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MINUTES OF THE ORDINARY MEETING OF THE COUNCIL HELD IN THE COUNCIL
CHAMBERS, MELVILLE CIVIC CENTRE, 10 ALMONDBURY ROAD, BOORAGOON,
COMMENCING AT 6.30PM ON TUESDAY, 15 MARCH 2011.

1. OFFICIAL OPENING

The Presiding Member welcomed those in attendance to the meeting and declared
the meeting open at 6:30pm. Mr J Clark the Governance and Compliance Program
Manager read aloud the Disclaimer and then His Worship the Mayor, Russell Aubrey,
read aloud the Affirmation of Civic Duty and Responsibility.

Affirmation of Civic Duty and Responsibility

I make this Affirmation in good faith on behalf of Elected Members and Officers
of the City of Melville. We collectively declare that we will duly, faithfully,
honestly, and with integrity fulfil the duties of our respective office and
positions for all the people in the district according to the best of our
judgement and ability. We will observe the City’s Code of Conduct and
Standing Orders to ensure the efficient, effective and orderly decision making
within this forum.

2. PRESENT

His Worship the Mayor, Russell Aubrey

COUNCILLORS WARD

Cr C Robartson Bull Creek/Leeming

Cr N Pazolli, Cr P Reidy Applecross/Mount Pleasant
Cr A Nicholson, Cr A Ceniviva City

Cr J Barton Bicton/Attadale

Cr N Foxton University

Cr B Kinnell, Cr C Halton Palmyra/Melville/Willagee
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IN ATTENDANCE

Dr S Silcox

Mr M Tieleman
Mr J Christie

Ms C Young

Mr S Cope

Mr L Hitchcock
Mr P Prendergast

Mr B Taylor

Ms D Whyte
Mr J Clark

Ms D Beilby

Chief Executive Officer

Director Corporate Services
Director Technical Services

Director Community Development
Director Urban Planning

Executive Manager Legal Services
Manager Planning and Development
Services

Manager Information, Technology &
Support

Senior Management Accountant
Governance & Compliance Program
Manager

Minute Secretary

At the commencement of the meeting there were two members of the public and one
member from the Press in the Public Gallery.

4. APOLOGIES AND APPROVED LEAVE OF ABSENCE

4.1

4.2

APOLOGIES

Cr M Reynolds (Deputy Mayor)
Cr G Wieland

University Ward
Bicton/Attadale Ward

APPROVED LEAVE OF ABSENCE

Cr R Subramaniam Bull Creek Leeming Ward

5. ANNOUNCEMENTS BY THE PRESIDING MEMBER (WITHOUT DISCUSSION)
AND DECLARATIONS BY MEMBERS

5.1

5.2

DECLARATIONS BY MEMBERS WHO HAVE NOT READ AND GIVEN
DUE CONSIDERATION TO ALL MATTERS CONTAINED IN THE
BUSINESS PAPERS PRESENTED BEFORE THE MEETING.

Nil.

DECLARATIONS BY MEMBERS WHO HAVE RECEIVED AND NOT READ
THE ELECTED MEMBERS BULLETIN.

Nil.
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6.1

6.2

QUESTION TIME

At the Ordinary Meeting of Council held on the 15 February 2011 the following
questions (6.1 to 6.10) were presented by the public. All of the questions related to a
possible future application for, or the location of, a telecommunications tower at Point
Walter. At that meeting these questions were taken on notice. Responses in writing
have been provided to the residents from Mr Steve Cope, Director Urban Planning
and the details contained in those responses are recorded below:

Mr D Barrett, Bicton

Question

“Given overwhelming community opposition to phone towers at Pt Walter in 2002 and
2010, will Council now remove Pt Walter from its list of preferred telco sites? If so,
when?”

Response

The City is currently in the process of completing a review of its suite of Planning
Policies. The Policy referred to, reference No 28-003 “Development of
Telecommunication Towers and Associated Infrastructure”, will be the subject of
review in the coming months, with a report to Council anticipated in April 2011.

Ms A Partlon, Bicton

Question

“What measures will Council take to protect and preserve Pt Walter and our public
open spaces from further telco applications?”

Response

The determination as to whether such infrastructure would be permitted is considered
on a case by case basis following a formal request by the proponent that included full
details about the proposed installation. The City of Melville primarily considers
whether such an installation would impact on the aesthetics within Point Walter and
the degree to which it would present a visual intrusion in the landscape. In addition,
the City of Melville would also consider the proposed location in terms of the potential
disturbance to remnant vegetation or the developed landscape during the installation
process and the provision of ongoing maintenance access if required.
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Question

“On the 9™ June 2009 Kym Davis was asked by Telstra if Council supported the
location of a tower at Pt Walter. It is assumed Council did support the location and
thus a Development Application was lodged by Aurecon/Telstra.

1. How was this decision reached and who was involved?

2. Why did Council support this location given the following — past community
opposition, a moratorium had been placed on Pt Walter, environmental status
of Pt Walter, previous abortive attempts by Telstra, a telecommunications
policy that was developed 7 years previously and expired by 2 years and
Telstra clearly stating Pt Walter was a contentious site?”

Response

The acceptance of a planning application should not be construed as an indication of
the City's support. The City is bound to consider any planning application brought
before it. The application form was signed by the Chief Executive Officer in order
that the matter could be considered. The City was aware that in signing the planning
application form, the issues raised by the proposed development could be the subject
of detailed consideration by the City and that a process of community consultation
and engagement could follow. If the application had not been signed, the matter
could have been the subject of an appeal to the State Administrative Tribunal.

The City was in the process of considering the application at the time of its

withdrawal. The City had not indicated its support for the proposal as a decision on
the proposal remained outstanding
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6. QUESTION TIME CONTINUED
6.3 Ms C Barrett, Bicton
Question
“In light of community opposition to phone towers at Pt Walter, will Council upgrade
its telecommunications policy to exclude Pt Walter and public open space from it’s list
of preferred telco sites?”
Response
The City is currently in the process of completing a review of its suite of Planning
Policies. The Policy referred to, reference No 28-003 “Development of
Telecommunication Towers and Associated Infrastructure”, will be the subject of
review in the coming months, with a report to Council anticipated in April 2011.
6.4 Ms S Taylor-Rees, Bicton
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6.5

6.6

QUESTION TIME CONTINUED

The Presiding Member advised the meeting that since the written response was
provided to Ms Taylor-Rees, the Director Urban Planning had provided additional
information by email to Ms Taylor-Rees. The contents of the email are recorded
below —

“In response to any enquiries regarding the permissibility of telecommunications
towers, officers of the City of Melville would refer the enquirer to Council Policy
28 - 003 : Development of Telecommunication Tower and Associated Infrastructure.

The City's suite of Planning Policies is currently under review and a report on Policy
28 - 003 along with reporting other Planning Policies will be submitted to the Council
in the coming months.”

Ms J Henze, Bicton

Question

“Will Council now adopt legislation which will protect Pt Walter from future
applications of Telstra or other companies to erect infrastructure on this property?”

Response

The City is currently in the process of completing a review of its suite of Planning
Policies. The Policy referred to, reference No 28-003 “Development of
Telecommunication Towers and Associated Infrastructure”, will be the subject of
review in the coming months, with a report to Council anticipated in April 2011.

M Henze, Bicton

Question

“What will Council do in order to protect Pt Walter from future infrastructure
projects/developments as is/was the case with the Telstra communication tower?”

Response

The City is currently in the process of completing a review of its suite of Planning
Policies. The Policy referred to, reference No 28-003 “Development of
Telecommunication Towers and Associated Infrastructure”, will be the subject of
review in the coming months, with a report to Council anticipated in April 2011.
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Question

“Does Melville Council agree that it has a responsibility to protect an A-class reserve
located within its district and if so, what measures are being taken to ensure Pt
Walter Reserve will be protected for future generations to enjoy and not be subjected
to the installation of telecommunication towers?”

Response

Point Walter is not land that is reserved under the City of Melville Community
Planning Scheme. On the contrary, Point Walter Reserve is zoned as Reserve under
the provisions of the Metropolitan Region Scheme, and as such the Western
Australian Planning Commission (WAPC) is the Authority that has the responsibility
for determining planning applications for development proposed to be undertaken on
land within it. The City does however have a consultative role in the process when
applications for development are under the consideration of then WAPC, and to that
end can consider the implications of any development proposed, and make its
concerns known to the WAPC, prior to any decision being taken by them.
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6. QUESTION TIME CONTINUED
6.7 R Buetler & D Buetler, Bicton
Question
“The City of Melville’s vision is “create a safe, attractive city where the consequences
of our actions for future generations are taken in to account”. Where does the
erection of a 46m electromagnetic energy emitting blight on the riverside landscape
conform to Melville Council’s vision?”
Response
Planning applications are considered on their individual merit, on a case by case
basis. Prior to determination, a full and thorough planning assessment is undertaken.
In the case of the proposed telecommunications installation at Point Walter the
assessment process being followed was not concluded as the application was
withdrawn.
6.8 Ms J Pursley, Palmyra
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6.9

6.10

QUESTION TIME CONTINUED

Mr T Palmer, Bicton

Question

“We have an elected Council to represent our wishes by making recommendations to
State Government on behalf of the local community. By now it should be blaringly
obvious that the proposed Telstra Tower is strongly opposed by the Melville
Community not only by residents in the bordering streets, but by all those who enjoy
the recreational benefits and who saw the reserve as a major attraction when
choosing to live in the City of Melville. What steps can we expect Council to take to
ensure our wishes are respected and acted upon to ensure that Point Walter reserve
can not be the subject of future applications by Telstra?”

Response

The City is fully aware of the opposition that exists to the notion of a
telecommunications installation such as was proposed at Point Walter. There is little
that the City can do however, to ensure that the Point Walter Reserve, or any other
area of natural beauty within the City, is safeguarded from such development
applications. The City is currently in the process of completing a review of its suite of
Planning Policies, including that which relates to Telecommunications Development.
It is considered that the changes that will take place in updating that policy will assist
in the assessment process that will be followed if there were any further development
applications submitted for the City's consideration

Mrs C Gould, Booragoon

Question

“Will Council give an undertaking to the community to review the current policy
pertaining to the development of phone towers within the City, removing Pt Walter as
a preferred site and actively discouraging phone towers in sensitive locations?”

Response

The City is currently in the process of completing a review of its suite of Planning
Policies. The Policy referred to, reference No 28-003 “Development of
Telecommunication Towers and Associated Infrastructure”, will be the subject of
review in the coming months, with a report to Council anticipated in April 2011.
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6.11

QUESTION TIME CONTINUED
Mr C Walkley, Bicton

At the Ordinary Meeting of Council held on 15 February 2011, Mr Walkley submitted
the following question relating to disability parking bays. At the meeting the question
was taken on notice. A response in writing was provided to Mr Walkley from
Mr Steve Cope, Director Urban Planning and the details contained in that response
are recorded below:

Question

“What criteria determines the number of disability (ACROD) parking bays provided at
shopping centres. My question is posed by the provision of three bays at Myaree
and only two bays at Woolworths (Stammers)?”

Response

The requirement for Universal or Disabled Carparking Spaces comes from the
Building Regulations that adopt the Building Code of Australia 2010 as follows:

BCA Part D3.5 Carparking

Carparking spaces for people with disabilities—

(@) subject to (b), must be provided in accordance with Table D3.5 in—
(i) a carpark required to be accessible; and
(i) a carparking area on the same allotment as a building required to be

accessible; and

(b) need not be provided in a carpark or carparking area where a parking service is
provided and direct access to any of the carparking spaces is not available to
the general public or occupants; and

(c) subject to (d), must comply with AS 2890.1; and

(d) are not required to be signed where there is a total of not more than 5
carparking spaces, so as to restrict the use of the carparking space only for
people with disabilities.

Table D3.5 CARPARKING SPACES

FOR PEOPLE WITH DISABILITIES
Class of building to which the carpark
or carparking area is associated

Number of carparking spaces required for
people with disabilities

Class 3 (a) Boarding house, guest
house, hostel, lodging house,
backpackers accommodation, or the
residential part of a hotel or motel. (b)
Residential part of a school,
accommodation for the aged, disabled
or children, residential part of a
health-care building which
accommodates members of staff or
the residential part of a detention
centre.

To be calculated by multiplying the total
number of carparking spaces by the— (i)
percentage of accessible sole-occupancy
units to the total number of sole-
occupancy units; or (ii) percentage of
beds to which access for people with
disabilities is provided to the total number
of beds provided. The calculated number
to be taken to the next whole figure. 1
space for every 100 carparking spaces or
part thereof.

Class 5, 7, 8 and 9c

1 space for every 100 carparking spaces
or part thereof.
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6.12

QUESTION TIME CONTINUED

Class 6 (a) Up to 1000 carparking 1 space for every 50 carparking spaces or
spaces; and part thereof.

The requirement for disabled carparking spaces for a newly constructed shopping
centre (a Class 6 building) is one space for every 50 carparking spaces or part
thereof.

Previously to the current BCA requirements, if a shopping centre was less than 500
square metres floor area, then there was little or no disabled requirements.

This is why some older shopping centres have little or no disabled carparking
spaces.

Regardless of the BCA requirements, a property owner is required to comply with the
Disability Discrimination Act and ensure that a disabled person will not be
disadvantaged when accessing a building, and including from the carpark.

Mr E Nielsen, Booragoon

Question 1

Subject-Western Power’s Proposed Network Expansion

“With reference to the Ordinary Meeting of Council (October 19, 2010) item 8.3
Special Meeting of Electors 7 October 2010 | ask the following.

Regarding subsection ‘Reject and Replace’ item 2(b) being ‘That the Council advises
Western Power of the decisions of the meeting as listed below:’ can the Electors
please receive a progress report from the Council regarding this matter, particularly
with regards to the following items.

Decision No 3:

1. Has Western Power been asked to find an alternative site for the Myaree
substation?”

Response

Western Power has stated that the vacant site at McCoy Street is being
considered and will form part of the decision making process for reaching a
preferred option.

Question 2

“2.  What dialogue has the City had with Western Power regarding alternative
sites?”
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6. QUESTION TIME CONTINUED

Response

The City of Melville has suggested alternative sites at the Fremantle Cemetery and a
community member suggested the McCoy Street site in Myaree. Western Power will
be considering these options as part of their deliberations.

Question 3
Decision No 4

“l. Have demands been made for Western Power to urgently relocate High
Voltage power lines? If so what was the reply?”

Response

The City of Melville has not demanded that Western Power relocate High Voltage
power lines.

The City of Melville is currently awaiting Western Power’s report on the various
options they are considering.

Decision No 6
“l.  What advocacy has the City undertaken so far regarding this Council decision?”

Response

City of Melville officers contact relevant Western Power staff on a regular basis for an
update on the various options being considered.

Western Power maintain a section on their website in relation to the issue of sub
stations in the City of Melville. The link for the web site is:

http://lwww.westernpower.com.au/networkprojects/substationPowerlineProjects/freMe
I/Options.html
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7. AWARDS AND PRESENTATIONS

8. CONFIRMATION OF MINUTES

8.1

8.2

8.3

ORDINARY MEETING OF COUNCIL — 15 FEBRUARY 2011
Min 15 February 2011

COUNCIL RESOLUTION
At 6.45pm Cr Robartson moved, seconded Cr Foxton -

That the Minutes of the Ordinary Meeting of Council held on Tuesday,
15 February 2011, be confirmed as a true and accurate record.

At 6.45pm the Mayor submitted the motion which was declared
CARRIED (10/0)

NOTES OF AGENDA BRIEFING FORUM -1 MARCH 2011
Notes 1 March 2011

COUNCIL RESOLUTION
At 6.46pm Cr Reidy moved, seconded Cr Kinnell -

That the Notes of Agenda Briefing Forum held on Tuesday, 1 March
2011, be received.

At 6.46pm the Mayor submitted the motion which was declared

CARRIED (10/0)
FINANCIAL MANAGEMENT, AUDIT, RISK AND COMPLIANCE
COMMITTEE (FMARC) — 14 MARCH 2011
COUNCIL RESOLUTION
At 6.46pm Cr Ceniviva moved, seconded Cr Kinnell -
That the Minutes of the Financial Management, Audit, Risk &
Compliance Committee Meeting held on Monday 14 March 2011 be
noted.
NB:
Minutes to be confirmed at next Financial Management, Audit, Risk &

Compliance Committee Meeting.

At 6.46pm the Mayor submitted the motion which was declared
CARRIED (10/0)
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10.

11.

12.

13.

13.1

DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST
9.1 FINANCIAL INTERESTS
9.2 DISCLOSURE OF INTEREST THAT MAY CAUSE A CONFLICT

o Cr Halton P11/3189 - Extension of Trading Hours of Blend Cafe on Lot
17 (358) Marmion Street, Melville

o Mr J Christie  Director Technical Services
T11/3191 — Late Item - Variation Request to the Regional
Resource Recovery Centre — Project Participants Agreement

APPLICATIONS FOR NEW LEAVES OF ABSENCE

Nil.

IDENTIFICATION OF MATTERS FOR WHICH MEETING MAY BE CLOSED

Nil.

PETITIONS

Nil.

REPORTS OF THE CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER

FINANCIAL MANAGEMENT, AUDIT, RISK & COMPLIANCE COMMITTEE -
14 MARCH 2011

The following items were presented by the Presiding Member of the Financial
Management, Audit, Risk & Compliance Committee.

13.1.1 ITEMS REQUIRING COUNCIL RESOLUTION
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C11/ 5162 - COMPLIANCE AUDIT RETURN 2010 (REC) (ATTACHMENT)

Ward

Category
Subject Index
Customer Index

Disclosure of any Interest

Previous Items

Works Programme
Funding
Responsible Officer

All

Operational

Audits — Compliance

Department of Local Government

No Officer involved in the preparation of this
report has a declarable interest in this matter.
C07/5001 — Compliance Audit Return 2006 —
Ordinary Meeting of Council 20 February 2007
C08/5004 - Compliance Audit Return 2007 -
Financial Management, Audit, Risk and
Compliance Committee 11 March 2008

C09/5051 — Compliance Audit Return 2008 -
Financial Management, Audit, Risk and
Compliance Committee 17 March 2009

C10/5103 - Compliance Audit Return 2009 -
Financial Management, Audit, Risk and
Compliance Committee

Not Applicable

Not Applicable

Jeff Clark

Governance and Compliance Program Manager

AUTHORITY / DISCRETION

DEFINITION

[] Advocacy when Council advocates on its own behalf or on behalf of its
community to another level of government/body/agency.

] Executive the substantial direction setting and oversight role of the Council.
e.g. adopting plans and reports, accepting tenders, directing
operations, setting and amending budgets.

L] Legislative includes adopting local laws, town planning schemes & policies.

X Review when Council review decisions made by Officers.

] Quasi-Judicial | when Council determines an application/matter that directly

affects a person’s right and interests. The judicial character
arises from the obligation to abide by the principles of natural
justice.  Examples of Quasi-Judicial authority include town
planning applications, building licences, applications for other
permits/licences (eg under Health Act, Dog Act or Local Laws)
and other decisions that may be appealable to the State
Administrative Tribunal.
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C11/ 5162 - COMPLIANCE AUDIT RETURN 2010 (REC) (ATTACHMENT)

KEY ISSUES / SUMMARY

All Western Australian Local Authorities are required to undertake a Compliance Audit
Return and submit their findings to the Department of Local Government by 31 March
each year.

One area of non compliance was identified and is discussed within the report including
the action being undertaken to address the area where the City of Melville did not meet
its statutory obligations in full.

BACKGROUND

The completed 2010 Compliance Audit Return forms part of the Attachments to the Agenda
5162 Compliance Audit Return. The return covers the period 1 January 2010 to
31 December 2010.

The Compliance Audit Return is presented to Council for adoption. A copy of the Council
report and a certified copy of the return are required to be endorsed by the Mayor and Chief
Executive Officer and submitted to the Department of Local Government by 31 March 2011.

DETAIL

The City has achieved another impressive compliance outcome for 2010 and the one matter
identified is considered to be of minor significance. The Officers of the City perform
extremely well against the requirements of 476 Acts, Regulations and legislative
requirements that determine the work practices and responsibilities of the City. However the
Compliance Audit Return only assesses compliance against the Local Government Act 1995
and associated Regulations. The responses of Officers to the 283 audit questions have
been audited by the Process Improvement Auditor who will provide a report to the Chief
Executive Officer on recommendations for administrative improvements.

This year’s audit has in the opinion of Officers provided 99.65% compliance. The 347
guestions from 2009 have decreased to 283 in 2010. Of the 283 fields of compliance that
have been tested, one item revealed non-compliance. The decrease in the number of
guestions assessed in 2010 is in part due to the reduced number of questions relating to
finance from 101 to 44.

The return has been compiled with continued substantial rigour beyond that experienced in
most Local Governments. Officers have been expected to demonstrate compliance and
provide detail of their work to ensure the work procedures of the City assist to meet
obligations of the Act and Regulations. It is pleasing to note that there is an increased
Officer knowledge of compliance matters and where possible, systems have been amended
to assist with compliance requirements.

The Return containing the questions and responses is provided as an attachment
5162 Compliance Audit Return. This document is provided by the Department of Local
Government in an on-line environment to allow local governments to update the Return with
their responses and when completed, print for certification by the Mayor and Chief Executive
Officer.

Page 14


http://www.melvillecity.com.au/static/attachments/2011/March/5162_Compliance_Audit_Return.pdf
http://www.melvillecity.com.au/static/attachments/2011/March/5162_Compliance_Audit_Return.pdf

2&s  City of

% Melville ORDINARY MEETING OF COUNCIL
15 MARCH 2011

C11/ 5162 - COMPLIANCE AUDIT RETURN 2010 (REC) (ATTACHMENT)

The Process Improvement Auditor has been undertaking extensive examination of the
responses by all Service Areas and will provide a separate report on his findings and
suggestions for improvement.

A Compliance Calendar was introduced in 2008 and this is a major improvement to assist
management of all compliance matters. The Calendar is updated monthly which enables a
management response should a matter require attention. The monthly reports generated
from the Calendar are reviewed by the Executive Management Team. The 2011 Compliance
Calendar is provided as an attachment 5162 Corporate Compliance Calendar 2011 for
the information of Council.

Detailed below is the area which has required an Officer response.

“Committee Minutes — Certification by Presiding Member”

Substantial Compliance

Were the minutes of all Council and committee meetings signed to certify their confirmation

by the person presiding at the meeting at which the minutes of Council or committee were
confirmed.

Officer Comment:

There were four Financial Management, Audit, Risk and Compliance Committee
meetings in 2010 and two Governance Committee meetings. The Certification of
minutes form was not provided to or signed by the presiding member. In the minutes
of each meeting, the minutes of the previous Committee meeting were confirmed.

The Process Improvement Auditor’'s findings in this matter is provided as an attachment.
5162 Compliance Audit Return February 2011 Findings.

PUBLIC CONSULTATION/COMMUNICATION
No external consultation has been carried out.

CONSULTATION WITH OTHER AGENCIES / CONSULTANTS

No external consultation with other agencies has been carried out.

STATUTORY AND LEGAL IMPLICATIONS

There are no financial implications for Council associated with this compliance audit.

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

There are no financial implications for Council associated with this compliance audit.
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STRATEGIC, RISK AND ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT IMPLICATIONS

This compliance audit will not impact on the strategies of the Council. There are no
environmental management implications in this report.

Risk Statement Level of Risk Risk Mitigation Strategy

The Compliance  Audit | Minor consequences which | Complete and submit the
Return is a statutory | are almost certain, resulting | Return by the due date.

requirement and if the | in a High level of risk
Return was not submitted,
the Department of Local
Government might take
adverse action on the City.

POLICY IMPLICATIONS

There are no specific policy implications, except where it can be determined that a matter
may be subject to policy change where it does not currently comply with legislative
requirements. There are no such instances identified in the return.

ALTERNATE OPTIONS AND THEIR IMPLICATIONS

The completion and submission of the Return by the due date is a statutory requirement.

CONCLUSION

The area in which Officer's have provided supplementary comment is regarded as
substantial compliance and has already been addressed. The City is substantially compliant
in 99.65% of 283 questions.

OFFICER & COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION & COUNCIL RESOLUTION (5162)
APPROVAL

That the Compliance Audit Return for the period 1 January 2010 to 31 December 2010
5162 Compliance Audit Return be adopted and forwarded to the Department of
Local Government following certification by His Worship the Mayor and the Chief
Executive Officer.

At 6.48pm the Mayor submitted the motion which was declared
CARRIED EN BLOC (10/0)
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C11/5170 — FRAUD AND CORRUPTION PREVENTION POLICY AND MANAGEMENT

PLAN (REC) (ATTACHMENT)

Ward All

Category Policy

Subject Index Formal Enquiries — Code of Conduct, Fraud
Customer Index . City of Melville

Disclosure of any Interest . No Officer involved in the preparation of this

Previous Items
Works Programme
Funding
Responsible Officer

report has a declarable interest in this matter.
Not applicable

Not Applicab