
improvements in technology to address impacts 
on water quality. I am particularly pleased that 
the Department of Water will, under this 
proposal, ‘consider alternatives to septic waste 
disposal that are proven to be more efficient and 
have lower outputs of phosphorus and nitrogen 
as well as other contaminants’.  

Noted 

20.   I am worried that horticulture is in line for 
continued rigid restraints when a scientific case 
for this has not been presented. It seems to me 
that in all agricultural pursuits, increased cost of 
inputs such as labour, fertilisers and sprays have 
reduced margins enough to force producers to 
be very careful in their management of their 
crops. Horticulture is no different in this respect 
to ant other of the activities carried out in the 
Middle Helena catchment area.  

Noted. 
1. All land use activities within the water catchment 

area will be subject to best management practises. 

21.   Another concern is that this draft document (item 
3.4) does not explore specific actions from 

Noted. 
1. It is acknowledged that the illegal use of off road 



   
   
 

   
   
 

nominated government departments to ensure 
that compliance mechanisms are in place to 
make this strategy work. Residents in the Middle 
Helena Catchment are rightly cynical that there 
seems to be an uneven enforcement of 
catchment management strategies. They see and 
hear the continued illegal use of off-road trail 
bikes, despite numerous sighs in the catchment 
stating their use is prohibited. No government 
department seems to enforce the regulations. 
Also, despite enormous opposition from the 
community, the Shire, Synergy etc, residents 
have experienced major departments, such as 
the Department of Water and the Department of 
Conservation & the Environment, not oppose 
Western Power’s proposal to upgrade the SQIS 
and establish an Eastern Terminal in State Forest 
situated in 5 hills Priority 1 catchments where 
‘energy industry’ in the LUCT table (which they 
helped compile) is ‘INCOMPATIBLE’.  

vehicles is an ongoing problem for government 
agencies to deal with. Advice from the Shire’s 
Rangers Department indicates that the Water 
Corporation and Department of Environment and 
Conservation and Department of Conservation and 
Land Management do take the matter seriously and 
take active measures in consultation and 
coordination with the Police to address the illegal 
activity. 

22.   This is a major weakness of the whole strategy; 
placing the planning onus on the Shires but not 
reciprocating with enforcement management to 
ensure compliance with the objectives of the 
strategy. My suggestion would be that the Shire 
refuses to endorse this draft until such measures 
and responsibilities are clearly specified in the 
draft document.  

Noted. 
1. It is critical that given the delays experienced in 

finalising the Strategy that the Shire of Kalamunda 
and other members of the Project Reference Group 
adopt the Strategy inn order to provide some 
certainty to the land use planning process in water 
catchment areas. The issue of illegal off road 
vehicles is acknowledged as significant and one 
which should be addressed as a separate 
compliance matter to the Strategy by all  
government agencies. 

Copies of submissions may be made available to Councillors. 



   
   
 

   
   
 

 



   
   
 

   
   
 

Declaration of financial/conflict of interests to be recorded prior to dealing with each item. 
 
9.16 Modification to Structure Plan- Maida Vale Urban Area U6- Lot 1 Gilba 

Place, Maida Vale 

 
Previous Items: N/A 
Service Area: Planning and Development Services 
Author  Nina Lytton 
File Reference: PG-DEV-013 
Applicant: Vision Surveys 
Owner: Chantamat Investments Pty Ltd & Vision Surveys 

 
PURPOSE 
 

63.  To consider a proposal to modify the Structure Plan for the Maida Vale Urban Cell 
U6 to facilitate the development and subdivision of Lot 1 (8) Gilba Place, Maida Vale 
at a density of Residential R20. Refer (Attachment 1.) for Locality Plan and Public 
Consultation. 
 

BACKGROUND 
 

64.  Lot 1 is zoned Urban Development under the provisions of Local Planning Scheme 
No.3 (the Scheme) comprising part of the Maida Vale Urban Area U6. Under the 
adopted the Structure Plan for Maida Vale Urban Area U6, the subject lot has an 
applied density of Residential R5.  The Structure Plan was approved in 1994, 
comprising land bound by Roe Highway, Maida Vale Road, Old Maida Vale Road, 
Hawtin Road and Harold Way.  
 

65.  The adopted Structure Plan established a predominant R20 coding for the area with 
the exception of a small number of R30 grouped housing lots, one R5 area adjacent 
to the SECWA Transmission Corridor and the subject lot. See (Attachment 2.) for 
the adopted Structure Plan. 
 

66.  The subject lot currently contains one burnt down dwelling with no apparent 
primary frontage. The land is overgrown with low scrub and some small to medium 
sized gum trees. The gradient of land is insignificant. 
 

67.  The application to subdivide this property in five (5) lots at a density of R5 was 
recommended for approval on 14 December 2009. 
 

DETAILS 
 

68.  The proposed modification seeks to amend the applied density coding for Lot 1 
from R5 to R20. The land area of Lot 1 is 1.0054 ha. A density of R20 would allow 
for 17 properties to be developed. See (Attachment 3.) for the indicative 
subdivision plan. 

69.  Lot 1 has access to reticulated sewerage, water and drainage system. Public 
transport is available from the corner of Harold and Hawtin Roads. The land is 
within a 500m radius of a childcare facility, a shop and a medical facility. Millson 



   
   
 

   
   
 

Reserve and Norwood Reserve are both within 300m from the subject lot. 
 

70.  The area to the North of Lot 1 is currently being developed and there is a provision 
for Neighbourhood Shopping Centre and Community Centre within the Structure 
Plan.  
 

71.  Lot 1 is on the boundary of the Structure Plan Area. It is bounded by R20 zoning to 
the north and Special Rural and R5 Residential  zonings to the South and East, both 
located outside the structure plan area.    
 

72.  The applicant has prepared a botanical report on the site. 
  

STATUTORY AND LEGAL IMPLICATIONS 
 

73.  In accordance with Clause 6.2 5, Change or departure from a Structure Plan of the 
Scheme, modification of the Structure Plan that materially alters the intent of the 
Structure Plan has to be sent to the WA Planning Commission for determination. 
 

POLICY IMPLICATIONS 
 

74.  The Policy DEV 30 ‘Rezoning of Properties Residential R20 or Higher’ outlines 
matters to be taken into consideration when assessing a request to rezone a 
property to R20 or higher. 
 

75.  Draft Liveable Neighbourhoods Policy 3 is an integrated planning and assessment 
policy to assist with the design and assessment of Structure Plans and subdivision 
plans, to guide urban development within metropolitan and regional Western 
Australia.  The policy promotes a mix of housing types in close proximity to 
commercial, community activities with good access to public transport and public 
open space.  
 

76.  Directions 2031, The Draft Spatial Framework for Perth and Peel, was released in 
June 2009.  The draft strategy reconfirms the themes identified in previous strategic 
plans, which were to better use existing infrastructure and provide for a more 
sustainable city.  The strategy recognises the benefits of a more consolidated city 
while working from historic patterns of urban growth.   
 

77.  Draft Directions 2031 sets out what kind of city Perth will be. The key assumptions 
are as follows: 
• A more compact city is desirable, i.e. we must continue to achieve more 

consolidated development. 
• We must work with the city we have, i.e. continued consolidation will help to 

contain future growth. 
• We must make more efficient use of land and infrastructure, i.e. current 

average residential densities are 10 dwellings per zoned hectare.  We must 
increase this to at least an average of 15 dwellings per zoned hectare. 

• We must prioritise land that is already zoned, i.e. we have a significant supply of 
land that has been deemed suitable for new urban development.  This land will 
be the first priority for new development. 



   
   
 

   
   
 

 
PUBLIC CONSULTATION/COMMUNICATION 
 

78.  In accordance with the Clause 6.2.4.5 of the Scheme, the proposed modification 
was referred to surrounding landowners for comment. Eleven (11) submissions 
were received, consisting of one (1) conditional non-objection, ten (10) objections 
in addition a petition signed by nineteen (19) residents, objecting to the proposal 
was also received. It should be noted that the petition included seven people who 
had already objected to the proposal.  
 

79.  The main concerns are summarised as follows: 
• Pimelea Street, Gilba Place and Kunzea Close will be connected into a 

through road which would increase traffic and noise. 
• The loss of vegetation and wildlife habitat.  
• The loss of amenity to the area. 
 

Refer (Attachment 4.) for summary of submissions. 
 

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS 
 

80.  Nil. 

STRATEGIC AND SUSTAINABILITY IMPLICATIONS 
 

81.  Strategic Planning Implications 
• The proposed R20 zoning is consistent with the intent of the adopted 

Structure Plan for the Maida Vale Urban Area U6. 

82.  Sustainability Implications 
Social Implications 
• The proposed R20 coding will allow for additional dwellings in a planned urban 

area in close proximity to existing and planned commercial and community 
facilities. 

Economic Implications 
• Existing infrastructure and services are available to the property thus assisting 

with the development of the site. 
 
Environmental Implications 
• The existing vegetation comprises part of the Forrestfield vegetation complex.  

A botanical study was undertaken on the site at the request of the shire.  The 
report concluded that approximately three quarter of the vegetation on the site 
is classified as either degraded or completely degraded, with the balance 
considered to be in good condition. 

 
OFFICER COMMENT 
 

83.  Individual submissions have been responded to in (Attachment 4) of the report. 
The main concerns raised are summarised as follows: 
 

Through road connection: 
 
• The proposed modification does not involve connecting Pimelea Street 



   
   
 

   
   
 

to Gilba Place; the existing cul de sac will remain in place. It is 
acknowledged that Kunzea Close will be extended through to Harold 
Road under the proposed plan of subdivision, however alternative 
vehicles access onto Hawtin Road is provided via Pimelea Street. 

 
Loss of native vegetation and wildlife: 
 
• The issue of the loss of habitat for wildlife currently present on site can 

be dealt with under the instructions of the DEC. Vegetation on site is 
fairly degraded and as such is not considered to have a high 
conservation value. Relocation of flora and fauna to better preserve 
areas can be dealt with at the more appropriate subdivision stage. 

 
Loss of amenity 
 
• It is evident from the submissions received that the land is perceived as 

open space and the creation of potentially 17 lots would have an impact 
on the amenity of surrounding residents in particular those  on Kunzea 
Close. The subject land has with the exception of as single dwelling 
remained undeveloped for many years. Importantly, the land is 
privately owned and zoned for residential use. The land comprises part 
of a planned urban area with designated areas of reserved land for 
public access provided for under the Structure plan. It is important note 
that 10 objections were received from residents on land with an applied 
residential density of R20.  

 
84.  Whilst the number of objections to the proposal is acknowledged, from a planning 

perspective, there is sufficient justification to support the proposal. In this regard, 
the subject lot comprises part of a Planned Urban Area located in close proximity to 
existing and planned commercial facilities and adjacent to public transport routes.  
Further the proposed R20 coding is consistent with the State Government strategic 
planning document Directions 2031 which promotes consolidation of existing urban 
areas. 
  

85.  The botanical study concludes that about three quarters of the lot is rated degraded 
or completely degraded with only one quarter in good condition. Although the lot is 
in the Forrestfield Vegetation Complex, it is not included in a Shire of Kalamunda 
Reserve, has no Declared Rare or Priority Flora present and the vegetation is not a 
Threatened or Priority Ecological Community. It is evident from the botanical report 
that there is no substantive evidence of any flora constraints on the proposed 
subdivision proceeding. The report concluded that “there is no evidence of any 
vegetation or flora constraints on the proposed subdivision proceeding.” 
 
 

86.  In summary, the proposed modification is consistent with the intent of the U6 
Structure Plan in providing for low to medium residential development with good 
access to commercial, community facilities and public transport. Moreover, the 
proposal is consistent with State Government planning policy. The botanical study of 
the site suggests the site has no ecological value. On this basis, it is recommended 
that the proposed modification to the structure plan to allow for an R20 coding be 
supported. 
 



   
   
 

   
   
 

MEETING COMMENT 
 

87.   

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION 
 

PS16/2010 

1. That Council adopts the proposed modification to the Maida Vale Urban Cell U6 to 
allow for a R20 coding on Lot 1 (8) Gilba Place, Maida Vale and that the 
modification be forwarded to the Western Australian Planning Commission for 
endorsement. 
 

  
  
  

 
 



   
   
 

   
   
 

 



   
   
 

   
   
 

 



   
   
 

   
   
 

 



   
   
 

   
   
 

4. Item            .  Attachment            . 

EMC  Date:  
Lot 1 Gilba Place, Maida Vale - Modification To Structure Plan – Maida Vale Urban Cell U6 
(PG-DEV-013) (Planning and Development Services) 

 

 Submission  Details Comments 
23.  S Capon 

7 Gilba Place 
Maida Vale WA 6057 

Objection 
1. Try and keep rural areas somewhere. 
  

  
1. The lot in question is not rural, it is presently zoned 

residential R5. 
 

24.  A Gibson 
17 Pimelea Street 
Maida Vale WA 6057 

Objection 
1. Pimelea Street cul-de-sac looks like it will be 

opened. 
 
2. There is a lot of wildlife at this land which 

will be lost. 

 
1. The developer does not propose to open cul-de sac roads 

Pimelea Street and Gilba Place- see the indicative layout 
of properties around cul-de sac areas (Attachment 3.) 

2. The property is zoned residential R5 and therefore it is 
appropriate for development.  

25.  M & T Cooke 
34 Brewer Road 
Maida Vale WA 6057  

Objection 
1. Loss of rural lifestyle 
 
2. The environment would suffer through 

higher pollution, water usage, noise, loss of 
local wildlife and increased demand for gas 
and electricity. 

3. Value of properties will decrease. 
4. Keeping it R5 would allow some other local 

residents a special rural environment 

 
1. The lot in question is on the boundary between 

residential R20 and Special Rural area 
2. There would be higher demand for services. 
3. Property values are not a planning consideration. 
4. Any future lots would have both the rural as well as urban 

outlook, considering the property is on the boundary 
between two zones. 

 



   
   
 

   
   
 

26.  19 residents of 
Kunzea Close and 
Pimelea Street 

Objection 
1. Proposal will result in Kunzea Street cul-de-

sac and Pimelea Street cul-de-sac to be 
come through road which would increase 
traffic and noise 

2. If there is a need for street name change for 
Pimelea Street that would cause a gross 
inconvenience to the residents 

 
1. On both counts, the plan sent out to residents was’t clear 

on the issues of cul-de sac roads mentioned. The 
applicant has since shown that there is no intention to 
change Pimelea Street or Gilba Place road layouts. See 
(Attachment 3.). 

2. As above 

27.  I & D Gregory 
4 Harold Road 
Maida Vale WA 6057 

Objection 
1. The reason why they moved to this area is 

to ofer their children a safe, open area in 
which to play and grow 

2. Current zoning is more in keeping with the 
present community 

 
1. The proposed lot can be developed in residential lots 

regardless of the R coding 
 
2. Lots would have both the rural as well as urban outlook, 

considering the property is on the boundary between two 
zones 

28.  D Johnson 
5 Kunzea Close 
Maida Vale 6057 

Objection 
1. R5 zoning is almost rural in feel whereas 

R20 is very residential. The proposed 
modification constitutes a very large change 
in density 

2. Existing Lot 1 Gilba Place is not a well 
groomed parkland but still gives a sense of 
open space- POS is missing in this area. 

3. Making Kunzea Close a through Road would 
have a far greater effect on residents that 
just increased traffic 

4. A lovely feel that comes from having natural 
bush to the South of us will be replaced by 
17 block development.  

 
1. The change would be from average of 2000sqm to 

average of 500sqm. R20 is considered low density 
residential code. 

 
2. Lot 1 Gilba Place is not a park but a private land zoned 

Urban Development 
 
3. A change from the cul-de-sac to a through road is 

acknowledged 
 
4. A change of the amenity is acknowledged but the land 

would be developed as residential regardless of the R 
coding 

29.  N Sadler 
143 Brewer Road 
Maida Vale WA 6057 

Objection  
1. This land acts as a buffer between Special 

Rural and Urban land in this area. It is 
abundant in native species and a safe haven 

 
1. This land is on the boundary between two zonings so 

either zoning could be considered appropriate. 
 



   
   
 

   
   
 

for bandicoots. 
2. It should remain R5 in fairness to all Special 

Rural landowners. 
 

2. The subject land comprises part of a planned area urban 
where the applied density is primarily R20. 

 

30.  J & W Green 
22 Pimelea Street 
Maida Vale WA 6057 

Objection 
1. Proposal to combine Pimelea Street and Gilba 

Place as a through road is strongly opposed. 

 
1. The developer does not propose to open cul-de sac roads 

Pimelea Street and Gilba Place- see the indicative layout 
of properties around cul-de sac areas (Attachment 3.) 

 
31.  DV Bonner 

10 Kunzea Close 
Maida Vale WA 6057 

Objection 
1. Kunzea Close mustn’t be opened as we were 

promised by the Council that it would be 
closed forever. 

2. The trees at Lot 1 Gilba Place are home to 
black cockatoos, bandicoots and lizards. I 
thought that Council’s policy was “Home in 
the trees”- surely all the trees must not go. 

 
1. Kunzea Close will only service additional 7-9 homes- not 

necessarily a large additional traffic volume. 
 
2. The proposed lot can be developed in residential lots 

regardless of the R coding 
 

32.  J Cartwright 
15 Pimelea Street 
Maida Vale WA 6057 

Objection  
1. Excess traffic flow in the present quiet street 
2. Confusion over the street names/locations 
 
 
3. There was no indication that the cul-de-sac 

would be opened  

 
1. There will be three additional dwellings in Pimelea Street 
2. It is described as if the way the streets are named now 

causes confusion- regardless; nothing is proposed to 
change for Gilba/Pimelea/Brewer Roads stretch. 

3. Cul-de-sac is not proposed to be opened 

33.  E Silfo 
20 Pimelea Street 
Maida Vale WA 6057 

Conditional non-objection  
1. Cul-de-sac for Pimelea Street and Gilba 

Place to remain. 
2. No additional road to join subdivision apart 

from Kunzea Close 

 
1. It is not proposed to change that 
 
2. There is no plan to add any other road 
 

34.  S & P Miller 
24 Pimelea Street 
Maida Vale WA 6057 

Objection  
1. Do not wish that current cul-de-sacs 

Pimelea/Gilba/Brewer to be opened. 

 
1. The developer does not propose to open cul-de sac roads 

Pimelea Street and Gilba Place- see the indicative layout 
of properties around cul-de sac areas (Attachment 3.) 



   
   
 

   
   
 

Copies of submissions may be made available to Councillors. 



   
   
 

   
   
 

Declaration of financial/conflict of interests to be recorded prior to dealing with each item. 
 
9.17 Metropolitan Region Scheme Amendment - Request for Concurrent Local 

Planning Scheme Amendment - to rezone Land bound by Nardine Close, 
Roe Highway, Sultana Road West and Milner Road, High Wycombe from 
‘Special Rural’ to ‘Light Industry’ 

 
Previous Items: PS 52/09 
Service Area: Planning and Development Services 
Author Andrew Fowler-Tutt 
File Reference: PG-DEV-033 
Applicant: N/A 
Owner: Various 

 
PURPOSE 
 

88.  To consider a request from the Western Australian Planning Commission (WAPC) to 
support a concurrent Metropolitan Region Scheme (MRS) and Local Planning 
Scheme No.3 (The Scheme) amendment to rezone land bound by Nardine Close, 
Roe Highway, Sultana Road West Nardine Close and Milner Road from ‘Special 
Rural’ to ‘Light Industry’. Refer (Attachment 1.) Locality Plan. 

BACKGROUND 
 

89.  In November 2008, Council resolved to support a request from the Western 
Australian Planning Committee (WAPC) to initiate an amendment to the MRS to 
rezone land bound by Berkshire Road, Roe Highway, Sultana Road West and Milner 
Road from ‘Rural’ to ‘Urban’.  Refer (Attachment 2.) Locality Plan. 

90.  In June 2009, Council resolved to support a request from the WAPC for a 
concurrent MRS and Scheme amendment for the area bound by Berkshire Road, 
Roe Highway, Nardine Close and Milner Road to rezone the land from ‘Special Rural’ 
to ‘Light Industry’. Refer (Attachment 3.) Locality Plan. 

DETAILS 
 

91.  The Metropolitan Region Planning Committee (MRPC) on behalf of the WAPC is 
seeking Council’s formal endorsement of the concurrent MRS and  Scheme 
amendment process for the area bound by Nardine Close, Roe Highway, Sultana 
Road West and Milner Road to rezone the land from’ Special Rural’ to ‘ Light 
Industry’. 

STATUTORY AND LEGAL IMPLICATIONS 
 

92.  Part 9 sec.126 of the Planning and Development Act 2005 states that where a 
region scheme is amended to include land in an urban zone the local government 
scheme may be automatically amended where the local government requests and 
the WAPC agrees to the automatic amendment. It is understood that the WAPC will 
only agree to amend a local planning scheme where the scheme includes an urban 
development zone (or equivalent) that requires the preparation of a structure plan, 
the intent being to avoid duplication in the public consultation process and to focus 
the public on the ultimate form of development as proposed on the structure plan.  



   
   
 

   
   
 

93.  The concurrent amendment process will need to incorporate provisions to include 
the subject land under Part 6 – Special Control Areas of the Scheme which will 
provide the necessary statutory basis for the preparation of the structure plans for 
the subject land. 
 

94.  A structure plan is required to be prepared and advertised in accordance with 
Clause 6.2 of the Scheme for the area between Berkshire Road and Sultana Road 
West identified in Attachment 2, in order to co-ordinate land use and 
development on the subject land. 
 

POLICY IMPLICATIONS 
 

95.  Nil 

PUBLIC CONSULTATION/COMMUNICATION 
 

96.  In September 2008, the MRS amendment to rezone the land area identified in was 
referred out to affected landowners for comment. A total of fifty six (56) 
submissions were received, of these forty three (43) were non-objections. No 
advertising was undertaken as part of the proposed concurrent amendment. 

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS 
 

97.  The Shire has engaged planning and environmental consultants to progress the 
planning of the proposed industrial area. 

STRATEGIC AND SUSTAINABILITY IMPLICATIONS 
 

98.  Strategic Planning Implications 
• The MRPC, on behalf of the WAPC, have indicated that they are seeking 

Council support to the concurrent amendment process. In the event that 
Council resolves not to support the request, this could delay the progress of 
the MRS amendment and ultimately the strategic planning of the area as 
required under the Kewdale Hazelmere Integrated Master Plan (KHIMP). 

 
• The area immediately to the north of Sultana Road West has been identified 

under the KHIMP as a future development area and represents Stage 2 of the 
planned expansion of the Forrestfield Industrial Area. Planning investigations 
for this area is anticipated to commence in the latter end of 2010. Accordingly, 
there would seem little merit in considering a transition zone, i.e. to allow for a 
less intensive land use activity, and therefore buffer to affected residents along 
the edge of Sultana Road West given the timing of the planning investigations 
for the area. 

 

99.  Sustainability Implications 
Social implications 
• The planned development of the area for industrial land use activity through 

the preparation of a structure plan will enable some landowners to progress 
with the development of the land independently of others. It is acknowledged 
that this may have some amenity implications for those landowners who wish 
to remain on their properties in the short term. 

 



   
   
 

   
   
 

Economic Implications 
• The planned industrial area will have economic benefits for future developers 

given the proximity of the land to existing industrial and commercial areas and 
associated infrastructure and utilities. 

 

Environmental Implications 
• A large proportion of Lots 1 and 2 (126 and 128) Sultana Road West located 

adjacent to the existing MRS reserve are included in a Bush Forever area, yet 
remain urban zoned land. Council, in considering the MRS amendment for the 
subject land, has previously requested the WAPC to give consideration to the 
inclusion of the lots as a regional reserve. 

 

OFFICER COMMENT 
 

100. The concurrent amendment process allows the Scheme to be automatically 
amended to rezone the subject land from ‘Special Rural’ to ‘Light Industry’ on 
completion of the MRS amendment process. 
 

101. A Structure Plan will be prepared for the area between Berkshire Road and Nardine 
Close and the proposed light industrial zoning over the area satisfies the intent of 
the sec.126 of the Act. The Scheme will need to be modified to identify the subject 
area as a ‘Development Area’ requiring a structure plan to be prepared and 
adopted. 
 

102. In regard to the advertising of the concurrent amendment proposal, it was evident 
from the submissions received to the MRS amendment, that landowners were 
supportive of a light industry zone under the Scheme for the area between Nardine 
Close and Sultana Road West. On this basis, it was decided not to refer the proposal 
out to affected landowners. Moreover, landowners will have an opportunity to 
comment on the proposed light industrial zoning when the MRS amendment is 
advertised for public comment. 
 

103. Council’s support thus far for the planning of the Forrestfield Industrial area will 
require Clause 5.4 of the Scheme to be deleted. The Clause prohibiting subdivision 
in the KHIMP Area was introduced when the Scheme was gazetted prior to the 
planning of the industrial area having commenced.  
 

104. In summary, the applicant is seeking Council agreement to the concurrent 
amendment process. The MRPC, on behalf of the WAPC, are also seeking Council 
support for the proposal in order to progress the MRS amendment.  From a 
planning perspective there is sufficient planning justification for Council to support 
the request, moreover, it will help to expedite the MRS amendment and ultimately 
the strategic planning of the area. On this basis, it is recommended that Council 
supports the request for a concurrent amendment to the Scheme to rezone the 
subject land from ‘Special Rural’ to ‘Light Industry’. 
 
 
 
 
 



   
   
 

   
   
 

MEETING COMMENT 
 

105.  

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION 17/2010 
COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION TO COUNCIL 17/2010 
1. That the Western Australian Planning Commission be advised that Council supports 

the request for a concurrent amendment to Local Planning Scheme No 3 to rezone 
land bound by Nardine Close, Roe Highway, Sultana Road West and Milner Road 
from ‘Special Rural to ‘Light Industry’ with the following provisions included in 
Clause 6.1.1 of Local Planning Scheme No.3 as follows: 
 
6.1.1 The following Special Control Areas are shown on the Scheme Map: 

g. Development areas shown on the Scheme Map as DA shall be in 
accordance with the following clause. 

6.1.3 No development and/or subdivision shall commence or carried out 
within the Forrestfield Light Industrial Area bound by Nardine Close, Roe 
Highway, Sultana Road West and Milner Road until a Structure Plan is 
prepared and adopted in accordance with Clause 6.2 – Development 
Areas, of the Scheme. 

 
 

2. That the Scheme map be modified to identify the subject site with the annotation 
‘DA’. 

3. Clause 5.4 Special Applications for the Subdivision of Land of the Scheme be 
deleted. 

 
 



   
   
 

   
   
 

 



   
   
 

   
   
 

 



   
   
 

   
   
 

 



   
   
 

   
   
 

Declaration of financial/conflict of interests to be recorded prior to dealing with each item. 
 
9.18 Review of the Shire of Kalamunda Standing Orders Local Law 

 
Previous Items: GS/OCM February 2010 
Service Area: Chief Executive’s Office 
File Reference: LE-LOL-020 
Applicant: N/A 
Owner: N/A 

 
PURPOSE 
 

106. To consider amending the Shire’s Standing Orders local law, by repealing the 
current law and replacing it with a revised version. 
 

BACKGROUND 
 

107. The Standing Orders, or meeting procedures, provide guidelines for the conduct of 
meetings. 
 

108. The current Standing Orders local law was gazetted in August 1999.  In the 10 
years in which it has been in operation, some inconsistencies and lack of clarity 
have been identified.  There have also been changes to legislation (such as the 
introduction of the Rules of Conduct for elected members), which may be 
appropriate to have reflected in the local law. 
 

DETAILS 
 

109. In order to amend a local law, a new local law must be created.  The process for 
creating a local law is outlined in section 3.12 of the Local Government Act 1995. 

 

110. Once Council resolves to make a new local law, state-wide and local public notice 
must be given of the proposed local law, and 42 days allowed for the public to 
make submissions.  At the end of the submission period, Council may proceed with 
adopting the local law, or may choose to not proceed.  Minor amendments may be 
made before the local law is adopted (if it is proposed to make a local law 
significantly different from that advertised, the process must be re-started). 
 

111. A proposed Standing Orders local law has been obtained from McLeods Barristers 
and Solicitors.  This prosed version includes notes which refer to relevant 
legislation.  These are included for information and guidance, and do not form part 
of the actual local law which would be gazetted. 
 

112. Council considered this item at the Ordinary Council Meeting held in February 2010.  
It was resolved that the item would be deferred until a Councillor forum had been 
held to discuss the content of the proposed local law. 



   
   
 

   
   
 

113. A forum was held on 22 February 2010, attended by 8 Councillors.  Changes made 
as a result of this forum have been included in the proposed local law.  The 
proposed local law is shown at (Attachment 1.). 
 

STATUTORY AND LEGAL IMPLICATIONS 
 

114. Section 3.12 of the Local Government Act 1995. 
 

POLICY IMPLICATIONS 
 

115. MTG9 - Standing Committee Meeting Reports – Adoption at Ordinary Council 
Meeting 
MTG11 – Standing Committee Meetings – Procedures 
MTG12 - Standing Committee and Council Meetings – Standing Orders 
 
If the proposed local law is ultimately adopted by Council, any policies which are 
inconsistent with the local law will be revoked. 
 

PUBLIC CONSULTATION/COMMUNICATION 
 

116. If Council resolves to make the new local law, state-wide and public notice will be 
given, and public submissions invited. 
 

117. Councillor forum held 22 February 2010. 
 

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS 
 

118. Nil. 

STRATEGIC AND SUSTAINABILITY IMPLICATIONS 
 

119. Strategic Planning Implications 
Strategic Plan 2009-2014 – Strategic Plan Goal 5 – A Shire that is well governed, 
providing positive leadership and efficient service delivery to the community. 
 

120. Sustainability Implications 
Social implications 
•  

Economic Implications 
•  

Environmental Implications 
•  

OFFICER COMMENT 
 

121. The proposed amendment to the Standing Orders provides Council with an 
opportunity to consider changing its current procedures.  For example, the timing 
and frequency of committee and Council meetings (or even whether or not to hold 
standing committee meetings); the practice of taping meetings; procedures for 



   
   
 

   
   
 

deputations; and other matters may all be considered. 
 

122. The timing of Council and committee meetings for the period November 2009 to 
October 2011 was adopted by Council at the Special Council meeting held on 19 
October 2009 (SMC120/09).  In order to change the schedule of meetings, this 
decision would need to be revoked. 
 

MEETING COMMENT 
 

123.  

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION 18/2010 
1. That state-wide and local public notice be given that Council proposes to make a 

new local law, the Meeting Procedures Local Law 2010, as shown in (Attachment 
1). 
 
Moved: Cr  Seconded: Cr 
 
ABSOLUTE MAJORITY 
 
 

  
2. It be recorded that the purpose of this local law is to provide for the orderly conduct 

of meetings of the council and committees, the manner of making an effective 
petition to the local government, and for the safe custody and use of the common 
seal  The effect of the local law is that all council and committee meetings, the 
manner of making a petition to the local government, and the use of the common 
seal, are to be governed by the standing orders, unless otherwise provided for in 
the Act or regulations. 
 
Moved: Cr  Seconded: Cr 
 
ABSOLUTE MAJORITY 
 
 

  
 

 



   
   
 

   
   
 



   
   
 

   
   
 



   
   
 

   
   
 



   
   
 

   
   
 



   
   
 

   
   
 



   
   
 

   
   
 



   
   
 

   
   
 



   
   
 

   
   
 



   
   
 

   
   
 



   
   
 

   
   
 



   
   
 

   
   
 



   
   
 

   
   
 



   
   
 

   
   
 



   
   
 

   
   
 



   
   
 

   
   
 



   
   
 

   
   
 



   
   
 

   
   
 



   
   
 

   
   
 



   
   
 

   
   
 



   
   
 

   
   
 



   
   
 

   
   
 



   
   
 

   
   
 



   
   
 

   
   
 



   
   
 

   
   
 



   
   
 

   
   
 



   
   
 

   
   
 



   
   
 

   
   
 



   
   
 

   
   
 



   
   
 

   
   
 



   
   
 

   
   
 



   
   
 

   
   
 



   
   
 

   
   
 



   
   
 

   
   
 



   
   
 

   
   
 



   
   
 

   
   
 



   
   
 

   
   
 



   
   
 

   
   
 



   
   
 

   
   
 



   
   
 

   
   
 



   
   
 

   
   
 



   
   
 

   
   
 



   
   
 

   
   
 



   
   
 

   
   
 



   
   
 

   
   
 



   
   
 

   
   
 



   
   
 

   
   
 



   
   
 

   
   
 



   
   
 

   
   
 



   
   
 

   
   
 



   
   
 

   
   
 



   
   
 

   
   
 



   
   
 

   
   
 



   
   
 

   
   
 



   
   
 

   
   
 



   
   
 

   
   
 



   
   
 

   
   
 



   
   
 

   
   
 



   
   
 

   
   
 



   
   
 

   
   
 



   
   
 

   
   
 



   
   
 

   
   
 

Declaration of financial/conflict of interests to be recorded prior to dealing with each item. 
 
9.19 Kanyana Wildlife Sanctuary - Additional Fundings 

 
Previous Items:  
Service Area: Engineering Services 
File Reference:  
Applicant:  
Owner:  

 
PURPOSE 
 

124. To consider additional funding to allow for an extended scope of works to be carried 
out at the Kanyana Wildlife Sanctuary (Paxwold). 

BACKGROUND 
 

125. As part of the relocation of Kanyana Wildlife Sanctuary, from Gooseberry Hill to the 
Paxwold site, an amount of $80,000 was allocated for the upgrade of internal roads. 
 

DETAILS 
 

126. The road works are currently being undertaken and during the process the scope of 
works has grown, based upon a request from the user group, to encompass more 
of the facility. 
 

127. The additional work involves the sealing of pathways, due to safety concerns for 
visitors walking on the slippery road. The extra road upgrade from the Veterinary 
Clinic carpark through to the animal enclosures, incorporating the visitor and 
husbandry tracks, cannot be contained within the present allocation.  
 

128. The allocated $80,000 is sufficient to upgrade the existing access road from the 
Caretakers residence, looping around the front of the old Guide Hall, and back to 
the Caretakers residence, as well as the upgrade of the gravel track trough to the 
Veterinary Clinic and car park, as shown at (Attachment 1.) 
 

129. Kanyana have advised that the sanctuary cannot be opened to the public until all 
site works are carried out, and the area is made safe for users and visitors. 
 

STATUTORY AND LEGAL IMPLICATIONS 
 

130.  

POLICY IMPLICATIONS 
 

131.  

PUBLIC CONSULTATION/COMMUNICATION 
 

132.  



   
   
 

   
   
 

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS 
 

133. It is estimated that an additional $30,000 is required to complete these works. 
 

STRATEGIC AND SUSTAINABILITY IMPLICATIONS 
 

134. Strategic Planning Implications 
•  

135. Sustainability Implications 
Social implications 
•  

Economic Implications 
•  

Environmental Implications 
•  

OFFICER COMMENT 
 

136.  

MEETING COMMENT 
 

137.  

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION 
 

19/2010 

1.  That Council notes and authorises an over expenditure of approximately $30,000 to 
complete the road works in Kanyana Wildlife Sanctuary (Paxwold). 
 

 



   
   
 

   
   
 

 



   
   
 

   
   
 

10. QUESTIONS BY MEMBERS OF WHICH DUE NOTICE HAS BEEN GIVEN 

 
CONFIDENTIAL ITEM 
 
10.1 10 

 Reason for Confidentiality 
 

  
 

11. QUESTIONS BY MEMBERS WITHOUT NOTICE 

11.1 11 

Q.  
  

A.  
 

12. URGENT BUSINESS APPROVED BY THE PERSON PRESIDING OR BY 
DECISION 

12.1 12 

  
 

13. MATTERS CLOSED TO THE PUBLIC 

13.1 13 

 Reason for Confidentiality –  
 

 

14. CLOSURE 



   
   
 

   
   
 

  
There being no further business the Chairman declared the meeting closed at 
8.35 pm. 
 

 

I confirm these Minutes to be a true and accurate record of the proceedings of this 
Council. 
 

 

Signed ………………………………… Chairman 
 

 
 Dated this   day of   2007 

 
 

  
 
 


