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Lodrobe ($0mmum'i:?, Vision

“In 2026 the Latrobe Valley is a
region with collaborative and inclusive community
leadership.”

iveable and sustainable

Counc? Mission

Latrobe City continues to implement the values, corporate directions and
partnerships necessary to bring reality to the Latrobe's 2026 community
vision for a liveable and sustainable region with collaborative and inclusive

community leadership

Coune Nalues

Latrobe City Council’s values describe how it is committed to achieving the
Latrobe 2026 community vision through

* Providing responsive, sustainable and community focused services,

* Planning strategically and acting responsibly;

& Accountability, transparency and honesty;

¢ Listening to and working with the community; and
* Respect, fairness and equity

"-Latrubef_"iry

a NEW energy
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1. OPENING PRAYER

Our Father in Heaven, hallowed be your Name, your kingdom come, your
will be done on earth as in Heaven. Give us today our daily bread. Forgive
us our sins as we forgive those who sin against us. Save us from the time
of trial and deliver us from evil. For the kingdom, the power, and the glory
are yours now and forever.

AMEN

2. ACKNOWLEDGEMENT OF THE TRADITIONAL OWNERS OF THE
LAND
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We respectfully acknowledge that we are meeting here today on the
traditional land of the Braiakaulung people of the Gunnai/Kdrnai Clan and
pay our respect to their past and present elders.

3. APOLOGIES AND LEAVE OF ABSENCE
4. DECLARATION OF CONFLICT OF INTEREST

Direct and indirect interests - Section 77A(1) Local Government Act
1989

A relevant person has a conflict of interest in respect of a matter if the
relevant person has a direct interest or indirect interest in the matter.

5.  ADOPTION OF MINUTES
RECOMMENDATION
That the minutes of the Ordinary Council Meeting meeting held on 19
August 2013 be confirmed.

6. PUBLIC QUESTION TIME

Suspension of Standing Orders for Members of the Public to Address
Council
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ITEMS HELD OVER FOR REPORT AND/OR CONSIDERATION

Council
Meeting
Date

Item

Status

Responsible
Officer

19/09/11

Traralgon Activity
Centre Plan Key
Directions Report

That having considered all submissions
received in respect to the Stage 2 Key
Directions Report September 2011, Council
resolves the following:

1. To defer the endorsement of the
Stage 2 Key Directions Report
September 2011 until:

(a) Council has been presented with
the Traralgon Growth Area Review

(b) Council has received information
on the results of the Latrobe Valley

Bus Review

2. That Council writes to the State
Government asking them what their
commitment to Latrobe City in respect
to providing an efficient public
transport system and that the
response be tabled at a Council
Meeting.

3. That Council proceeds with the
Parking Precinct Plan and investigate
integrated public parking solutions.

4. That the Communication Strategy be
amended to take into consideration that
the November/December timelines are
inappropriate to concerned stakeholders
and that the revised Communication
Strategy be presented to Council for
approval.

5. That in recognition of community concern
regarding car parking in Traralgon the
Chief Executive Officer establish a
Traralgon Parking Precinct Plan Working
Party comprising key stakeholders and to
be chaired by the Dunbar Ward
Councillor. Activities of the Traralgon
Parking Precinct Plan Working Party to
be informed by the Communication
Strategy for the Traralgon Activity Centre
Plan Stage 2 Final Reports (Attachment
3).

General Manager
Governance

5/12/11

Investigation into
Mechanisms Restricting
the sale of Hubert
Osborne Park Traralgon

That a draft policy be prepared relating to
Hubert Osborne Park and be presented to
Council for consideration.

General Manager
Governance

19/12/11

Traralgon Greyhound
Racing Club —
Proposed Development
and Request for
Alterations to Lease

That a further report be presented to
Council following negotiations with the
Latrobe Valley Racing Club, Robert Lont
and the Traralgon Greyhound Club seeking
Council approval to the new lease
arrangements at Glenview Park.

General Manager
Recreational,
Culture &
Community
Infrastructure
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Council _
Meeting Iltem Status Re%a?nsmle
Date icer
3/12/12 |Public Highway 1. That Council write to Jammat Pty General Manager
Declaration — Verey Ltd and Nestlan Pty Ltd requesting Governance

Lane, Morwell that they remove all obstructions
from the road reserve contained in
Certificate of Title Volume 9732
Folio 422, being part of Verey Lane,
Morwell, pursuant to Schedule 11,
Clause 5 of the Local Government
Act 1989.

2. That Council approach Jammat Pty
Ltd and Nestlan Pty Ltd regarding
the possible transfer of the road
reserve contained in Certificate of
Title Volume 9732 Folio 422, being
the road created on LP 33695,
being part of Verey Lane, Morwell.

3. That Council obtain an independent
valuation of the road reserve
contained in Certificate of Title
Volume 9732 Folio 422, being the
road created on LP 33695, owned
by Jammat Pty Ltd and Nestlan Pty
Ltd as a basis for negotiations.

4. That Council seek agreement from
the owners of the properties at 24-
28 Buckley Street, Morwell, to
contribute towards the costs of
acquiring the road reserve
contained in Certificate of Title
Volume 9732 Folio 422, being the
road created on LP 33695, from
Jammat Pty Ltd and Nestlan Pty
Ltd.

5. That Council write to Simon
Parsons & Co. requesting that the
temporary access to 24-28 Buckley
Street, Morwell, be extended past
31 December 2012.

6. That a further report be presented
to Council detailing the outcomes of
discussions with Jammat Pty Ltd
and Nestlan Pty Ltd and the owners
of the properties at 24-28 Buckley
Street, Morwell.
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Council
Meeting Iltem Status
Date

3/12/12 |Geotechnical 1. That Council resolve that the General Manager

Investigation and geotechnical investigations and Recreation, Culture

Detailed Design detailed design for the remediation & Community

Remediation treatment of landslips meets the Infrastructure

Treatments of Landslips requirements of Section 186 of the
Local Government Act 1989 and
that the contract must be entered
into because of an emergency.

2. That Council resolves to enter into a
schedule of rates contract with GHD
Pty Ltd for the geotechnical
investigations and detailed design
for the remediation treatment of
landslips due to it being an
emergency.

3. That a report be presented to a
future Council meeting at the
completion of the geotechnical
investigations and detailed design
for the remediation treatment of
landslips outlining the actual costs
incurred.

4. That Council authorise the Chief
Executive Officer to advise those
residents impacted by landslips of
Council’s process and timelines for
remediating landslips throughout
the municipality.

18/02/13 |Affordable Housing 1. That Council proceeds to publically | General Manager

Project — Our future our call for Expressions of Interest as a | Recreation, Culture

place mechanism to assess the viability & Community
and interest in developing an Infrastructure
affordable housing project on land
known as the Kingsford Reserve in
Moe.

2. That a further report be presented
to Council for consideration on the
outcome of the Expression of
Interest process for the
development of an affordable
housing project on land known as
the Kingsford Reserve in Moe.

Responsible
Officer
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Council

Meeting Iltem Status Re%a?_nsmle
Date icer
22/04/13|Latrobe Regional 1. That Council reconvene the Latrobe| General Manager
Motorsports Complex Regional Motorsports Complex Recreation, Culture
Advisory Committee to investigate & Community
current levels of commitment to the Infrastructure
Motor Sport Complex and to identify
the facilities desired by interested
parties.
2. That prior to November 2013, a
report is provided to Council
detailing the outcomes from the
meetings and a recommendation for
the future of the project.
3. That Council seek further advice
from Energy Australia in relation to
the availability of land for the
development of a motorsports
complex.

6/05/13 |Latrobe City That the item be deferred pending further General Manager
International Relations |discussion by Councillors relating to the Recreation, Culture
Advisory Committee - |Terms of Reference. & Community
Amended Terms of Infrastructure
Reference

6/05/13 |Latrobe City That the item be deferred until after the General Manager
International Relations |amended Terms of Reference for the Recreation, Culture
Advisory Committee - |Latrobe City International Relations & Community
Motion Re: Monash Advisory Committee have been considered Infrastructure
University by Council.

6/05/13 |Former Moe Early 1. That a community engagement General Manager

Learning Centre

process be undertaken to inform a
potential Expression of Interest for
funding from the State
Government’s Putting Locals First
Program to redevelop the former
Moe Early Learning Centre as a
centre for community organisations,
addressing the stated funding
criteria.

That subject to the community
engagement process identifying a
community need meeting the
funding criteria, that an Expression
of Interest for funding from the State
Governments Putting Locals First
Program be prepared and
submitted.

That a further report be presented
to Council for consideration
outlining the draft design of the
former Moe Early Learning Centre
based on feedback received during
the community engagement
process.

Community
Liveability
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Council
Meeting Iltem Status

Date
03/06/13|Request To Improve That Council resolve to allow the General Manager

Visibility Of Signage At removal of trees impacting visibility Recreation, Culture

McDonalds Restaurant of the McDonalds Moe sign, with the & Community

Moe following conditions: Infrastructure

No works/removal of trees are

undertaken until such time that a

detailed landscaping plan is provided

to and approved by Council;

No works/removal of trees are

undertaken until such time that a

detailed landscaping plan is provided

to and approved by the land owner,

Vic Roads.

Upon approval of a landscaping plan,

all works are undertaken by a suitably

qualified arborist and landscape
gardener.

» That all costs associated in relation to
above are borne by the franchisee of
McDonalds Moe.

01/07/13|Traffic Investigation At 1. That Council install temporary traffic| General Manager

Finlayson Crescent calming devices in Finlayson Recreation, Culture

Traralgon Crescent, Traralgon for a period of & Community
six months. Infrastructure

2. That a review of traffic flow during
this six month period in Finlayson
Crescent and adjoining cross
streets be undertaken and reported
back to Council.

3. That a final determination be made
by Council on review of these
figures.

4. That Council write to the head
petitioner and all other residents
who were invited to express their
views informing them of Council’s
decision.

15/07/13|Churchill East West That the outcomes of the exhibition be General Manager

Link Draft Master Plan: |considered for incorporation in the final Recreation, Culture

Exhibition of Report Churchill East West Link Draft Master Plan & Community

and Urban Design Framework, to be Infrastructure

considered by Latrobe City Council at a

meeting later in 2013.

Responsible
Officer
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05/08/13 |Traralgon to Morwell That a further report be presented to General Manager
Shared Pathway Council following the completion of the Recreation, Culture
Feasibility Study- consultation period. & Community
Issues and Infrastructure
Opportunities Report
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NOTICES OF MOTION
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8. NOTICES OF MOTION

8.1 2013/16 - NOTICE OF MOTION- BULKY GOODS STRATEGY
Cr Sharon Gibson

That Council align it’'s Bulky Goods Strategy to align with the
current State Governments strategy allocate Bulky Goods
Land for the next 20 to 25 years immediately.
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8.2 2013/17 - NOTICE OF MOTION — MEETING WITH VIC ROADS
Cr Sharon Gibson

That council contact Vic Roads to set up a meeting with Council
and Vic Roads to investigate solutions to traffic management
problems at the Railway Crossing at the intersection of the Lloyd St
and George St / Waterloo Rd in Moe, as soon as possible.
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ITEMS REFERRED BY
THE COUNCIL TO THIS
MEETING FOR
CONSIDERATION
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ITEMS REFERRED BY THE COUNCIL TO THIS MEETING FOR
CONSIDERATION

9.1 POTENTIAL ROAD DISCONTINUANCE AND SALE OF LAND -

PART CATTERICK LANE, TRARALGON
General Manager Governance

For Decision

PURPOSE

The purpose of this report is to present further information to Council
regarding alternatives to full closure and sale of Catterick Lane, Traralgon.

DECLARATION OF INTEREST

No officer declared an interest under the Local Government Act 1989 in
the preparation of this report.

STRATEGIC FRAMEWORK
This report is consistent with Latrobe 2026: The Community Vision for
Latrobe Valley and the Latrobe City Council Plan 2013-2017.

Latrobe 2026: The Community Vision for Latrobe Valley
Strategic Objectives — Governance

In 2026, Latrobe Valley has a reputation for conscientious leadership and
governance, strengthened by an informed and engaged community
committed to enriching local decision making.

Latrobe City Council Plan 2013 - 2017

Theme and Objectives

Advocacy for and consultation with our community

Strategic Direction —
Work with the community and other key stakeholders to improve
community safety & harmony

Legislation — Local Government Act 1989

Section 206 and Schedule 10 Clause 3 of the Local Government Act 1989
gives Council the power to discontinue roads:

“A Council may, in addition to any power given to it by Sections 43 and 44
of the Planning and Environment Act 1987 -

(i) discontinue a road, or part of a road, by a notice published in the
Government Gazette; and
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(ii) sell the land from that road (if it is not Crown Land), transfer the land to
the Crown or itself or retain the land.”

This power is subject to Section 223 of the Local Government Act 1989
which requires Council “publish a public notice stating that submissions in
respect of the matter specified in the public notice will be considered in
accordance with this section.”

Council must then consider any written submissions that have been
received and any person who has made a submission and requested they
be heard are entitled to appear before a meeting of Council.

Policy
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Council has not adopted a policy relating to the discontinuance of roads.
Council has previously discontinued roads and laneways and sold the land
to adjoining property owners in accordance with the Sale of Council
Property Policy and the Local Government Best Practise Guideline for the
Sale, Exchange & Transfer of Land is applicable

The most recent examples of the discontinuance and sale of a laneway is
Blundell Lane Traralgon in March 2012. It is noted that in 2003 Council
discontinued and sold another laneway to the owners of 14 Webb Street
and 59 Washington Street. This lane was approximate 200 metres north
of Catterick Lane.

BACKGROUND

Council received a joint application (refer attachment 1) from the owners of
38 Washington Street, and 13 Bernard Avenue, Traralgon requesting
Council discontinue and sell to them part of Catterick Lane, Traralgon.
This section of laneway runs between Washington Street and Bernard
Avenue, Traralgon as shown on attachment 2. Refer attachment 3 for a
photo of the section of Catterick laneway.

This joint application letter states that the request for the closure of the
laneway was the result of the following:

“Over the past two years there has been several incidents involving the
laneway next to my property on which two occasions the police were
called out.

We have had vandalism to the laneway, people drinking in the laneway at
night, throwing rocks from the laneway on our roof were on one occasion
my house window was smashed, a drunk person trespassed on our
property and tools were stolen from my work ute when parked in my drive
way along side the laneway, after speaking to my neighbours they have
told me some similar storeys.”

Catterick Lane is 3 metres wide, fully constructed and is fenced along both
sides at a height of approximate 1.83 metres. The laneway provides a
pedestrian link from Catterick Crescent, Washington Street through to
Bernard Avenue, Traralgon.
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Council first considered this request at the Ordinary Council Meeting held
3 December 2012 and resolved the following:

“That Council:

1. Gives public notice of its intention to consider the proposed
discontinuance and sale by private treaty of part of Catterick Lane,
Traralgon pursuant to Section 206 and Schedule 10 Clause 3 of the Local
Government Act 1989.

2. Consider any submissions received in relation to the proposed
discontinuance of part of Catterick Lane, Traralgon at the Ordinary Council
Meeting to be held Monday 4 February 2013.”

In response to the initial community consultation (i.e. public notices, letters
to 109 nearby residential properties), Council received three submissions
objecting to the proposal from residents in Bernard Avenue.

The three submissions received (refer attachments 4) are summarised as
follows:

e Children regularly use the lane to go to and from school, the
Catterick Crescent sporting oval and the Traralgon Sports
Stadium.

e Two residents regularly use the lane which provides a safe
crossing location in Washington Street.

These submissions were considered at the 4 February 2013 Ordinary
Council Meeting and Council resolved:

“That this matter be deferred until further consultation with the community
can be undertaken to ascertain whether the responses received indicate
the level of interest in this decision.”

Following the second round of community consultation (letters to 109
nearby residential properties), a further two submissions were received.
One submission supported the proposal whilst the second objected to the
proposal.

The two submissions received (refer attachments 4) are summarised as
follows:

Support for the proposal-

e Minimal use of the laneway;

e Alternate access routes nearby;

e Minimal impact to the community; and

e Stop vandalism and unsociable behaviour.
Objection to the proposal-

e Regularly use laneways when out walking;

e Concerned that a precedent is established to sell off other
laneways; and
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e Of the opinion that the state of many laneways is due to the lack of
maintenance by both residents and Council.

These two additional submissions were considered at the 15 July 2013
Ordinary Council Meeting and Council subsequently resolved:

“1. That officers investigate alternatives to full closure and sale of Catterick
Lane, Traralgon and report back to Council by the first Council meeting in
September 2013.

2. That Council officers have discussions with the Victoria Police about
abatement procedures for the vicinity of Catterick Lane, Traralgon to stem
the antisocial behaviour in that area.”

ISSUES

In accordance with 15 July 2013 Council resolution, the following is
provided for Council consideration:

Alternatives to full closure and sale

The table below presents a number of alternatives to full closure and sale
of Catterick Laneway.

Option 1 - Increase the height of existing fences.
Benefits —
e Increased privacy.
e Increased difficulty to scale fence to gain unauthorised entry into
adjoining property.

Disadvantages -

¢ Increase replacement and maintenance fencing costs for
respective owners.

e Will not prevent objects being thrown over the fence.

¢ Increased fence height beyond existing 1.83 m may require
strengthening existing fence structure, etc.

Current Status / Comment

e All adjoining boundary fences are 1.83 m high timber paling
fences.

e Owner of 38 Washington (an applicant) has very recently
replaced an old 1.5 m fence with a new 1.83 m timber paling
fence.

¢ Fence heights above 2.0 m would require a building permit.

e Who will pay for the extension?

Option has limited benefit in preventing existing problems.

Option 2 - Improve laneway lighting.
Benefits —
e Improved illumination increases visibility at night and may deter
persons loitering etc, when dark.
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Disadvantages -

e Logistics of installing a street light in a narrow lane and connecting
the light to the distribution network.

e Will have no effect in deterring persons loitering etc, during the
day light hours.

e Potential light pollution issue affecting neighbouring property.

¢ Ongoing energy and maintenance costs.

e Could create an expectation that Council will implement the same
measures in other laneways.

¢ Increase replacement and maintenance fencing costs for
respective owners.

e Will not prevent objects being thrown over the fence.

e Increased fence height beyond existing 1.83 m may require
strengthening existing fence structure, etc.

Current Status / Comment

e One Street light at the Bernard Avenue end of lane, illuminates
street, limited impact on the lane.

e The option of installing a street light with underground connection
is estimated to be $10,000.

e This option is considered cost prohibitive.

Option 3 - Increase Council day labour inspections and litter
collection.
Benefits —

e Increase Council day labour inspections and litter collection.

Disadvantages -
e Action would have minimal affect in preventing incidents of anti-
social behaviour etc.
Current Status / Comment
¢ Presently laneways are inspected on average once a month.
e Option unlikely to abate current problems.

Option 4 - Install lockable gates at both entrances to the lane
Benefits —
e Gates increase difficulty of unauthorised access when closed.

Disadvantages -
e Gates will not prevent determined unauthorised access when
closed.

e Could create an expectation that Council will implement the same
measures in other laneways.

e Ongoing responsibility and cost of daily opening and closing of
gates.

Current Status / Comment

e Presently there are pedestrian maze / barriers installed at each
end of lane.

e The estimated cost to manufacture and install two gates would
$5,000.
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e There is also the ongoing cost of cost for the daily
opening/closing of the gates.

Option 5- Install CCTV Security Camera/s.
Benefits —
e Increased privacy.
¢ Increased difficulty to scale fence to gain unauthorised entry into
adjoining property.

Disadvantages -
o Limited benefit likely to be achieved.
e Property owners could install their own CCTV within their property.

Current Status / Comment
e Remote CCTV requires the transmission of images back to base
and continual monitoring.
e The cost associated with this option has not been determined.
e Considered to have limited benefit in deterring offenders.

Option 6 - Cut back over hanging vegetation encroaching into lane
(Refer attachment 3).
Benefits —
e Improves line of sight.

Disadvantages -
¢ Affects the structure / appearance of the vegetation.
Current Status / Comment
e Presently there is vegetation overhanging into the lane, potential
to slight impact on line of sight.
e Option supported.
e Works could be undertaken as part of programmed works.

Option 7 - Encourage the local Neighbourhood Watch group to
undertake passive surveillance of the lane.
Benefits —
e Increased level of passive surveillance may result in an increase
in the number of incidents reported to Police and possible
apprehension of offenders.

Disadvantages -

¢ No disadvantage identified.
Current Status / Comment

e Limited effectiveness.

Option 8 - Encourage residents to report any incidents of anti-social
behaviour, property damage / vandalism etc, to Police.
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Benefits —
e Local Police become aware of Policing issues.
¢ Intelligence Unit compiles incident statistics.

Disadvantages -
¢ No disadvantage identified.
Current Status / Comment
e Limited effectiveness.
e Police are usually notified post the incident.

Advice from the Victoria Police concerning abatement procedures to stem
the anti-social behaviour in vicinity of Catterick Lane, Traralgon.

Officer’s received advice from the Senior Sergeant based at the Traralgon
Police Station that the Police Intelligence Unit has no record of any
extraordinary anti-social issues in the area. Police rely upon the public
notifying them of issues surrounding anti-social behaviour, etc and urge
the general public to report such; otherwise Police are not aware of any
issues.

The Senior Sergeant also advised that it was their role to deal with policing
matters and that they do not have a position as to whether the lane should
be sold, nor do they want to get involved in any potential dispute over land
use.

It is stated in the Application Letter “Over the past two years there has
been several incidents involving the laneway next to my property on which
two occasions the police were called out.”

General comment

In all previous laneway closure requests, the common theme has been
that laneways create a place for anti-social behaviour, present
opportunities for undetected property damage/vandalism, theft, and/or
unauthorised entry into adjoining properties. These claims are again
made by the proponents for the closure of the laneway. Council received
specific details from one of the applicants who spoke in support of the
Catterick Lane closure at earlier Council meetings.

Council has discontinued a number of laneways in the past. The most
recent being in April 2012 when the Blundell Court / Grey Street laneway
in Traralgon was discontinued. Officers are not aware of any complaints
following the closure of the Blundell Laneway and the feedback from the
adjoining property owners has been positive.

It also is noted that in 2003 Council discontinued and sold a section of
another laneway connecting Webb and Washington Streets, approximate
200 metres north of Catterick Lane, refer attachment 2. The extension of
the Webb and Washington Street laneway that links Washington Street
and Bernard Avenue remains open to pedestrians.

It is calculated that using Garibaldi Street instead of Catterick Lane would
add an additional 170 metres to a pedestrian journey. This is an additional
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distance of 85 metres from Garibaldi Street to both laneway entrances on
Bernard Avenue and Washington Street.

Contemporary planning conventions, supported by the Local Planning
Policies and the Municipal Strategic Statement would not support narrow
pedestrian laneways being incorporated into a new residential subdivision.
Pedestrian paths provided in new subdivisions are designed and
constructed as part of a wider public open space area as there is greater
visibility to improve public safety.

Pursuant to Section 206 and Schedule 10 Clause 3 of the Local
Government Act 1989, Council is empowered to discontinue a road
reserve or part thereof and if it desires sell the land whether or not it is the
registered owner.
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In the event Council was to discontinue this section of laneway and sells
the land, it is considered that this would only cause minor inconvenience
to any pedestrian traffic that currently uses the laneway. There are
alternate routes available for pedestrians that link Washington Street and
Bernard Avenue including via Garibaldi Street and Princes Street.
Accordingly this section of Catterick Lane is not considered crucial to the
road network.

FINANCIAL, RISK AND RESOURCES IMPLICATIONS

Risk has been considered as part of this report and it is considered to be
consistent with the Risk Management Plan 2011-2014.

There are financial implications associated with a number of the
alternatives to closing the laneway as detailed above. These range from
the very expensive such as installation of street light, gates and CCTV
through to the less expensive option of cutting back of overhanging
vegetation or the no cost options of Neighbourhood Watch passive
surveillance and/or reporting incidents to the Police.

The option of discontinuing and selling part of Catterick Lane would result
in small saving to Council by reduced ongoing inspections and
maintenance costs. This action would also remove the potential for any
public liability claim resulting from injury to persons or damage to property.

Costs associated with the statutory process to discontinue the laneway is
minimal, being the cost of an order published in the Victorian Government
Gazette.

All other reasonable costs associated with the sale of the discontinue
laneway such as survey and legal costs associated with the transfer of the
land would be borne by the applicants.

If Council proceeds with the discontinuance and sale of the land, an
independent valuation will be obtained to determine the market value of
the land in accordance with the Local Government Act 1989, the Sale of
Council Property Policy and the Local Government Best Practise
Guideline for the Sale, Exchange & Transfer of Land.
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INTERNAL/EXTERNAL CONSULTATION
Engagement Method Used:

Council has undertaken the following community consultation:

e Application referred within Council Administration, no objection to
the proposed discontinuance and sale of land.

¢ Public Notices were published in the Latrobe Valley Express
Thursday 6 December 2012, Monday 10 December 2012 and
Monday 7 January 2013,

e A letter inviting comment from Kosciuszko Primary School was
mailed on the 12 December, 2012,

e On the 11 December, 2012 letters were mailed to property owners
within a target area east of the Traralgon Sports Stadium and
Kosciuszko Primary School, south of Garibaldi Street and west of
Ambrose Avenue. In total, 109 letters were sent to residential
properties as the occupants were potential users of the laneway as
it offers a direct line access to both the Traralgon Sports Stadium
and the Kosciuszko Primary School,
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e Three laminated public notices were attached to fences in Catterick
Lane,

e Contact made with a Senior Sergeant at the Traralgon Police
Station relating to the abatement procedure for the vicinity of
Catterick Lane, Traralgon to stem the anti social behaviour in the
area.

Details of Community Consultation / Results of Engagement:

Council undertook community consultation following the Ordinary Council
Meeting held the 3 December 2012, and the Ordinary Council Meeting
held the 4 February 2013. In response to this process Council received a
total of five submissions, commentary is provided in the Background
section of this report. Community support for and against the closure of
the laneway is detailed below:

Community Support - Against Closure For Closure
Applicants - 2
Submission received 3 -

following 3 December
2012 Council Meeting.

Submission received 1 1
following 4 February
2013 Council Meeting.

Totals 4 3
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AdVvice from Victoria Police concerning abatement procedures to stem
anti-social behaviour in the vicinity of the Catterick Lane.

As detailed in the Issues section above, a Senior Sergeant based at the
Traralgon Police Station advised that the Police Intelligence Unit has no
record of any extraordinary anti-social issues in the area. Police rely upon
the public notifying them of issues surrounding anti-social behaviour, etc
and urge the general public to report such; otherwise Police are not aware
of any issues.

The Senior Sergeant also advised that it was their role to deal with policing
matters and that they do not have a position as to whether the lane should
be sold, nor do they want to get involved in any potential dispute over land
use.
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OPTIONS
Council may resolve to either:

1. Resolve not to discontinue Catterick Lane and implement one or more
of the measures identified in the table above, eg:

e Cut back over hanging vegetation encroaching into lane,

e Encourage the local Neighbourhood Watch group to undertake
passively surveillance of the lane, and/or

e Encourage residents to report any incidents of anti-social
behaviour, property damage / vandalism etc, to Police.

2. Discontinue the section of Catterick Lane and sell the land to the
adjoining property owners,

The effectiveness of Option 1 in resolving the issues associated with
Catterick Lane will only be minimal and not likely to prevent the ongoing
problems detailed by the applicants.

CONCLUSION

There are inherent and ongoing problems associated with narrow
pedestrian laneways in residential areas. The purported problems
associated with the Catterick Lane are not supported by details held by the
Police Intelligence Unit, they are however consistent with claims made
when previous requests for laneway closures have been received.

Narrow laneways are no longer provided in new residential subdivisions as
current planning conventions and regulations do not support such narrow
passages between walls, hedges or fences. Pedestrian links in new
subdivisions form part of the wider public open space areas.

As stated in the Options section above, the measures identified are not
deemed as sufficient to abate the ongoing problems associated with this
section of Catterick Lane.
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Whereas the provision of lockable gates, improved lighting and/or
installation of CCTV are not supported for reasons of limited effectiveness
and the associated manufacturing, installation and operational costs
including opening/closing of gates, monitoring of CCTV, etc. Such action
could also create a precedence and an expectation in the community that
Council would implement similar measures in other laneways where
residents experience anti-social behaviour, property damage/vandalism,
theft and unauthorised entry.

Council has completed the statutory requirements that allow the possible
discontinue and sale of part of Catterick Lane, Traralgon.

It is considered that, on balance that having given public notice and
considered submissions received, it is appropriate for Council to resolve
that this section of Catterick Lane is no longer required for public traffic
and discontinue the road.
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Attachments

1. Application Letter

2. Locality Plan

3. Photo of Catterick Lane - Washington St through to Bernard Ave
4. Submission received following 3 December 2012 Council Meeting
5. Submission received following 4 February 2013 Council Meeting.

RECOMMENDATION

1. That Council having considered submissions received,
forms the opinion that the section of Catterick Lane
between Bernard Avenue and Washington Street
Traralgon is not reasonably required for pedestrian
access.

2. Further, Council resolves pursuant to Section 206 and
Schedule 10 Clause 3 of the Local Government Act 1989
to sell by private treaty that part of Catterick Lane
between Bernard Avenue and Washington Street
Traralgon.

3. That a notice be published in the Government Gazette to
formally discontinue the section of Catterick Lane
between Bernard Avenue and Washington Street
Traralgon.

4. That pursuant to the Sale of Council Property Policy the
Chief Executive Officer is authorised to enter into
Contracts of Sale and sign and seal Transfer of Land
Documents to dispose of this section of Catterick Lane,
Traralgon.

5. That Council advise those persons who provided written
submission of Council’s decision in this matter.
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ATTACHMENT 1

9.1 POTENTIAL ROAD DISCONTINUANCE AND SALE OF LAND - PART CATTERICK
LANE, TRARALGON - Application Letter

13/06/12
To Whom It May Concern

Over the past two years there has been several incidents involving the laneway
next to my property on which two occasions the police were catled out.

We have had vandalism to the laneway, people drinking in the lane at night,
throwing rocks from the lane on our roof were on one occasion my house
window was smashed, a drunk person trespassing on our property and tools
stolen from my work ute when parked in my drive way alongside the laneway,
after speaking to my neighbours they have told me some simular storeys.

Because of these repeated incidents | have spoken to Henry Morrison from
Latrobe City Council about applying to have the concerned laneway closed, he
was very helpful and informative when speaking to him about this matter.

I have spoken to all neighbours concerned about this matter and the owners of
38 Washington st and 13 Bernard av are happy to share the cost to purchase
the land from the council if possible to see the laneway closed.

If there is any questions about this matter you would like to speak to me about
please feel free to callmeon - ~ I thank you for your time and look
forward to your response.
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ATTACHMENT 2

LANE, TRARALGON - Locality Plan
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ATTACHMENT 3 9.1 POTENTIAL ROAD DISCONTINUANCE AND SALE OF LAND - PART CATTERICK
LANE, TRARALGON - Photo of Catterick Lane - Washington St through to Bernard Ave




ATTACHMENT 4 9.1 POTENTIAL ROAD DISCONTINUANCE AND SALE OF LAND - PART CATTERICK
LANE, TRARALGON - Submission received following 3 December 2012 Council Meeting

Henry Morrison

From: Bruce M <brucel1_80@yahoo.com>
Sent: Monday, 1 April 2013 9:37 PM

To: Henry Morrison

Subject: Closure part Catterick Lane Traralgon

Your Ref: HIM:CA
Dear Henry,
I write in response to your letter dated 6 March 2013.

Firstly I would like to thank Council for the opportunity to comment on the proposed closure of the
laneway between Bernard Avenue and Washington Street.

I would however certainly question the section of the report presented to Council on 4th February
2013, where it advised that this lane is "not reasonably required for pedestrian access".

Since moving to Traralgon, I have found these laneways to be a great feature and regularly use them
when out walking.

I would be very concerned about the precedent this would set if this laneway was to be sold by
Council. Would it then set the fate of all the other similar laneways in Traralgon?

I can understand Councils interest in selling off these laneways. It would of course provide income to
Council and additionally it would negate any need for Council to maintain the laneways.
I believe the main concern with the state of many of the laneways is in fact, the lack of maintenance.

I believe here has been a lack of maintenance by residents and Council to maintain the condition of
the fencing bordering the laneways. In addition to overhanging and overgrown vegetation and rubbish
that is often left on the ground of the laneways. (Although, Ive found this to be definitely one of the
better maintained laneways).

So it would be nice if Council was prepared to demonstrate a greater commitment to maintain the
laneways and the unique benefits and feature they provide to Traralgon.

Regards

Bruce Mapperson

29 Washington Street
Traralgon

Vic 3844
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ATTACHMENT 5 9.1 POTENTIAL ROAD DISCONTINUANCE AND SALE OF LAND - PART CATTERICK
LANE, TRARALGON - Submission received following 4 February 2013 Council Meeting.

TRARALGON VIC 3844

23 March 2013 LATROBE CITY COUNCIL

INFORMATION MANAGEMENT

Mir Heﬂw Maorrison BECEIVED
Latrobe City Council .
P O Box 264 1 APR 7613

MORWELL VIC 3340 ??TOIT-{ oo ) No:l — 5

CatmentsiCopias Carnulated fo;

Dear Mr Morrison

] Copy regrsterod in DataVerke T invence forwarded o sceounts | -

CLOSURE OF PART CAYTERICK LANE, TRARALGON

| refer to your letier dated 6 March 2013 advising of proposed closure for the ahove lane way
and seeking community consultation.

I would like to advise that we fully support the proposal to this lane as we believe there is
very minimal use of this laneway and therefore minimal impact to the community. There is
also alternate access to surrounding routes and the clase of this iane would stop vandalism
and unsociable behaviour,

We do not wish to address Council and speak in support of our submission.

Yours sincerely
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ATTACHMENT 5 9.1 POTENTIAL ROAD DISCONTINUANCE AND SALE OF LAND - PART CATTERICK

LANE, TRARALGON - Submission received following 4 February 2013 Council Meeting.

Henry Morrison

From: i

Sent: Monday, 1 Apill 2010 ».37 PM

To: . Henry Morrison

Subject: Clasure part Catterick Lane Traralgon

Your Ref: HIM:CA

Dear Henry,
I write in responsa to your letter dated 6 March 2013.

Firstly I would like to thank Council for the apportunity to comment on the proposed closure of the
laneway between Bernard Avenue and Washington Street,

1 would however certainly question the section of the report presented to Council on 4th February
2013, where it advised that this lane is "neot reasonably required for pedestrian access".

Since moving to Traralgon, I have found thase laneways to be a great feature and regularly use them
when out walking.

I would be very concerned about the precedent this would set if this laneway was to be sold by
Council. Would it then set the fate of all the ather similar faneways in Traralgon?

1 can understand Councils interest in selling off these lansways. It would of course provide income to
Council and additionally it would negate any need for Council to maintain the laneways.
I believe the main concern with the state of many of the laneways is in fact, the lack of maintenance.

I betieve here has been a lack of maintenance by residents and Council to maintain the condition of
the fencing berdering the laneways. In addition to overhanging and overgrown vegetation and rubbish
that is often left on the ground of the laneways, (Although, Tve found Lhis to be definitely one of the
bettar maintained laneways).

So it would be nice If Councii was prepared to demonstrate a greater commitment to maintain the
laneways and the unique benefits and feature they provide to Traralgon,

Regards
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9.2 SALE OF LATROBE CITY COUNCIL NATIVE VEGETATION
OFESETS TO EXTERNAL PERMIT APPLICANT, MARYVALE
PRIVATE HOSPITAL, SEPTEMBER 2013

General Manager Economic Sustainability

For Decision

PURPOSE

The purpose of this report is to present to Council the results from the
community consultation for the sale of Latrobe City Council native
vegetation offsets in Crinigan Bushland Reserve to an external permit
applicant, Maryvale Private Hospital, and seek approval to proceed with
the sale.

DECLARATION OF INTEREST

No officer declared an interest under the Local Government Act 1989 in
the preparation of this report.

STRATEGIC FRAMEWORK

This report is consistent with Latrobe 2026: The Community Vision for
Latrobe Valley and the Latrobe City Council Plan 2013-2017.

Latrobe 2026: The Community Vision for Latrobe Valley

Strategic Objectives - Natural Environment

In 2026, Latrobe Valley enjoys a beautiful natural environment that is
managed and protected with respect to ensure a lasting legacy for future
generations.

Strategic Objectives - Governance

In 2026, Latrobe Valley has a reputation for conscientious leadership and
governance, strengthened by an informed and engaged community,
committed to enriching local decision making.

Latrobe City Council Plan 2013 - 2017

Theme and Objectives

Theme 2: Affordable and sustainable facilities, services and recreation
Theme 3: Efficient, effective and accountable governance
Theme 4: Advocacy for and consultation with our community

Strategic Direction — Natural Environment

Work with stakeholders to maintain and enhance the natural environment
and biodiversity of Latrobe City and the region.
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Strategy — Natural Environment
Natural Environment Sustainability Strategy 2008-2013.

Key Strategic Actions

Implement actions from the Natural Environment Sustainability Strategy
2008-2013 to achieve identified biodiversity and sustainability outcomes.

BACKGROUND

Council has been approached, as the land owner of Crinigan Bushland
Reserve, to consider a proposal to use the Reserve as a native vegetation
offset option. This involves the sale of native vegetation offsets to an
external permit applicant, Maryvale Private Hospital. There is a good
nexus for Maryvale Private Hospital using the Crinigan Bushland Reserve
for its native vegetation offsets.
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The environmental outcomes of the sale of Latrobe City Council native
vegetation offsets to external permit applicants are most likely to be
positive, with the offset being managed appropriately and areas of Council
bushland protected in perpetuity and managed to a higher environmental
standard.

The Crinigan Bushland Reserve has a whole of reserve management plan
(Practical Ecology P/L), which is reviewed every 5 years. A 10 year offset
management plan must be developed as a requirement of DEPI if the
offset agreement proceeds. Both plans will have a common objective of
biodiversity conservation, and annual works programs.

Latrobe City Council has not undertaken the sale of native vegetation
offsets to an external permit applicant before and does not have an
adopted position, policy or procedure in place to govern the process or
arrangements, as the land owner.

However, the proposal for the sale of a Latrobe City Council native
vegetation offset in Crinigan Bushland Reserve to Maryvale Private
Hospital could proceed after consideration of community comments, as a
one-off case study to inform and assist in shaping a future Council policy
or position.

At its Ordinary Meeting on 15 July 2013 Council resolved:

1. That Council seek community comment on the sale of Latrobe City
Council native vegetation offsets in Crinigan Bushland Reserve to
Maryvale Private Hospital, for a period of 4 weeks.

2.  That a report be presented to Council for consideration following the
community consultation period, including submissions for
consideration

3. That Council officers commence the investigation and development
of a Council policy or position on the sale of native vegetation offsets
to external permit applicants.
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Preliminary Consultation

Initial discussions commenced in February 2013 regarding native
vegetation offsets in Crinigan Bushland Reserve and have been held with
the Department of Environment and Primary Industries (DEPI), Maryvale
Private Hospital consultant project manager, planning consultant,
environmental consultant and council officers concerning the feasibility of
the concept and proposal. This has included site meetings.

DEPI agree that there is a good nexus to use the Crinigan Bushland
Reserve for the required offsets and the high value vegetation should be
retained within the municipality.

A 10 year offset management plan is required if the proposal goes ahead.
This plan must be endorsed by DEPI. The plan will be developed by a
consultant on behalf of Council, paid for by the developer, in consultation
with the Committee of Management and Friends Group. This plan must
meet minimum criteria determined by DEPI under the Planning and
Environment Act 1987.

Preliminary discussions were held with the Crinigan Bushland Reserve
Committee of Management on 4 July 2013 to advise them of the proposal,
provide information regarding the community consultation opportunities
and process being undertaken by Council.
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Questions and discussions from the Crinigan Bushland Reserve
Committee primarily focussed on:

. The financial benefit to the Reserve and use of the additional funds.
These funds must be used to maintain and enhance the designated
offset area of the Reserve.

o Public access and use of the Reserve does not change if it is to be
used as native vegetation offset.

o The native vegetation that Maryvale Private Hospital want to remove
is the same class and of similar ecological value as that in the
Crinigan Bushland Reserve. Using the Reserve meets the
requirements of DEPI and makes sure the local environment and
community receive a benefit.

o Council officers give in-principle support for the proposal as there is a
good nexus between the Hospital and the Reserve, and the
environmental outcomes for the Reserve would be positive.

o If Council decides to proceed then legal agreements will be drawn up
between Latrobe City Council and Maryvale Private Hospital (the
developer), and Latrobe City and DEPI (the regulator) to honour the
requirements under this arrangement, including payment, a caveat
being placed on the Reserve title showing the area of the offset and
the development of a 10 year offset management plan. The offset
area cannot be used twice.

o The key implications of using the Reserve to offset native vegetation
removal include the requirement for a 10 year offset management
plan to be developed and actively implemented to the satisfaction of
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DEPI and a permanent change in status of the offset land; the costs
associated with these actions would be paid for by the developer.

o The developer has a number of different options for offsetting native
vegetation removal. Using Crinigan Bushland Reserve is currently
their preferred option, but they are also investigating other options.

o As Council has not entered into an offsetting arrangement with a
developer before, the decision on whether or not to do so must be a
formal decision of Council.

. A report detailing the proposal and explaining a native vegetation
offset was prepared by Council officers and presented to the 15 July
2013 Council meeting. A copy of the report is available on the
Latrobe City website.
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o A further report must be presented to Council for consideration
following the community consultation period, including submissions
for consideration.

This report provides the results of the four week community consultation
period.

ISSUES
Community Consultation Process

Following the Council resolution on 15 July 2013, a community
consultation period commenced (22 July - 19 August 2013).

Advertisements where placed in The Latrobe Valley Express council
notice board once a week, for a four week period informing the community
of the proposal, where to obtain further information, a contact name and
number to discuss the proposal, and inviting them to make a submission.

Information was posted on the Latrobe City Council website ‘Have your
say’tab including a ‘Frequently Asked Questions’ information sheet
(attachment 1) and the 15 July 2013 Council report.

A posting was made by Latrobe City officers on the Friends of Crinigan
Bushland Reserve and Edward Hunter Friends Group Facebook sites
informing the Groups of the community consultation period, how to access
information and make a submission.

Flyers were placed on the notice boards at the Crinigan Bushland Reserve
and the proposal was included as an agenda item at the Committee of
Management meeting.

Five submissions have been received. All have elements in support for the
proposal (attachment 2).

Questions received within the submissions are tabulated below with a
corresponding officer response/comment.
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Question from Friends Group within
their submission.

Officer Response/Comment

Will there be another layer of
bureaucracy that will have to deal with in
order to get things done?

Work undertaken by the Friends Group
would be required to go through the
same process as currently; the
Committee of Management and Latrobe
City Council.

Will the management requirements of the
offset be different to the remaining areas
of the reserve and where and how wiill
the area be defined?

The physical area will be determined by,
and indicated within, the 10 year offset
management plan. Works in the area of
the offset with be funded by, and audited
against the 10 year offset management
plan. The management objectives of the
entire reserve will remain the same.

Will the Friends be consulted by the so
called experts about the management
changes? Basically, will the friends taken
seriously and be treated as partners in
this arrangement or be ignored?

Latrobe City Council welcomes the input
from the Friends Group and will consult
with both the Committee of Management
and Friends Group during the
development of the 10 year offset
management plan. Final decision
remains that of council, regulated by
DEPI.

What about the area that is actually
going to be changed by the building site
(and the fire protection zone), around the
hospital. Who and how will this area be
managed and defined? (Will there be a
fence?) What part will be friends play in
this process?

This is the responsibility of Maryvale
Private Hospital. These matters can be
discussed with Maryvale Private
Hospital. Maryvale Private Hospital has a
representative on the Committee of
Management.

Will the public be excluded (friends
included) from this area? What benefits
will the patients and staff at Maryvale
Hospital attain from the additions? Could
a special wheel chair friendly track be
incorporated into the fire protection area?

This is the responsibility of Maryvale
Private Hospital.

It seems the reserve is being encroached
upon from all side; this just looks like
another example of the loss of native
vegetation not a gain. Will the reserve be
used for another offsets in the future?

The same native vegetation offset area
can only be used for this purpose once.
Council is developing a policy regarding
the use of Council land for native
vegetation offsets. The native vegetation
within the offset area is protected and
managed at a higher level within the
reserve, via additional funds and
auditing.

There is an urgent need to improve
security of the whole reserve not just the
offset. Motorbikes, 4WDs, unsupervised
feral animals and children, rubbish
dumping, firewood pilfering, vandalism
and damage to fences and gates are a
constant issue. The only way to protect
the offset is to improve the security of the
whole reserve.

This comment will be considered in the
development of the 10 year offset
management plan and the whole of
reserve management plan, which is
reviewed every 5 years.
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Question from the Committee of
Management within their submission

Officer Response

Who will be responsible for the
management of the offset site?

Ultimately, as the land owner, Council
enters into the offset agreement and is
responsible for the management of the
offset site and sees that the offset area is
management in accordance with the 10
year offset management plan. Council
will continue to manage the reserve
together with the Committee of
Management and the Friends Group.

To what extent will the DEPI be involved
in the management of the offset and will
that involvement have any implications
on how the site is currently managed?

DEPI as the responsible authority will
have to endorse the 10 year offset
management plan, and will undertake
audits to see that the actions in the plan
are being carried out.

The acting consultants for the
development at the hospital make
reference to the Practical Ecology
Management Review for the reserve; in
this they outline an action plan for the
management of the reserve. Will this still
be valid?

The management objectives across the
entire reserve remain the same. The
whole of reserve management plan will
remain valid throughout the offset area,
however the 10 year offset management
plan will take precedence where the two
are in conflict. The whole of reserve
management plan is due for review in
2016.

Who will fund the development of the
new 10 year management plan for the
offset site? And what happens after the
10 years?

The developer will incur all costs for the
development of the 10 year offset
management plan. After the 10 years the
additional offset funds will be exhausted
and the entire reserve will be managed
under the whole of reserve management
plan, respecting the offset area.

Will any of the proposed additional
funding for the offset site compromise the
current level of funding received from the
Latrobe City for the management of the
reserve?

No, the funding for the offset
management will be additional to the
current Latrobe City Council funding. The
Committee of Management will be
required to undertake the same
application process for Council funding
as they do currently.

With the CBR committee of management
have an input into the management of
the hospital fire protection zones?

This is the responsibility of Maryvale
Private Hospital. These matters can be
discussed with Maryvale Private
Hospital. Maryvale Private Hospital has a
representative on the Committee of
Management.

Where exactly will the offset boundaries
be? Will the committee have any say in
where the boundary will be? Wouldn't it
be wise to include the high value species
of significance within the offset area?

The exact offset boundaries will be
determined via the development of the
10 year offset management plan. Council
welcomes the input from the Committee
of Management and will consult with both
the Committee of Management and
Friends Group during the development of
the 10 year offset management plan.
Final decision remains that of council,
regulated by DEPI.
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Question from the Committee of Officer Response

Management within their submission

Will there be explanatory information This will be considered in the
provided to inform the public of the development of the 10 year offset

altered status of the offset section of the | management plan.
reserve and what will be permitted within
that site, i.e. new or additional signage.
Will there be an opportunity to transplant | This can be discussed with Maryvale
any native plants of worth from within the | Private Hospital.

proposed fire protection area prior to the
clearing/slashing, efc.

Will there be further opportunity to raise Council welcomes the input from the
these (further questions) as the process | Committee of Management and will
proceeds? consult with both the Committee of
Management and Friends Group during
the development of the 10 year offset
management plan. Final decision
remains that of council, regulated by
DEPI.
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FINANCIAL, RISK AND RESOURCES IMPLICATIONS

Risk has been considered as part of this report and it is considered to be
consistent with the Risk Management Plan 2011-2014.

Should Council choose to proceed with the proposal, a legal agreement
will be entered into with Maryvale Private Hospital to meet the
requirements of the native vegetation offset and level of protection,
including a 10 year offset management plan. All reasonable costs involved
with this proposal would be borne by the applicant.

Council has obtained an independent assessment review of the
methodology (attachment 3) used to calculate the financial costs of
managing the offset. The review highlights areas requiring transparency in
the calculation, some of which will be determined with the development of
the 10 year offset management plan.

Currently the estimated cost provided by the consultant is $49,176.87 for
the management plan implementation component of the offset. However
further work is required by the applicant and council to agree on the
calculation method and exact costs as highlighted in the independent
assessment report.

The financial contributions that must be made by the applicant to enhance
and maintain the offset will be further established once the 10 year
management plan has been written and accepted by DEPI.

These funds are allocated for the maintenance and management of the
offset for a 10 year period.

The management of the native vegetation offsets would be governed by a
legal framework overseen by DEPI. Planning permit conditions will also
govern the requirement for an offset management plan.
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INTERNAL/EXTERNAL CONSULTATION

Engagement Method Used:

o Public notices placed in the Latrobe Valley Express on Monday 22
July, Monday 29 July, Monday 5 August and Monday 12 August
2013.

o Public notice and information placed on council’s website.
o Public notice placed in the Crinigan Bushland Reserve notice boards
o Posting on Friends of Crinigan Bushland Reserve Facebook site

o Agenda item and discussion at Council’s Crinigan Bushland Reserve
Committee of Management meeting.
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Details of Community Consultation / Results of Engagement:

Five submissions were received during the consultation period
(attachment 2).

One phone inquiry was received asking if there would be any change to
the ability for the public to access the Reserve as a result of the proposal.
The caller was informed that the Reserve access will not change.

OPTIONS
The following options are available to Council:

1.  Enter into a formal agreement for Maryvale Private Hospital to use
Crinigan Bushland Reserve meet the requirements of the native
vegetation offset. This includes applying the appropriate level of
protection under the DEPI guidelines, agreeing on costs calculation,
a 10 year management plan and payment of funds. All costs involved
with this proposal would be borne by the applicant, or

2.  Not enter into a formal agreement for Maryvale Private Hospital to
use Crinigan Bushland Reserve to meet the requirements of the
native vegetation offset.

CONCLUSION

Council has been approached, as the land owner of Crinigan Bushland
Reserve, to consider a proposal to use the Reserve as a native vegetation
offset option. This involves the sale of native vegetation offsets to an
external permit applicant, Maryvale Private Hospital. There is a good
nexus for Maryvale Private Hospital using the Crinigan Bushland Reserve
for its native vegetation offsets.

The environmental outcomes of the sale of Latrobe City Council native
vegetation offsets to external permit applicants are positive, with the area
of Council bushland protected in perpetuity and managed to a higher
environmental standard.

The Crinigan Bushland Reserve has a whole of reserve management plan
(Practical Ecology P/L), which is reviewed every 5 years. A 10 year offset
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management plan must be developed as a requirement of DEPI if the
offset agreement proceeds. Both plans will have a common objective of
biodiversity conservation, and annual works programs.

This 10 year offset management plan must be endorsed by DEPI. The
plan will be developed by a consultant on behalf of Council, paid for by the
developer, in consultation with the Committee of Management and Friends
Group. This plan must meet minimum criteria determined by DEPI under
the Planning and Environment Act 1987.

Public access to the Reserve will remain and, if Council proceed with the
proposal, additional funds will be available to enhance and maintain the
reserve, managed through the Committee of Management in accordance
with the 10 year offset management plan.

Five submissions were received during the four week community
consultation period with some questions and concern but considered to be
in support of the proposal to use the Reserve for a native vegetation
offset.

Attachments

1. FAQ's Native Vegetateion Offsets in Crinigan Bushland Reserve

2. Submissions

3. Independent desktop review of methodology to caluculate costs for native
vegetation offsets

RECOMMENDATION

1. That Council resolve to enter into an agreement with
Maryvale Private Hospital to use the Crinigan Bushland
Reserve for their native vegetation offset.

2. That the Chief Executive Officer is authorised to enter into
Contract of Sale and sign and seal for agreement of native
vegetation offsets at Crinigan Bushland Reserve to Maryvale
Private Hospital.

3. That Council advise those persons who provided written
submission of Council’s decision in this matter.
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Where is Crinigan Bushland Reserve?

The Crinigan Bushland Reserve is located between Maryvale Road and Fairway Drive, Morwell.
The Reserve includes 39 ha of natural bushland with a number of walking tracks, dams, picnic
areas, barbeques, shelters and notice boards.
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What is a native vegetation offset?

A native vegetation offset is works or other actions to compensate for the loss of native vegetation
arising from the removal of native vegetation allowed as part of a planning permit.

An offset needs to achieve a gain in the quality and quantity of native vegetation commensurate
with the native vegetation lost, and be secure and ongoing.

An offset may be an area of existing remnant vegetation that is protected and managed; an area
that is revegetated and protected; an area that is set aside for regeneration or restoration, or any
combination of the above.

Why does Maryvale Private Hospital want to do this?

Under the State government Planning and Environment Act (1987) and Victoria’s Native
Vegetation Management: A Framework for Action (2002) if native vegetation is to be removed for
development or construction, the permit applicant must demonstrate efforts to avoid, minimise and
offset such removal.

Where the avoid and minimise option have been exhausted, offset options must be achieved.
There are legal frameworks that allow developers/permit applicants to sign over their offset
requirements to a third party land owner for an agreed amount of money. This arrangement
reduces the developers/permit applicants risk and streamlines the process, and the landowner
takes over the ongoing legal responsibility for ensuring the effective management of the offset.

Why use the Crinigan Bushland Reserve?

The native vegetation that Maryvale Private Hospital want to remove is the same class and of
similar ecological value as that in the Crinigan Bushland Reserve. Using the Reserve meets the
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requirements of the Department of Environment and Primary Industries (DEPI) and makes sure the
local environment and community receive a benefit.

Does Maryvale Private Hospital have to use Crinigan Bushland Reserve?

No, Maryvale Private Hospital can find a native vegetation offset in any location that meets the
requirements of the Department of Environment and Primary Industries (DEPI).

What has to happen to have the native vegetation offset in the Reserve?

Council will have to make a decision if they want to go ahead with the proposal to use the Reserve
for a native vegetation offset. They will do this at a Council Meeting after considering all the
information and the community comment made through submissions.

If Council decide to proceed then a legal agreement must be drawn up between Latrobe City
Council and Maryvale Private Hospital (the developer) with all the conditions included. Conditions
will include a caveat being placed on the Reserve title showing the area of the offset and detailing
that it will be managed for conservation purposes and protected for at least another 100 years. The
offset area cannot be used twice.

How much will this cost Council?

Placing a native vegetation offset in the Reserve should have no financial cost to Council. All the
costs for the setup of the offset (preparation of a 10 year management plan, legal costs, etc.) and
10 years of maintenance are paid for by Maryvale Private Hospital.

There is a formula used to calculate the cost to maintain and improve the native vegetation for 10
years as required by the management plan.

What happens with the money that Council gets?

The money paid to Council from Maryvale Private Hospital for the offset and its maintenance must
be spent on the Reserve to maintain and improve the native vegetation. It cannot be used for other
Council activities.

Can I still use the Crinigan Bushland Reserve if there is a native vegetation offset in the
Reserve?

Yes. Use and access to the Reserve does not change because there is a native vegetation offset
within it. You will still be able to enjoy the Reserve as you do now.

Does the land still belong to Council?
Yes. The ownership of the land does not change. The Reserve is still owned by Council.
Will the Reserve look different?

No, but the Reserve should look better over time as there is more money available to spend on
improvements to native vegetation such as weed and pest animal control, protection, etc.

How big is the native vegetation offset area in the Reserve?
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The area of the native vegetation offset required to be managed is approximately 19 hectares,
which is about half the Reserve.

How will this affect me?

There will be no direct effect on you as a user of the Reserve or a nearby resident. The 19
hectares of native vegetation within Crinigan Bushland Reserve will be given added protection and
improvement for you to enjoy into the future.

What are the benefits of doing this?

The environmental outcomes of the sale of Latrobe City Council native vegetation offsets to
external permit applicants are most likely to be positive, with the offset being managed
appropriately and areas of Council bushland protected in perpetuity and managed to a higher
environmental standard.

Why is Council asking for feedback?

Council has been approached, as the land owner of Crinigan Bushland Reserve, to consider a
proposal to use the Reserve as a native vegetation offset.

Council has not entered into an arrangement of this type previously and does not have an adopted
position, policy or procedure to govern the process or arrangements. Council want to know what
the community thinks about using Crinigan Bushland Reserve for a native vegetation offset.

What if Council decides not to go ahead with this proposal?

If, after receiving community feedback, Council decides not to go ahead with this proposal,
Maryvale Private Hospital will seek a native vegetation offset in a different location. Crinigan
Bushland Reserve will continue to be managed by Council in line with its current management
plan; to conserve and enhance existing biodiversity assets, and provide quality passive recreation
opportunities for local residents and the local community.

What happens next?

Submissions are open for 4 weeks, closing Monday 19 August 2013 at 5.00 pm

How do | make a submission?

Written submissions on the proposal can be provided to Deirdre Griepsma, Manager Natural
Environment Sustainability, via email deirdre.griepsma@latrobe.vic.gov.au or post PO Box 264,
Morwell VIC 3840.

All submissions will be considered public unless stated otherwise.

What if | have more questions?

To read the report that was presented to Council on 15 July 2013 about this go to

www.latrobe.vic.gov.au/criniganbushland or contact Jane LLoyd, Coordinator Environment
Sustainability on (03) 5128 6100 or via email jane.lloyd@latrobe.vic.gov.au.
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What can | do if | want to be more involved with the Reserve?

You can contact the Crinigan Bushland Reserve Committee of Management or find out more about
how to become involved with looking after the Reserve at
www.latrobe.vic.gov.au/Our_Services/Our_Facilities_and Centres/Our_Facilities/Crinigan_Bushla
nd_Reserve

Crinigan Bushland Reserve has an active Friends Group and a Facebook page.
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Deirdre Griepsma

From: Anne Roberts <anne@melindarcberts.com.au>
Sent: Monday, 5 August 2013 3:53 PM

To: Deirdre Griepsma

Subject: Re. Offset to Crinigan Bushland Reserve

Dear Deidre,

The proposal by Maryvale Hospital to provide funds to council as an offset for the
improvement of vegetation in Crinigan Reserve is a wonderful opportunity for the friends
of the reserve to get stuck in and do good.

| was originally concerned with the wording ‘added protection’, it brought thoughts of
fenced off areas to mind which would not be accessible to the public but Jane Lloyd has put
my mind at ease on that matter.

Currently the “friends group’ is doing a great job in there both with the infrastructure and
weed control and we hope that they will not be interfered with and no toes trodden on.
Wondering who will be overseeing the ‘offset’ when it is decided upon.

Yours, Anne Roberts {member of the friends group and former committee member)
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Submission Crinigan Bushland Reserve Maryvale Hospital Offset Proposal

My wife and | live at 9 Crinigan Road Morwell, which is immediately adjacent to the Maryvale
Hospital and near the Bushland Reserve. We use and support both the Hospital and the Reserve.

We are aware that an Offset Proposal of this nature is new territory for Council and appreciate the
opportunity to comment.

We are members of the Friends of Crinigan Bush Reserve and | am a member of the Crinigan
Bushland Reserve Committee of Management.

We welcome the proposed building extensions at the Hospital as they will enhance the ability of the
Maryvale Private Hospital to provide a first class medical facility for Latrobe and Gippsland.

We support the proposal for the Maryvale Private Hospital to provide funds to Latrobe City Council
to protect and improve native vegetation in Crinigan Bushland Reserve to offset native vegetation
loss on the hospital site.

We understand that no vegetation will be removed in the Crinigan Bushland Reserve area and that
vegetation will only be removed on Maryvale Private Hospital land.

We further understand that the removal of native vegetation from the Hospital site will be for fire
protection purposes. As close neighbors we welcome this as anything that protects the Hospital
from wildfire will also protect the Crinigan road houses that back on to Hospital sight.

We are advised that the public access to the Hospital owned areas of Reserve, will not change.

We are mindful of the finite financial resources available to manage the Reserve and consider that
this proposal will provide appropriate additional funding to assist in maintaining and improving the
quality of native vegetation in this valuable public area.

John and Leonie Willis
9 Crinigan Road
MORWELL 3840
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From: Dianne

To: Jane Lloyd <Jane.Lloyd@ilatrobe vic.gov.au>
Date: 25/07/2013 11:13:45 AM

Subject: Crinigan road reserve

Hi Jane,

Proposal seems ok providing total reserve stays open for public access. It would be
good if some funds could be provided to improve fencing around reserve to  restrict
motorbike access,

Les Watson.
Friend of reserve member
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Submission to Latrobe City Council
: RE: Sale of Native Vegetation Offset
From Crinigan Bushland Reserve Committee of Management

For the past 14 years a committee of management has worked to preserve the Crinigan
Bushland Reserve (C.B.R) for public use and provide protection for its flora and fauna.

The proposal for 19 hectares of this public land to be offered as an offset for future
development of an addition to the Maryvale Private Hospital has raised a number of
questions and concerns amongst members of the current committee of management and
how this will impact on future management of the reserve. A summary of questions are
listed below:

Management Questions

Who will be responsible for the management of the offset site?

To what extent will the Dept of Environment and Primary Industries (D E P I) be
involved in the management of the offset site and will that involvement have any
implications on how the site is currently managed.

The acting consultants for the development at the hospital make reference to the
Practical Ecology Management Review for the reserve; in this they outline an
action plan for the management of the reserve. Will this still be valid?

Who will fund the development of the new 10 year management plan for the
offset site? And what happens after the 10 years?

Will any of the proposed additional funding for the offset site compromise the
current level of funding received from the Latrobe City for the management of
the reserve?

Will the C.B.R. committee of management have an input into the management of
the hospital fire protection zones?

LATROBE CITY COUNCIL
INFORMATION MANAGEMENT

RECEIVED

19 AUG 2013
RIO: | DERIRE Qe oc Mo |

Comments/Copias Circulated to.

[T Copy registered in Datawers [ Mveice Totwarded g aznonats
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e Where exactly will the offset boundaries be? Will the committee have any
say in where the boundary will be? Wouldn’t it be wise to include the high
value species of significance within the offset area?

e Will there be explanatory information provided to inform the public of the
altered status of the offset section of the reserve and what will be permitted
-within that site, i.e. new or additional signage.

e Will there be an opportunity to transplant any native plants of worth from
within the proposed fire protection area prior to the clearing/slashing, etc

There seems to be many aspects of the offset proposal process that are not at
this stage known and there are not doubt questions that we have not thought to
raise and other questions may become apparent later. Will there be further
opportunity to raise these as the process proceeds?

The Crinigan Bushland Reserve Committee of management appreciates this
opportunity to present this submission and in order to report back to its
members would like to present a written response of our concerns at a future
general meeting.

Note ; most members of the committee were approached to contribute to this
submission either in writing or verbally, few took the opportunity to do so,
choosing to accept whatever comments from those that that did.
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Native Vegetation Offset site
within the Crinigan Bushland Reserve.

From the Friends of the Crinigan Bushland Reserve

The Friends of Crinigan Bushland Reserve are a small but enthusiastic group of
volunteers that have committed thousands of man hours over the past few years
to help preserve the values of the reserve. Whether it is for their joy of doing
something for the community, the environment or for the social interaction, the
Friends play a very valuable role in maintaining, monitoring and improving the
facilities, habitat and quality of a rare and threatened asset to Morwell and the
Latrobe Valley.

They hope the planned offset will be a benefit and welcomed addition to, and
complement their efforts and not be a hindrance. Their concerns mostly centre
on any regulations, restrictions or extra requirements that may inhibit their plans
and efforts to undertake their work.

Specifically, questions and concerns such as:

e Will there be another layer of bureaucracy that will have to be dealt with in
order to get things done?

¢ Wil the management requirements of the offset be different to the
remaining areas of the reserve and where and how will the area be defined.

o Will the friends be consulted by the so called experts about the
" management changes? Basically, will the friends taken seriously and be
treated as partners in this arrangement or be ignored?

e What about the area that is actually going to be changed by the building
site (and the fire protection zone), around the hospital. Who and how will
this area be managed, maintained and defined? (Will there be a fence?)
What part will the friends play in this process?
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¢ Will the public be excluded (friends inciuded) from this area? What benefits
will the patients and staff at Maryvale Hospital attain from the additions?
Could a special wheel chair friendly track be incorporated into the fire
protection area?

o It seems the reserve is being encroached upon from all side; this just looks
like another example of the loss of native vegetation not a gain. Will the
reserve be used for other offsets in the future?

» There is an urgent need to improve security of the whole reserve not just the
offset. Motorbikes, 4WDs, unsupervised feral animals and children, rubbish
duping, firewood pilfering, vandalism and damage to fences and gates are a
constant issue. The only way to protect the offset is to improve the security
of the whole reserve.

The friends appreciate the opportunity to respond to the planned offset and look
forward to receiving a written response to their submission. They hope to be
kept up to date and informed directly via a council representative.

Note; All members were approached to submit their thoughts or concerns
about the offset proposal in writing but few took up the opportunity to do so,
rather opting to accept whatever was proposed by those that did.

The comments above are based on those that we gleaned from discussion at the
passed working bees and telephone or face to face conversations, they are
therefore generic in nature and not word for word statements, so no quotation
marks were used. An element of artistic license has been applied by the author
and also an amount of tongue in cheek.

Thanking you on behalf of the Friends of Crinigan Bushland Reserve
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Revisw — Assessment of Costs, Crinigan Bushland Reserve, Latrobe City Council

Jane Lloyd Jane Currie

Coordinator Environment Sustainability Beacon Ecologicol
Latrobe City Council
114 Commercial Road
Morwell, VIC, 3840

3 Menczer Lane
Jan Juc, VIC, 3228

16 August 2013
Dear Jane,

Desklop review of “Assessment of Cosis to Implement Ten Year Offset Monagement Plan within Crinigan
Bushland Reserve, Morwell”

Beccon Ecological was engaged by the Latrobe City Coundil 1o undertake a review of “Assessment of Cosls fo
Implement Ten Year Offset Management Plan within Crinigan Bushiand Reserve, Morwell” by Indigenous Design
Land Management.

The review will form part of a report to Coundil following a request for o peerreview 1o assess:
*  The sxtenf to which the method used 1o assess costs in the document is o sound method.

*  The extent of any gaps in the costing estimate or management aclions proposed in the document e.qg.
any significant categories of management that have not been included.

METHODOLOGY

Im order 1o undertake a detailed revdew, two additional relevant background documments were also
investigated:

Practical Ecology 2011. Crinigan Bushland Resenve, Morwell Management Plan Review. Unpublished report by
Practical Ecology for Lafrobe City Coundil

IDLM 2013a. Net Gain Assessment inrelation to vegetation management within defendable space zones ot
Manywvale Private Hospital. Unpublished report by Indigenous Design Land Managsment for Latrobe
Regional Development Group Phy. Ltd.

IDLM 2013b. Assessment of Costs To implement Ten Year Offset Managem ent Plan within Crinigon Bushiand
Reserve, Morwell. Unpublished report by Indigenous Design Land Management for Latrobe City
Council.

Several databases maintained by the Department of Ervironment and Primary Industries (DEPI) were also
reviewed including the Blodiversity Interactive Map Version 3.1 (DEFI 2013) and Planning Schemes Online
(DPCD 2013).

-

")
Page 1 of 7 /
BeaconkEcological

Page 61



ATTACHMENT 3 9.2 SALE OF LATROBE CITY COUNCIL NATIVE VEGETATION OFFSETS TO EXTERNAL
PERMIT APPLICANT, MARYVALE PRIVATE HOSPITAL, SEPTEMBER 2013 - Independent
desktop review of methodology to caluculate costs for native vegetation offsets
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SYNOPSIS OF MANAGEMENT PLAN (PRACTICAL ECOLOGY 2011)

The Practical Ecology (2011) management plan documents ecological values and assets within the Crinigan
Bushland Reserve and provides a five-year works program that sets out fimeframes, pricritised management
actions and activities and a cost sstimation.

The maonagement plan describes 20 different “vegetation condifion zones' of varying quality, Ecological
Wegetation Class, management regimes/issues and land use history. These ‘vegetation condifion zones' are
later fransformed info ‘'managerment zones’ 1o determine where proposed management activities are to fake
place in order 1o implement the five-year works program [Schedule of Works).

SYNOPSIS OF NET GAIN ASSESSMENT (IDLM 2013A)

The IDLM (2013a) report details the results of a Vegetation Quality Assessment (habitat hectare and scattered
free assessment] undertaken to address the removal of native vegetation within the irner and outer fuel
mMondgement zomes (As per requirements of o Bushfire Mandgement Owverlay) around the proposed extension
of the Maryvale Hospital. The Net Gain assessment detfails:

« 2.7 hectares of very high —high conservation significance Lowland Forest from the Gippsland Plain

bicregion is present within both managerment zones.

« 045 habitat hectares of very high — high conservation significance Lowlond Forest from the Gippsland
Plairns bicregion are proposed for removal.

* (0746 habitat hectares (comprising 0.34 very high and 0.42 high conservation significance) are required
to offset the removal of Lowlond Forest during the extension.

SYNOPSIS OF ASSESSMENT OF COSTS (IDLM 2013B)

The IDLM (201 3b] report uses gain targsts calculated in the Net Gain Assessment and estimated costs from the
Schedule of Works (Practical Ecology 2011) 1o develop an overall cost estimate if Crinigan Reserve was 1o be
monaged under a ten-year offset management scenario. The Assessment of Costs details:

«  (0.74 habitat hectares (comprising 0.34 Very High plus 0.42 High) are required fo achieve a net gain.

* 19 hectares of Crinigan Reserve dre required for management (using a default score of 80 out of 100 to
calculate gains and the size of the offset).

+ A list of management commitments considered necessary to achieve gain targets: exclude all stock
cnd ensure weed cover does Not incredse beyond current levels; retain all standing trees (dead or
alive); retain all fallen fimber/branches/leaf litter; and eliminate high threat woody weeds and confrol

pest animals.
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* A list of management actions from the Schedule of Works (Practical Ecology 2011) included in the cost
estimate which were considered necessary to meet the management commitments detailed above:
Fencing and boundary management; weed management; pest animal managerment; burgan
mcnagement; fauna habitat management; and maonitoring and reporting.

*  Cost estimates fo manage the enfirety of Crinigan Reserve [42.84 hectares) and to manage the
minimum required area to achieve net gain (19 hectares) for the ter-year management period. Costs
for the 19 hectare offset were calculated by multiplving Crinigan Reserve costs by 0.4435 (19 hectares /
42.84 hectares = 0.4435).

ISSUES AND CONSTRAINTS — NET GAIN ASSESSMENT (IDLM 2013A)

1. Mative vegetation loss within fuel management zones was calculated using a presaribed method
cdvised by Debbie Shaw from the Department of Sustainability camd Environment (IDLM 20132a). The
orescribed method multiplies the total ared of native vegetation within both fuel mancgement zones
by 0.35. This result is mulliplied by the habitat score of vegetation to provide a loss in habitat hectares.
For example 0.8325 hectares of Lowland Forest vegetation with a habitat score of 0.57 (57/100) is
present within both fuel management zones (08325 x 0.35 = 0.29), equating 1o o loss of 017 habitat
hectares of Lowland Forest (0.29 x0.57 =0.17). See Section 5.5.5.1 and Table 5.4 for further information
{IDLM 201 3a).

Although use of the above method is prescribed by DSE, the report does not include information on the
justification or the origin of the 0.35 multiplier,  Further discussion with DSE and/or local coundil rmay assist
in the justification and future use of this methodology fo calculate loss from within fuel Mmanagement
zones. Lack of transparency in the use of this mulfiplier poses repercussions for the calculatiors of loss
and as such the gain targets [i.e. the size of Crinigan Bushland Reserve required for protection and
mcinagement).

2. The report states o conservation significance of “very high' was applied 1o all habitat zones as
vegetationis located within a Bicsite of State sigrificance (Biosite#1824: Crinigan Road Reserve)
{Section 7 Conclusion and Recommenddations). However, only one habitat zone was allocated an
overall conservation significance rating of ‘very high'. The remaining two habitat zones are allocated
‘high' conservation significance rafings.

MNative vegetation can be appled a consernvation significance rafting of ‘very high' if the site is listed as
a Biosite in the relevant Bioregional Plan (WGCHMA 2008 . Crinigan Road Reserve is listed as a Biosite of
state conservation significance in the Strategic Overview for the Gippsland Plain Bioregion (DSE 2003).
As such, all three habitat zones may be considered of “very high' conservation significance. This
classification change poses repercussions for the calculation of gain targets (i.e. all habitat hectare
losses should be multiplied by 2 to calculate gain targets —not 1.5 as per IDLM 2013a).
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ISSUES AND CONSTRAINTS — ASSESSMENT OF COSTS (IDLM 2013B)

1. The report assumes that vegetation within Cririgan Bushland Reserve meets all like-for-like criteria for the

rermoval of very high conservation significance vegetation:

*  The same vegetation/habitat type

*  Similar or more effective ecological function and land profection function as impacted by the loss

*  The existing vegetation proposed as the basis of an offset must be at least 20% of the quality being
lost (i.e vegetation within Crinigan Reserve must hawve a habitat score of at least 51.3 or 0% of 57).

*  The proportion of revegetation limited to the offset is 10%.

While the IDLM (2013b) report acknowledges this assumption, referting 1o the results of the Practical
Ecology (2011) report (... vegetation within Crinigan Reserve is predominantly assigned as BEVC 16:
Lowlond Forest and is assumed to be of moderate to high quality...). It is corsidered prudent to
undertake a Vegetation Qualty Assessment within Cririgan Bushiland Reserve 1o assess the condition
and quality of vegetation present and obtain known habitat scores, therefore accurately assessing the
suitability of the proposed offset site.

2. The OSE online gain calculator and a default habitat score for Lowland Forest (€0 out of 100) was used
to calculate potential gains per hectare within the reserve and therefors the proposed offset size of 17
hectares. Using habitat scores obtained during a Vegetation Quality Assessment (i.e. not defaulf scores)
allows the accurate calculation of gains per hectare and therefore the area of existing vegetation
(size) reguired to achieve gain targets. The difference in offset size when using default scores compared
fo field habitat scores may alter estimated management costs, parficularly boundary and fencing
costs.

3. Crinigan Reserve is zoned PCRY (Public conservation and Resource Zone) and is covered by an
Ervironmental Significance Owverlay (ESO 1- Urban Buffer) under the Latrobe City Coundil Planning
Scheme. Therefore several management commitments and gains may be unavailable within the
reserve (e.g. refaining frees does not score gain on public land). The activity of infroducing fallen
timber/branches/leaf litter is not required to achieve gain, however the introduction of logs can
provide extra gain if desired (DSE .2004). Due to a lack of fransparency in the report, the infroduction of
logs in gain calculation is unknown. The DLW [2013b) report is unclear and does not provide a copy of
the online calculator output detailing how potential gains were calculated, im particular why different

management commitrments were selected/not selected.

4, The Costing Estimmate and Surmmary of Costs were developed using information from the Sched ule of
Works [Practical Ecology 2011). The following management actions were considered necessary o meet
gain commitments and were included in the cost estimate: Fencing and boundary management;
Weed management; Pest animal management; Burgan management; Fauna habitat management;
and Moritoring and Reporting.
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However, the report fails 1o identify which activities confribute to the estimate or how they confribute.
For example the ‘fendng and boundary management’ action is included, but the activities
included/excluded are unclear (i.e. purchase of padlocks, installation of post and wire fencing or
capped star picket fencing). Pest animal management is also included in the IDLM (2013b) cost
estimate, however the Practical Ecology (201 1) Schedule of Works does not include a cost estimate for
pest animal managerment as prices are dependent on the conditions present at the fime they are fo
be implemented.

1. Costing estimates for years & 10 used averages or followed the relative increase/ decrease pattern
identified within Practical Ecology's five year cost estimate and CPlincreases across the ten year offset
management period have been incorporated. As the Practical Ecology (201 1) Schedule of Works does
not provide mandgement actions or activities for vears & -10, and the IDLM report does not clearhy list
cictions/activities against years and estimared costs, the information required 1o understand how these
costs were developed is absent.

2. ldentifying missing management actions in the estimate (e.g. any significant categares of
monagement that have not beenincluded) is difficult, as the estimate does not list which activities from
the Schedule of Works that are included or excluded. Although identifying management gaps may
prove difficult, there may be potential for several Burgan Managerment activities and Weed
Management activities to overlap and therefore reduce costs. Furthermore, Fauna Habitat
Maonagerment actions corsidered necessary oy IDLM (20131 might increase estimated costs without
providing ary required gain.

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS

Net Gain Assessment (IDLM 2013a) - Several discrepancies are apparent in the methodology used to calculate
native vegetation losses and gain targets. Although one of these methodalogies is advised by DSE [Debbie
Shawy, DSE, pers. comm ) further investigation is recommended in order to calculate the exact ared required
for management and profection. These discrepancies may change the required gain target (i.e. size of
Crinigan Reserve required 1o lbe managed) and therefore ary cost estimate associated with managing this
ared.

Assessment of Costs (IDLM 2013b) —The cost estimate fails to clearly identify which management actions,
activities and costs from the Practical Ecology (2011) Schedule of Works are included. This lack of fransparency
may lead to the inappropriate calculation of costs and budgets, allocation of resources and the failure to
cchieve gain fargets.

Beacon Ecological comsiders the information defailed within the MNet Gain Assessment (IDLWM 2013a) and the
Assessment of Costs (IDLM 2013b) as inadequate to provide o fransparent estimate of costs required for the

implementation of an Offset Management Plan within Crinigan Bushlaond Reserve. Recommendations for the
adequate estimation of costs are detailed below.
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RECOMMENDATIONS

1. Justify methodologies used to calculate partial loss from fuel management zones with local councll and
CSE. A change in methodology may result in adjusted losses and gain targets, a change in the size of
Crinigan Bushland Reserve required for management and therefore the cassocicated costs of manading
this area.

2. Clarify the conservation significance of the three Lowland Forest habitat zones within the fuel
monagement zones around Maryvale Hospital as either very high or high. Recalculate gain targets by a
multiplier of 2 if required. A change inrequired gain targets rmay result in a change in the size of
Crinigan Bushland Reserve required for management and therefore the associated costs of managing
this area.

3. Undertake a Vegetation Quality Assessment (habitat hectare and scattered tree assessment) within
Crinigan Bushlaond Reserve 1o determine if viegetation meets all required like-for-like criteria. If ike-for like
criferia cannot be met within the Crinigan Bushland Reserve an altermnative offset site may need o be
sourced.

4. Prepare an Offset Management Plan (OMP) that designates a specific area of Crinigan Bushland
Reserve to achisve gain fargsts. Exact gains available within this specific area can be calculated
using a habitat score (obtained during the Vegetation Quality Assessment] rather than using default
scores. The OMP must clearly detail gains available within the designated offset area and
mandgement commitrent/actiors required 10 achieve these gains. This information will determine the
offset size (in hectares) and management actions for implementation, allowing the accurate
calculation of costs. To increase tfransparency during gain calculation, a copy of the DSE online
calculator outputs should be included in the OMP.

5. The OMP should include an edsy-to-follow table (i.e. Schedule of Works) detailing only managemert
cictions required to achieve gain targets. This table can then be used to calculate estimated costs in d
simple and tfransparent manner (i.e. given to land management confractors for quotation). Actions and
ccthvities to enhance values, not considered necessary to achieve gains, can be included ina
separdte table or section of the CMP.

I hope the information detfailed abowve is of assistance. Please do not hesitate to contact me if you have any
questions or require further information.

Kind regards,
e

Jane Currie = Consultant Ecologist

BeaconEcological
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9.3 PROPOSED SALE OF LAND - FRANKLIN STREET, TRARALGON
General Manager Governance

For Decision

PURPOSE

The purpose of this report is for Council to further consider the future of
the former Traralgon Early Learning Centre (TELC) site at 196 Franklin
Street, Traralgon.

DECLARATION OF INTEREST

No officer declared an interest under the Local Government Act 1989 in
the preparation of this report.

STRATEGIC FRAMEWORK

This report is consistent with Latrobe 2026: The Community Vision for
Latrobe Valley and the Latrobe City Council Plan 2013-2017.

Latrobe 2026: The Community Vision for Latrobe Valley

Strategic Objectives
Governance

In 2026, Latrobe Valley has a reputation for conscientious leadership and
governance, strengthened by an informed and engaged community
committed to enriching local decision making.

Latrobe City Council Plan 2013 - 2017

Appropriate, affordable and sustainable facilities, services and recreation
Strategic Direction

Work in partnership with all stakeholders to ensure the provision of quality
education and care services to the community.

Efficient, effective and accountable governance
Strategic Direction

Ensure Latrobe City Council infrastructure and assets are maintained and
managed sustainably.

Planning for the future
Strategic Direction

Plan and coordinate the provision of key services and decision making to
infrastructure to support new growth and developments.

Page 68



—
>
_|
Y
@)
0
=
o
—
<
Q
®)
-
Z
Q
=

ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING AGENDA

02 SEPTEMBER 2013 (CM400)

Legislation

Local Government Act 1989

Section 189 of the Local Government Act 1989 gives Council the power to
sell land however, before doing so, it must:

(a) ensure that public notice of the intention to do so is given at least 4
weeks prior to selling or exchanging the land; and

(b) obtain from a person who holds the qualifications or experience
specified under section 13DA(2) of the Valuation of Land Act 1960 a
valuation of the land which is made not more than 6 months prior to the
sale or exchange.

This power is subject to Section 223 of the Local Government Act 1989
which requires Council ‘publish a public notice stating that submissions in
respect of the matter specified in the public notice will be considered in
accordance with this section’.

Council must then consider any written submissions that have been
received and any person who has made a submission and requested they
may be heard are entitled to appear before a meeting of Council.

Policy — Sale of Council Owned Property Policy 11 POL-4

The principal aim of this policy is to define the circumstances and factors
that will be assessed by Council in respect to the sale of Council owned
property. The purpose of this policy is to serve as an accountability
mechanism to the community.

It is Council’s position that the sale of Council owned property will be via
public auction unless circumstances exist that justify an alternative method
of sale.

All sales of Council owned property shall be consistent with the Local
Government Best Practice Guidelines for the Sale and Exchange of Land
prepared by the Department of Planning and Community Development.

BACKGROUND

The future of the former Traralgon Early Learning Centre (TELC) site at
196 Franklin Street, Traralgon, has been the subject of a number of
reports to Council as shown in the attached chronology (Attachment One).

As a result of the Latrobe City Childcare Strategy 2006-2011, it was
determined that the former TELC site in Franklin Street was no longer
suitable for the provision of childcare services and it would therefore be
necessary for the service to be relocated to an alternate site.

To facilitate this relocation an allocation of $1.2 million for a new TELC
was made in Councils 2007/2008 capital budget which was to be funded
from the sale of the existing site.

Following consideration of a number of alternate sites for the new TELC,
Council resolved at its meeting held on 6 October 2009 that the preferred
site was in Mapleson Drive, Traralgon.
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Council, at its ordinary meeting held on 5 March 2012, resolved to sell the
former TELC by public auction.

Expressions of interest were sought from real estate agents in Traralgon
to act on behalf of Council in the sale of the former TELC site with a public
auction conducted on 27 July 2012. As no bids were received, resulting in
the property being passed in, it was removed from the market pending a
further report to Council.

Council further considered this matter at the ordinary meeting held on 20
August 2012 and resolved the following:

1. That the former Traralgon Early Learning Centre site at 196 Franklin
Street, Traralgon, be placed on the market for sale with a further report
to be presented to Council should an offer to purchase the property be
received.

2. That a further report be presented to Council by 31 March 2013 if no
offers to purchase the former Traralgon Early Learning Centre site at
196 Franklin Street, Traralgon, are received.
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In accordance with the second resolution, as no offers were received, a
further report was considered by Council at the ordinary meeting held on
18 March 2013 and Council resolved the following:

That Council defer considering this matter to the first meeting in
September 2013.

Whilst Council had resolved to defer consideration of this matter until the
first meeting in September 2013 an offer to purchase the property was
received on 26 March 2013.

Having considered the offer that was received at the ordinary meeting held
on 22 April 2013 Council resolved the following:

1. That Council note the resolution of 18 March 2013 to defer
consideration of the proposed sale of the former Traralgon Early
Learning Centre at 196 Franklin Street, Traralgon, to the first meeting
in September 2013.

2. That Council resolves to reject the offer of $925,000.00 plus GST for
the former Traralgon Early Learning Centre at 196 Franklin Street,
Traralgon, and that the prospective purchaser, via Councils appointed
estate agent, be advised accordingly.

A revised offer to purchase the former TELC was received, via Councils
appointed estate agent, on 11 June 2013.

This offer, from LRDG Project Management Pty Ltd, was for $1.1 million
plus GST subject to the following conditions:

e A planning permit being issued for the development of offices on
the property within 120 days;

e Agreements being entered into for the leasing of at least 50% of
the proposed development within 120 days;

e Finance approval being received within 120 days.

Page 70



—
>
_|
Y
@)
0
=
o
—
<
Q
®)
-
Z
Q
=

ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING AGENDA
02 SEPTEMBER 2013 (CM400)

A condition of the sale was also to be that access to the proposed
development would be made available from the road to the north of the
property that provides access to the ASIC car park rather than from
Franklin Street.

Council considered this offer at the ordinary meeting held on 15 July 2013
and resolved:

That Council defer consideration of this matter until the first meeting in
September 2013.

ISSUES

As stated in previous reports the sale of the former TELC and part of the
adjoining reserve were identified in the 2009/2010 budgetary process to
partially finance the purchase of the new centre in Mapleson Drive. The
purchase of the new centre was completed in early 2010 resulting in a
deficit of $1.2 million against unexpected funds carried forward for works
to be completed in 2010/2011.

Council will be required to carry this $1.2 million deficit until the sale of the
former TELC is finalised.

The offer that was received in June 2013 would have addressed most of
this deficit and it was also consistent with the most recent valuation
obtained in April 2012 that valued the property at $1.1 million.

LRDG Project Management Pty Ltd may still be interested in acquiring the
property if Council determines that the former TELC site remains surplus
to Council and community requirements.

Alternatively, should Council resolve to retain the former TELC for use by
the community it will require refurbishment to ensure its suitability for this
purpose and the identification of alternate funding for the current $1.2
million deficit.

If the former TELC is retained and an alternate use for the building is not
found it may be necessary to “board up” the property to prevent vandalism
and unauthorised access.

The most recent incident of vandalism took place on 10 August 2013 and
involved breaking the glass from the rear door to gain entry and holes
made in the internal walls of the building.

FINANCIAL, RISK AND RESOURCES IMPLICATIONS

Risk has been considered as part of this report and it is considered to be
consistent with the Risk Management Plan 2011-2014.

As stated above, one of the key considerations in relation to the sale of the
former TELC is the budget shortfall that exists should the sale of the
property not be realised.

Council has previously resolved that the net proceeds from the sale of the
former TELC are to be allocated towards the cost of purchasing and
developing the new child care centre in Mapleson Drive.
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If Council was to resolve to sell the property an updated valuation would
need to be obtained to ensure Council complies with Section 189 of the
Local Government Act 1989.

Should Council wish to use the building for an alternative purpose it will
require substantial refurbishment to make it suitable given the age of the
building and the design for use as an early learning centre.

Whilst no formal costings have been obtained in relation to the
refurbishment of the building it is likely that they would be similar to those
for the former Moe Early Learning Centre (approximately $150,000.00).

There is no allocation for maintenance of the building with the only works
that are undertaken being of a reactive nature, such as repairs to broken
glass or vandalism, and grounds maintenance as required.

If the former TELC is to be retained then it would be prudent for the
building to be secured to prevent such incidents of unauthorised access
and associated vandalism which represent an ongoing cost in the future.

INTERNAL/EXTERNAL CONSULTATION

Leading up to the auction conducted in July 2012 the former Traralgon
Early Learning Centre was subject to an extensive marketing campaign by
Council’'s appointed estate agent, including advertisements in the Latrobe
Valley Express, Gippsland Times, Warragul Gazette and Pakenham
Gazette together with various real estate websites.

The last community consultation regarding the proposed sale of the former
Traralgon Early Learning Centre was undertaken in January 2012.
OPTIONS

The following options are available to Council:

1. Resolve to sell the former TELC building either by public auction or
private treaty.

2. Resolve to retain the former TELC building.

CONCLUSION

The former Traralgon Early Learning Centre at 196 Franklin Street,
Traralgon, is no longer required for the provision of child care services and
Council has previously determined that the property is surplus to both
Council and community requirements.

Previous offers to purchase the property, including an offer that met the
established asking price, have not been accepted resulting in the budget
shortfall of $1.2 million relating to the purchase of the new centre in
Mapleson Drive remaining unresolved.

Until such time as the property is sold or an alternative use is identified it
would be prudent for measures to be undertaken to secure the building
against unauthorised access or vandalism.
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Having deferred previous reports on this matter for consideration at this
meeting, Council may now make a decision as to the whether it wishes to
sell or retain the former Traralgon Early Learning Centre.

Attachments
1. Attachment One: Traralgon Early Learning Centre Chronology

RECOMMENDATION

1. That Council resolves to sell the former Traralgon Early
Learning Centre at 196 Franklin Street, Traralgon.
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ATTACHMENT
1

9.3 PROPOSED SALE OF LAND - FRANKLIN STREET, TRARALGON -
Attachment One: Traralgon Early Learning Centre Chronology

TRARALGON EARLY LEARNING CENTRE CHRONOLOGY

7" August 2006

Council resolves to give public notice of its intention to consider
the possible sale of the former Traralgon Early Learning Centre.

4™ September
2006

Council considers submissions received and resolves to sell by
private treaty the former Traralgon Early Learning Centre.

4" June 2007

Council resolves to give public notice of its intention to consider
the possible sale of part of the Franklin Street Reserve, adjoining
the former Traralgon Early Learning Centre.

16" July 2007

Council considers submissions received and resolves to sell part
of the Franklin Street Reserve, adjoining the former Traralgon
Early Learning Centre, by private treaty.

8™ February
2010

Council resolves to continue with the sale of the former Traralgon
Early Learning Centre and part of the Franklin Street Reserve,
Traralgon, to the owner of 24-28 Grey Street by private treaty.

22" February
2010

Council considers a Notice of Rescission for the resolution of 8"
February 2010 and defers consideration until “no earlier than 30"
April 2010”.

20™ September
2010

Council considers the Notice of Rescission from 22" February
2010 and resolves not to adopt the notice.

27™ June 2011

Council resolves to provide the owner of 24-28 Grey Street with an
extension of time to enable them to attract tenants and finance for
the proposed development of the site.

5" December
2011

Council resolves to provide the owner of 24-28 Grey Street with an
extension of time to return signed contracts and deposit for
purchase of the former Traralgon Early Learning Centre.

5" March 2012

Council resolves not to proceed with the sale of the former
Traralgon Early Learning Centre and part of the Franklin Street
Reserve.

2" April 2012

Council resolves to rescind the resolution of 5™ March 2012 and
proceed with sale of the former Traralgon Early Learning Centre
by public auction.

10™ April 2012

Council considers a Notice of Rescission for the resolution of 2™
April 2012 and resolves to proceed with the sale of the former
Traralgon Early Learning Centre by public auction.

20™ August
2012

Council resolves to place the former Traralgon Early Learning
Centre on the market.

18" March 2013

Council resolves to defer consideration of the sale of the former
Traralgon Early Learning Centre to the first meeting in September
2013.

22" April 2013

Council considers an offer for the former Traralgon Early Learning
Centre and resolves to reject the offer.

15" July 2013

Council considers a revised offer for the former Traralgon Early
Learning Centre and resolves to defer consideration until the first
meeting in September 2013.
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14.4 PROPOSED REMOVAL OF EUCALYPTUS SALIGNA, SYDNEY
BLUE GUM FROM AGNES BRERETON PARK, TRARALGON

General Manager Recreation, Culture &
Community Infrastructure

For Decision

PURPOSE

The purpose of this report is to provide Council with the results of the
community consultation for the proposed removal of one Sydney Blue
Gum tree in Agnes Brereton Park Traralgon. The report also recommends
the removal of 12 Chinese Elm Trees to allow for the redevelopment and
upgrade of the courts.
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DECLARATION OF INTEREST

No officer declared an interest under the Local Government Act 1989 in
the preparation of this report.

STRATEGIC FRAMEWORK
This report is consistent with Latrobe 2026: The Community Vision for
Latrobe Valley and the Latrobe City Council Plan 2013-2017.

Latrobe 2026: The Community Vision for Latrobe Valley
Strategic Objectives - Built Environment

Latrobe City Council Plan 2013 — 2017

e Enhance the quality and sustainability of streetscapes and
parks across the municipality through the provision and
maintenance of the trees that are appropriate to their
surroundings.

e Ensure public infrastructure is maintained in accordance with
community aspirations.

Latrobe City Council Plan 2013 - 2017

Policy - Tree Work Notification Policy 11 POL-4

The purpose of this policy is to detail processes for the
notification of significant tree works prior to the works being
undertaken.
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BACKGROUND

In mid-2012 Council received a letter from a resident in Anderson Street
Traralgon requesting that the Sydney Blue Gum to the rear of their
property have some pruning works carried out. The resident was
concerned with the continual amount of tree litter that fell onto the netball
court also to the rear of their property (see attachment 1 for map of the
area). At this time Council pruned back the eastern tree canopy to reduce
the amount of tree litter that fell onto the court and the private property.

In November 2012 Council undertook further pruning works to this gum
tree. Netball players and supporters were concerned about the amount of
tree litter falling onto the court and that this could cause injury to persons
playing netball. In February 2013 Council carried out further pruning
works to the gum tree. This included crown thinning and dead wooding to
reduce the amount of tree litter that fell onto the court.
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In April 2013 a representative of Traralgon Netball Club contacted Council
requesting an onsite meeting to discuss the removal of the gum tree.
They were concerned that persons watching netball could be injured from
falling branches and persons playing netball could be injured by
slipping/tripping on fallen tree litter. Council officers including arborists
met with representatives from the Traralgon Netball Club to discuss all
their issues and concerns for the players and spectators in mid April 2013.
Following this meeting further pruning works to the gum tree were
arranged and carried out. The works included further crown thinning and
dead wooding.

At this onsite meeting the netball club still believed the gum tree to be a
danger to players and spectators and have asked Council to consider
removing the gum tree.

As per Councils Tree Work Notification Policy 11 POL - 4 a Council
resolution is required prior to the removal of trees, unless they are dead,
dying or dangerous in which case immediate removal is permitted.

A report was tabled at the Ordinary Council meeting on 20 May 2013
regarding the proposed tree removal. At this meeting Council resolved;

1. That Council defers any decision on the removal of the
Sydney Blue Gum discussed in Agnes Brereton Park,
Traralgon and seeks submissions from the community on
the proposed tree removal.

2. That a further report be presented to Council following the
public consultation process to provide details of
community opinion on the proposed tree removal

3. That Council informs all affected parties of its decision.
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A further report was tabled at the Ordinary Council meeting on 5 August
2013 including the results of the community consultation process in
relation to the proposed tree removal. At this meeting Council resolved;

1. That Council defer a decision regarding the retention of the
Sydney Blue Gum tree at Agnes Brereton Reserve, Traralgon
until the first meeting in September.

2. That all those who made a submission be informed of
Council’s decision.

ISSUES

Syvdney Blue Gum Tree

In line with the Tree Work Notification Policy, Council’s arborists have
inspected the gum tree and surrounding areas (see attachment 1). The
gum tree is in good health and has a sound structure. All pruning works to
the gum tree have been carried out to the best and latest practices in
arboriculture.

The gum tree doesn't fall under Council’s Tree Policy of
Dead/Dying/Dangerous where a Council officer is delegated to remove
this tree without a Council resolution.

The tree pruning works over the last six months have helped to reduce the
amount of tree litter that falls onto the netball court. These works have
also reduced the risk of summer/sudden limb drop syndrome. Council
cannot give any guarantee that any gum tree in any of its public spaces
will not drop branches. This tree could still drop/shed a branch without
any warning as they are prone to do so. The cost of moving a living tree
of this size could take in the region of two years to complete and would
cost upwards of $200,000.

The Traralgon Netball Association would like Council to consider the
removal of this gum tree. They want the possible danger to spectators
and risk of injuries to players removed from around and on the netball
court eliminated completely. The club also believe that the trees root
system is damaging the courts playing surface. An inspection of the court
by officers has determined that this damage is not evident.

Sydney Blue Gums are not native to Victoria, they are native to coastal
New South Wales and there are a number of these trees across parklands
in the municipality. The tree at Agnes Brereton Reserve is estimated to be
approximately 70 years of age.

If the tree was to remain and a new court constructed at Agnes Brereton
Reserve it is estimated that these works would cost over $150,000.
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There are budgeted plans to resurface the netball courts adjacent to the
tree which is proposed for replacement with Plexipave during 2013/14.
The new Plexipave is slightly more prone to slipping than asphalt and the
surface is therefore minimally more likely to be affected by any leaf, fruit
litter or shade from the tree. Continued care would need to be taken the
users of the courts to ensure they were free from debris and safe for
training and competition. Subsequently a Plexipave surface requires a
more thorough cleaning and sweeping regime than asphalt, with a
minimum of one weekly sweep of the surface and an annual pressure
wash.

Other members of the community have voiced their opinion about the
possible removal of this gum tree. Some members of the community
would like the gum tree to remain, with Council and the netball association
to continue with the current level of maintenance to the tree and the
netball court.

Chinese Elm Trees

Since Council was first provided with information in respect to the
proposed removal of the Sydney Blue Gum, detailed designs have been
completed for the redevelopment and re-surfacing of all of the netball
courts at Agnes Brereton Reserve.

As a result, the re-surfacing of the front 4 courts will require 12 low value
tress to the east of these courts to be removed for the following reason;

* The current court layout do not meet the Victoria netball court
specification measurements, therefore each court needs to be widened
approximately 5.5 metres to meet these standards

Therefore, to allow for the courts to be compliant, 12 Chinese Elm trees

will need to be removed (see attachment 3). These trees are not native,

are of low value and are plentiful throughout Latrobe City. It is proposed

that upon completion of the re-surfacing project, appropriate native trees
will be re-planted in the area to the east of the courts.

FINANCIAL, RISK AND RESOURCES IMPLICATIONS
Risk has been considered as part of this report and it is considered to be
consistent with the Risk Management Plan 2011-2014.

The Sydney Blue Gum tree currently presents a minor slip/trip hazard for
netball court users if the court is not swept of fallen litter before the court is
used. Should the tree be retained in its current position officers would
meet with the users of the court to discuss the best cleaning and sweeping
methods for the court. Should specialist machinery be required to sweep
the court officers could discuss the funding of this via a Community Grants
application.
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Any future work to this gum tree, whether full removal or ongoing pruning,
is manageable within the recurrent tree budget allocation. If the tree
remains officers from Council’s Tree Maintenance Team would increase its
current monitoring system for this particular tree to ensure its ongoing
good health and minimise the frequency and level of leaf and litter drop.

The cost to fully remove the tree and tree stump would be approximately
$2,600 and can be funded from Council’s recurrent tree maintenance
budget.

In respect to the Chinese EIm trees, the cost to fully remove the trees and
tree stumps will be accommodated through the overall re-surfacing project
which has an allocation of $300,000 in the Council 2013/14 Capital Works
Budget.

INTERNAL/EXTERNAL CONSULTATION

Council has engaged in public consultation and called for public
submission from the residents of nearby streets and other user groups of
Agnes Brereton Park Traralgon.

Submissions were called for via advertisements in the Latrobe Valley
Express and Traralgon Journal, a mail out of 14 letters to the two streets
adjacent to the tree in the reserve and a posting on Council’s Facebook
page.

Council received a total of 12 submissions from local residents and user
groups of the reserve (See attachment 2).

IN FAVOUR OF TREE REMOVAL NOT IN FAVOUR OF TREE
REMOVAL
NINE THREE

In respect to the 12 Chinese EIm trees, consultation in respect to their
removal has not been undertaken as the design of the courts has
indicated that there is no option for Council but to remove these trees if the
re-surfacing project is to proceed.

OPTIONS

Council has the following options in respect to the proposed removal of
the Sydney Blue Gum;

1. Not remove the Sydney Blue Gum tree in Agnes Brereton Reserve
Traralgon beside the netball courts and increase its maintenance
regime in respect to the tree.
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2. Remove the Sydney Blue Gum tree in Agnes Brereton Reserve
Traralgon beside the netball courts.

3. Retain the tree and decommission the court in close proximity to the
tree and build a replacement court. The replacement court would cost
Council approximately $150,000. This amount is not included in any
current or future budget.

Council has the following options in respect to the proposed removal of the 12
Chinese Elm Trees;

1. Remove the 12 Chinese EIm trees in Agnes Brereton Reserve
Traralgon to allow for the re-surfacing project to proceed.

2. Not Remove the 12 Chinese Elm trees in Agnes Brereton Reserve
Traralgon. This would result in the re-surfacing project not being able
to proceed as designed to meet Netball Victoria compliance standards.
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CONCLUSION

Council’s qualified arborists have completed a number of inspections on
the Sydney Blue Gum tree and tree pruning works have been undertaken
to make this gum tree as safe as possible. The tree has also been
assessed by Council’s arborist to be in good health.

Council cannot, however, give any guarantee that the gum tree will not
drop branches. This tree could still drop/shed a branch without any
warning (Summer /Sudden Limb Drop Syndrome) as could a number of
tree species across the municipality.

Council has engaged in a consultation process with local residents, all
user groups of the park and with the broader local community. The results
concluded that the majority of respondents are in favour of the tree
removal.

Plans are in place to resurface the affected court in the 2013/14 financial
year with Plexipave and this would be slightly more affected by any leaf,
fruit litter and shading from the tree than the current surface of the netball
court.

In respect to the 12 Chinese EIm trees, there is no option for Council but
to remove these trees if the re-surfacing project is to proceed as designed
to meet Netball Victoria compliance standards.

Attachments
1. Attachment - Agnes Brereton Sydney Blue Gum Tree Removal Images
2. Attachment - Agnes Brereton Tree Removal For and Against Letters
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RECOMMENDATION

1 That Council retain the Sydney Blue Gum tree at Agnes
Brereton Reserve, Traralgon.

2 That officers meet with users of the Traralgon Netball
Association to discuss best practice methods to ensure the
court remains safe for users and spectators.

3 That a quarterly monitoring and pruning program for the
Sydney Blue Gum tree is put in place by Council arborists to
ensure the ongoing health of the tree and minimise branch,
leaf and litter drop on the courts.

4 That all those who made a submission be informed of
Council’s decision.

5 That Council remove the 12 Chinese Elm trees from the
eastern boundary of the existing courts to allow the
resurfacing project to proceed.

6 That Council replant appropriate replacement trees within
the Agnes Brereton Reserve, Traralgon.
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14.4 Proposed removal of Eucalyptus Saligna, Sydney Blue Gum from Agnes Brereton Park, Traralgon - Attachment 1 - Agnes
Brereton Sydney Blue Gum Tree Removal Images
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ATTACHMENT 1

14.4 Proposed removal of Eucalyptus Saligna, Sydney Blue Gum from Agnes Brereton Park, Traralgon - Attachment 1 - Agnes
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Date: 23 April 2013 11:58:26 AM AEST
To: Kellie O'Callaghan <Kellie.O'Callaghan(@latrobe.vic.gov.au>
Subject: tree at netball courts

Hi Kellie,

My name is Kristin Passalaqua and [ am emailing you about an issue that
has come to my attention in your ward.

I noticed one day last week that the council tree loppers were at the
netball courts and were about to start work on a large gum tree at the

rear of the carpark. I spoke to the arborist Ben Black about their
mtentions and he advised me that they were only taking out dead branches
at this stage, although there were other concerns about the tree.

Ben advised me that the Traralgon Netball Association want the tree
removed as they perceive it to be a danger.

I have very strong objections to this request. The tree is approximatey 80
years of age and is a part of Traralgon's history. Ben advises me that the
tree appears to be very healthy. although this would need to be confirmed
with further tests. The tree is located at the rear of the carpark and
slightly overhangs one court. This is a low use area, approximately 4-8
hours a week. It is a low traffic area, both pedestrian and vehicle, and

in my opinion does not warrant being removed.

Surely people are able to use their own common sense, for once taking
responsibility for their own actions, and not stand directly under the

tree during high winds. We have become such a litigious society that it is
starting to outweigh common sense.

I have kept silent about the multitude of trees being cut down around
Traralgon by the Latrobe City Council, but I feel that I need to speak up
about this issue.

I hope you are able to assist in this matter and urge the council to find

a more suitable solution than the removal of a beautiful Australian native
tree.

Sincerely,

Kristin Passalaqua
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the clulb racms. rma oifier facilities are in a carpark, up a hill and a dizgrace.

Can you please ;admsa when this will be fixed and when nethell will be mm@ﬂ gt a Qn“'mlalr *ALa b N:zeﬁrw
gports in the vallay.

Kind ragards

Hai law C«:’;sairande
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Jody O'Kane

Fremz

Samt: Thursday, 13 June 2013 1237 P
Tz - Lafrobe Cariral Email

‘Bubjest: - . - Trarsigan Methall Cauns - Agnes Drersdon Resarve

To whom It may cordam

We are writing to Latrobz City Council in regards to the Traralgen Netball Courts at Agnes Brereton
Raserve following two articles that appearsd in the Traralgen Journal. As 2 member of aur local
cammunity I fully suppott an upgrade of this facility. As parents of childran who plaved on thiz facility
mrany yeers sgo and & grandparent of childnen who currenily play on this facilicy 1 would like to ses

- Latrpbe Gy Couneil upgmzﬂ@ the stardard of the courfs. Recently T was ot the fmciity walohing Hetbell
Wictoria's Assodiation Championships and was soddened to sea voung childeer gxneelencing serious
Injuries frem an old and unsafe plaving surface. We witnessed o younyg aif break har leg on the firont
gourks from a slip and heard. of tvo other serious injuriss that accurrad on that day involving & head
irjury for which an ambulence had o be csllad ard o broben collarbene, Such njudce Trem an aging
eourt surface/Facility are vnacceptsble and it appears [tHle or ro maintenance has oocourred in this
fecility i over 25 years, Thers ars lame cracks appesing i the plaving surface and mooulddizhen
visual.on the top. Thers s very little mom for th& children patsida the adtugl playing area of th». court
if thesy are chasing & ball in g gans, .

I also adively support the remaval of the Sydney Blue Gum free at the facility. Sones Brareion
Reserve was donabed o community for spor for young girlsfwomen nat primarily as an open parkiand |
so the tree is not a prierity for the faciBly. [Lis a heavily used facilty and gs a vesident that lives
mesrby we are well swars of the number of peopls ueing this facility sveryday of the week, T 1 an
acthve sporting hub for voung girls and women s Trarslgan and dliskricts. Plaver and official safety
st be bhe Coundil's first priorily.  However I the Councll are aonsidering upgrading the faciiity
perhaps the tree could stay anby if Cound came up with 3 new design that swuld guaraiies the trag -
-and itz debrig would net Impack on the plaving surface oF hindar playver and aificial safiaty.

Should yau wish to discuss my views any further please contact me -:m_
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29 May 2013

\ll;.‘rear Councillor ©'Callaghan, Councillor Kam, Councillor Rossiter, Councillor White,
C@uﬂtﬁﬁ!@r Sindt, Councillor fiddlemiszs, Councillor Gibbons, Coundller Gibson

PROPOSED REMOVAL OF ELCALYPTUS SALIGNA, SYLNEYBLUE GUN, FROM ﬁﬁﬂE&
BRERETUR F‘&Rh, TRAEBALGON

F@lmﬂﬁg Latrobe ity Council’s deciion to defor any declston on the removal of the Sydney
Bluz Gum discussad in Agnas Brerston Park, Traralgon and sagks submissions from the |
-community o ‘irhe pmmsed tree rémoval L wish to submit ty views to Counl over this
- {rae.

A5 a ragulsr user of the &we %remmn Rﬁwﬁﬁi’é Hethall @ﬁvries a Lommities member ﬁf“the
THA and @ pareit of a child wh:a utilises this facility | wish to provide my Strong suppert fion
tha rermoval of this trae.

£aEnes Brereton Kaserve Is 3 dedivavad nethall Saelliny for ink athletes, Wa R spprosTmatsly
500 players and 7 net set go particiants weakly. The tres in question provides a number of
* satety hamards to players, officials, umplres and speciators and sits directhy noxt e ong of our
hack ootz and drisps an 2noermous smobet of debds oo the playing surface. The delbirds dragped
ranpes front branches dares Throuzh bo snall], 1eaf mgtter, gur s and flowrers, Qurgregtest |
 onoem i the safety of our players, offirials, wmipires anm spittators, and 1S nv farget the playere
© are children, is their safety worth the risk?

A5 z Comimirtes reembear of the Traralgon Matbali ﬁsmdaﬂnn | am wall sware of occasions wh&re
smizll branches have fallen and hit paapla in the head {who are not standing below tha trea), this has
happoned fa one of our elderly Commitiae members whio was cleaning the court sarface af the

time, The debrls an the court surface must be cleaned down befare each game and sometimes
during each game depending on the strength of the wind ¢n any given day. Playing nzthall on the
égeﬁﬁg asphalt surfane presents enough serious hazards without the added potenial danger of
slipaing o fras deheis or heing it In e headifame by a branch, Coundl Arborisls thamselves state
‘they cannot guarantee a branch will aet fall, even though the deadwodd has been removed.

| Thies beaess-ard ﬂm@gﬁ ahwart vebrs dowas o the saurk woe she surface grensy, whils the puntns sl
bansath yoor faet, raking it ke roonlig on marlies.. The safety of players and umpires mnst be put
first avsr the beauty of an Inaopropriately alartsd tres, common sanss rmust prevafl, tiza Baantiful
wres, but urifortunaly it has been planted in the woong position amd allowed o gxﬁ oo big and
pases serinus ﬂﬁﬁ-’&"g tsards by our players, speckators and officials. The safai:g ot the gl weing
Thos faciliby st comne Trst, The oot it divecthy o fects s not in g Yow use grea, 1T is in Tact wiilsed

- esantly the sire Grount as all other cearts, we do nit have ore spare court during our

compaiitlors. The THA reguire 2l 10 courts to run to suppoert the compstiticn, nt daving on the
court s netan epsion. While the debris faile mostly sn one court, [t does spread to the sunpunding
courts affecting their surfanes as well Just io alesser extont. &1 courts are used agually. {n addition
the ¢amags tha roat systam of the thee i making to the court surfars is new visible. The sheinsr

- shed hetween the oeurt and the tree has become raised n the middle as @ oot passes directly
undernestn it Ths run off aren of this court an The tree side has sarted to (‘P‘lt:k, wliich is r.sfgmat

© pomcernand ceales evenmoene player safsatt,f [ECTEN .
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Agnes Breraton Reserve is a highly utilised netball junior facility. it supports a full winter netball
competition for players aged 5 years with Net 521 Go through right thiough o an Linder 17
competitian, [ ks also supports » twilight/summer competTiion thet atiracts Wavers from alf over
Lairobe Walley. The faciliy *s bewdly used throughbout thee weesd Ty Teinlog of roemg Thd domestic
teams, football league tea m.%; spacial development training and the THA male it available for special
competition days sach as Schools Sports Victoda Winter Round Robin and Squad nethall

toumaments. ki is hame o Traralgon's siv netball squad teams thet represent Latrobe City allovear

i boria in netball: EM1ri_giv,' believy: thal regardless whether the plyer is sged 5 sturting ok or
veprosenting their tewn/region at squad leval, ons thing remsins te some —thay all dessrve to e
plavinguthall on a i"&@:i!i‘:g that isboth salie 2l up to standard. ) ' ’ )
The tres in quastian is a EUCALYPTUS SALIGRA, SYDNEY BLUE GUM,  is not indigencus to
the Gippsland regian. Itis commeanly found along the Hew South Walss seabeerd and inio

Cueensland, 1am fully suppoertive of planting native trees tn the reserve that are indigenous -

to our local areg, but well away from the playing surfaces so they cannot create a hazard.
There are plenty of open spaces where this can happen well away from the courts and as an
-assosiation the TMA would be mors tham happy o participats n the tres planting activities if
asked, - B j ¢ i o :

2 w X

Yoars faithifully

Jenni Rahde
SOUAD COORDINATOR ThE
| THA CORMRMITTEE REFRESENTATIVE

i

Should you wi b to discuss my vizws or the tree any turther, glease feel free tocontactme .
it mobils oF g A T Y
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Qriging! Message-—-
Fronm: RAGHAEL GB3RIEVE
Bant Tuesday, 4 June 20132 1818
To: Sandy Kam
Hubjacl Tree Removal Bresd Strest Netball Gounls

Plaase find sttached & lettér regarding the remowval of & tres af Breed Stresi Metball Courts. © |

Regards ]
Rachzel Grievs

29 May 2013 -

Dear Councilior M Callzghan, Councillor I{am, Councillor Rossiter, Councillor White,
Counillor Sindt, Councillar Middlemiss, Councilor Gikbons, Coungiller Gibsen
PROPOSED REMOVAL OF EUCALYPTUS SALIGNA, SYDNEYBLUE UM, FROM AGNES
BRERETON PARK, TRARALGON

FDI]C?WJ?]"IQ Latrobe Chty Council’s derision to defer any decision on the i‘emwai ofthe

Sydney Biue Gum diseussed in Agnes Brereton Park, Traralgon and seeks submissions
fram the community on the proposed tree removal D wish to submit my views to
Council over this tree,
As g regular user of the Agues Brereton Reserve Netball courts; 2 E,ﬁ;mmat’tee
member of the TRA and a parent of a child who util'ses this facllity F'wish o pmﬁde
rivy strong support for the removal of this tree.
Arnes Brenston Reserve (5 2 dedicated nethall faclisy for junior sthleigs. We support
aporokimately 500 players snd 70 net set go partidpants weekly. The tree in guestion
provides 2 number of safety hazards 1o players, officials, umpires and spectators and
sits diractly next to one of our back courts and drops an enarrmous amount of debiris on the
pleving surface. The debrdis dropped ranges from branches {large through o smalll, leaf
mather, gum nuis snd Fessers. Dur grastest concarn is the safety of our plagers, nffidals,
umpires and spectators, and L@ﬁ’s net forget the players are childven, is theit sefety worth
the risk?
A% @ Committes meantber of the Traralgon Netball Association | an well avare of pocastons
where small branchos have fallen and hit people in the head fwho are not standing below
the tree), this has happened to ane of our eldasly Commiittee mambers whao was cleaning
the court surface at the time. The delids on the court surface must be cleansd down before
" sach games and sometimas during eact game depending on the strength of the wind on any
- given day. Playing netball on the agalng asphalt surface presewts enoigh seripus hezands
withaut the adred potential danger of slipping on tree debriz o heing hit in the headTace
Dy a branch. Council Arborists themiselves state they cannct guarantee a branch will not fall,
wven though the deadwood has been removed.
The keaves and flowers that rain down on the court make the surface greasy, while the
gumnuts roll beneath your feet, maldng it |ize running on marbies. The safety of players and
umpires must be out first owar the beawty of an inappropriziely planted tree, coramon sense
miust prevail. it is a beautiul tree, but unfertunately it kas beon planted in the wrong
position and allowed o et too big and causes serious safety hazards to cur players,
spactators and afficials. The safety of the public using the facllity st come first, The court
it directh; affects is not in a low use zrea, it is In fact utilised exactly the same amount as all
other eourts, we do not have one spare court during our competitions. The TNA require all
10 courts 1o ran 1o support the competition, not piaying on the court is not an option. While
the delris falls mostly on one courd, [t does sprezd to the sunrounding courts affecting their
surfaces aswell just s 2 ]m;ser extert. 81 pourts sre ussd equally. in adddition the damage
e root systern of ths tee is msking 1 the court surface i now visible, The shelber shied-
bebaesn the cowrt and the tree has Become reised intha middls a5 & rest seises directly
undemsath i, The run off area of this court on tha tree side has slarted 0 crack, which
iz of great concern and creates sven more player safety issues.Agnes Brereton Boserie 38

[ P68 R R | [ SIS R T PR || [ SNSPNL SO JRL. TS RIS SOt A | R AN R | RS RRRSRReE. 8 L S TN [y
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nathall tournaments, It home to Traralgon®s six nethall squad teams that represeni
Latrobe City alf over Victaria in netball. | strongly belizva that regerdless whether the player
- is aped 5 starting outor ieprasenting their tewn/fregion at squad level, one thing remains
the same —they el deserve to be playing nefball ona faciﬁitfg that s bnth saf= and up ta
standard,
The tres in qwestmn is 2 EUCALYFTUS SALIGNA, SYDNET BLUE GUM, it is not
indigenous 1o the Gippsland reglon. It Is commonly faund along the New South
Wzles seasoard and into Queensland. | am fully supportive of planting native trees
in the reserve that are indigenous to our local area, but well away fram the plaving
surfaces so they cannot reate a hazard. Thers are plenty of open spaces where this
can happen well away from the courts and as an sssodation the THA would I;w Fora -
thzn happy to partidzate In the free glanting sctivitias if asked.
Should you wish to discuss my viewes or the tree any fuither, olesse feel free to
mﬁﬁxm@ Y MGH! ar emazil
Aaurs faith fully
. Rachael Grisve
SQHAB cac;mmamﬁ THA mmmmz REPRESE NTATIVE
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13 Torme 207
Wy Paul Buckiey
Ukiel Bxeoniive ffizer
I atsabe City

Desie Bix

Dlrjection to the Pmpmed HKemoval of the Sydaey Blue Gum at Agnes Breveton
Park

W five near Agnes mmm Park. Onsnost days we peatly s;njﬁy walk g atoumnd
ihe pavle,  Sometimes we walk around the park on onr ownmd o other oceastons we
walk there with iiends, A manbse off years age. ooz twin davelders plaved netball on
e eowts In e pack sod wor eldest &augh[ﬁt uped G pley hockey on the cval,

émm Tiveretan Park i3 o vy am:tm; inuch appreciated and well wsed public park
1t iml;algﬂm Thee pack i uged for a vadety of Sl 2nd nformal reeveation
purposes. Tt dlse bas value oz an albmetive visual feature fir people who irevel past
bui do mod actnelly enbse the padk. Toforsan) vealking aod oveling moand the perle snd
tormad netball actsvifies ars pobally e negor ases of e Aguss Brereion Pad, Tiis
highly deaivatie v medniain The value of the paek Gor tiess purposcs,

Several mndred people would wilk or eycle around the pack each week. The
‘existence of sonte bemuifud, large meture trees within the pavk mekes # koge
conkribotion in the altzaciivencss of the park as a location for wallang and cycling.
Unfortunately, the number of mature traes in the park has been reduced in recent
vears due to the removal of several large alm wees and 2 large eucalypt iwse.  Tha
removil af these frees bag Iovmeased the velstive hmportsrss awd valus of the licizd
mnsher of rametaing large malovs toees, of wh..’:h ithie ¥ gﬂxm Blug Cuw s ;mbablw
thirs Tl best.,

- Weare not sure that the exisivnce i}f thi Ssdney Blus Gur isa major smpmﬁmn: w
the use of one of the nethall courts. Cevtainly, the Svdrey RBioe Gum and netball
activities seem to hove cowxisted in Agaes Buoreion Park for many vesrs. Hivwever,
ifitis deemad that the existence of the Sydoay Blue Gum is incompetible with soms

_ nefball activitios, then we would strongly nexuest that the troe fot be remcrsed smad that
plass be mads (o exeblish addiional naball cowdds to the say of the existing coures.
Tf this wes to be dooe, 11 could have the added heeefit of providiag soms moch
needed additional car parking spacs near the nethall coumiz,

B i Buoped thurt yom will give syropeibistio consl deestion (o our abjection, 1F
Fﬂldﬁ% we world e };leﬁm ‘m speals b Coungil, oE {wmﬂ nﬁlm’%

Yours sincersly

David smd Rosemary Langroore -
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From: Kristie West
Sent: Friday, & July 2013 8:33 AM
T Jady D'éars
Cex Binirig Lewis
. &l{:yet;L Hiees your iy i?za'{im@? Em GIEn 5L Agnes Bﬂ_‘m

Hil Joxy,

Just bekting v«:—u e ﬂi-ﬁ- there was m?v 1 m,me!n @ i”m Hawe yeur ﬁarsr Eydney Blus Gum at
Agnes Braveton ;

. s ) ' T . o s Kesp thie . Tum (s effenes
Pl witibakl . . - nethall solits i sar parking

— Mg et o - ievmime e off airset
-iﬁublh& ! In - paning 2 deeperatsly tadded-
docmeniz such shieslian et Vst e arya when netbell
&% Cioungil ¢ coipkbon e o, Build betler
nepots s @ - g netbell cours in g fmore |

© - gubably lonsfinn.
. Please el 'ra‘x:: ke if I can ssslst yau further, |
fhbnks, _ |
- B}’m&“ Pest

iWr&ﬁinQ anesh Lomumabeaiicong Qﬁim
Lsnobe Lciqr Gl o~

maittn: Kristie ‘\_.“gesl@iazrghq WiE, OO L
Direct: 07 G128 £482
Fax {03) 512¢ 5672
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02 SEPTEMBER 2013 (CM400)

10. CORRESPONDENCE

10.1 DEFINED BENEFITS SUPERANNUATION
General Manager Governance

For Decision

PURPOSE

The purpose of this report is to provide Council with correspondence
received from City of Greater Bendigo advocating change to the current
Defined Benefits Superannuation legislation.
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DECLARATION OF INTEREST

No officer declared an interest under the Local Government Act 1989 in
the preparation of this report.

OFFICER COMMENTS

Council has received correspondence from the Mayor of the City of
Greater Bendigo on the 26 July 2013 seeking support in advocating to
politicians for changes to the current Defined Benefits Superannuation
legislation in order to minimise potential future impacts.

A copy of that correspondence is provided at Attachment 1.

In 2012 the MAV established a Taskforce to advocate changes to the
Defined Benefits Superannuation scheme on a sector wide basis. Latrobe
City Council currently supports the MAV advocacy which encompasses
the position of the City of Greater Bendigo.

Attachments
1. City of Greater Bendigo - Correspondance

RECOMMENDATION
That

1. Council note the correspondence received from City of
Greater Bendigo

2. Council write to the Mayor of the City of Greater Bendigo
advising that Latrobe City Council will continue to support
the advocacy of changes to the Local Authorities
Superannuation Fund through the MAV Taskforce.
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10.1
DEFINED BENEFITS SUPERANNUATION

1 City of Greater Bendigo - Correspondance...........ccceeeeeeevvevnnnnnn 109
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“Iﬂ

CITY OF LATROBE CITY GO
LATROBE CITY COUNCIL
INFORMATION MANAGEMENT

. GR
W BENDI
RECREIVED

25 July 2013 | 26 JUL 2013

Ry E """ B v
Doc wa: |
e s - OLL

-~
R e T (2 A ]
e S rmped T T ATy k
A S RIF TSI ' Dals ks Mneved fonwgeta
AN b T

R e

EATER ’

Dear Mayor and Councillors
Re: Defined Banefits Superannuation Forum

The matter of the future impact of shortfalls in the Defined Benefit Superannuation Fund Is of
great concemn to the City of Greater Bendigo and other local authorities. To discuss this matter,
you were invited to a Forum on July 30, 2013, however as the guest speaker is no longer
available, we are not able to hold the Forum at this time. | apologise for any inconvenience
caused.

However, my Council will continue to work hard to advocate for change to the Dsefined Benefits
Superannuation legislation sa the potential future impact is minimised.

Given the great interest in this matter, | am keen to share with you my Council's position which
is to advocate for the following changes: -+ ™

1. The Local Authorities Superannuation Fund revert {o a state-managed scheme fo put it
on an equal footing with other exempt public sector schemes.

2. That the 15% Contributions Tax associated with the scheme's fulure shortfalls be
abelished.

3. That the WorkCover liabilities associated with Defined Benefits shortfalls be abolished.
Wa seak your support in advocating to pdliticiéns for these changes to the schema.

To enable our community to better undersiéﬁd this issue, the City of Greater Bendigo has
prepared an information leaflet which appears on Council's website www.bendigo.vic.gov.au
along with ather information as part of our advocacy campaign.

| have enclosed a capy of ihe leaflet for your information.

Yaurs sincerely

r Lisa Ruffell
Mayor

Greater Bendigo City Council

Address: 195-129 Lyteleton Terrace, Bendiga
Postal Address: PO Box 733, Bendigo Vic 3552
T (03) 5434 6000

E (03) 5434 6200

E  requasts@bendigo.vic.gov.au

If you are deaf, hearing or speech impaired, ; gy
please call us via the National Relay Scrvice on 133 677 v pHeht i) el
uis wwwireliyservice.com.au ABN.74 149 638 |64
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INFORMATION SHEET En- ﬁs asimésa

YOUR QUESTIONS ANSWERED ABOUT LASF
DEFINED BENEFIT PLAN

What is the LASF Defined Benefit Plan?

A The Local Authorities Superannuation Fund (LASF) was established by an
Act of Parliameant in 1947 to provide superannuation to Victorian local
government and the water industry. The LASF Defined Banefit Plan was set
up by the Victorian Gavernment in 1982 and was compulsory for all councils
until it was closed to new members in 1993,

Q. What Is the difference between the Defined Benefit Plan and the City of
Greater Bendigo's (CoGB) normal fortnightly staff accumulation
superannuation payments?

A Defined benefit plans provide a prescribed benefit based on how long an
employee has been a scheme member and their salary at retirement.
Employers, rather than employees, must shoulder investment risks.
Accumulation schemes, which are the norm today, reverse this model and
when investment market returns are down, the total accumulatec super funds
in an employee’s account will also decline. Since January 1, 1994 new local
government employees have anly been able to join a standard aceumulation
plan. The CoGB budgets for and pays this normal fortnightly employer
superannuation contribution for staff.

Q. Why do all Victorian Councils still have to contribute to the Defined
Beneflt Plan?

A. Although the plan was closed in 1893, Victorian Councils including CoGB are
obligated to continue to make payments in respect to staff who were
members of the plan at the time of closing. The Defined Benefit Plan became
a ‘regulated fund’ under Commonwealth legislation on July 1 1998, which
required it to be fully funded. Prior to this date it was exempt from being fully
funded. Other public sector (State and Federal Government) defined benefit
super schemes continue to be exempt to this day.

What does “fully-funded’ mean? _

In accordance with Commaonwealth regulations, Vision Super must complete
an actuarial review at least every three years to ensure that assets are
adzquate to meet the benefits previcusly promised to members now and inta
the future. If a shortfall arises thal cannot be addressed through an
investment plan, then employers may be required to make top-up
contriputions. Unlike other exempt public sector schemes, it must be fully
funded which would enahle all payments io be made if all members withdraw
their funds cn the one day. Unfunded superannuation liakilities for the
Victorian Government currently exceed $28.7B, while estimates of the
unfunded Commonweslith defined benefits liability (excluding the Future
Fund) are around $69B.
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Why doesn't the COGB Council know what it has to pay and how much
to budyget for the Defined Benefits Plan?

In June 2012, the Actuary, who is required to assess whether the fund can
meet its liabilities, advised of a $453M shortfall as at 31 December 2011, with
Victorian councils sharing $3%6.9M plus $8.4M for regional library
corporations. The Actuary advised that most of the shortfall occurred during
the final six months of 2011 due to market volatility, and that this cutcome
could not have been foreseen. The Actuary has attributed the shartfall to:

+ Lower than expecied market investment returns (responsible for just
aver 50% af the shortfall}

»  Reduction in expected future earning rates from 8.5% pa to 7.5% pa
{around 25% of the shortfall}

« Balaries rising in excess of actuarial assumptions (around 8% of the
shortfall)

« |ncreased longevity of pensioners.

How much has the Defined Benefit Plan cost the COGB Council since
the fund closed in 19937

$21M in cash and a further $2M in interest repayments for loan borrowings to
pay for superannuation.

How much longer wilf the Defined Benefit Plan be a burden to the CoGB
and other Victorian Councils?

The Defined Benefit Plan is in run-off ag members retire. When the plan
closed in 1993 it had almost 38,000 defined benefit members and 7,500
lifetime pensioners. This has since reduced to 4,949 defined benefit members
still working for authorities (with an average age of 54 years) and 5,132
lifetime pensioners (with an average age of 79 years). Liabilities of the
scheme will continue until the last member or their spouse pass away.

Why can’t the government simply close or make changes ta the Defined
Benefit Plan?

Legislation does not permit this to occur. In addition, the trustees of the plan
are required to make decisions which are in the best interest of the
heneficiaries. Close of the fund iz unlikely to be in the best interest of the
beneficiaries.

What is being done to reduce the burden of the Defined Benefit Plan on
the community for the future?

A Taskforce of councillors and council officers was established in 2012 by the
Municipal Association of Victoria (MAV) which represants the interests of all
Victorian Councils te see what could be done to help Council’s address this
issue. Recommendations released in December 2012 include access ta
cheaper borrowing rates, reviewing the methodcelogy and budget allocations
for shortfalls, waiving ancillary government costs on shorfall payments,
regulatory reforms, and greater awareness of wages and investment returns
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that can influence the liability. The MAY are seeking a transition back to a
state-managead schems, which would remove the requirement to ensure full
funding and would return the Defined Benefit Flan to an equal footing with
other exempt public sector schemes, This outcome requires support from
both the Victorian and Australian Government’s to repeal the Federal
legislation and introduce State legislation to give effect to this change. Other
aclions being pursued by the MAV include discussions with the Australian
and Victorian governments to remove the 15 per cent Contribution Tax and
WorkCover liabilities associated with defined benefits call-ins. Unless the
legislation is changed, CoGB can expect to continue topping up the scheme
for the next 30-plus years.

. What is the CoGB Council doing?

The CoGB Council is actively lobbying State and Federa! politicians for a
change in legislation. The Mayor has written to the Prime Minister and
Premier, plus others from all sides of politics. The Mayor has also spoken 1o
other regional Councils who are also supporting the call for legisiative
change.

Q. Why is the CoGB Council lobbying for change?

The City of Greater Bendigo believes that regularly topping up the scheme
places an unfair burden on ratepayers and significantly reduces Council's
capacity to deliver services and capital works projects to the community.
Cther levels of government are not required to fully fund their superannuation
schemes and Council believes the same rules should apply to all. The CoGB
Council is also lobbying governments to remaove the Centributions Tax and
the impact it has on WorkCover premiums.

How can | find out more about this issue?

A There is more information available on the Cily of Greater Bendigo website
www.bendigo.vic.gov.au
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10.2 CITY OF YARRA REQUEST FOR COUNCIL SUPPORT FOR

TRAINS NOT TOLL ROADS
General Manager Economic Sustainability

For Decision

PURPOSE

The purpose of this report is to seek Council consideration of a City of
Yarra request for Latrobe City Council support for the Trains Not Toll
Roads campaign.

DECLARATION OF INTEREST

No officer declared an interest under the Local Government Act 1989 in
the preparation of this report.
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OFFICER COMMENTS

Yarra Council Letter

The Mayor of the City of Yarra has written to Latrobe City Council (refer
Attachment 1) in relation to the Victorian Government’s decision to
proceed with stage one of the East West Link.

The letter advises that Yarra Council is deeply concerned about the impact
of the proposal and is advocating against the East West link through a
Trains Not Toll Roads campaign.

The letter requests:
o Consideration of the above matters (contained in the letter);

o Identification of Council’s transport priorities that need to be
addressed and what would not be funded in the eastern section of
the East West Link proceeded; and

o Council to move a motion to support the Trains not Toll Roads
campaign and write to the Premier and Minister for Roads and Public
Transport seeking that funding be given to vital public transport.

Latrobe City Council Policy Context & Position

Latrobe City Council supports the East West Link and has demonstrated
this support through the adoption of the Gippsland Regional Plan (2010)
and the Gippsland Freight Strategy (2013).

The Latrobe City Council Plan 2013-2017 includes an annual action to
Support the extension of ‘Gippsland Gateways’ project through
improvements to rail, road and ports, in particular proposed rail access to
the Port of Hastings, the establishment of the North East freeway link and
construction of West Link as an alternative”.
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The rationale for this support is outlined in the Gippsland Regional Plan
(the Plan) strategic priority- Gippsland Gateways. This priority centres on
the need to extend Gippsland’s gateways to market through improvements
to rail, roads and ports. The Plan outlines these improvements as the:

° establishment of the North East Link direct link between the Eastlink
and Hume corridors.

o construction of East West Link as a priority to create an alternative to
the Monash-West Gate Freeway and enhance connectivity for
Gippsland’s industries to Melbourne and other regions.

o capability for Gippsland’s bulk exports enhancements to local ports
including Lakes Entrance.

o improvements to the regional community’s access to regional
services, education and training, employment opportunities and
recreational activities.

The Gippsland Freight Strategy (2013) specifically states that the growing
population of Melbourne’s south eastern suburbs will stretch the capacity
of the existing road and rail network, and increase travel time for freight
movements originating from Gippsland. Continuing to develop connection
options, such as the East West and North East Links will be essential if the
Gippsland corridor is to form an integral part of a national transport
network.

The support of Council and the Gippsland Region for the East West Link
has contributed to the Victorian Government’s commitment to the Link as
outlined in the policy document, Victoria — The Freight State.

Attachments
1. Trains Not Tolls Request for Support

RECOMMENDATION

1. That the Mayor write to the City of Yarra and advise that
Latrobe City Council supports the construction of an East
West Link in order to enhance connectivity for Gippsland to
Melbourne and other regions.

2. That a copy of the City of Yarra letter be forwarded to member
Councils of the Gippsland Local Government Network.
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10.2

City of Yarra Request for Council Support for Trains
not Toll Roads

1 Trains Not Tolls Request for SUPpPOrt.......coooviiiiiiiiiieiiieeii, 117
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¢ITY OF ﬁ
in reply please quote: D13/76246 P3 A
Conttact: Cr Fristacky 9205 5055 YdRR ;’;":‘ f:‘z’gcm”
¥4
Richmond VIC 3121
DX 30205
T{03) 3205 5555
F (03) 8417 6666
9 AU qu st 2013 E infe@yarmadity.vic.gov.au
W wwiw yarracity vic gov au
Imterpreter Services (03} 9208 1940
TIY 133 677 then ((03) Y205 5555
ABN 98 394 086 520

Mr Paul Buckley

CEO

Latrobe Council
paul.buckley@latrobe.vic.gov.au

Dear Mr Buckley

Request for your Council’s support for Trains Not Toll Roads

The State Government’s decision to proceed with stage one of the proposed East VWest
Link (EVWL) without an open and transparent business case or traffic analysis is cause
for major concem for our communities.

There is little justification for spending $8 billion (plus) of community funds on a project
that benefits, at best, only 20% of Melbourne commuters and, at worst, will significantly
increase traffic congestion, air and noise pollution, cause community dislocation, loss
of precious parkland and environmental damage and destruction of Melboume’s
heritage.

Significantly, the multimillion price tag of the EWL would crowd out funding capacity for
the many essential public transport projects needed across Victoria — for example
Metro Rail, Doncaster Rail, Rowville Rail, Aiport Rail, Mernda Rail extension,
Dandenong rail upgrade, signalling upgrades and even purchasing new trains.

Yarra Council is deeply concerned about the impact of the EWL and is strongly
advocating against the proposal through our Trains Not Toll Roads campaign for which
you can find more information at www.trainsnottollroads.com.au

We have written to the Premier and Minister for Roads and Public Transport
challenging the Government’s proposal. Copies of the letter to the Premier is attached.

Supporters of the Trains Not Toll Roads campaign include Darebin and Moonee Valley
Councils, the Public Transport Users Association, dozens of community organisations
and resident groups, transport experts, academics, health consultants and thousands
of people from across Victoria.

Yarralink Interpreter Service 5280 1940 | B duorc iny gitp béng Tiéng Viet, hiy goi sb 9280 1939 | Per assistenza in ltaliano chiamare 9280 1931 | HEEHEE
Hanh » 9280 1932 | Na PorfBon ot EAANye kedéoTe 9280 1834 | Para ayuda en castellano llame al 9280 1935 | 3a nomow Ha MAKSAOHCM JARSTE 08 HR
9280 1935 | A& RS, &E9280 1937 | Torkee yardm almak icin 9280 1938 numaral telefonu armn | 9280 1930 A8 e Bt o pis pl 130 sctad
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There are many reasons why Yarra Council does not support the proposed East Vest
Road Link. In summary, these reasons are:

Business case lacking

+ \Victorians are yet to see a comprehensive business case for the EVWL.

+ The State has provided a business case to Infrastructure Australia (1A) on 30
June 2013, but |A has identified this business case as deficient.

* Despite this, the project has been given priority in advance of integrated
planning and priority setting in the context of the Metropolitan Strategy for
Melbourne and development of a Victorian Transport Plan as required under
the State’s Transport Integration Act.

+ The project is not properly costed and assessed as part of proper integrated
transport planning as also required under the Transport Integration Act, and
National Transport Commission guidelines.

Traffic gridlock

+ The 2008 Eddington Study and subsequent traffic analysis shows that no more
than 20% of vehicles on the eastern freeway travel from east to west.

* At least 80% of vehicles on the Eastern Freeway travel to access inner
Melbourne for jobs, services and other activities.

+ Thereis no evidence to show this proposal will alleviate congestion at Hoddle
Street, Chandler Highway and Alexandra Parade which are the main hotspots
for traffic gridlock for the majority of people using the eastern freeway.

« |tis considered that the EWL will actually make congestion worse through
induced traffic and increased freight use on these roads.

An excellent article gquestioning the traffic analysis appeared in the media on the

weekend titled: “Do Traffic Counts Support Melbourne’s East West Link?" by Alan
Davies.

Cost of EWL is prohibitive
+ As mentioned above, the price tag for the EWL would crowd out funding
capacity for worthwhile public transport infrastructure projects able to meet
Melbourne’'s transport heeds for the 21 century.

+ The State has costed the EWL at $6 — 8 Billion. However, given design details
on the Linking Melbourne Authority website, and as major projects tend to
increase significantly beyond their estimation, this cost is anticipated 1o be
significantly higher. Further, the State has, as part of the EWL project,
proposed a second stage of works to link the EWL to the Port of Melbourne.
Also mooted is widening of the Eastem Freeway from Hoddle Street to Tram
Road in Doncaster (with possible tolls), and widening of the Tullamarine
Freeway. The total cost of all these works would be substantial.
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The bar chart below illustrates one of the key messages of Council and collaborative
groups on this campaign. Thatis, the cost of the tunnel is so overwhelming that it
would not enable other more deserving public transport improvements to the
metropolitan system and other very deserving infrastructure projects in Victoria.

Technical advisers in the Yarra community analysed what outstanding major transport
projects could be achieved in lieu of the EWL and have set these out as follows.

$16,000
314,000 -
$12,000 - B EW West
W EW East
$10 | 50 Trains
! , 000 = Melton Upgrade
2
E B Network Signalling
O00
g e | Rowville Rail
= Doncaster Rail
56,000 1 = Alrport Rail
= Dandenong Upgrade
54,000 4 = Melbourne Metro
$2,000 -
s0

East-West - Ima;
PT Upgrade

Source: Gerard Drew Beyond Zero Emissions

The Government's argument that not proceeding would threaten 3,200 jobs, is a weak
argument as each of the public transport projects listed above would create major
employment opportunities right across Victoria. For example, a Doncaster Rail project,
which would cost significantly less than the EWL, would generate 2,000+ jobs in
construction in addition to ongoing employment opportunities directly associated with

the rail service plus new jobs created in local activity centres that coincided with any
new transport routesfinks.

Social, environmental and heritage damage

« The EWL will adversely impact the social fabric of inner Melbourne local
neighbourhoods and destroy precious parkland, open space and heritage.

* There will be a significant increase in freight movement (b-doubles, and b-
triples) travelling on the eastem freeway and through the heart of inner
Melbourne. These would generate air and noise pollution in inner Melbourne as
well as for residents along the Eastern Freeway and Eastlink.

| am writing to request:
* your consideration of the above matters;

« identification of your own Council’s wider transport priorities that need to be

addressed and what would not be funded if the eastern section of the EVV Link
proceeded; and
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« that your council move a motion to support the Trains not Toll Roads campaign
and write to the Premier and Minister for Roads and PublicTransport seeking
that funding priority be given to vital public transport projects that would move
our State’s transport system into the 21% century.

Should you seek additional information or clarification on this matter, | encourage you
to visit www trainsnottollroads.com.au or our Trains Not Toll Roads Facebook page
which has attracted more than 5,600 followers in two months.

Alternatively please do not hesitate to contact me personally on
Jackie fristacky@yarracity.vic.gov.au or phone 0412597 794. | would be very happy to
come to your Council and speak to you about this important matter.

Yours sincerely

Cr Jackie Fristacky
Mayor, City of Yarra

East West Link
request for an urgent
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11. PRESENTATION OF PETITIONS

Nil reports
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12. CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER

Nil reports
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13. ECONOMIC SUSTAINABILITY

Nil reports
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14. RECREATION CULTURE AND COMMUNITY INFRASTRUCTURE

Nil reports
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15. COMMUNITY LIVEABILITY

15.1 DRAFT CHILDREN'S SERVICES PLAN 2013-2017
General Manager Community Liveability

For Decision

PURPOSE

The purpose of this report is to present to Council the draft Children’s
Services Plan 2013-17 and to seek approval to release the draft Plan for
community comment.

DECLARATION OF INTEREST

No officer declared an interest under the Local Government Act 1989 in
the preparation of this report.

STRATEGIC FRAMEWORK

This report is consistent with Latrobe 2026: The Community Vision for
Latrobe Valley and the Latrobe City Council Plan 2013-2017.

Latrobe 2026: The Community Vision for Latrobe Valley
Strategic Objectives — Our Community

In 2026, Latrobe Valley is one of the most liveable regions in Victoria,
known for its high quality health, education and community services,
supporting communities that are safe, connected and proud.

Latrobe City Council Plan 2013 - 2017

Theme and Objectives

Theme 2: affordable and sustainable facilities, services and recreation

e To promote and support a healthy, active and connected
community.

e To provide facilities and services that are accessible and meet the
needs of our diverse community.

Theme 4: Advocacy for and consultation with our community
e To ensure effective two-way communication and consultation
processes with the community in all that we do.
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Theme 5: Planning for the future

e To provide a well planned, connected and liveable community.

Strategic Direction — Work in partnership with all stakeholders to ensure
the provision of quality education and care services to the community.

Strategy & Plans — Latrobe City Childcare Strategy 2006 - 2011
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Legislation — Education and Care Services National Law Act 2010

Policy — Childcare Centre Policy 11 POL-5

Refer to council policy Manual F:\General\2009-2012 Policy
Manual\Childcare Centre Policy 11 POL-5

- Family Day Care Policy 11 POL-5

Refer to council policy Manual F:\General\2009-2012 Policy
Manual\Family Day Care Policy 11 POL-5

- Preschool Policy 11 POL-5

Refer to council policy Manual F:\General\2009-2012 Policy
Manual\Preschool Policy 11 POL-5

- Maternal and Child Health Policy 11 POL-5

Refer to council policy Manual F:\General\2009-2012 Policy
Manual\Childcare Centre Policy 11 POL-5

BACKGROUND

The Latrobe City Childcare Strategy 2006 — 2011 is a strategy that
established Council’s leadership role in ensuring families living in Latrobe
City have access to high quality childcare services. At the time of its
preparation and release it cemented Latrobe City Councils commitment to
the provision of high quality childcare services to its community.

The strategy aimed to improve the wellbeing of families living in Latrobe
City by supporting parents and by creating an environment that enabled
children opportunities to grow and develop to their full potential.

The childcare strategy identified three key areas for the organisation to be
involved to ensure an effective and relevant childcare system was
operating within the municipality. These areas are;
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e Strategic Planning
e Community Capacity Building
e Service Delivery

Endorsed by Council in February 2006, the childcare strategy was due for
review in 2011.

It was identified in the early stages of the review that whilst the Child and
Family Services department had a Childcare ‘strategy’ endorsed by
Council, an ‘endorsed plan’ for the business of the Department had not
been developed. A decision was made to review the current Childcare
strategy and develop a Children’s Services Plan 2013-2017. The
Children’s Services Plan was to be written in close consultation with key
stakeholders and would form the basis for service provision by the Child
and Family Services department for the coming four years.
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ISSUES

The Children’s Services Plan 2013-2017 is a key strategic document that
will guide the directions of the Child and Family Services Department for
the next four years.

This plan has a focus on:

1. The services that Latrobe City Council delivers directly to children
and their families.

2. What these services look like now.

3. What they will look like over the coming four years.

4. Latrobe City Councils role as a municipal planner and advocate for
children and their families.

The development of the plan has taken place over the previous two years
and has included:

¢ A review of the profile of Latrobe City and its population.

¢ A comprehensive infrastructure audit (of children’s services
infrastructure needs currently and into the future).

e An extensive community and stakeholder consultation.

¢ An analysis of financial data.

The Latrobe City Early Years Reference Committee as acted as the
Project Assurance Group in relation to the development of the Plan and
has provided input on a regular basis throughout its development, at
meetings and through electronic means. The committee is pleased with
the level of consultation and believes that the plan, in its current form
outlines a clear and achievable direction for the Child and Family Services
department.
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FINANCIAL, RISK AND RESOURCES IMPLICATIONS

Risk has been considered as part of this report and it is considered to be
consistent with the Risk Management Plan 2011-2014.

There are not considered to be any risks associated with this report.

There are no financial implications in releasing the draft Children’s
Services Plan 2013-17 for community engagement.

INTERNAL/EXTERNAL CONSULTATION
Engagement Method Used:

The preparation of the Draft Children’s Services Plan 2013-2017 followed
a process of targeted engagement with children and families currently
accessing Latrobe City’s Child and Family Services, other Early Years
professionals within the Latrobe City and specific Councillor workshops.
Other methods of engagement included random surveying of community
members at shopping centres, a community consultation session and a
staff consultation session.

Details of Community Consultation / Results of Engagement:

Children’s Consultation:
Approximately 1500 Children aged between 3 and 8 years were consulted
throughout the development of the plan.

Over 1300 3 to 5 year old children who currently access Latrobe City
Council managed Preschools and Early Learning Centres participated in
an activity that involved the display of eight pictures, the meaning of each
picture was discussed in small groups, and then each child was given five
pieces of Lego to place in the boxes with the picture that was most
important to them.

The eight pictures that were included in this activity identified the following:

love,

family,

feeling safe,
playing outside,
technology,
sustainability,
friendship and
learning.

The same activity was offered to children attending the Latrobe City
Children’s Expo in 2013. Over 200 children aged between 3 and 8
participated on this day.
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Community Consultation:

Approximately 1000 families who currently have children accessing a
Latrobe City Preschool or Early Learning Centre were surveyed as a part
of the consultation. The same survey was distributed to community
members at local shopping centres in Morwell, Moe and Traralgon and
random phone surveys were conducted during a six week period,
capturing input and feedback from more than 300 other community
members.

A community consultation session was offered to the general public and
promoted to Early Years professionals through already established
networks. The flexible session was open from 3:30pm — 8pm and provided
an opportunity for all members of the community to have their say on the
Children’s Services currently delivered by Latrobe City and what should be
delivered into the future. The session allowed participants to view the
results already gathered during other parts of the consultation and provide
their input as an additional layer to this information. This session captured
feedback from an additional 30 community members and early years
professionals.

Other Professionals

Opportunities for ‘other’ professionals to feed into the Children’s Services
plan were also available during the consultation period. This level of
consultation aimed to gather an understanding of the perception of
children’s services by other professionals and some information on the
understanding of professionals, such as town planners and health
promotion officers on the role they might plan in the ongoing provision of
children’s services by Latrobe City Council.

Two specific facilitated sessions were held asking the attendees to answer
questions about Children’s Services currently managed by Latrobe City
and their understanding of the future direction for the Department of
Education. Participants were asked to input freely through conversations
and suggestions about what children’s service might look like into the
future as well as what should be kept or stopped during as part of Latrobe
City’s current suite of children’s services. Feedback was also sought
through regular network meetings.

Councillors
Three Councillor workshops have been offered during the development of
the Plan.

The first Councillor workshop was held in December 2012. The workshop
provided the opportunity for members of the Child and Family Services
team to provide Councillors with information regarding the processes
already in place for the development of the Plan and to gather input from
Councillors regarding information they would like to see as a part of the
plan.
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The second workshop was held in February 2013. This workshop was
provided in a flexible manner that encouraged the viewing of results and
information gathered as part of the community consultation process and
allowed additional input and questions in relation to the information
presented.

The third workshop was held on 29 July 2013. This workshop provided an
opportunity to step through the draft document and for further Councillor
input into the draft document.

OPTIONS
Council has the following options available:

1. Release the draft Children’s Services Plan 2013-17 for public
consultation in accordance with Council’s Community Engagement
Plan 2010-14.
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2. Amend and release the draft Children’s Services Plan 2013-17 for
public consultation in accordance with Council’s Community
Engagement Plan 2010-14.

3. Not release the draft Children’s Services Plan 2013-17 and seek
further information.

CONCLUSION

The development of Latrobe City’s Children’s Services Plan 2013-17
considered a comprehensive Community consultation process, an
analysis of demographic, financial and legislative data and a detailed audit
of the current Children’s Services Infrastructure. Together this information
has been analysed and has been used as the basis to form the strategic
document.

The Children’s Services Plan 2013-17 is an opportunity to further enhance
our position to provide high quality services that meet both the
expectations and needs of the community and key stakeholders based on
clear strategic direction.

Attachments
1. Children's Services Plan - final draft
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RECOMMENDATION

1. That Council releases the draft Children’s Services Plan 2013-
17 for public comment for a period of 6 weeks.

2. That a copy of the draft Children’s Services Plan 2013-17 be
forwarded to all relevant stakeholders; be made available for
viewing at Council Service Centres, Libraries, Children’s
Services facilities and on Council’s website; and public notices
placed in the Council Noticeboard inviting community
comment.

3. That written submissions in relation to the draft Children’s
Services Plan 2013-17 be received until 5 pm on Monday, 14
October 2013.

4. That following the community consultation process a further
report is presented to Council detailing all submissions
received and presenting a Children’s Services Plan 2013-17 for
consideration.
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15.1
Draft Children's Services Plan 2013-2017

1 Children's Services Plan -final draft.........c.coovevieiiiiieeeeen, 149
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Children’s Services Plan

2013-2017
DRAFT DOCUMENT

This document is a strategic document that will guide the direction of Latrobe
City Council Children’s Services for the coming four years.

' LatrobeCity

a new energy
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Message from the Mayor

| am pleased to introduce the Children’s Services Plan, the first strategic plan prepared by
Latrobe City Council with a specific focus on children’s services provided to our
community.

Latrobe City Council is one of the largest single providers of early year's services in the
Gippsland region and the largest manager of preschool services within its own
municipality. We have a history of working in parthership with our community to achieve
the best possible outcomes.

Latrobe City Council has a key role in service provision to children and their families
through direct service delivery, planning for improved access and facilities and advocacy
for the needs of our community. This plan focuses further on these areas to explore what
the delivery of child and family services will look like over the coming four years; and what
role Latrobe City Council will play as a municipal planner and an advocate for children and
their families as we assist children to be the best that they can be.

Latrobe City Council has consulted with service users, community members and other
important stakeholders in the development of this plan to ensure we understand
community needs and priorities. Research into state and federal government direction,
and projected population growth has been undertaken to inform the most effective ways of
service delivery. Delivery of this plan will continue to strengthen our position and
achievement of positive outcomes as a result of this valuable work into the future.

Cr Sandy Kam
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Background

Latrobe City Council has a strong history of delivering high quality children’s services and
working with the community to advocate for improved outcomes for children and their
families.

From its inception Latrobe City has been committed to the provision of Preschool services.
Following the state governments intreduction of the cluster management model, Latrobe
City became one of the largest single cluster managers and the only Local Government
Authority in the Gippsland region to take on this responsibility.

Latrobe City Council has always provided Maternal and Child Health Services and has
continued to deliver the Enhanced Maternal and Child Health Service across the
municipality.

Child care services have been developed in response to growing community need. Family
Day Care and Long Day Care programs have become an essential part of the Latrobe City
landscape and continue to be effectively managed by Latrobe City Council.

Latrobe City's role as municipal planner and strong advocate for children has been
prevalent over the years, with a clear commitment being given to this when the
organisation elected to be the lead agency in the role out of the Victorian Governments
Best Start Program across the municipality. This program, in its design, strengthens the
ability of service providers to work collaboratively for improved outcomes for families and
children.

Latrobe City Council has enhanced its commitment to the provision of guality, integrated

children's services over the last five years with the development of children’s hubs and a
service model restructure starting at a leadership level to support the implementation and
the ongoing integration of children’s services across the municipality.
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Current Service Levels

Latrobe City Council currently plays a dual role within the municipality in relation to the
provision of children’'s services, being:

+ Direct service provider

! Municipal planner and advocate

Latrobe City Council currently delivers the following services:

Maternal and Child Health Service

Service summary: The Maternal and Child Health Service provides support to families with
children up to school age. Information and advice is available in child health and
development, child behaviour, maternal health and wellbeing, child safety, immunisation,
breast feeding, nutrition, parenting and family planning.

Other municipal providers:
o Nil

Key achievements:

! Averages a 98% participation rate for newborn children
» Maintains above state average for key ages and stages visits
! High quality results in all accreditations

Ultilisation history (by birth notice).

2010M1 201112 2012113
1035 948 970

Traralgon Maternal Health Centre
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Enhanced Maternal and Child Health Service

Service summary: The Enhanced Maternal and Child Health Service is an outreach
service that provides an additional level of support to vulnerable families who are referred
by early years health professionals. The aim of the program is to build families capacity to
care for their children and prevent further crisis intervention.

Other municipal providers:
+ Nil

Key achievements:
! 100% of referred clients engaged in the program

¢ Developed and implemented a revised model of service delivery resulting in greater
access for community members

Utilisation history (by % referral conversion):

2010M1 201112 201213
100% 100% 100%

Prekinder program

Service summary: The Prekinder program provides an educational experience for children
from 3 years of age in the year prior to attending the Preschool program. The program
operates for 2 hours per week throughout school terms and offers children with a variety of
activities to extend their development and prepare them for the Preschool year.

Other municipal providers:

+ St Pauls Anglican Grammar School — Traralgon Campus
! Uniting Care Gippsland

- Woolum Bellum - Morwell

- StlLukes- Moe

Key achievements:

» |ntegration with 4 year old program
I Delivery of Service within 7 localities across the Municipality

Enrolment history:
2010 2011 2012 2013
203 213 153 122
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Glendonald Road Preschoof

Preschool Program:

Service summary: The Preschool program offers a play-based educational program for
children in the year prior to them starting School. Children are required to have turned four
years of age prior to 30 April in the year they attend. The program operates for 15 hours
per week and provides children with the opportunity to participate in a structured
educational program to enhance all areas of their development and prepare them for
Primary School.

Other municipal providers:

s St Pauls Anglican Grammar School — Traralgon Campus

I Uniting Care Gippsland
- Woolum Bellum - Morwell
- StLukes- Moe

Key achievements:
+ Average preschool participation rate of 95%, amongst the highest in the State
» The first preschool cluster manager in Victoria to transition all preschool services
from 10 hrs to a 15 hour per week model
! Achieved high quality results in all relevant accreditations
e Achieved sun smart accreditation in all services
! Successfully implemented ‘team teaching model

7|Page

Page 155



ATTACHMENT 1 15.1 Draft Children's Services Plan 2013-2017 - Children's Services Plan - final draft

LatrobeCity

w energy

Enrolment history:
2010 2011 2012 2013
836 868 949 882

Kinder Inclusion Support program

Service summary: The Kindergarten Inclusion Support (KIS) service offers supplementary
funding to support the access and participation of children with disabilities and ongoing
high-support needs and/or complex medical needs into a funded preschool program. The
KIS packages may provide staffing support by contributing to the cost of an Additional
Assistant who works as a member of the team delivering the program that is developed by
an Early Education teacher and is inclusive of all children in the group.

Other municipal providers:
e Nil

Key achievements:

! Provision of staff to 25 — 30 preschool students per year to assist with integration
support needs

+ Ongoing 85% plus satisfaction rate from families accessing the service

Utilisation history (by funded child):

201011 201112 2012113
26 29 23

Preschool Field Officer (PSFQO) program

Service summary: The PSFO program provides support to preschool service providers to
support the access and meaningful participation of children with additional needs in
inclusive preschool programs through the provision of consultative support, resourcing and
advice to early education teachers.

Other municipal providers:
s Nil

Key achievements:

u Worked directly with an average of 500 families per year who require additional
support to access preschool services

I Consistently exceed targets set by the Victorian Government in relation to child
assistance levels
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Utilisation history (by assisted child):

201011 201112 2012113
85 140 85 to date

Long Day Care/Occasional Care

Service summary: Traralgon, Moe and Carinya Early Learning Centres are integrated
centres providing high quality care and education for children aged from 6 weeks to 6
years of age. Traralgon and Moe Early Learning Centres offer families a Long Day Care,
QOccasional Care and Preschool program. Carinya Early Learning Centre provides Long
Day Care and Preschool. Bookings can be made for full day or half day sessions or
occasional care with a minimum booking time of 1 hour.

Other municipal providers:

» Goodstart Early Learning Centres
- Traralgon
- Traralgon North
- Traralgon East
- Morwell
I Midvalley Kinder and Childcare — Morwell
» Kylie Early Learning Centre - Morwell
I Albert Street Early Learning Centre - Moe
» Moe Central Childcare and Kindergarten Centre - Moe
! Little Saints Early Learning Centre - Newborough
+« Li'l Bearz Early Learning Centre - Traralgen

Utifisation history (Traralgon, Moe and Carinya Early learning Cenire).

201011 201112 2012113
74% 70% 72%

Family Day Care

Service summary: The Family Day Care program offers high quality home-based care and
education for children aged between 6 weeks and 13 years of age. Coordinated by
Latrobe City the scheme licenses over 30 home based educators throughout the
municipality. Family Day Care is flexible child care with some educators offering care 24
hours a day, 7 days a week. This service also provides before and after school care.
Other municipal providers:

s Nil

Key achievements:
! Managed the delivery of FDC to over 2000 children over the last five years
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Utilisation history.
201011 201112 2012/13
231,000 hours 223,000 hours 211,000 hours

Vacation Care

Service summary: The Vacation Care program operates at Moe PLACE during school
holidays. The program provides care and fun activities for Primary School children. The
children are provided with quality programming ensuring connections with the community
are made through incursions and excursions.

Other municipal providers:
e OSHCARE 4 kids

Utilisation history:

2010 2011 2012 2013
60% 70% 75% 75%

Best Start Program

Service summary: Best Start is a Victorian government early years initiative. Latrobe City
Council leads a partnership of municipal Early Years' service providers to support families,
caregivers and communities to provide the best possible environment, experiences and
care for young children. Through a partnership with other early years service providers, the
initiative aims to improve the health, development, learning and wellbeing of all Victorian
children aged birth to eight years. It has a strong emphasis on prevention and early
intervention.

Other municipal Partners:
! Berry Street
s Latrobe Community Health Service
! Good Beginnings Australia
s Noah's Ark Inc
! Ramahyuck District Aboriginal Corporation
e Queen Elizabeth Centre
! Catholic Education Office
s L|atrobe Regional Hospital
! Department of Human Services
s Uniting Care Gippsland
! Quantum Support Services
» Anglicare
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Key achievements:
! Early literacy promotion through the implementation of the ‘bocks in boxes’ and
‘books on buses’ programs
* Implementation of the ‘Children's Expo’ over the past three years, providing a fun
and free environment for parents and children to explore services and learning
opportunities
* |mplementation of Region wide cross cultural awareness training

Traralgon Early Learnfn Cenire
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Latrobe City as municipal planner and advocate:

Regional planning

Local Government has an important role to play in the planning for Children’s services
across the relevant Regional area, regardless of the role it has to play in the direct
provision of services. Latrobe City Council works closely with all Children’s services
providers across the Gippsland Region in an attempt to achieve consistent and outcomes
focused planning and service delivery. Latrobe City is a major contributor to the Gippsland
Early Years Workforce Development Plan and plays an important role on the Gippsland
Kindergarten Cluster Management network .

Municipal planning
Latrobe City Council has a strong focus on care for growing families, and recognises the
value of integrated local planning for children aged 0-8 years and their families.

The development of the Municipal Early Years Plan (MEYP) 2011-2015 is part of the
Council's commitment to plan in parthership with the community, other levels of
Government and service providers for the future investment in early years services across
Latrobe City. This municipal-wide plan is designed to provide strategic direction for the
development, coordination and delivery of early childhood education, care and health
programs. T he actions in the plan will strengthen further the existing suite of early years
programs and services with a strong focus on integration and collaboration. There is also
an emphasis on promoting urban environments that are child friendly.

The vision for the Latrobe City MEYP 2011-2015 is that. A/l children aged 0-8 years and
their families, living in Latrobe City are part of a safe and inclusive child friendly
community. Children have an equal opportunity to participate in accessible, high quality
family friendly services that support thefr health and development.

An Early Years Reference Committee made up of Community members, Early Years
professionals and Council representatives has been formed to provide advice to Council
on current plans and the development of future plans to reflect the needs of the
community. The main objectives of the Committee are to:

I Assist in the promotion of the Latrobe City Municipal Early Years Plan
2011-2015 to the community.

+ Monitor the progress of the Latrobe City Municipal Early Years Plan 2011-2015.

! Through the chair, to inform Councillors of matters related to the needs of children
and their families that may affect their participation in community life or their
development into the future.

» Advocate in relation to areas of identified need on behalf of children and their

families.
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+ Provide input into the development of future Latrobe City Council plans and
strategies that have a focus on the early years.

Organisational (management and) planning

Latrobe City's Child & Family Services Leadership team are committed to ensuring quality
outcomes for all children and families within the Community. The team is structured to
support a high level of integration between services resulting in a smocther Service
System and high quality outcomes for children and their families.

The Child & Family Services team liaises with other Departments of Latrobe City to ensure
the needs of children and families are being considered in the development and review of
Strategies and plans across the Municipality.

Advocacy

Latrobe City's role as an advocate for children and families extends across the State. As a
Leader in the Early Years Sector, Latrobe City's key advocacy role is to ensure services
are adequately funded to be able to deliver high quality services that meet and support the
needs of the families within the community. Represented on a variety of State wide
reference groups and invited to participate in program and policy reviews, Latrobe City
utilises these platforms to influence other levels of Government on the needs of the Sector
and our local Community.

Partnerships

Working in parthership with community, other professionals and service users is integral to
the manner in which Latrobe City delivers its suite of Children’s Services and approaches
its role as a leader within the Gippsland Region. The establishment of successful
professional partnerships across the State has been essential in Latrobe City’s ability to
act as a leader within the Early Years sector. Key partnerships include DEECD, Municipal
Association of Victoria, GippsTAFE and Children’s Services providers across the
Gippsland Region as well as other LGA's.

Infrastructure

Infrastructure within Latrobe City's Early Years Services has been at the forefront of
Service planning. The move from individual Neighbourhood Centres for Maternal and Child
Health to Centralised Services in each of the main towns has seen the Services become
more flexible, meeting the needs of the changing community. The development of two
large community hubs in Churchill and Moe has allowed the Child and Family Services
team to facilitate integrated practise across the Service sector and provided the families
with a “one stop” location for all of their Early Years needs. The relocation of Traralgon
Early Learning Centre has allowed for the continued growth in the town and provide
families with the option of Long Day Care, Occasional Care and Preschool from the one
location. The development of the infrastructure plan in 2011 has provided a clear direction
of future needs in relation to Infrastructure at Latrobe.
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Moe PLACE.

Moe Place

Children’s Services Plan 2013 - 2017

The preparation of this plan has considered a number of background and supporting
documents including the Legislative context, a high level of Community consultation,
financial consideration and infrastructure planning. A summary of these documents are
provided below.

Legislative context

Commonwealth and State legislative frameworks along with Latrobe City Council strategic
directions and community consultation have provided a reference point and guide in
relation to the development of the Children’s Services Plan.

Commonwealth legislation

Australia is a sighatory to the United Nations Convention on the Rights of the Child. For
policy makers and service providers alike, one of the most important and challenging
aspects of this agreement is that every child should be heard on issues effecting them,
that every child should have the ability to influence their learning environment and have
input into their cwn education.

With these challenges in mind, the Commonwealth and State Governments signed the
Council of Australian Governments (CoAG) National Parthership agreement on Early
Childhood Education in 2008. This agreement is currently being implemented across
Victoria through a partnership between Local and State Governments. The agreement
has introduced Universal Access programs that increase access to quality preschool for
children in the year before they start school, requiring the expansion of preschool
programs and the workforce involved in early education and care.
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State legislation

The State Government has also introduced a new National Quality Framework for Early
Education and Care, applying to all services that are accessed by children aged 0 — 8.
The framework aims to raise the quality of early education and care services and drive
continuous improvement and consistency through in the implementation of a national
assessment scheme, transparent rating systems, an increase in staff to child ratios and an
increased requirement for staff qualifications.

All children’s services are now required to be able to provide evidence that their programs
are delivered in line with a set of predetermined standards. Every children’s service will
now be assessed against these standards with all results being available to all members of
the community:

! Educational program and practice

+ Children’s health and safety

B Physical environment

s Staffing arrangements

! Relationships with children

» Collaborative partnerships with families and communities
! Leadership and service management

One of the greatest challenges facing local authorities is to integrate child orientated
programming and policy making into structures and service delivery that meet the direction
set by Commonwealth and State Government, as well as the directions set by their own
communities within a budget that places minimal burden on rate payers.

Council planning context:

Latrobe 2026. The Community Vision for the Latrobe Valley outlines the vision for our
whole community. The development of this vision was facilitated by Latrobe City Council
in consultation with many agencies, organisations, groups and individuals.

Community consultation

During the two year period that has included the development of this strategic plan a high
level of consultation has occurred with the community that has used a variety of
engagement methods in order to gain a greater understanding of the desires of children
and the expectation of families and community in relation to Latrobe City Council role in
the provision of Children’s Services.

What did the children say?

An interactive consultation was undertaken with over 1500 children to understand what
was important to them. It was recognised that this consultation would not necessarily
inform service development from a strategic point of view, however it was established that
having an understanding of what is truly important to the children of Latrobe City was

15|Page

Page 163



ATTACHMENT 1 15.1 Draft Children's Services Plan 2013-2017 - Children's Services Plan - final draft

LatrobeCity

w energy

essential to inform the basis of the Children’s Services Plan and the foundations for
service delivery and planning into the future.

Children participated in an activity where eight pictures were displayed, the theme
highlighted by each picture was discussed with the children in small groups and then each
child was asked to distribute five pieces of Lego according to the theme that was most
important to them.

This consultation was carried out at each Latrobe City Council managed preschool,
Latrobe City Council managed early learning centre (with 3 — 5 year old children) and at
the 2012 Children’s Expo (with visiting school children and children aged 3 — 8 who
attended with their families).

The results of this consultation are summarised in the table below:

Children's Consultation Results

800

700

600 4

@Love

| |mFriendship
_— @ Sustanability
| |OFeeling safe

i ELearning
E Family
@ Technology
@ Playing Outside

Lowve Friendship Sustanability  Feeling safe Learning Family Technology  Playing Outside

500 1

400 1-

300 A

200 +

100 +

What did families and community say?

Approximately 1200 community members (including existing Latrobe City Council service
users and randomly selected community members) participated in consultation carried out
in a variety of forms, as identified as part of the Children’s Services Plan community
engagement pfan. Consultation methods included surveys (completed either via survey
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monkey or through a face to face interview), random phone consultation, shopping centre
consultation and open house workshops.

Community members were eager to participate in the process and often expressed a high
level of gratitude for the opportunity to be involved and have input onto the future of
Children’'s Services within Latrobe City.

A summary of the consultation results identified the following:

s The majority of respondents believe that Latrobe City Council should continue to be
in the business of delivering Children’s Services;

I The majority of respondents indicate that Latrobe City Council should increase the
suite of Children’s Services they provide;

¢ Almost 100% of respondents believe that the most important skill children can take
away from their early education experience is the development of social skills

M More than 70% of respondents believe that Children’s Services should be co-
located (either with other early years services or community based services)

! Over 80% of respondents believe that service location is the most influencing factor
when selecting Children’s Services

A more detailed overview of these results is captured in the Children’s Services Plan —
community engagement results, presented as a background document to this Plan.

&y

Churchifl Hub
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What did the professionals say?

Qver 200 professionals, including Latrobe City Council staff and Early Years professionals
from across the municipality were engaged during the consultation period. Facilitated
workshop style consultations were held that required attendees to respond to specific
questions in relation to the Children’s Services currently provided by Latrobe City Council
now and into the future. Attendees were also asked to suggest what Children’s Services
might look like in the future, from an infrastructure and educational point of view.

A summary of the consultation results indicate the following:

! Latrobe City Councils Child and Family Services professional are accessible and
focused on improving outcomes for children and their families

s Co-located services and/or hubs with a combination of services should be
considered when developing infrastructure into the future

» Future services should include careful consideration of health needs and health
promotion

I Latrobe City Council should continue to consider Children's Services as part of it's
core business

¢ A higher level of investment should be considered in relation to staff training and
development

¢ The Child and Family Services department should continue to focus on building
strong links with other areas of Council to improve outcomes for children and their
families.

A more detailed overview of these results is captured in the Children’s Services Plan —
community engagement results, presented as a background document to this Plan.

Infrastructure report

Latrobe City Council received funding from the Department of Education and Early
Childhood Development to develop an infrastructure plan for children’s services within the
City. This is an important plan that will ensure a strategic approach to identifying the need
for new infrastructure and the maintenance, renewal and replacement of existing buildings.

A technical assessment of the condition of all existing Children’'s Services buildings,
demographic data, assessment of the current capacity and population predictions have
been undertaken and will form the basis of a comprehensive plan for Children’s Services
infrastructure into the future.

Financial consideration

Whilst the programs that the Child and Family Services team deliver are largely funded by
a mix of State and Commonwealth funding, Latrobe City Council contribute financially to
the running of the Department.
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The table below identifies the net cost to Council for the 201011, 2011/12 and 2012113
and the predicted costs for the 2013/14 year.

Net cost/(surplus) to rates

800000

700000

600000 + _ _

| m2010/2011

500000 - s | O2011/2012 |
02012/2013
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At this point in time we are unable to predict the costs for the 2015/16 and 2016/17
financial years. This period will see a significant increase in EFT's due to the
implementation of a change in legislated staff to child ratios. Whilst the expenditure can be
predicted, the funding for this period and beyond has not yet been announced. We will
continue to advocate to the State and Commonwealth Governments for appropriate levels
of funding to support the implementation of this change.
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Commitments, Actions and Success
factors

The results of the community consultation, data analysis and financial impact analysis
have all been considered closely in relation to the recommended actions that will form the
basis for all work that the Child and Family Service team carry out over the coming four
years.

The community consultation that has been carried out clearly indicates that at this point in
time the community of Latrobe City have an expectation that services will be delivered by
Council, and that they believe that this should be the case into the future.

Financial impact assessment indicates that service expansion and improvement has been
able to be carried out and implemented over the past years without significant increases in
costs to Council (rate payers). Financial analysis of future budgets (as estimates) would
indicate that if Latrobe City Council is able to continue to work with partner agencies to
access appropriate funding levels then there should be limited or no increase in the
financial burden placed on Council to provide Children’s Services.

More detailed works will need to be carried out in some areas of service provision and
infrastructure to ensure that Council continues to meet it s commitment to all rate payers
and service users, these specific areas have been highlighted through actions in the plan
that follows.

Maternal and Child Health Service
Commitment:

u Continue to deliver the Maternal and Child Health program in accordance with
DEECD guidelines.
¢ Continue to advocate to maintain a 50% funding commitment from the State
Government to the Maternal and Child Health program.
! Develop and maintain an appropriately trained and qualified workforce.
Actions:
I Review the Maternal and Child Health scholarship program — year
o |ever off State Government Key Ages and Stages advertising program and tailor to
municipal needs in order to increase Key Ages and Stages checks across the
municipality — vear 2
What success looks like:

* Achieve a minimum 95% participation rate annually.
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Enhanced Maternal and Child Health Service

Commitment:
l Continue to deliver a high quality Enhanced Maternal and Child Health Service in a
flexible manner.

s+ Review the Enhanced Maternal and Child Health model of service delivery on an
annual basis — year 1 to year 4
What success looks like:
* 100% of clients accessing the Enhanced Maternal and Child Health Service are
transitioned into the Universal Maternal and Child Health Service prior to the receipt
of 15 hours of intense support.

Traralgon Maternal Health Cenire

3 year old preschool program
Commitment:

! Continue to manage the delivery of high quality 3 year old preschool programs
across the municipality at full cost to the participating families, in accordance with

DEECD and ACECQA guidelines.
21| Page

Page 169



ATTACHMENT 1 15.1 Draft Children's Services Plan 2013-2017 - Children's Services Plan - final draft

Latrobe(City

w energy

Actions:
s+ Manage the availability of the 3 year old preschool program to all applicants on an
annual basis — year 1 —year 4
What success looks like:
! The 3 year old preschool program is offered in various locations across the
municipality.
¢ The 3 year old preschool program is integrated with the 4 year old program were
possible.
u The 3 year old preschool program continues to operate at no direct cost to Council.

4 year old preschool program
Commitment:

¢ Continue to manage the delivery of 15 hours per week of high quality 4 year old
preschool programs across the municipality in accordance with DEECD and
ACECQA guidelines.

Actions:

! Define the relationship between preschool committees and Council through the
development of a robust Governance framework that clearly identifies roles,
responsibilities and relationships— year 1

» Develop a preferred model of operation to take into consideration the Child:staff
ratio changes in 2016 — year 1

u Undertake a review of teaching models — year 2
What success looks like:
u A clear and agreed Governance framework for preschool committees is
implemented.
s Committees and Council have successful and strong partnerships.

u Teaching models are meeting the requirements of the delivery of high quality
Preschool services.

Kinder Inclusion Support program
Commitment:

s Provide inclusive programs for all 3 and 4 year old Latrobe City Council managed
preschool participants.

! Advocate for inclusive practice across the municipality.
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Actions:

+ Work with DEECD to negotiate appropriate funding levels to support inclusive
practice — year 2

» Work with Regional and State parthers to review current practice and advocate for
the most appropriate organisation to manage kinder inclusion support funding within
Latrobe City — year 3

What success looks like:

» Latrobe City Council managed services are provided with the appropriate support to
maintain and further develop inclusive practice.

Preschool Field Officer program
Commitment:

! Continue to be the auspice agency for the Latrobe City Preschool Field Officer
program.

Actions:

u Support will be provided to service providers across the municipality to assist in the
provision of inclusive programming — vear 1 fo year 4

What success looks like:

+ Inclusive service provision is accessible to all members of the community.

Long Day Care
Commitment:

* Provide accessible flexible care options for families.
Actions:

» Review the current service model of Long Day Care and present a report to
executive team with recommendations — year 2

What success looks like:

u Service utilisation is maximised at each Latrobe City Council managed service with
an aim to increase by 2% annually.
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Churchifl Hub

Occasional Care
Commitment:

u Provide accessible flexible care options for families in accordance with DEECD and
ACECQA guidelines.

Actions:
* Review occasional care utilisation and compare to the needs identified in the

preschool and long day care service areas — year |
+ Present a report to Executive Team with recommendations — vear 2
What success looks like:
B Occasional Care assessment is complete with recommendations endorsed and
action plan developed for implementation.

» Community heeds are balanced with operational efficiencies and services are
delivered accordingly.

Family Day Care
Commitment;

u Provide accessible flexible care options for families in accordance with DEECD and
ACECQA guidelines.

Actions:
+ Complete a feasibility study into the long term viability of Family Day Care — year 2
¢ Present a report to Council with recommendations regarding the long term future of
24| Page
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the Family Day Care program within the existing suite of Children's Service
Programs managed by Latrobe City Council — year 2 to year 3

What success looks like:

I Family Day Care assessment is complete with recommendations endorsed and
action plan developed for implementation.

Vacation Care
Commitment:

+ Provide accessible flexible care options for families in accordance with DEECD and
ACECQA guidelines.

Actions:
u Investigate the need for vacation care across the municipality — year 1.
¢ Present a report to Executive Team regarding the long term future of the program

within the existing suite of Children's service programs managed by Latrobe City
Council — year 1 to year 2

What success looks like:

u Vacation Care assessment is complete with recommendations endorsed and action
plan developed for implementation.

Best Start Program
Commitment:

» Continue to be the lead agency for the Latrobe City Best Start program.
Actions:

¢ Work in partnership with all Children’'s Service providers within Latrobe City to
improve the social, educational and well being outcomes for children — year 1 w0
year 4
u Build strong and successful early years leaders through the partnership — year 7 o
year 4.
What success looks like:

! A strong Best Start partnership that achieves all objectives set out in its action plan.

Regional Planning
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Commitment:

I Maintain a presence at State and Regional forums to advocate on behalf of the
Gippsland community.

Actions:

+ Seek membership and opportunities to participate at a State level on Children’s
Services networks and planning groups that allow service development within the
Gippsland Region — year 1 to year 4

What success looks like:

¢ Latrobe City Council has a high level of influence over sectorial decision makers.

Municipal planning
Commitment:

I Provide information to the community regarding the direction of Government for

Children's Services and the role of Latrobe City.
Actions:

u Develop and implement a community education awareness strategy through cross
sector networks covering the key messages for effective early childhood education
—year 3

+ Provide information to the community regarding Children’s Services in various and
accessible formats — yvear 2 to year 4

What success looks like:

! Community members display a clear understanding of the direction of Children’s

Services through customer satisfaction surveys.

Advocate and lead
Commitment;

* Advocate for appropriate funding and support from State and Commonwealth
Governments.

Actions:
» Establish and maintain a strong presence at State and Regional networks — year
to year 4

B Costs of service delivery to Council are assessed and reviewed on an annual basis
to inform future planning and funding options — year 1 to year 4
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What success looks like:

I Services are appropriately funded.

Organisational (management and) planning
Commitment:
I Become an employer of choice in the early childhood sector.
« All Latrobe City Council managed services will provide high quality and consistent
experience for community members.
Actions:
u Develop and implement a comprehensive workforce development plan that
considers appropriate workforce profiling, development and staff retention — year 2
! Conduct an annual review of the workforce development plan — year 3 to vear 4
s Develop and implement a department specific training calendar that meets the
needs of Children’s services staff as agreed in performance plans - year |
I All training will be planned and implemented within agreed budgets vear 1 fo year 4
u Develop a suite of best practice documents that support the delivery of high quality
and consistent experiences for all service users — year 3.
What success looks like:
¢ Retention of a high quality and stable workforce.
u A Child and Family Services staff training calendar is completed and reviewed
annually.
e Training budget will be delivered with no less than a 3% variance.
¢« Customer satisfaction survey results indicate a satisfaction rating of more than 85%
across all Latrobe City Council managed Children's Services.

Partner
Commitment:
I Partner with tertiary institutions to develop appropriate professional partnerships.
Actions:
« Establish a presence on tertiary education planning networks - year 2
What success looks like:

! An appropriate suite of Children’'s Service educational opportunities exist for
Latrobe City Council staff within the Gippsland Region.
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Infrastructure

Commitment:

¢ Ensure that there is adequate infrastructure to meet current and future service
delivery needs.

! Advocate for the ongoing development of infrastructure that supports the delivery of
integrated services across the municipality.
Actions:

s The results of the infrastructure audit (completed 2010) and associated report will
be used as the foundation for the formation of a Children's Services Infrastructure
development plan- vear

! Maintain appropriate professional relationships with relevant internal departments to
ensure the needs of children and their families are considered in all levels of
municipal planning — vear 1 1o year 4

» Advocate for and work with relevant stakeholders for the establishment of an
integrated children’s service in the Morwell area- vear 4

What success looks like:

¢ Appropriate infrastructure is available for the delivery of Children’s Services across
the municipality.

M Children’s Services infrastructure development is endorsed and actioned.

s A strong partnership exists with internal departments to ensure appropriate cyclic
maintenance occurs on all Children’s Services infrastructure.

e A united working group, with a mix of professionals for local and state Government

is formed and working in close partnership to advocate for the establishment of a
integrated Children’s setting in Morwell.
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16. GOVERNANCE

16.1 PLANNING PERMIT APPLICATION 2013/89 USE OF THE LAND
FOR TRANSFER STATION AND ANCILLARY WORKS, 32A
SWAN ROAD, MORWELL

General Manager Governance

For Decision

PURPOSE

The purpose of this report is to determine Planning Permit Application
2013/89 for the use of the land for a transfer station at 32A Swan Road
being Lot 3 on PS 137451.
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DECLARATION OF INTERESTS

No officer declared an interest under the Local Government Act 1989 in
the preparation of this report.

STRATEGIC FRAMEWORK

This report is consistent with Latrobe 2026: The Community Vision for
Latrobe Valley and the Latrobe City Council Plan 2013-2017.

Latrobe 2026: The Community Vision for Latrobe Valley

Strategic Objectives — Built Environment

In 2026, Latrobe Valley benefits from a well planned built environment that
is complimentary to its surroundings and which provides for connected
and inclusive community.

Latrobe City Council Plan 2013 - 2017

Strategic Direction — Planning for the future

Provide efficient and effective planning services and decision making to
encourage development and new investment opportunities.

Legislation

The discussions and recommendations of this report are consistent with
the provisions of the Planning and Environment Act 1987 (the Act) and the
Latrobe Planning Scheme (the Scheme), which apply to this application.

This report is consistent with Latrobe 2026: The Community Vision for
Latrobe Valley and the Latrobe City Council Plan 2013-2017.
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BACKGROUND

During November 2012 Council was made aware of a materials recycling
facility operating facility operating at the subject site. Following
investigation an enforcement notice was served on 20 November 2012
which directed to the operator of ‘materials recycling facility’ at 32A Swan
Road to cease operation. The activity occurring onsite was illegal pursuant
to Section 126 of the Planning and Environment Act 1987 (the Act) as no
permit had been granted for the use of the land occurring onsite.

Subsequent to this letter being sent, planning permit application 2012/303
for the ‘Use of the land for a Materials Recycling Facility’ was applied for
on the subject property on the 22 November 2012.
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At the Ordinary Council Meeting of 3 December 2012, the following urgent
business item was adopted by Council:

‘That Council investigate options available to Hughe'’s Plant to continue
operating their industrial reclamation business in Swan Road, Morwell until
such time as their permit is decided.’

Planning Permit 2012/303 lapsed on 24 January 2013, as further
information had not been provided within the requested timeframe. The
operation, as far as Council is aware has not operated since that date.
See attachment 1 for photos of the previous use of the site.

It is noted that the current planning application for consideration relates to
a transfer station which is different from the previous use.

SUMMARY

Land: 32A Swan Road, Morwell known as
Lot 3 on PS 137451

Proponent: L V Recovery and Recycling and
Recycling

Zoning: Industrial 1 Zone

Overlay None

A Planning Permit is required for the use of the land for a transfer station
in accordance with Clause 33.01-1.

It is considered that any works required as part of this proposal are
ancillary to the use and does not require a planning permit.
PROPOSAL

The application proposed is to use the existing shed at the rear of the land
as a transfer station. This process involves the collection and sorting of
waste material from various local sites in the region. The material
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proposed to be collected is general waste collected from industrial
premises, power stations, buildings sites and demolition sites.

Typical materials that cannot be deposited onsite include (but are not
limited to) asbestos, tyres, gas bottles, paint, liquid wastes, animal
carcasses, chemicals and putrescibles waste.

Skip bin hire companies that will transfer material onsite will have a
"standard" agreement which details the type of material that will be
accepted. The proposed material to be sorted onsite is largely inert, dry
material.

The applicant has indicated that whilst onsite management mechanisms
and the aforementioned skip agreements will be applied to ensure that
non approved products are not deposited in the bins and take onsite,
intermittently offensive material may be taken to the site.
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The contents of the skips are inspected by staff, emptied onto the floor of
the shed and subsequently spread out to facilitate the sorting of material. If
necessary the material is further spread out by an excavator which is the
only machine operating on the site full time. The applicant has detailed
material is generally tipped out slowly and staff from LV Resource and
Recovery observe the material as it is tipped primarily to identify potential
offensive material.

Recyclable material is then systematically placed in the excavator bucket
which is then simply emptied into appropriate material recycling hoppers
stored outside. The recycling hoppers are then removed when full and
replaced with empty ones. Waste that cannot be recycled is then collected
by the excavator and placed in a moving floor trailer which is then
disposed of to landfill.

It is estimated that between 600 and 1000 tonnes of material would be
delivered and sorted onsite in a month generating 26 truck vehicle trips a
day to and from the site.

The proposed onsite management of the operation is discussed in greater
detail in the issues section of the report.

Subject Land:

The subject land is located to the east of Swan Road and is located 80
metres south of junction of Jones Road and Swan Road and located 130
metres north of the junction of Kirwin Road and Swan Road.

The subject land has an area of 6040 square metres and is regular in
shape and is flat. The land contains two industrial buildings and a brick
office building.

The first industrial building onsite is 810 square metres in area and is
situated towards the front of the land. Closer to the frontage of Swan Road
is a brick office building with an area of 120 square metres.

This shed and office are presently occupied by a freight courier company.
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The second building (to be used in association with the proposed use of
the land) has an area of 1100 square metres and is situated at the rear of
the lot.

There is a large "common area" along the northern side of the property
and between the two sheds. This area has a gravel surface and is used
informally as a parking and turnaround area currently for the courier
business trucks. The site has two existing access points to Swan Road.
Landscaping is best described as minimal and comprises a few mature
trees at the Swan Road Frontage.

Surrounding Land Use:

North: There are a number of industrial uses including Graysons
Australia (food ingredients) and ANC Forestry (forestry). There
is also a logistics company and Veolia Environmental Services
centre north of Jones Road.

South: To the south business include Austimber (harvesting and
haulage), Fishers (timber treatment and products) and Valley
Windows

East: Directly to the east HMA Diamond Power and businesses
further to east include industrial steel manufacturing

West: Directly to the west is Dyers Refrigerated Logistics. Further to
the west includes a number of industrial manufacturing
businesses.

HISTORY OF APPLICATION

A history of assessment of this application is set out in Attachment 3.

The provisions of the Scheme that are relevant to the subject application
have been included in Attachment 4.

ASSESSMENT

State and Local Planning Policy Framework

The State and Local Planning Policy Framework (SPPF) seeks to ensure
that the objectives of planning in Victoria are fostered through appropriate
land use and development planning policies and practices which integrate
relevant environmental, social, and economic factors in the interests of net
community benefit and sustainable development.

The following are the relevant clauses of the SPPF have been considered
in the assessment of this proposal.

Clause 13.04-1 Noise abatement has an objective to ‘To assist the control
of noise effects on sensitive land uses’.

Clause 13.04-2 Air quality has an outlined objective ‘To assist the
protection and improvement of air quality’.

Clause 17.02-1 Industrial land development has a stated objective ‘To
ensure availability of land for industry’.
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Clause 17.02-2 Design of industrial development has a number of stated
strategies to ‘Minimise inter-industry conflict and encourage like industries
to locate within the same area’.

Clause 19.03-5 Waste and resource recovery has the stated objective ‘To
avoid, minimise and generate less waste to reduce damage to the
environment caused by waste, pollution, land degradation and
unsustainable waste practices.’

Overall it is noted that the SPPF has strong support for establishment of
new sites and facilities to safely and sustainably manage all waste and
maximise opportunities for resource recovery provided a number of issues
are addressed. Air quality in particular is a relevant consideration in this
case. The subject site is located in an industrial zone and the nearest
‘sensitive’ receptors which are isolated located in the Farming Zone to the
southeast at a distance of about 600m away from the subject site. The
applicant has detailed that the majority of the material brought onsite will
be dry, inert material. There is likely be a percentage of materials that will
be inadvertently accepted onsite and that could possibly cause air quality
and amenity issues but also possess harmful airborne emissions. If these
concerns are not managed appropriately then there is possibility of inter
industry conflict because as there is non-complementary industries in
close proximity to the subject site.
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Council be satisfied that suitable conditions could be attached to any
permit issued.

The following sections of Local Planning Policy Framework are considered
to be relevant to the proposal.

Clause 21.03-2 Environmental Sustainability Overview outlines ‘Latrobe
Valley will therefore strive to increase and maintain natural vegetation,
improve air and water quality, reduce and reuse waste’

Clause 21.03-6 Waste Management Overview is of relevance to the
assessment of this application. It has a number of stated objectives and
strategies including advocating for waste avoidance or minimisation to
ensure that waste management enhances the desirability for economic
development within Latrobe City and increasing capacity to reuse and
recycle waste.

Clause 21.07-7 Industry Overview that new industry that is managed
effectively should be encouraged provided it is designed to minimise any
potential detriment or loss of amenity to sensitive or non-complementary
uses.

Similar to SPPF of the Latrobe Planning Scheme, the LPPF advocates
generally in support of facilities that overall reduces the level of waste
being deposited to Landfill that are managed to best practice standards.

Industrial 1 Zone

The site is located in the Industrial 1 Zone (IN1Z). Pursuant to Clause
33.01-1 of the Latrobe Planning Scheme, a planning permit is required to
use the land for the purpose of a transfer station.
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Before deciding on an application, in addition to the decision guidelines in
Clause 65, the responsible authority must consider, as appropriate:

The effect that the use may have on nearby existing or proposed
residential areas or other uses which are sensitive to industrial off-site
effects, having regard to any comments or directions of the referral
authorities.

It is considered that sensitive uses such as residential areas will not be
impacted by the proposal given the separation distances involved as
previously discussed. It is considered that even with best practice
management procedures in place, material may be accepted onsite that
may increase offensive odour especially if putrescible waste is received
onsite. Similarly materials such as asbestos, airborne bacteria, leachate
etc if not managed to best practice standards could have off site impacts
especially to the properties and personnel along Jones Road, given that
the dominant wind pattern in this geographical location is from the south
west. Comments have also been received from the relevant referral
authorities including the EPA and Gippsland Water.
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The effect that nearby industries may have on the proposed use

The surrounding area contains industrial buildings and a mix of activities
including timber yards, logistics firms, manufacturing and a food facility.
These facilities are unlikely to impact the proposed use; however the
proposed use could have a negative impact on the existing uses if not
managed correctly.

The drainage of the land.

The Engineering department have stated that all run-off collected from the
receival, storage, unloading and processing areas be treated as leachate
to the satisfaction of the Responsible Authority. Inclusion of standard
drainage conditions in relation to any increase in sealed area will be
applied.

The availability of and connection to services

The site is surrounded by the major road network and it is considered that
any increase in traffic can be absorbed by the road network. The
application will be requested to connect to the reticulated as any
contaminated water, however small the volume, will not be allowed to be
discharged into stormwater drainage system.

Particular Provisions

Clause 52.06 Car Parking
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The applicant has detailed that there is no planning permit trigger for car
parking, as the nature of the use as defined under Clause 52.06 has not
changed. Having regard to the previous use of the land for Industry
(building workshop) and the fact that a Transfer Station is contained within
the definition of Industry and is not specifically listed in the Table 1 of
Clause 56.06-5 means that for the purpose of car park and access there is
no change of use to warrant variation of existing car parking provisions.

It is considered as a result there is no planning permit requirement to
design and construct car parking as per the requirements of Clause 52.06.

Clause 52.45 Resource Recovery
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The purpose of the clause is ‘To facilitate the establishment and
expansion of a Transfer station and/or a Materials recycling facility in
appropriate locations with minimal impact on the environment and amenity
of the area’

The most relevant publications referred to in this clause is the Guide to
Best Practice at Resource Recovery Centres (Sustainability Victoria, 2009)
(the guide), which states ‘The role of resource recovery centres is to
receive used resources from a number of suppliers and separate it into
constituent materials for recovery; any residual waste which is not
recoverable is aggregated for appropriate disposal. The recovered
materials may be processed on-site or transported to an alternative facility
for further processing’. It should be noted that this document is a guide but
importantly it reflects a best practice approach.

Effectively, resource recovery is a wide ranging term that can capture a
number of industrial type activities and uses.

A number of sections of this document have been included as part of the
assessment:

Planning and siting

The applicant has provided justification for the proposed application based
primarily on the Planning Scheme. No information has been provided that
it has been made in consultation with the relevant waste management
group. Similarly no detail has been provided about existing or planned
facilities or broad economic impacts. Given the proposed facility will not be
open to the public, this service level expectation has not been considered
in this assessment.

The applicant has detailed how the majority of ‘accepted’ material is to be
managed but only details that a moving floor trailer will be the mechanism
to manage putrescible waste if received. Very limited detail is provided in
terms of onsite safety mechanisms. Section 2.4 of the guide, Site

suitability, details ‘Potentially suitable sites should be identified taking into
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account the issues below. Some criteria may be weighted as more
important than others; final site selection should be done in consultation
with the local community and planning consent authority’.

The issues that are to be considered in the planning and siting of
proposals such as this include:

planning requirements;
area required;

buffer distances;

site history;

transport distances;
natural conditions; and
supporting infrastructure

In this case consultation with the local community or appropriate authority
did not take place prior to taking up a lease on the subject site. It also
should be noted Section 2.5 of the guide states that ‘The community
should be involved as early as possible in the development process so
that expectations and concerns can be identified and addressed’. With
exception of notification process requested by Council as part of the
application assessment process, no other formal consultation took place.

As detailed previously there is support for this type of proposal in the
SPPF and LPPF, although nothing specifically is detailed in the planning
scheme outlining suitable precincts for such a proposal. It is noticed that
the subject site could not be described as heavy industrial type precinct
due to the mix and type of uses in the area. In this context it could be
argued that there could be more suitable location for such a proposal. It is
noted however that under the Industrial 1 Zone, the use of a transfer
station is a section 2 discretionary use and buffer distances to sensitive
type uses are appropriate.

The applicant has detailed that the site is suitable and has the necessary
area to manage the proposed use. The material that will be accepted on
site will be derived from local skip bin hirers who will service demolition
sites, local factories and household clean ups. Given the location of the
site and proximity to the Princes Highway, it is considered that the
supporting road infrastructure is suitable to meet the needs of the
proposal.

Design and construction

The building to be used for the proposed use is already constructed and
ancillary works required in association with the use of the proposed
transfer station technically do not have a planning permit trigger. It is
considered that there are certain areas of the guide under this section that
still need to be addressed in greater detail including:

e Section 3.5 Design for environment protection;
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e Section 3.6 Infrastructure and equipment

Odour will be an issue if putrescible waste is brought onsite inadvertently
or if contaminated water is not addressed appropriately. The applicant has
detailed that by removing putrescible waste offsite within 24 hours and that
by not accepting liquid waste that these issues can be addressed
satisfactorily. The detection of an odour does not necessarily constitute
'offensive odour'. The location where the odour is detected should also be
considered, as an industrial area should not expect the same amenity as a
residential area. Having stated this, the area in question around Swan
Road, Kirwin Road and Jones Road does not have any facility currently
that could be considered a source of offensive odour. Suitable conditions
will be attached to any of permit to ensure that if liquid waste or putrescible
waste in particular is brought that it is managed as effectively as possible.
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Contaminated stormwater, liquid trade waste and leachate are other
concerns that have not been addressed effectively. The existing building is
not connected to sewer but is connected to stormwater. The applicant
believes that there is no requirement to connect to the sewerage system
as the material proposed is largely dry inert material. While this may be the
case, fail safe measures must be put in place to ensure that contaminated
liquid substances are suitably managed in an appropriate manner and not
be discharged to the drainage system. As a result a condition will be put in
place to ensure that contaminated stormwater must not be discharged
beyond the boundary of the premises and be collected and disposed of
off-site by an EPA approved contractor or via an approved trade waste
agreement. It is considered as a result that the applicant must connect to
sewer to comply with any planning permit issued.

It is detailed in the guide ‘Design of the facility should include the following
to minimise dust:

> paving of all operating, storage, unloading and loading areas

> sealing of roads if dust is considered likely to be an issue’.

In terms of the potential impact of the activities proposed on the amenity of
the surrounding area, there is a concern that dust emissions from the site
could potentially cause a problem. As a result it is considered that sealing
a suitable access lane entering and exiting, the loading bay area in front of
the shed and the storage areas should be all weather sealed. It should be
noted that the applicant has requested that Council include a condition
reasonably restricting the emission of dust but without detailing a particular
method.

In terms of Section 3.6 of the guide the applicant has provided limited
detail in terms of the infrastructure and equipment required onsite other
than that an excavator and moving floor trailer will be the main equipment
used onsite. The applicant has detailed whilst not permitted, non-
approved materials are placed in the skips from time to time and deposited
at the site. This traditionally involves household waste but can also include
hazardous material such as asbestos. The Occupational Health and
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Safety Regulations 2007 cover the specific removal requirements
(including licensing) relating to the removal of asbestos that is fixed or
installed in a building, structure, ship or plant.

In addition to this, a Dangerous Goods Order was issued on 28 June 2007
prohibiting the removal of asbestos that is not fixed to or installed in a
building, structure, ship or plant at any workplace, except under certain
circumstances (this includes asbestos-contaminated dust). The applicant
has stated the following ‘Hazardous materials are immediately reported to
the skip bin operator who is required to take the material away and
dispose of it properly’. This is not considered an appropriate response and
will have to be addressed prior to commencement of the use if a permit is
issued.
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Section 4 of the guide Operation and management is mainly in regards to
onsite management and identifying risk control process that should be
established that encompasses risks to health and safety. There is no detail
of OH & S requirements or fire fighting equipment. However this is
managed through separate legislation and is not required to be assessed
as part of a planning permit application under the Act.

SUBMISSIONS

The application received 3 submissions in the form of objections. The
issues raised were:

1 Concerned about the risk of losing our HACCP accreditation and
Food Safety Registration due to excessive pungent odour and an
increase in pests influencing our facility.

Officer comment

HACCP, or the Hazard Analysis Critical Control Point system, is a process
control system that identifies where food safety hazards may occur in a
food production process and puts into place controls to prevent the
hazards from occurring. This accreditation programme is not assessed
under the requirements of the Act. It should be noted that the Health
Services Team has also identified concerns regarding air borne particles
and odour from the applicants proposed premises.

The applicant has detailed that putrescible waste will be removed onsite
within 24hrs and an industrial deodoriser will also be used. The term
"Offensive" will be subjective and takes into consideration the strength of
the odour, the duration the odour is present and the nature of the odour.
As result given that there is no scientific modelling available, enforcing a
standard amenity condition in relation to offensive odour going beyond site
boundaries will be difficult to enforce appropriately. Suitable management
conditions of the proposal should reduce any offensive odour issues.
These conditions will form part of an improved overall environmental
management plan for the proposed use. Please see condition 2 of the
permit.
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2. Pungent odour from the facility would not impress customers of our
company or independent auditors visiting the site to conduct food
safety audits.

Officer comment

As detailed previously suitable conditions will be put on any issue of a
permit to ensure that offensive odour is managed onsite to the best
possible degree. Given the nature of the proposal and lack of scientific
modelling of the proposal, enforcing conditions based on a subjective
sense would be difficult to enforce.

3. ltis difficult to explain how a land transfer station can be located on
the adjoining site to a food manufacturing plant that has been at 12
Jones Road

Officer comment

As detailed previously the use of land for a transfer station is discretionary
use in an Industrial 1 Zone. While it noted that the guide details siting
facilities within complementary precincts should be considered, in this
case there is no identification of such a precinct with the Latrobe Planning
Scheme and as a result the proposal has been assessed on it merits.

4.  Skip bin agreements appear to be ineffective to preventing dumping
of hazardous materials. There is also no detail of the volume of
hazardous materials expected onsite and no detail on how hazardous
or unwanted material will not be brought onsite

Officer Comment:

The applicant has detailed the material brought onsite will be largely dry,
inert material. The applicant has detailed loads will be checked by staff as
it is unloaded slowly. This is not considered appropriate as the guide
details that Category 2 facilities should have a ‘gatehouse’ to allow for
inspection of incoming waste and recording of waste types and quantities.
Gatehouses should have facilities for viewing the waste load on incoming
vehicles, such as an elevated mirror or platform, and appropriate control
and supervision features. It is considered that a suitable condition
regarding monitoring of incoming material will reduce concerns of the type
of materials unloaded onsite but will not remove occasions where
inappropriate or non-approved material is brought onsite.

5.  Whether a full work cover audit has been conducted on this proposed
site, taking into consideration all the known facts regarding
dangerous and hazardous materials and EPA been approached
regarding the successful control of unwanted odours.

Officer Comment:

The issue of managing hazardous substances onsite has been detailed
previously in the ‘design and siting’ section of this report. The application
was referred to the EPA who have addressed a specific request from
Council Officers regarding the management of odour onsite. Please see
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attachment 5 for the initial response from the EPA to the application,
council’s subsequent request for further clarification on a number of
conditions and subsequent response from the EPA to this request.

As detailed previously OH & S regulations are considered under separate
legislation and these concerns are not addressed under the remit of the
assessment of an application under the Act. Worksafe were notified of the
applicant but did place any conditions or notes on any issue of a permit.

6. Rubbish from the previous operation onsite was landing on our yard.

All applications have to be assessed on its merits and the previous
operation of the site cannot be considered in the assessment of this
proposal. It is considered that a suitable condition can be put in place
ensuring that rubbish is maintained within the boundaries of the subject
site

6. Council's Health Department had no input considering the close
proximity of a waste transfer station to a registered food facility.

Officer Comment:

Comments were sought from Council’s Health Services team in relation to
the proposal. They identified concerns but had no objection to the
proposal subject to suitable conditions being placed on any issue of a
permit. This included a specific condition related to the control of vermin
and that a provision of a management plan for the control of odours is
submitted for approval.

7. That Latrobe City Council conduct via the Health Department a
complete audit on the suitability of this proposed transfer station
given the risks it poses in terms of airborne bacteria such as listeria
and contamination that could introduce deadly bacteria strains such
as E. coli, Salmonella and Campylobacter, all present on putrescible
waste, food and animal carcasses.

Officer Comment:

A request for an audit has been put to the Health Services team. They
have assessed the application and provided suggested conditions to be
placed on any issue of a permit. The objector has been informed of this
and is satisfied that due diligence has taken place.

FINANCIAL, RISK AND RESOURCES IMPLICATIONS

Additional resources or financial cost will only be incurred should the
planning permit application require determination at the Victorian Civil and
Administrative Tribunal (VCAT).
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Risk has been considered as part of this report and it is considered to be
consistent with the Risk Management Plan 2011-2014.

INTERNAL / EXTERNAL CONSULTATION

Engagement Method Used:
Notification:

The application was advertised under Section 52(1)(a) and Section
52(1)(d) of the Act by sending notices to all adjoining and adjacent
landowners and occupiers; displaying an A3 sign on each site boundary
adjoining a road the subject site for a minimum of 14 days.
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External:

The application was referred under Section 55 of the Act to the following
authority:
e EPA

They gave consent to the granting of a planning permit for the proposal,
subject to the inclusion of appropriate conditions.

Notification of the application was sent to the following agencies under
Section 52(1)(d) of the Act to the following agencies :

EPA;

Gippsland Water;
Worksafe; and
CFA;

Internal:

Internal officer comments were sought from Council’s Infrastructure
Planning team, Building Team and Health Team.

All the relevant Council’s internal departments gave consent to the
granting of a planning permit in relation to their area of expertise.

It is noted that their comments only relate to part of the assessment
process and do not necessarily direct the final recommendation to Council.

Details of Community Consultation following Notification:

Following the referral and advertising of the application, 6 submissions in
the form of objections were received.

A mediation meeting was held on 18 June 2013 which was attended by
the applicant and his representatives, one of the objectors, the Ward
Councillor and a council officer. The grounds of objection were discussed.
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Subsequent correspondence was received from an objector which has not
been addressed by the applicant.

Consensus was not reached between the parties.

It should be noted that 5 subsequent objections have been received. A
copy of the outstanding submissions can be found at Attachment 6.

OPTIONS

Council has the following options in regard to this application:
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1. Issue a Notice of Decision to Grant a Planning Permit; or
2. Issue a Refusal to Grant a Planning Permit.

Council’s decision must be based on planning grounds, having regard to
the provisions of the Latrobe Planning Scheme.

CONCLUSION

It should be acknowledged that council has to consider whether the
proposal is complementary with surrounding industrial uses, albeit uses
that are classified as not being sensitive in nature under the Latrobe
Planning Scheme.

Overall the proposal is generally considered to comply with the State and
Local Policy Planning Provisions for industrial areas. The inclusion of
increased monitoring of loads prior to unloading of skips onsite, sealing of
access lanes and loading area, compliance with EPA conditions and
ensuring that the facility is managed to best practice standards should
ensure that facility will result in an orderly planning outcome.

Attachments

1. Photos of previous operation at 32A Swan Road, Morwell
2. Plans

3. History of the application

4. Latrobe Planning Scheme

5. EPA Correspondence

6. Outstanding submissions

7. 32a Swan Road, use of land for a Transfer Station
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RECOMMENDATION

That Council issues a Notice of Decision to Grant a Planning Permit
for the use of the land for a transfer station and ancillary works at
32A Swan Road, Morwell known as Lot 3 on LP137541 with the
following conditions:

Amended Plans

1. Beforethe use and ancillary development starts, amended plans
to the satisfaction of the Responsible Authority must be
submitted to and approved by the Responsible Authority. When
approved, the plans will be endorsed and will then form part of
the permit. The plans must be drawn to scale with dimensions
and three copies must be provided. The plans must be generally
in accordance with the plans submitted with the application
(received by Council on 10 May 2013) but modified to show:

a) The site plan must nominate the largest vehicles likely to
access the site and include vehicle swept path diagrams
demonstrating how such vehicles will access the site and
how these vehicles will safely exit the site. Loading,
storage areas and access lanes must be finished with an
all-weather sealed surface; drained; and clearly marked to
show loading areas and the direction of traffic along
access lanes and roadways.

b) An Environmental Management Plan in accordance with
Condition 2

Standard Conditions

2. Prior to the commencement of the use hereby permitted, an
amended Environmental Management Plan to the satisfaction of
the Responsible Authority must be submitted to and approved
by the Responsible Authority. Once approved, the report will be
endorsed and will then form part of the permit. The report must
be generally in accordance with the Environmental Management
Plan version 2 prepared by LV Resource and Recovery P/L but
amended to address the following having due regard to
Sustainability Victoria’s “Guide to best practice at resource
recovery centres”:

a) Maximum duration that recyclables will remain on site;
b) That non-recyclable material will be removed off site daily;

c) How hazardous wastes i.e. Asbestos, is dealt with through
operational procedures;
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d) Monitoring systems of all incoming materials. The
location of the monitoring system must be detailed on
the amended site plan;

e) Identification of possible risks or operational failure and
response; measures to be implemented, emergency
response and fire control measures and how the proposal
is consistent with OH & S requirements;

f)  Methods to ensure that the facility will be totally vermin
proof, including the engagement of the services of a pest
control company to monitor vermin harbourage;

g) Exact details of how offensive odours will be managed to
be kept within the confines of the subject site boundaries;

h) The provision of waste water traps in the floor of the
building to sewer for cleaning and wash out areas;

i)  The following planning and siting assessment checklist
items from Appendix A of Sustainability Victoria’'s “Guide
to best practice at resource recovery centres”:

() Ref 2.3. What other type of residual waste
infrastructure is to be used.

(i) Ref 2.5. Why no community consultation plan has
been developed.

When approved, the plan will be endorsed and will then form
part of the permit. The environmental management plan must be
reviewed and submitted to the Responsible Authority annually.
The use must at all times be conducted in accordance with the
endorsed plan.

The use and ancillary works as shown on the endorsed plans
must not be altered without the written consent of the
Responsible Authority.

Control measures in accordance with the approved
Environmental Management Plan shall be employed throughout
the permitted use of the land to the satisfaction of the
Responsible Authority. The Responsible Authority must be kept
informed in writing of any departures from the Environmental
Management Plan. If in the opinion of the Responsible
Authority the departure from the approved plan is significant
then an amended plan must be submitted to and approved by
the Responsible Authority. The approved measures must be
carried out continually and completed to the satisfaction of the
Responsible Authority.
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10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

The use of the site must not commence until the required works
are completed and required plans are approved to the
satisfaction of the Responsible Authority.

The external appearance of the site must at all times be keptin a
neat and tidy condition to the satisfaction of the Responsible
Authority.

No materials may be stored within the site that exceeds the
height of the perimeter fence of the property, to the satisfaction
of the Responsible Authority.

All vehicles removing materials to and from must have fully
secured and contained loads so that no wastes are spilled or
dust or odour is created to the satisfaction of the Responsible
Authority.

External lighting must be designed, baffled and located so as to
prevent any adverse effect on adjoining land to the satisfaction
of the Responsible Authority.

Noise levels emanating from the premises must not exceed
those required to be met under State Environment Protection
Policy (Control of Noise from Commerce, Industry and Trade),
No. N-1.

Upon completion of the required works, the site must be cleared
of all excess and unused building materials and debris to the
satisfaction of the Responsible Authority.

Wastes may be received, separated, crushed, baled and
dispatched. Wastes must not be reprocessed without the
specific written approval of the Responsible Authority.

Not more than 15,000 tonnes of waste per annum is to be
brought onsite except with the written consent of the
Responsible Authority. The volume of material delivered to the
site is required to be recorded by the owner/operator.

The site is to be supervised at all times when open to the
satisfaction of the Responsible Authority.

The existing building proposed to be used in association with
use of the land for a transfer station must be connected to the
sewerage systems to the satisfaction of the Responsible
Authority.

Appropriate measures must be implemented throughout the
construction stage of the development to rectify and/or
minimize mud, crushed rock or other debris being carried onto
public roads or footpaths from the subject land, to the
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satisfaction of the Responsible Authority.

Engineering Conditions

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

Before the use and ancillary works commence on site hereby
permitted, a site drainage plan including levels or contours of
the land and all hydraulic computations must be submitted to
and approved by the Responsible Authority. When approved,
the plan will be endorsed and will then form part of the permit.
The plan must be drawn to scale with dimensions and one copy
and an electronic copy (PDF) must be provided. The drainage
plan must be prepared in accordance with the requirements of
Latrobe City Council’s Design Guidelines and must provide for
the following:

a) How the land including all buildings, open space and paved
areas will be drained to the legal point of discharge for a 1
in 10 year ARI storm event.

b) An underground pipe drainage system conveying
stormwater discharge to the legal point of discharge by the
existing underground drainage system within the property.
No new connection to Latrobe City Council’s stormwater
drainage system or kerb and channel is permitted.

No solid putrescibles wastes must be received or
processed on the land.

The amenity of the area must not be detrimentally affected by
the use or development, through the:

a) Transport of materials, goods or commodities to or from
the land,

b) The appearance of any building, works or materials,

c) Emission of noise, artificial light, vibration, smell, fumes,
smoke, vapour, steam, soot, ash, dust, waste water, waste
products, windblown rubbish, grit or oil,

d) Presence of vermin.

No loose material of any description must be stored outside the
building other than in bins or hoppers or other enclosures to the
satisfaction of the Responsible Authority.

A concrete paved area must be used for the washing of
vehicles such that all water shall be drained to an outlet
point in the concrete area at which an oil and silt
interceptor trap shall be installed to receive all drainage
from the paved area to the satisfaction of the Responsible
Authority. All waste water from the oil and silt interceptor
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trap must be discharged to an approved sewer or other
approved outlet.

EPA Condition

22. The use of the land must be managed so that the amenity of
the area is not detrimentally affected, through the:

a) Offensive odours must not be discharged beyond the
boundaries of the premises.

b) Nuisance dust must not be discharged beyond the
boundaries of the premises.
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c) Stormwater contaminated with waste oil, grease,
chemicals, leachate or sediments must not be discharged
beyond the boundary of the premises and be collected and
disposed of off-site by an EPA approved contractor or via
an approved trade waste agreement.

d) The applicant may only accept recyclable wastes including
metals, plastics, paper, cardboard and timber.

e) Material processing of waste materials must not occur at
the premises.

f)  All vehicles removing waste must have fully secured and
contained loads so that no wastes are spilled.

23. The operator of this permit must comply with the following
requirements from the Gippsland Water:

a) Any discharge of Trade Waste from the plant will require a
Trade Waste Agreement with Gippsland Water. Gippsland
Water will consider an application for Trade Waste
discharge upon the submission of a Trade Waste
application providing discharge details. One condition of
any Trade Waste Agreement is that the discharge must
meet Gippsland Waters Trade Waste quality limits. An
application has been sent to the owner/developer with
a copy of this response to Council.

Expiry Condition

24. This permit will expire if the use is not started within two years
of the date of this permit, or if the use ceases for a period of two
years or greater.

The Responsible Authority may extend the periods referred to if
arequest is made in writing before the permit expires, or within
three months afterwards.
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Note 1. This permit does not authorize the commencement of any
building construction works. Before any such
development may commence, the applicant must apply for
and obtain appropriate building approval

Note 2. Unless exempted by Latrobe City Council, an Asset
Protection Permit must be obtained prior to the
commencement of any proposed building works, as
defined by Latrobe City Council’s Local Law No. 3. Latrobe
City Council’s Asset Protection Officer must be notified in
writing at least 7 days prior to the building works
commencing or prior to the delivery of materials/equipment
to the site.
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History of Application

2 April 2013

Planning Permit application received by Council.

21 April 2013

Further information requested from applicant. The
purpose of this request was to obtain an assessment
against the Guide to Best Practice at Resource
Recovery Centres (2009), an amended EMP to be
provided to detail the type and waste that will be
accepted onsite, stormwater management measures
and detailing that access lanes and car parking area
should be all weather sealed due to dust concerns.

22 August 2013

Meeting with the applicant and his representatives to
discuss the further information request.

10 & 17 May 2013

Further information received

17 May 2013

File note detailing that information provided does not
satisfactorily address all requirements under the
further information request. Conditional approval
could be issued to address these concerns and could
be enforced regularly if required.

22 May 2013

Application requested to be advertised pursuant to
the requirements of Section 52 of the Act and
referred under Section 55 of the Act as required.

18 June 2013

Mediation meeting held with no resolution to the
issues achieved.

22 May 2013 — 24
July 2013

During this period a large level of electronic
correspondence was sent from Council Officer and
referral authorities, especially the EPA as their
response was over a month late. Regular updates
were provided to the applicant, staff members of the
Department of State Development, Business &
Innovation and other interest parties during this
period.

9 August 2013

Met with EPA Team Leader to discuss their response
in greater detail and a letter was also sent to the EPA
requesting greater clarification in their conditions
given the nature of the proposal is for a transfer
station not a materials recycling facility.




LATROBE PLANNING SCHEME

State Planning Policy Framework

Clause 13.04-1 Noise abatement

Clause 13.04-2 Air quality

Clause 17.02 Industry

Clause 17.02-1 Industrial land development

Clause 17.02-2 Design of industrial development
Clause 19.03-5 Waste and resource recovery

Local Planning Policy Framework

Clause 21.03-2 Environmental Sustainability Overview
Clause 21.03-6 Waste Management Overview

Clause 21.07-7 Industry Overview

Zoning — Industrial 1 Zone

The subject land is located within the Industrial 1 Zone at Clause 33.01.
Overlay

None

Particular Provisions

Clause 52.45 Resource Recovery

General Provisions

Clause 65 ‘Decision Guidelines’

Incorporated Documents

There are no relevant Incorporated Documents



ATTACHMENT 5 16.1 PLANNING PERMIT APPLICATION 2013/89 USE OF THE LAND FOR TRANSFER
STATION AND ANCILLARY WORKS, 32A SWAN ROAD, MORWELL - EPA Correspondence

£

EPA
VICTORIA
Mr. Jody Riordan Lvl 3, 200 Victoria Street
Planning Officer Carlton
-LATROBE CITY COUNCIL Victorla 3063
PO BOX 264 GPO Box 4395
MORWELL VIC 3840 Melbourne, Victoria 3001
T: 1300 EPAVIC
DX 210082

WWw.epa.vic.gov.au

24/07/2013
Reference: 5003647

Dear Mr. Riordan

RE: PLANNING PERMIT APPLICATION: 2013/89
PROPOSAL: Use of land for a Transfer Station
PREMISES ADDRESS: 32A SWAN RD, MORWELL VIC 3840

Thank you for your correspondence in relation to the above planning scheme
amendment, referred to EPA on 22/05/2013.

In January this year an EPA Officer inspecled the premises and the observations
included: “The pile contained a huge assortmenl of wasle, however seemed to be
primarily building waste. There was also kids toys, household garbage bags,
plasterboard, metal, conduit, pallet's, a lot of wood which was not getting separated and a
lot of cardboard, also not being separated.” The description was very much commercial
and industrial waste and construction waste being accepted and malerial recovered and

recycling.

Section 52.10 of the planning scheme in the “Recycling and Resource Recovery” seclion
has a “Nate 1" for facilities that are Commercial and Industrial Materials Recycling and for
Construction and Demolition Material Recycling. The nearest sensitive uses appear to be
the Residential 1 Zone to the northwest at a distance of over 1.0 KM and isolated
residences in the Farm Zane to the southeast at a distance of about 0.6 KM. These
distances are considered adequate as it is unlikely there would be an adverse amenily
impact from the proposed facility to a sensitive use in a residential area.

EPA is a statutory referral authority under Section 55 of the Planning and Environment
Act 1987.

EPA has no abjections to Council-issuing a planning permit for the above application,
subject to the following conditions being included:

» Offensive odours must not be discharged beyond the boundaries of the premises.
* Nuisance dust must not be discharged beyond the boundaries of the premises.

Page 1 of 2
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ATTACHMENT 5 16.1 PLANNING PERMIT APPLICATION 2013/89 USE OF THE LAND FOR TRANSFER
STATION AND ANCILLARY WORKS, 32A SWAN ROAD, MORWELL - EPA Correspondence

VICTORIA

« Stormwater contaminated with wasle oil, grease, chemicals, leachale or
sediments must not be discharged beyond the boundary of the premises and be

collected and disposed of off-site by an EPA approved contractor.
* The applicant may only accept recyclable wastes including metals, plastics, paper,

cardboard and timber.
= Material processing of waste materials must not occur at the premises.

= All vehicles removing waste must have fully secured and contained loads so that
no wastes are spilled.

Whilst EPA considers any adverse amenity impact to the nearest residentially zone land
is unlikely, Council must salisfy itsell thal the activity will not adversely impact on any
adjacent Industrial and Commercial uses.

If you need additional information or assistance, please contact our Team Leader, Garry
Kay on 1300 EPA VIC (1300 372 842).

Yours sincerely

H et lify
//

Dieter Melzer
Unit Manager
EPA Gippsland
EPA Victaria

Page 2 of 2
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ATTACHMENT 5 16.1 PLANNING PERMIT APPLICATION 2013/89 USE OF THE LAND FOR TRANSFER
STATION AND ANCILLARY WORKS, 32A SWAN ROAD, MORWELL - EPA Correspondence

E
LatrobeCity

Ref. 2013/89 a new energy

Latrobe City ABN 92 472 314 133
Telephone 1300 367 700

9 AUQUSt 2013 Facsimile (03) 5128 5672
- TTY (NRS) 133 677

arry ‘ay Post to PO Box 264 Morwell 38460
EPA Gippsland Email Address latrobe@latrobe vic govau
7 Church Street Internet www.lattobe.vic.gov.an
Traralgon AUSDOC DX217733 Morwell
Victoria 3844
Dear Garry
APPLICATION NO:  2013/89
PROPOSAL.: USE OF THE LAND FOR A TRANSFER STATION
PROPERTY: 32A SWAN ROAD, MORWELL
DESCRIPTION: L 3LP 137541

Thank you for your correspondence on 24 July 2013 and meeting with Council
Officers on 9 August 2013,

As detailed in our meeting, Council would like the EPA to revisit their
suggested conditions on this application given that the proposal is for a Waste
Transfer Station as opposed to a Materials Recycling Facility as defined by
Clause 74 of the Latrobe Planning Scheme.

Council requests the following conditions to be reconsidered and/or clarified
and a response based upon our conversations:

‘Offensive odours must not be discharged beyond the boundaries of the
premises’,

Council requests clarification from the EPA regarding what is termed
‘offensive’, how such a term can be measured (scientifically if possible) and
subsequently enforced if required.

‘The applicant may only accept recyclable wastes including metals, plastics,
paper, cardboard and limber.’

Council requests this condition to be reconsidered. The applicant has detailed
in their draft Environmental Management Plan that the material collected ‘js
general waste collected from industrial premises, power stalions, building site
and demolition sites', that a skip bin hire agreement will be in place and that
material accepted will be ‘largely inert, dry material.

They also detail however that ‘Whilst all care is taken to ensure that non
approved products are not deposited in the bins from fime fo fime offensive

material is taken to the site’

Moe 44 Albert Street Morwell 141 Commercial Road  Churchill Hub  9-11 Philip Parade Traralgon  34-38 Kay Street
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ATTACHMENT 5

16.1 PLANNING PERMIT APPLICATION 2013/89 USE OF THE LAND FOR TRANSFER
STATION AND ANCILLARY WORKS, 32A SWAN ROAD, MORWELL - EPA Correspondence

As a resull Council considers thal given the proposal is for a ‘Transfer Station’

nol a 'Materials Recycling’ facility, thai placing such a condition is not
appropriate and changes the nature of the use being applied for from a
Transfer Station to a Materials Recycling Facility. As a result Council requesis
that the LPA revisit their response in relation o this cendition.

‘Stormwaler confaminated with waste oil, grease, chemicals, leachate or
sediments must not be discharged beyond the boundary of the premises and
be collected and disposed of ofi-site by an EPA approved confracior”

| have attached correspondence from Gippsland Waler and their requested
conditien in relation to this propesal. They have requesied the applicant fo
enter into a Trade Waste Agreement with Gippsiand Water. The Gippsland
Water condition and the EPA condition are in contradiction to each other. i is
considered that Council does not have the necessary resources or expertise
to enforce the current wording of this condition reguested hy the EPA. Council
requests the EPA to consider whether this condition can be altered 1o reflect

the requirements of Gippsland Water,

if the EPA are not willing to reconsider this condition and in the event that a
planning permit is issued, as the ERPA are a Section 55 Referral Authorily in
the assessment of this proposal, the Gippsland Water condition will have to be
amended o remaove this contradiction.

In summary Council are appreciative of your assistance and expertise in this
rnatter. Given the level of interest in this application a prompt response 1o this
lefter would be appreciated.

i you require any further information in relation to this matler, please call Jody
Riordan on 03 5128 5556 or Jodie Pitkin Acting Manager Statutory Planning
5128 5497,

Yours faithfuily

7, \ t\f \
L ).\ {. ”\ b ‘\J @ '—i-

JODY RIORDAN
Senior Statutory Planner
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STATION AND ANCILLARY WORKS, 32A SWAN ROAD, MORWELL - EPA Correspondence

u

14 Jure 2013

ATT: JODY RIORDAN
LATROBE CITY COUNGIL
PO BOX 264

MORWELL VIC 384D

Dear Jody

PLANNING PERMIT REFERRAL

YOUR REFERENCE : 2013189
APPLICANT : Latrobe Resource Recovery Pty Ltd
|LOCATION : 32A SWAN RD MORWELL

We refer fo veur letler dated 1 May 2013 made pursuant to Clause 52(1)
(d) of the Planning and Environment Act and advise that Gippsland Water
consents to the grenting of the above planning permit subject to the
foliowing condition being noted on the issuad planning permit;

If you have any queries in the malter please contact one of the Siatutory

Any discharge of Trade Waste from the plant will regulre a Trade
Waste Agreement with Gippsland Water. Gippsland Water will
consider an application for Trade Waste discharge upon the
submission of a Trade Waste application providing discharge
details. One condition of any Trade Waste Agresment is that the
discharge must meet Gippsland Water's Trade Waste quality
limits. An application has been sent to the owner/developer with a
copy of this response to Councl,

Planning team on (03) 5175 7488,

Yours sincgraly « ..

Geoff Ha

[N P
- 1~

rris

PROPERTY SERVICES MANAGER

cCy

Latrobe Resource Recovery P/L
cf- Bevertdge Williams

PC BOX 161

LEONGATHA

R A
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16.1 PLANNING PERMIT APPLICATION 2013/89 USE OF THE LAND FOR TRANSFER

STATION AND ANCILLARY WORKS, 32A SWAN ROAD, MORWELL - EPA Correspondence

15 August 2013
Your Ref.2013/&69

Mr Jody Riordan

Senior Slatutory Planner
Latroba City Council

PO Box 264

MORWELL VIC 3840

Dear Jody

Application No, 2013/89
Proposal Use of land for a transfer station 23A Swan Road

Morwell

Thank you for your fetter of 9 August 2013 following our meeting
eatlier on Friday, raquesting that EPA reconsider some of the issues
in our lelter of 24 July 2013.

| offer the following commants on both the hature of our response and
some of the specific requirements of recommendation in that lelter,

EPA considered the facility was to be operated and a material
recovety and recycling business, but Councll conlinues to believe it
will only be a lransfer station. Frovided that any wastes and other
materials delivered are only sorted prior to removal from the site lo
another facility for reprocessing reuses, EPA will accept that sile as a
Iransfer station. The application indicates the facility intends to only
accept solid inert wasta type material and therefore may not fall inle
the Plannhing Scheme classification with a "'note 1" in section 52.10 aof
the IS,

During our meeting the issue of odour assessment was discussed
and 1 again advise that odour is generally an individual objeclive
assessment. The term “Offensive” will be subjective and take into
cohsideration the strength of the odour, the duration the odour is
presenl and the nature of the odour. The detection of an odour does
not necessarily constitute ‘offensive odour’. The location where the
odour is detected should also be considered, as an industiial area
shouid not expect the same amenily as a residenlial area. | believe it
is necessary that an amenity condition remain and would be happy lo
review an alternative condilion proposed by Council,

With regard o the acceptance of waste, | suggest an additional
condition could be included that spacifically addresses the prompt
removal of any putrescible waste that may inadvertently be placed in
any hins or skips delivered to the site. | recall discussion at our
meeling of a possible condition that any non recyclable material
delivered to the site would be removed within 24 hours.

A2,

EPA
VICTORIA

Ui Sl
Traraigon

Vicoosis 3844

FRE SRS

daralaon Yirigia has
Toonon EPAVE

B R A LT ]

[$F ARSI PN S

Wi RV SOV, AL
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ATTACHMENT 5 16.1 PLANNING PERMIT APPLICATION 2013/89 USE OF THE LAND FOR TRANSFER
STATION AND ANCILLARY WORKS, 32A SWAN ROAD, MORWELL - EPA Correspondence

The concern over conflict between lthe EPA stormwater dischargs
and the Gippsland Water trade waste agresment for discharge to
sewer couid be addressed through the inclusion or deletion of certain
words.

The purpese of the condition is to ensure thal stormwater
contaminated by wasle is net discharged from the premises. By
adding the additional words the conflict should be overcome,

“Stormwater contaminated with waste oil, grease, chemicals,
leachate or sediments must not be discharged beyond the
boundary of the premises and be coliected and disposed of
off-gite by an EPA approved contractor or via an approved
trade waste agreement.”

The same resull may also be achieved by shortening the condition to:
Stormwater contaminated wilh waste oil, grease, chemicals, leachate
or sediments must not be discharged beyond the boundary of the
pramises.

| expect that Gippstand Water, through a trade waste agreement, will
not ascept oil, grease, chemicals, leachate or sedimenls into the
sewer system, therefore any waste trapped in a sewer pre-treatment
system will require off-site disposal at a facilily able to accepl the
wasle,

IF you require further information and advice please call me on 1300
EPA VIC (1300 372 842,

Yours sincersly

bt
v iig

Aty K
Gippsland Region
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ATTACHMENT 6 16.1 PLANNING PERMIT APPLICATION 2013/89 USE OF THE LAND FOR TRANSFER
STATION AND ANCILLARY WORKS, 32A SWAN ROAD, MORWELL - Outstanding
submissions

28" May 2013

GRAYSON

Latrobe City Council
PO Box 264
Morwell VIC 3840

Re: Objection to Planning Permit 2013/89 LV Recovery and Recycling

Tecnica Pty Ltd trading as Grayson Australia would like to object the above mentioned
application on the following grounds;

- Pungent odour which was present when the operation was running previously.
- Increase in rodents and other pests due to food scraps that have previously
come in with building material scrap.
Reasons for objections are as follows:;

- Tecnica Pty Ltd trading as Grayson Australia is a food manufacturing premise.
We are concemed about the risk of losing our HACCP accreditation and Food
Safety Registration due to excessive pungent odour and an increase in pests
influencing our facility. We currently have a pest control program in place,
however, a transfer station would increase the pressure on our current program.
Pungent odour from the facility would not impress customer of our company or
independent auditors visiting the site to conduct food safety audits.

- ltis difficult to explain how a land transfer station can be located next to a food
manufacturing plant. Tecnica Pty Ltd trading as Grayson Australia food
manufacturing facility is located at 12 Jones Rd Morwell sharing a fence line
with the proposed land transfer station. Grayson Australia is registered with the
council as a food premise and has been manufacturing food products for a
number of years at this address.

We hope for a speedy resolution to the matter. LATROBE CITY COUNCIL
Regards INFORMATION MANAGEMENT
RECFATD
2 9 MAY 1013

N X~

Narelle Brown
General Manager
G rayson Australia ) Capy registered in DataWorks [ voice fonwarded o aucounts

RIO: ] | ]Doc Nos |

CommenrszCopaés]Gr'rcufaJed fo:

GRAYSON AUSTRALIA

Tecnica Pty Lid ABN 72 006 828 879

Postal Address: PO Box 134, Bayswater Vic 3153 Australia
Unit 4, 7-9 Newcastle Road, Bayswater Vic 3153 Australia
Tel: 038727 6800 Fax: 03 8727 6999

Email: info@graysonaustralia.com
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LATROBE CITY COUNCIL

26,4013 weormation uanacevent | GRAYSON

OO LY

Mr Jodi Riordan 75 JUN 2013
Senior Statutory Planner o S
i RO i Doc Mo l
Latrobe City ‘ I
Cormmentsiled s Chonlaied o
PO Box 264
MORWELL VIC 3840 TGy s i Setaleiks [ invoice fRerkaried to aaccLis
Crear Jodi,
Re: Application No: 2013/89
Proposal: Use of the Land for a Transfer Station
Property: 32A Swan Road, Morwell
Description: L3LP 137541

As suggested, | have taken the opportunity to read and review the Environmental Management Plan
lodged by LV Resource and Recovery P/L's cansultant during the mediation meeting on June 18" 2013.

Keeping in mind the issue regarding the placement of a waste transfer station adjoining a registered food
Facility, Grayson Australia has some serious cancerns regarding certain aspects of the Environmental
Management Plan, and the overall ability of the facility to meet best practice ta ensure all safety levels and
concerns are met.

Grayson Australia would like to highlight some of the issues it views as possible areas of safety and risk to
public and workplace health. We urge Council to review these items and request a written response from
LV Resource and Recovery P/L on the action they would take to address our concerns.

{n this day and age, the high cost of disposing of dangerous and hazardous materials has increased the
level of unauthorized dumping of these items, with perpetrators seeking unsecured disposal bins as a
means of disposing of this type of material. With an undisclosed number of bins and skips located at
various sites (building, demolition, factories, power stations and households), what contrals are in place to
ensure this practice is curtailed. We appreciate that paper “standard agreements” and the cursory check
by the contractor are in place; however, these measures would appear to be ineffective.

As mentioned on page 3, this problem already exists with no acceptable selution in place and does not
define the volume and type of hazardous materials. Likewise, what is the definition or frequency of “time
to time” and "occasional”. With no control an what is placed in the bin or skip, does the proposed site
start handling concentrated levels of hazardous and dangerous materials inadvertently orillegally
dumped? Under the heading “Key Actions” it is stated “Every effert is made to ensure that inappropriate
or non-approved material is not brought onte site”. What are these efforts and controls?

GRAYSON AUSTRALIA

Tecnica Pty Lid  ABN 72 006 828 879

Postal Address; PQ Box 134, Bayswater Vic 3153 Australia
Unit 4, 7-9 Newcastle Road, Bayswater Vic 3153 Australia
Tel: 038727 6900 Fax: 03 8727 6999

Email: info@graysonaustralia.com
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ATTACHMENT 6 16.1 PLANNING PERMIT APPLICATION 2013/89 USE OF THE LAND FOR TRANSFER
STATION AND ANCILLARY WORKS, 32A SWAN ROAD, MORWELL - Outstanding
submissions

The table clarifying the type of materials to be collected and activities on the site does not clearly state
which materials it would handle, rather cutlines what it will not be handling, even though the report
indicates many of the excluded items will be present.

The safety and health of our staff is our concern and we would guestion the propesed methods of
unloading and sorting bins and skips containing unconfirmed materials, some of which may be hazardous,
e.g. asbestos. With no posted safety procedures or measures in place to ensure workplace safety,
containment and accredited removal, we seek assurance of a safe environment for all concemed parties in
the area.

We would raise the question of workplace safety compliance and would ask whether a full Work cover
audit has been conducted on this proposed sile, taking into consideration all the known facts regarding
dangeraus and hazardous materials. Likewise, has the EPA been approached regarding the successful
control of unwanted odours?

During our meeting, | was surprised the Council’s Health Department had no input considering the close
proximity of a waste transfer station to a registered food facility.

The information submitted by Council at the Planning Mediation meeting as an overview of the proposal
makes no reference to health and safety issues. Under the statutory requirements everything from car
parking to resource recovery was covered, however, no requirements about possible bacterial
contamination was made.

The palicies that are viewed as relevant provisions of the Latrobe Planning Scheme are listed on the
information which was handed out, and once again no mention of this proposed site meeting required
health standards which would ensure no potential contamination of the food facility.

When you take into consideration the fact that over 5.4 millien people suffer from food poisoning in
Australia every year, maybe we need to be more vigilant in this area.

Under the Flanning and Siting Assessment checklist submitted to Council by L V Resource and Recovery
P/L. Ref2.4 "Have local climatic conditions been considered ( e.g. wind directicn and strength } *, this has
been marked “not applicable”. As Listeria is an airborne bacteria which would be present on the type of
waste proposed 1o be processed, this would constitute a serious health risk to our food facility. We waould
request an understanding as to how the applicant propases to monitar and manage this situation and
believe the "nat applicable “statement as unacceptable.

Contamination via vermin must also be given due consideration, as this would introduce deadly bacteria
strains such as E.coli, Salmonella and Campylobacter, all present on putrescible waste, food and animal
carcasses. What course of action wauld Council implement to ensure that the applicant maintains a level
of control that does not allow the introduction of this type of bacterial infestation?

GRAYSON AUSTRALIA

Tecnica Pty Ltd  ABN 72 006 B28 879

Postal Address: PO Box 134, Bayswater Vic 3153 Australia
Unit 4, 7-9 Newcastle Road, Bayswater Vic 3153 Australia
Tel: 03 8727 6900 Fax: 03 8727 6899

Email: info@graysonaustralia.com
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STATION AND ANCILLARY WORKS, 32A SWAN ROAD, MORWELL - Outstanding
submissions

ATTACHMENT 6

Grayson Australia would request the Latrobe City Council canduct via the Health Department a complete
audit on the suitability of this proposed transfer station, considering the close proximity to an existing food
facility and the impact it may have on our business. We would request a written report addressing our
concerns as well as Council’s recommendation and appraisal of the risk factor to the health of the general
public and maintaining acceptable food safety levels, ta be forwarded to our company office at the
address shown on this correspondence.

We look forward to hearing from you in the near future and receiving the requested information.

Kind Regards,

//fz//wé;

Keith Joehngan

Managing Director

GRAYSON AUSTRALIA

Tecnica Pty Ltd  ABN 72 006 828 879

Postal Address: PO Box 134, Bayswater Vic 3153 Australia
Unit 4, 7-9 Newcastle Road, Bayswater Vic 3153 Australia
Tel: 038727 6900 Fax: 03 8727 6999

Email: info@graysonaustralia.com
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STATION AND ANCILLARY WORKS, 32A SWAN ROAD, MORWELL - Outstanding
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AT Foresiey Broun Pty Lid
10 Jones Road ABN: 39 122 692 255
MOWELL VIC 3840

PO BOX 3404 GMC VIC 3841
Phone: 03 5134 4537 Fax: 03 5133 0647

Email: admin@ancforestry.com.au

24 June, 2013

Jody Riordan
Senior Statutory Planner
Latrobe City Council

mailto: Jody.Ricrden@latrobe vic.gov.au

Application Number: 2013/89
Proposal: Transter Station at 32 Swan Road. Morwell
Description: L 3 LP 137541

Dear Jody

I was pleased to receive and examine your proposal of: A Transfer Station at 32 Swan Road,
Morwell.

As the managing director of ANC Forestrv Group., we have serious concerns regarding
certain aspects of the Environmental Management plan and regret thal we are unable to
accept vour proposal of the land transfer station plan going ahead in Swan Road Morwell.

[ have had numerous meetings with my employees in the work shop and office. My main
issues are this property backs on to us. I have concerns regarding the llealth and Safety of my
employees.

e During strong winds that the valley is very prone to. the smell that was blowing our
way from 32A Swan road previously when the transfer station was working was
disgusting. We have concerns regarding the odour that the transfer station is going to
produce even with the Industrial deodorising system in place.

e  The rubbish that is not being contained in 32A Swan road was landing in our vard.
As we have welders on site this could potentially be a disaster.

e We are cautious about Vermin and take precautions to prevent further infestations.
Any rubbish brought onsite has the potential to bring more in with it plus the amount
it will just naturally attract.

= Weemploy 30 people and at any time 10 of them can be working in our workshop
and offices.

Signed: ﬁ) } W Date: QL{ ~06-13

Uag'l Hutton
Managing Director
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Jody Riordan

From: Marchesani, Nick <Nick Marchesani@bluescopestee!.coms
Sent; Woednesday, 21 August 2013 2:17 PM

To: Jody Riordan

Ce: Jodie Pitkin

Subject: 32A Swan Road, MORWELL

Application # 2013/89
To whom it may Concern.

On behalf of BlueScope Distribution (Lot 4 Jones Road, Morwell} we are fotally against the relocation of a wasta
transfer station to be located at:
32A Swan Road, Morwell

As we are in the steel distribution indusiry and have large sheds with easy access for rodents and insects to enter.
This issue would definitely increase if the permit to move the “ip” was accepled because of the close proximity te cur
vard.

Please take this email as an official complaint to the proposed move.

Thanks

Mick

Mick Marchesani | Branch Manager

BluaScops Distribution Ply Ltd

Lot 4 Jones Road, Morwell, Vie 3840

Phone +61 3 5134 6266 | Fax +61 3 533 7253 | 0408 105 828
E-mail; Nick.Marchesani@blugscopesteel.com

NOTICE - This message and any atlached fites may contaln informatien thal is confidential, legally privileged or proprietary. It is intended onfy for use by the
intended recipient. If you are not the intended recipient or the person rasponsinla for dalivering tha message to the intended reciplent, be advised that you

have received this message in error. Any dissemination, copylng, usa or ra-transmission of this message or attashment, or the disclosure of any information
therain, is stictly ferbidden, BlueScope Steal Limited does not represent or guarantee that this message or attachmant is free of errors, virus or interference.

If you have received this message in error please notify the sender lmmediately and delste the message. Any views expressed in this email are ngt
necessarily the views of BlueScope Sleel Limitad.
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From: Bill Coulthard

To: Jody Riordan

Subject: RE: 32a Swan Road, use of the lard for a transfer station,
Date: Wedresday, 21 August 2013 4:53:18 PM

Jordy

| wish to object to the proposed Transfer station due to the nature of the surrounding business and
the problem with vermin and loose waste being blown around due to the strong prevailing winds
in the Swan flones rd areas most of the year | believe such a business should be camried out in a
low density semi rural area such as the transfer station at Loy Yang .

Regards.

From: Jody Riordan [mailto:Jody Riordan@latrobe.vic.gov.au]
Sent: Wednesday, 21 August 2013 2:59 PM

To: Bill Coulthard

Subject: 32a Swan Road, use of the land for a transfer station.

Hi Bill

Please see my contact details below. If you wish to lodge a submission you can do so
via email.

Thanks

Jody Riordan

Senior Statutory Planner
Latrobe City Council

mailto: Jody Riordan@latrobe vic gov au
Direct: 03 5128 5556
Fax: (03)5128 5672

Fhaone: 1300 367 700
PO Box 264, Monwell 3540
141 Commercial Rd, Morwell 3840

E
LatrobeCity

& new enerqgy

hitp Menvns latrobe vic.gowv aud
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Confidentiality

The information contained in this e-mall (including any attachrments) is legally privileged strictly confidential and
intended only for use by the address unless otherwise indicated. It has been sent by the Latrobe City Council,
If you are not the intended recipient of this document, vou are advised that any use, reproduction, disclosure
of the information contained in this docurment is prohibited, IF you have received this document in error, please
advise us immediately and destroy the document. It is noted that legal privilege is not walved because you
have read this e-mail.

Viruses

Any loss or damage incurred by using this document is the recipient’s responsibility. Latrobe City Council’s
entire liability will be limited to resupplying the document. Mo warranty is made that this document is free from
computer virus or other defect,

Should any part of this transmission not be complete or be of poor quality, please telephone
1300 367 700,

Latrobe City Council
PO, Box 264
Morwell 3840 Victoria Australia

winw latrobe. vic.gov.au
e e e 2t o e 3k ot ek o e e abe o e e ok st e ake ot e e ok e ok 3k b s ok b dte s o b ke rie o b s ot sk e ok ke o bt e e skt ke ok

.3

IMPORTANT - This email and any attachments may be confidential and privileged.

If received in error, please contact Thiess and delete all copies. You may not

rely on advice and documents received by email unless confirmed by a signed Thiess
letter. This restriction on reliance will not apply to the extent that the above email
communication is between parties to a contract and is authorised under that contract.
Before opening or using attachments, check them for viruses and defects. Thiess'
liability is limited to resupplying any affected attachments.

Page 274



ATTACHMENT 6 16.1 PLANNING PERMIT APPLICATION 2013/89 USE OF THE LAND FOR TRANSFER
STATION AND ANCILLARY WORKS, 32A SWAN ROAD, MORWELL - Outstanding
submissions

From: Gary Garth

To: Jody Riordan

Suhject: RE: Hanning permit app. no. (2013f89), Use of the land for a Transfer Station 22a Swan Road, Morwell
Date: Monday, 26 August 2013 3:46:23 PM

Hi Jody,

| wiould be pleased if you would pass on our concerns to the proposed new transfer station being located at 32 A Swan Road
Monael|

Valley W¥indows has been located at 26 swan road Morwell for the past 13 years

We are particularly concerned with the potential odours / smell and dust that may be discharged in to our warking
environment.

We currently employ approximately 25 staff at 26 Swan Road and ars very concerned that if the planning permit is approved,
the transfer station may create unwanted health and safety issues for the management and staff of Yalley windows

This may also have the potential to impact negatively on our ability to retain and attract the quality of staff that is crucial to
our company's viahility .

Should the planning project be approved we believe it is imperative that the site is managed strictly in accordance with all
regulations and is not detrimental in any way to Valley Windows

Gary Garth and Peter Garth
Valley Windows

From: Jody Riordan [mailto; Jody Riordani@latrobe vic.gov au]

Sent: Monday, 19 August 2013 10:00 AM

To: Gary Garth

Subject: Planning permit app. no. [2013/89), Use of the land for a Transfer Station 32a Swan Road, Morwell

Hi Gary

As a decision has not been made on this planning permit yet, If you want to put your concerns in writing you
are more than entitled to do so.

Thanks

Jody Riordan
Senior Statutory Planher
Latrebe City Council

maito: Jody Riordan@latrobe wic qov.au
Direct 03 5128 5556

Fax: (03) 5128 5672

Phone: 1300 367 700

PO Box 264, Moreell 3640

141 Commercial Rd, Morwell 3840

E
LatrobeCity

d Aew eRergy

httpe i | 3trobe vic gov. auy

From: Joanne Glendenning

Sent: Monday, 19 August 2013 9:45 AM

To: Jody Riordan

Subject: Re: Phore call from Mr Gary Garth who is the Managing Director of Valley Windows who operate from 26 Swan Rd,
Morwell, Please ring him back on 5128 5872, He's wishing to obiect to planning permit app. no. (2013/89).

Hi Jady,

This man said that Valley Windows employ’'s around 30 people and he believes that this planning permit
application will adversely affect his business. I urged him to put his concerns in in writing but he asked me if
I wiould make his feelings known to yourself and Paul Buckley our CEQ by way of cc ing PB in on an email,
Flegse ring him back when you have a chance. I haven't passed anything on to PB at this stage,

Thanks Jo.

Joanne Glendenning

Planning Officer Customer Service
Latrobe City Council
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mailtn: Joanne GlendenningEilatrobe vic ooy au
Direct: 03 5128 8476

Fax: (03) 5128 5672

Fhone: 1300 367 700

FO Box 264, Moreell 3640

141 Commercial Rd, Morwell 3840

LatrobeCity

4 new energy

Rty /e | atrobe vic gov. auyd

Sustainability

B R e e e T T

Confidentiality

The information contained in this e-mail {including any attachments) is legally privileged strictly confidential and intended only for use by the
address unless otherwise indicated. It has heen sent by the Latrobe City Councdil, If you are not the intended recipient of this document, you
are advised that any use, reproduction, disclosure of the information contained in this document is prohibited. If you have received this
document in error, please advise us immediately and destroy the document, It is noted that legal privilege is not waived because you have
read this e-m ail,

Wiruzes
Any loss or damage incurred by using this document is the recipient’s responsibility. Latrobe City Council’s entire liability will be limited to
resupplying the document. Mo warranty is made that this document is free from computer virus or other defect.

Should any part of this transmission not be complete or be of poor guality, please telephone
1300 367 700,

Latrobe City Council
F.C. Box 264
Morwell 3840 Victoria Australia

wwyw |t ohe, vic, gov. au

ek b bk ook o o o o ook S oo o o Rk o ok o K K b o s o

Sustainability  Liveability Leadership
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From: Bill Coulthard

To: Jody Riordan

Subject: RE: 32a Swan Road, use of the lard for a transfer station,
Date: Wedresday, 21 August 2013 4:53:18 PM

Jordy

| wish to object to the proposed Transfer station due to the nature of the surrounding business and
the problem with vermin and loose waste being blown around due to the strong prevailing winds
in the Swan flones rd areas most of the year | believe such a business should be camried out in a
low density semi rural area such as the transfer station at Loy Yang .

Regards.

From: Jody Riordan [mailto:Jody Riordan@latrobe.vic.gov.au]
Sent: Wednesday, 21 August 2013 2:59 PM

To: Bill Coulthard

Subject: 32a Swan Road, use of the land for a transfer station.

Hi Bill

Please see my contact details below. If you wish to lodge a submission you can do so
via email.

Thanks

Jody Riordan

Senior Statutory Planner
Latrobe City Council

mailto: Jody Riordan@latrobe vic gov au
Direct: 03 5128 5556
Fax: (03)5128 5672

Fhaone: 1300 367 700
PO Box 264, Monwell 3540
141 Commercial Rd, Morwell 3840

E
LatrobeCity

& new enerqgy

hitp Menvns latrobe vic.gowv aud
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Confidentiality

The information contained in this e-mall (including any attachrments) is legally privileged strictly confidential and
intended only for use by the address unless otherwise indicated. It has been sent by the Latrobe City Council,
If you are not the intended recipient of this document, vou are advised that any use, reproduction, disclosure
of the information contained in this docurment is prohibited, IF you have received this document in error, please
advise us immediately and destroy the document. It is noted that legal privilege is not walved because you
have read this e-mail.

Viruses

Any loss or damage incurred by using this document is the recipient’s responsibility. Latrobe City Council’s
entire liability will be limited to resupplying the document. Mo warranty is made that this document is free from
computer virus or other defect,

Should any part of this transmission not be complete or be of poor quality, please telephone
1300 367 700,

Latrobe City Council
PO, Box 264
Morwell 3840 Victoria Australia

winw latrobe. vic.gov.au
e e e 2t o e 3k ot ek o e e abe o e e ok st e ake ot e e ok e ok 3k b s ok b dte s o b ke rie o b s ot sk e ok ke o bt e e skt ke ok
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IMPORTANT - This email and any attachments may be confidential and privileged.

If received in error, please contact Thiess and delete all copies. You may not

rely on advice and documents received by email unless confirmed by a signed Thiess
letter. This restriction on reliance will not apply to the extent that the above email
communication is between parties to a contract and is authorised under that contract.
Before opening or using attachments, check them for viruses and defects. Thiess'
liability is limited to resupplying any affected attachments.
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ATTACHMENT 7 16.1 PLANNING PERMIT APPLICATION 2013/89 USE OF THE LAND FOR TRANSFER
STATION AND ANCILLARY WORKS, 32A SWAN ROAD, MORWELL - 32a Swan Road, use
of land for a Transfer Station

From: Bill Coulthard

To: Jody Riordan

Subject: RE: 32a Swan Road, use of the lard for a transfer station,
Date: Wedresday, 21 August 2013 4:53:18 PM

Jordy

| wish to object to the proposed Transfer station due to the nature of the surrounding business and
the problem with vermin and loose waste being blown around due to the strong prevailing winds
in the Swan flones rd areas most of the year | believe such a business should be camried out in a
low density semi rural area such as the transfer station at Loy Yang .

Regards.

From: Jody Riordan [mailto:Jody Riordan@latrobe.vic.gov.au]
Sent: Wednesday, 21 August 2013 2:59 PM

To: Bill Coulthard

Subject: 32a Swan Road, use of the land for a transfer station.

Hi Bill

Please see my contact details below. If you wish to lodge a submission you can do so
via email.

Thanks

Jody Riordan

Senior Statutory Planner
Latrobe City Council

mailto: Jody Riordan@latrobe vic gov au
Direct: 03 5128 5556
Fax: (03)5128 5672

Fhaone: 1300 367 700
PO Box 264, Monwell 3540
141 Commercial Rd, Morwell 3840

E
LatrobeCity

& new enerqgy

hitp Menvns latrobe vic.gowv aud
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Confidentiality

The information contained in this e-mall (including any attachrments) is legally privileged strictly confidential and
intended only for use by the address unless otherwise indicated. It has been sent by the Latrobe City Council,
If you are not the intended recipient of this document, vou are advised that any use, reproduction, disclosure
of the information contained in this docurment is prohibited, IF you have received this document in error, please
advise us immediately and destroy the document. It is noted that legal privilege is not walved because you
have read this e-mail.

Viruses

Any loss or damage incurred by using this document is the recipient’s responsibility. Latrobe City Council’s
entire liability will be limited to resupplying the document. Mo warranty is made that this document is free from
computer virus or other defect,

Should any part of this transmission not be complete or be of poor quality, please telephone
1300 367 700,

Latrobe City Council
PO, Box 264
Morwell 3840 Victoria Australia

winw latrobe. vic.gov.au
e e e 2t o e 3k ot ek o e e abe o e e ok st e ake ot e e ok e ok 3k b s ok b dte s o b ke rie o b s ot sk e ok ke o bt e e skt ke ok
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IMPORTANT - This email and any attachments may be confidential and privileged.

If received in error, please contact Thiess and delete all copies. You may not

rely on advice and documents received by email unless confirmed by a signed Thiess
letter. This restriction on reliance will not apply to the extent that the above email
communication is between parties to a contract and is authorised under that contract.
Before opening or using attachments, check them for viruses and defects. Thiess'
liability is limited to resupplying any affected attachments.
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ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING AGENDA
02 SEPTEMBER 2013 (CM400)

16.2 PLANNING PERMIT APPLICATION 2013/68, DEVELOPMENT OF
SIXDOUBLE STOREY DWELLINGS ON A LOT; RE-SUBDIVISION
OF LAND FROM 3 TO 2 LOTS; ALTERATIONS OF ACCESSTO A
ROAD IN A ROAD ZONE CATEGORY 1, AT 2 TENNYSON
STREET AND 72 - 74 SHAKESPEARE STREET, TRARALGON

General Manager Governance

For Decision

PURPOSE

The purpose of this report is to determine Planning Permit Application
2013/68 for the development of six attached double storey dwellings, re-
subdivision of land from 3 to 2 lots and alterations of access to aroad in a
road zone category 1, at 2 Tennyson Street and 72 — 74 Shakespeare
Street in Traralgon.
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DECLARATION OF INTERESTS

No officer declared an interest under the Local Government Act 1989 in
the preparation of this report.

STRATEGIC FRAMEWORK

This report is consistent with Latrobe 2026: The Community Vision for
Latrobe Valley and the Latrobe City Council Plan 2013-2017.

Latrobe 2026: The Community Vision for Latrobe Valley

Strategic Objectives — Built Environment

In 2026, Latrobe Valley benefits from a well planned built environment that
is complimentary to its surroundings and which provides for connected
and inclusive community.

Latrobe City Council Plan 2013 - 2017

Planning for the future
e To provide a well-planned, connected and liveable community.
e Toreduce the time taken to process land use and development
planning applications.

Strategic Direction
Provide efficient and effective planning services and decision making to
encourage development and new investment opportunities.

Legislation

The discussions and recommendations of this report are consistent with
the provisions of the Planning and Environment Act 1987 (the Act) and the
Latrobe Planning Scheme (the Scheme), which apply to this application.
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ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING AGENDA

02 SEPTEMBER 2013 (CM400)

SUMMARY

Land: 2 Tennyson Street (Lots 1 and 2 on Title Plan 439298K),
72 Shakespeare Street (Lot 1 on Title Plan 807355A) and
74 Shakespeare Street (Lots 1 and 2 on Title Plan
579768P), all in Traralgon

Proponent: Andrew Lane c/- Beveridge Williams & Co P/L
Zoning: Residential 1 Zone
Overlay Land Subject to Inundation Overlay

A Planning Permit is required to subdivide land in accordance with Clause
32.01-2 Residential 1 Zone.

A Planning Permit is required for the construction of two or more dwellings
on a lot in accordance with Clause 32.01-4 Residential 1 Zone.

PROPOSAL

The proposal seeks to construct six attached double storey dwellings in
the western half of the site. The existing dwellings and associated works at
72 Shakespeare Street and 2 Tennyson Street would be removed to
facilitate the proposed development. There would be no alteration to the
dwelling at 74 Shakespeare Street.

The six double storey dwellings are to be constructed side-by-side, each
sharing a common wall with one or more dwelling. A recessed entry is
proposed for each dwelling and all dwellings are to be orientated towards
Tennyson Street.

Dwelling Nos. 1 and 6 would have the same internal layout, mirror imaged
at opposite ends of the development. Each of dwelling nos. 1 and 5 would
have an open-plan kitchen / living / dining area on ground floor, and three
bedrooms on first floor.

Dwellings Nos. 2, 3, 4, 5 would have the same internal layout, with two
mirror-imaged. The ground floor of each of these dwellings would have
one bedroom and a study area, whereas the first floor would have an
open-plan kitchen / living / dining area and a master bedroom.

The proposal is generally of a contemporary architectural style. The
buildings materials consist of a mixture of facebrick and rendered brick in
subtle tones on the ground level, horizontal ‘Scyon Stria’ cladding (made
of lightweight cement composite) on the upper level and Colourbond
skillion roof. Timber support posts and low glazed balustrades are
proposed for the first floor balconies.

The overall building would have a minimum front setback of 4.9 metres
from Tennyson Street, a minimum side setback of 3.1 metres from
Shakespeare Street, and a maximum building height of 8 metres,
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ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING AGENDA

02 SEPTEMBER 2013 (CM400)

A secluded private open area in excess of 25 square metres is proposed
on the east side of each dwelling. Each dwelling would also be provided

with a first floor balcony, overlooking a recreation reserve to the west of

the site on the opposite side of Tennyson Street.

Each dwelling would be provided with a single undercover car parking
space in a lock-up garage and a tandem car space located within the
frontage of the site.

All six dwellings would be accessed from Tennyson Street via new
crossovers.

No fencing is proposed along the front boundary of the site.
A copy of the development plans can be found at Attachment 1.

The proposal also seeks to re-subdivide the subject land from 3 to 2 lots
as follows:

¢ Proposed Lot 1 would comprise the western portion of the land and
have an area of approximately 1,178 square metres. This lot is to
contain the proposed six-dwelling development.

¢ Proposed Lot 2 would comprise the eastern portion of the land and
have an area of approximately 1,195 square metres. This lot is to
contain the existing dwelling and associated works at 74
Shakespeare Street. Access to this lot would be from Shakespeare
Street via the existing driveway arrangement.

The existing sewerage easement is to remain unaltered.
A copy of the subdivision plans can be found at Attachment 2.
Subject Land:

The subject land is located on the northeast corner of Tennyson and
Shakespeare Street in Traralgon. It is irregular in shape, with an overall
frontage of approximately 50 metres to Shakespeare Street and an overall
frontage of approximately 45 metres to Tennyson Street. The overall area
is approximately 2370 square metres. The land comprises three
residential properties situated across three existing lots, as follows:

e 2 Tennyson Street — the overall area of the lot is approximately 767
square metres, with a frontage to Tennyson Street measuring 15.24
metres. This lot is developed with a small fibro dwelling with a
pitched steel roof and two galvanised iron shed. Access to this lot is
obtained from Tennyson Street via a double concrete crossover
shared with 72 Shakespeare Street. There is an existing 1.83 metre
wide sewerage easement that extends along the eastern half of its
southern boundary.
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ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING AGENDA

02 SEPTEMBER 2013 (CM400)

e 72 Shakespeare Street — the overall area of the lot is approximately
786 square metres, with a frontage to Shakespeare Street measuring
25.18 metres and a side abuttal to Tennyson Street measuring 30.63
metres. This lot is developed with a weatherboard dwelling with a
hipped tiled roof and gabled end, and an ancillary shed. The dwelling
is orientated to face and gain access from Shakespeare Street.
Vehicular access is currently provided from Shakespeare Street via a
double concrete crossover that services 74 Shakespeare Street. The
driveway crossover shared with 2 Tennyson Street is not currently
used to provide access to this lot.

e 74 Shakespeare Street — the overall area of the lot is approximately
819 square metres, with a frontage to Shakespeare Street measuring
25.18 metres. This lot is developed with a weatherboard dwelling
with a hipped tiled roof and ancillary outbuildings. Access to this lot is
obtained from Shakespeare Street via the double concrete crossover
that is shared with 72 Shakespeare Street.

The topography of the overall subject land is relatively flat, with a fall of
approximately 0.7 metre between the south-west and north-east corners.

The overall subject land is generally void of any mature trees or significant
vegetation.

As confirmed by the West Gippsland Catchment Management Authority
(WGCMA), in the event of a 1% AEP flood, it is likely that the majority of
the land would be subject to inundation from Traralgon Creek. Flood depth
over the subject land is likely to reach 0.5 metres in the north east corner
of the land, namely 74 Shakespeare Street.

Surrounding Land Use:

The subject land is located in an older, established residential precinct that
is approximately 600 metres south-east of the southern edge of
Traralgon’s central activity district.

Land to the north, east and north-west of the subject land is used and
developed for residential purposes. Land to the west, on the opposite side
of Tennyson Street, is part of the Traralgon Creek public reserve that
extends to the north. A shared concrete pedestrian / bicycle path
commences directly opposite the subject land and meanders through this
reserve along the eastern side of the creek, providing a direct link to the
central activity district. Land to the south, on the opposite side of
Shakespeare Street, forms part of the Traralgon Creek floodplain and
comprises cleared pasture used for grazing purposes.

Residential properties in the area comprise predominately modest single
storey weatherboard, fibro-cement or brick dwellings from the post war era
and occasional brick infill dwelling dating from 1960s — 80s period.

Page 284



ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING AGENDA
02 SEPTEMBER 2013 (CM400)

In particular, abutting the northern boundary of the land at 4 Tennyson
Street is a single storey late Victorian era weatherboard dwelling with a
skillion steel roof and bullnose verandah that wraps around its west and
south sides. This property is extensively landscaped with mature feature
trees and shrubs.

Abutting the eastern boundary of the site at 76 Shakespeare Street is a
set of four attached single storey brick units with open-sided carports
located within the front setback.

An aerial photo of the site and surrounds can be found at Attachment 3.
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HISTORY OF APPLICATION

The history of the assessment of planning permit application 2013/068 can
be found in Attachment 4.

The provisions of the Scheme relevant to this application are in
Attachment 5.

DISCUSSION

ASSESSMENT AGAINST THE RELEVANT STATE AND LOCAL
PLANNING POLICIES

The State Planning Policy Framework (SPPF) and the Local Planning
Policy Framework (LPPF), including the Municipal Strategic Statement
(MSS) have been considered as part of the assessment of this application,
and it is found that the provisions of the Scheme provide a strategic basis
to support the development of multi-unit development on the subject site.

The SPPF generally encourages (amongst other matters) consolidation
within urban areas, increase in housing diversity and affordability in
appropriate locations with access to existing services and infrastructure.
The SPPF at Clause 11.05 of the Scheme further encourages urban
growth in the major regional cities of Moe, Morwell and Traralgon cluster.

Similar objectives are re-emphasised and elaborated under the LPPF of
the Scheme. Clause 21.04 of the Scheme acknowledges that the priorities
in all the main urban settlements (including TraralgoN) are on realising
opportunities for infill development, diversity of housing types, impoving
residential amenity, while maximising existing infrastructure and
community facilities. The location of medium density housing close to
activity centres in the main towns (including Traralgon) should assist in
strengthening and reinforcing these main towns. The MSS at Clause
21.05-6 further identifies Traralgon as one of the main towns within the
municipality, where residential growth will continue and is encouraged.
The Structure Plan for Traralgon identifies the subject site as an ‘existing
urban area’.
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Accordingly, it is reasonable to consider that the proposal generally
complies with both the SPPF and LPPF of the scheme, in terms of
facilitating a compact residential development in an infill location to meet
the housing needs of the community, and encouraging urban growth into
the existing urban area of Traralgon.

In addition, the subject site is zoned Residential 1 under the Scheme with
no overlays, and the purpose of a Residential 1 Zone, amongst other
things, is ‘to provide for residential development at a range of densities
with a variety of dwellings to meet the housing needs of all households’.
The subject site is considered to be suitably zoned for residential re-
development.

Other than the matters discussed above, it should however be noted that,
Clause 21.04-5 of the Scheme identifies that the community is increasingly
demanding high quality architectural and urban design outcomes for built
form and open spaces. The State and Local Planning Policy Frameworks
also emphasise that development must be respectful of neighbourhood
character and be responsive to its site context. This is further reinforced
under Residential 1 Zone provisions and Clause 55 (ResCode) of the
Scheme.

The key issue associated with the proposal relates to its detailed design,
in that it is considered to provide an unacceptable response to the site
context (refer to discussion below). The design deficiencies are
considered significant and that they outweigh any compliance of the
proposal with the general planning policies for urban consolidation and
diversity at State or Local level.

NON COMPLIANCE WITH RESCODE

A complete assessment of the proposal against Rescode was undertaken.
The proposal does not meet the following standards of Rescode:
neighbourhood character (Clause 55.02-1), integration with the street
(Clause 55.02-5), energy efficiency (Clause 55.03-5), open space (clause
55.03-6), landscaping (Clause 55.03-8), access (Clause 55.03-9), dwelling
entry (Clause 55.05-2), solar access to open space and design detail
(Clause 55.05.06-1). These matters are further discussed below.

Neighbourhood Character

Further to an inspection of the subject land by Council Officers, the
following characteristics of the neighbourhood are noted:

o Residential properties in the area comprise predominately modest
single storey weatherboard, fibro-cement or brick dwellings from the
post war era and occasional brick infill dwelling dating from 1960s —
80s period.

e There is a mix of roof forms in the area, including skillion, gabled
and hipped.
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¢ Dwellings are mostly in detached built form.

e Spaciousness of the area is generally retained through the
relatively consistent front building setbacks, rear setbacks and side
setbacks from at least one side boundary.

¢ Dwellings have attached open-sided carports or garages / sheds
mostly positioned towards the rear of the site

¢ Front boundary fencing is varied, some frontages are unfenced or
informally delineated by vegetation, whilst others have timber
picket or brick fences of various heights

e Front gardens generally comprise lawn cover, small shrubs and
feature trees. Opportunities for landscaping within front setback are
evident.

e There are examples of multi-dwelling development in the area. In
particular, at 78 Shakespeare Street is a set of four attached single
storey brick units with open sided carports located within the front
setback. The development appears to date from the 1960s - 70s..
The multi-dwelling development at 6 Tennyson Street comprise an
original inter-war weatherboard cottage with a skillion steel roof at
the front of the site, and two more recently constructed
weatherboard dwellings at the rear (one of which is double storey).
The development is accessed from Tennyson Street via two
separate crossovers.
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The proposed design does not appear to respect the character of the
neighbourhood as follows:

e The attached (or side-by-side) built form is contrary to other
dwellings in the locality, and generally is not consistent with the
‘spacious’ feel of the area. Although there are examples of attached
built form in the area, they are of single storey nature and they do
not present a dominating built form to streetscapes. The proposed
built form is one of continuous building with a height of 8 metres
and it would have a dominating visual effect on the existing
streetscapes.

e The proposed side-by-side development would present with
prominent massing to the street and adjoining park.

e The proposed mirror-image arrangement, with its narrow dwelling
format, is a substantial difference compared with the layout and
style of dwellings in the street. It would introduce a new typology
and building proportions akin to terrace or row housing in a manner
that would not achieve a comfortable fit or respond to the existing
character, where neighbouring dwellings generally have generous
setbacks and are varied in architectural style, building materials and
colours schemes.

e The dominance of garages is not a common feature in the area.
Although the carports of the adjoining property at 78 Shakespeare
Street are located within the front setback, unlike the proposal, they
are not an overwhelming and dominant feature of the street. Most
of the garages in the area are well setback from the street.
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e Front gardens are evident in the area and there is generally spacing
around dwellings. However, the proposal fails to provide separation
between buildings, fails to maintain the open landscape front yard.
Due to the extent and location of the proposed vehicle crossings,
there would be limited opportunities for landscaping.

e The provision of multiple vehicle crossings on a lot is not common
in the area. The proposal however seeks to provide two double and
two single crossovers on Tennyson Street.

It should be noted that the key theme in the Scheme in relation

to neighbourhood character is that new residential development should
respect the existing neighbourhood character or contribute to a

preferred neighbourhood character. This does not imply that change is not
acceptable but rather that development should be responsive to its
context. It is generally considered that the proposal has failed to respond
appropriately to the opportunities and constraints of the site, and generally
does not respect the character of the neighbourhood.
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Integration with the Public Realm

The subject site is situated on a corner location, with a large public open
space located directly opposite the site, on the other side of Tennyson
Street. The site offers ample opportunities for an appropriately designed
medium density development to integrate with the adjoining streets and
complement the adjoining public open spaces.

However, in proposing six double storey attached dwellings over a
frontage of only 44 metres, each with a single protruding garage
measuring 4.16 metres and a recessed entry, the proposal fails to realise
the opportunities offered by the site, and fails to make a positive
contribution to the existing streetscape or provide a visual connection with
the adjoining public open spaces.

Given the context of the site, it is reasonable to consider that an
articulated, interesting and active design response should be provided,
particularly at ground level where interaction and surveillance of
pedestrians is most paramount. However, the ground floor presentation of
the proposal to Tennyson Street and to the adjoining public open space,
as currently submitted, is dominated by garage doors and represents a
lack of visual activity and lack of space for landscaping. The ground floor
presentation of the proposal to Shakespeare Street, similarly, is not an
attractive one, as almost half of this frontage would be fenced off with a
1.8m high paling fence.

It should also be noted that the built form of the development, being one of
large unbroken building mass with an overall height of up to 8m, would
further present an incongruous element within the neighbourhood and
would be highly visible when viewed from surrounding properties and
streets. The proposal would result in an unacceptable visual bulk to the
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public realm and is not considered to be complementary to the adjoining
public open space.

Whilst it is acknowledged that first floor balconies facing west are
proposed to provide passive surveillance of the adjoining public open
space, it is considered that, given the residential context of the site, the
design response should be one that maintains a human scale to the public
realm and a direct interface with the adjoining public open space at ground
level should be provided. This view is generally supported by Council’s
Healthy Urban Design Good Practice Guidelines, the guidelines state that
articulation of building facades and street integration should be
encouraged to provide for safe and active neighbourhoods, and one of the
strategies to achieve this is to ensure that users of a path or park are
being able to see and be seen in their surroundings at all times.
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On the above basis, it is considered that the proposal fails to meet the
standard and objective of Clauses 55.02-3 (Integration with the Street) and
55.03-6 (Open Space) and 21.08-3 (Healthy Urban Design) of the
Scheme.

Energy Efficiency & Solar Access

The objective of Clause 55.03-5 (Energy Efficiency) of the Scheme
provides the objectives to ensure buildings are energy efficient and that
building design takes advantage of daylight and solar energy. Clause
55.05-5 (Solar Access to Open Space) of the Scheme further seeks to
allow solar access into the secluded private open space of new dwellings.

Standard B10 of Clause 55.03-5 states that, amongst other things,
buildings should be orientated to make appropriate use of solar energy,
living areas and private open space should be located on the north side of
the development if practicable, and developments should be designed so
that solar access to north-facing windows is maximised.

Whilst it is acknowledged it would be impractical for all the proposed living
areas to have a northern orientation, it should be noted that with the
exception of dwelling 1, there appears to be no attempt to achieve at least
some degree of northern orientation for the balance of the dwellings in this
proposal. The living areas of dwellings 2 to 5 are proposed to be located
on the west side of the development, whereas the living area of dwelling 6
is proposed to be south-facing. None of dwellings 2 to 5 would be provided
with north facing windows.

Similarly, all the private open space would be located on the east or west
side of the development, with the exception of dwelling 1.

An acceptable design response should take into account the constraints
associated with the north-south orientation of the subject site. However,
the proposal is considered to be a poor design response, as it appears
that design is solely based on repetitive / mirror layout, rather than seeking
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to incorporate individual designs which adopt some energy efficiency
principles and address the physical constraints of the site.

Based on the reasons outlined above, it is considered that the proposal
fails to adequately respond to the objectives and design requirements of
Clauses 55.03-5 (Energy Efficiency) and 55.05-5 (Solar Access to Open
Space) of the Scheme.

Dwelling Entry

At Clause 55.05-2 of the Scheme, the dwelling entry objective is "fo
provide each dwelling or residential building with its own sense of identity".
The standards that should be met are for entries to dwellings to be visible
and easily identifiable from streets and other public areas, and to provide
shelter, a sense of personal address and a transitional space around the
entry’. It is considered that all the proposed front entries, being recessed
significantly behind the garages, are contrary to these objectives and
standards.

—
>
_|
Y
@)
0
=
o
—
<
Q
®)
-
Z
Q
=

Multiple Crossovers

Clause 55.03-9 (Access) of the Scheme provides the objective to ensure
the number and design of vehicle crossovers respect the neighbourhood
character. It is considered that the proposed driveway and crossing layout
is unacceptable and fails to meet Clause 55.03-9 of the Scheme for the
following reasons:

e The proposal seeks to construct two double vehicle crossovers and
two single crossovers along Tennyson Street. As confirmed by
Council’s engineer, the widths of the vehicle crossovers as
submitted in the application are unacceptable. The widths of the
vehicle crossovers must be increased to comply with Council’s
minimum requirement. It should be noted that the minimum width of
a double crossover is 7 metres and the minimum width of a single
crossover is 5 metres, both inclusive of splay width.

e Standard B14 of Clause 55.03-9 of the Scheme specifies that the
width of accessways should not exceed 33 per cent of the street
frontage. Based on a site frontage of 44 metres, the total width of
the accessways should not exceed 14 metres. The proposal fails to
meet this standard.

e The number of vehicle crossovers on a lot (i.e. 2 double crossovers
and 2 single crossovers over a site frontage of 44 metres) is
uncharacteristic of the area;

e The number of vehicle crossovers would reduce the number of on
street parking spaces in front of the subject site.

e There are two existing electrical poles located in Tennyson Street
adjacent to development. The plans submitted with the application
show that vehicle crossover to access dwelling 5 would be located
less than one metre from these poles. Council’s vehicle crossing
policy requires that there be a minimum of one metre clearance
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between electrical poles and vehicle crossings. It is also noted that
one of the electrical poles is located right in the middle of the two
crossovers to access dwellings 1 and 2. The practicality of this
crossing arrangement is questionable. It is likely that either the
electrical poles would need to be relocated (subject to consent from
the relevant utility authority) or the design of the proposal would
need to be significantly changed.

e The proposal fails to adequately respect the landscape character of
the streetscape and wider neighbourhood by increasing hard
paving in the front setback, in turn restricting future landscaping
opportunities within the front setback.

Design Detail
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At Clause 55.06-1 (Design detail) of the Scheme, the objective is "to
encourage design detail that respects the existing or preferred
neighbourhood character”. One of the standards to achieve this objective
is that garages should be visually compatible with the development and
the existing neighbourhood character. As already discussed above, one of
the major design deficiencies of the proposal is the dominance of garages.
The multiple forward protruding garages are considered to be an
overwhelming and dominant feature of the proposed development, and
would not be visually compatible with the existing neighbourhood
character of the area.

In addition, there would be unreasonable visual bulk caused to adjoining
properties and public open space areas due to the side-by-side built form,
with no separations between dwellings. This visual bulk would be
accentuated by limited setbacks, and repetitive design with little visual
interest.

It is considered that the multiple protruding garages and continuous built
form are contrary to the design detail objectives and standards of the
Scheme.

Poor Design Response

In accordance with Clause 55.01-2 of the Scheme, an application must be
accompanied with a design response which explains how the proposed
design derives from and responds to the neighbourhood and site
description. As submitted by the applicant, the end design of the proposal
is based on findings of an investigation of the local real estate market,
feedback from local builders and the objective to create an economically
viable product. It appears that the design response of the proposal has
been the result of economic reasons, but it fails to account for the
constraints arising from the size of the site and its neighbourhood context.
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Given the degree of non-compliance with ResCode as discussed above, it
is evident that the proposal is a poor design and has not been carefully
considered to take into account the opportunities and constraints of the
site as required by the provisions of the Scheme.

The subject site is a corner block of reasonable size, in close proximity to
a range of facilities and infrastructure and is capable of accommodating
some form of infill development. However, the significant design
deficiencies of the proposal lead to poor internal amenity, poor overall
design and lack of solar access as discussed above.

It should be noted that the applicant was given a number of opportunities
to address the issues identified above. However, the amended plans
submitted by the applicant offer little design improvements to the proposal,
such as adding a gabled porch in front of each entrance and marginally
reducing the size of each garage by approximately 0.5m. To allow for
more spacing between buildings and to reduce the number of garages
facing Tennyson Street, Council Officers are of the view that a revised
option with fewer dwellings for the land should be considered. However,
the applicant has declined to explore this option.
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Subdivision

In terms of subdivision, the proposal seeks to subdivide the land from 3 to
2 lots, with the common boundary of proposed Lots 1 and 2 running
through the existing shed at 2 Tennyson Street. The subdivision is to allow
the proposed unit development to be contained wholly within a single lot.
As proposed unit development is of a poor design (for reasons outlined
above) and the proposed subdivision layout is directly linked to the unit
development, it is recommended that the subdivision should also not be
supported.

Land Subject to Inundation Overlay

The application was referred to the West Gippsland Catchment
Management Authority (WGCMA) for consideration. The WGCMA advises
that in the event of a 1% Annual Exceedance Probabiity (AEP) flood, it is
likely that the majority of the land would be subject to inundation from
Traralgon Creek. Flood depth over the property is likely to reach 0.5
metres in the north east corner of the land, namely 74 Shakespeare
Street.

It should be noted that where flood depth over a property is likely to
exceed 0.5 metres during a 1% AEP flood event, a proposal that seeks to
intensify development through the creation of additional dwellings at a
property cannot be supported, as this will increase the amount of people
and property exposed to the flood hazard.

However, in consideration the proposal does not seek to alter the existing
dwelling at 74 Shakespeare Street but only seeks to develop six double
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dwelling on the eastern portion of the subject land (i.e. 2 Tennyson Street
and 72 Shakespeare Street), the WGCMA does not object to the granting
of a permit for the proposal, subject to the following conditions:

¢ No new lots are to be created that are wholly flooded by depths in
excess 0.5 metres.

¢ The finished floor level of the dwellings must be a minimum of 0.3m
AHD above the applicable 1% AEP flood level (i.e. 40.1m AHD in the
northern portion of the property and 40.4m AHD in the southern
portion of the property’.

The plans submitted with the application show that the required AHD can
generally be achieved by the proposal.
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FINANCIAL, RISK AND RESOURCES IMPLICATIONS

Additional resources or financial cost will only be incurred should the
planning permit application require determination at the Victorian Civil and
Administrative Tribunal (VCAT).

Risk has been considered as part of this report and it is considered to be
consistent with the Risk Management Plan 2011-2014.

INTERNAL / EXTERNAL CONSULTATION

Engagement Method Used:

Notification:

The application was advertised pursuant to Section 52(1)(a) and Section
52(1)(d) of the Act. Notices were sent to all adjoining and adjacent
landowners and occupiers and an A3 notice was displayed on the site
frontage for 14 days.

No objection was received.

External:

The application was referred to SP AusNet, Gippsland Water, APA Group
and the West Gippsland Catchment Management Authority in accordance
with Section 55 of the Act.

None of the authorities objected to the application.

Internal:

Internal officer comments were sought from Council’s Infrastructure

Planning Team who gave consent to the granting of a planning permit
subject to appropriate conditions and notes.
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OPTIONS

Council has the following options in regard to this application:

1 Issue a Refusal to Grant a Planning Permit.
2 Issue a Notice of Decision to Grant a Planning Permit.

Council’s decision must be based on planning grounds, having regard to
the provisions of the Latrobe Planning Scheme.
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CONCLUSION

The proposal is considered to be:

° Inconsistent with the strategic direction of the State and Local
Planning Policy Frameworks;

° Inconsistent with the ‘Purpose’ and ‘Decision Guidelines’ of the
Residential 1 Zone;

° Inconsistent with Clause 55 Two or More Dwellings on a Lot and
Residential Buildings;

° Inconsistent with Clause 65 (Decision Guidelines);

Having evaluated the proposal against the relevant provisions of the
Scheme, it is considered that the application does not meet the relevant
requirements of the Scheme. It is therefore recommended that Council
issue a Refusal to Grant a Permit for the proposal, for the reasons set out
in this report.

Attachments

1. Development Plans

2. Proposed Plan of Subdivision
3. Aerial Photo

4. History of Application

5. Relevant Ordinance
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RECOMMENDATION

That Council issue a Notice of Refusal to Grant a Planning Permit
for the development of six attached double storey dwellings, re-
subdivision of land from 3 to 2 lots and alterations of access to a
road in aroad zone category 1, at 2 Tennyson Street and 72 — 74
Shakespeare Street in Traralgon, with the following conditions:

1 The proposal does not meet the purpose and decision
guidelines of the Residential 1 Zone, in terms of facilitating a
development that respects the existing neighbourhood
character of the area.

2  The proposal would cause an unreasonable level of visual
bulk to the street, adjoining properties and public open space.

3  The proposal does not satisfactorily address the purpose and
intent and objectives of Clause 55 of the Latrobe Planning
Scheme, and particularly is inconsistent with:

Clause 55.02-1 Neighbourhood Character
Clause 55.02-5 Integration with the street
Clause 55.03-5 Energy efficiency

Clause 55.03-8 Landscaping

Clause 55.03-9 Access

Clause 55.05-2 Dwelling Entry

Clause 55.05-5 Solar access to open space
Clause 55.06-1 Design detail
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FROM 3 TO 2 LOTS; ALTERATIONS OF ACCESS TO
A ROAD IN A ROAD ZONE CATEGORY 1, at 2
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74 SHAKESPEARE STREET, TRARALGON - Development Plans
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16.2 PLANNING PERMIT APPLICATION 2013/68, DEVELOPMENT OF SIX DOUBLE
STOREY DWELLINGS ON A LOT; RE-SUBDIVISION OF LAND FROM 3 TO 2 LOTS

ALTERATIONS OF ACCESS TO A ROAD IN A ROAD ZONE CATEGORY 1, at 2
TENNYSON STREET AND 72 - 74 SHAKESPEARE STREET, TRARALGON - Proposed Plan

of Subdivision
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ATTACHMENT 3 16.2 PLANNING PERMIT APPLICATION 2013/68, DEVELOPMENT OF SIX DOUBLE
STOREY DWELLINGS ON A LOT; RE-SUBDIVISION OF LAND FROM 3 TO 2 LOTS;

ALTERATIONS OF ACCESS TO A ROAD IN A ROAD ZONE CATEGORY 1, at 2

TENNYSON STREET AND 72 - 74 SHAKESPEARE STREET, TRARALGON - Aerial Photo

31/7/2013
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ATTACHMENT
4

16.2 PLANNING PERMIT APPLICATION 2013/68, DEVELOPMENT OF
SIX DOUBLE STOREY DWELLINGS ON A LOT; RE-SUBDIVISION OF

LAND FROM 3 TO 2 LOTS; ALTERATIONS OF ACCESS TO A ROAD IN

A ROAD ZONE CATEGORY 1, at 2 TENNYSON STREET AND 72 - 74
SHAKESPEARE STREET, TRARALGON - History of Application

History of Application

4 March 2013

Planning Permit application received by Council.

28 March 2013

Further information requested from the applicant.

16 April 2013

Further information received from the applicant.

23 April 2013

A meeting was held to discuss some of Council
Officers’ concerns in relation to the proposal.
Attendees included Council Officers, the applicant,
architect and land owner.

8 May 2013

Applicant submitted amended plans to Council, with
an attempt to address Council Officers’ concerns

14 May 2013

Council Officers advised via email that the amended
plans fail to address concerns raised by Officers at
meeting dated 23 April 2013

16 May 2013

Applicant advised that no further changes to the
proposal will be considered by the land owner, and
requested via email that the application be notified
and referred.

27 May 2013

Application was notified to all adjoining occupiers and
owners.

Application was referred to all the relevant authorities
in accordance with Section 55 of the Act.

17 June 2013

Statutory declaration form received from applicant,
confirming completion of the notification process

18 June 2013 Referral response received from VicRoads. No
objection.

20 June 2013 Referral response received from Gippsland Water.
No objection

25 June 2013 Referral response received from West Gippsland
Catchment Management Authority. No objection.

5 August 2013 Referral response received from SP AusNet. No

objection.
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ATTACHMENT 16.2 PLANNING PERMIT APPLICATION 2013/68, DEVELOPMENT OF
5 SIX DOUBLE STOREY DWELLINGS ON A LOT; RE-SUBDIVISION OF
LAND FROM 3 TO 2 LOTS; ALTERATIONS OF ACCESS TO A ROAD IN

A ROAD ZONE CATEGORY 1, at 2 TENNYSON STREET AND 72 - 74

SHAKESPEARE STREET, TRARALGON - Relevant Ordinance

LATROBE PLANNING SCHEME

State Planning Policy Framework

Clause 11.02 Urban Growth

Clause 11.05 Regional Development
Clause 13.02 Floodplains

Clause 15.01 Urban Environment
Clause 16.01 Residential Development
Clause 18.02 Movement Networks
Clause 19.03 Development Infrastructure

Local Planning Policy Framework

Clause 21.01 Municipal Profile

Clause 21.02 Municipal Vision

Clause 21.03 Natural Environment Sustainability
Clause 21.04 Built Environment Sustainability

Clause 21.05 Main Towns

Clause 21.07 Economic Sustainability

Clause 21.08 Liveability

Zoning — Residential 1 Zone

The subject land is located within a Residential 1 Zone.
Overlay

The subject land is affected by Land Subject to Inundation Overlay.

The subject land is located within an area of Aboriginal Cultural Heritage
Sensitivity.

Particular Provisions

Clause 52.06 Car Parking
Clause 55 Two or More Dwellings on a Lot

General Provisions
Clause 65 Decision Guidelines
Incorporated Documents

There are no incorporated documents that relate to the consideration of this
application.

Page 325



ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING AGENDA

02 SEPTEMBER 2013 (CM400)

16.3 ASSEMBLY OF COUNCILLORS
General Manager Governance

For Decision

PURPOSE

The purpose of this report is to present to Council, the Assembly of
Councillors forms submitted since the Ordinary Council Meeting held 5
August 2013.

DECLARATION OF INTEREST

—
>
_|
Y
@)
0
=
o
—
<
Q
®)
-
Z
Q
=

No officer declared an interest under the Local Government Act 1989 in
the preparation of this report.

OFFICER COMMENTS

The following Assembly of Councillors took place between the 10 April
2013 and the 12 August 2013:

Date: Assembly Details / Matters Discussed: In Attendance: Conflicts of Interest Declared:
10 April Morwell Town Common Cr Sindt NIL
2013 Development Plan Project Control | Simon Clark

Group

Refer to attachment.

17 April Victory Park Precinct Advisory Cr Kam & Cr Harriman | NIL
2013 Committee Simon Clark

Refer to attachment.

12 June Morwell Town Common Cr Middlemiss NIL
2013 Development Plan Project Control | Simon Clark
Group

Refer to attachment.

8 July Issues and Discussions Session Cr Gibbons, Cr Kam, NIL
2013 Cr Middlemiss,

4.3 Future Presentations Cr O’Callaghan,

4.4 Future Presentations — Outside | Cr Rossiter,

Issues & Discussion Sessions Cr Sindt, Cr White

7.1 Outstanding Issues Carol Jeffs,

7.2 New Issues Michael Edgar,

11.1 Traralgon Tennis Club Debt Jacinta Saxton,

and Future Support Geoff Hill,

13.1 Procurement Policy Review Zemeel Saba,
13.2 City Image Strategy Project Grantley Switzer,
13.3 Operation of Latrobe City Tom McQualter
Council Committees Paper

14.1 Latrobe City Council Local
Government Community
Satisfaction Survey 2013 Results
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ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING AGENDA

02 SEPTEMBER 2013 (CM400)

Date:

Assembly Details / Matters Discussed:

In Attendance:

Conflicts of Interest Declared:

16 July
2013

Disability Reference Committee
Terms of Reference

Feedback regarding appropriate or
inappropriate accessible parking
bays.

Powerful Parents Self Advocacy
Group flyer

Disability Action Plan 2014-15
Community Consultation
Disability Service Officer report
Moe Outdoor Pool design
Around the table catch up
Victorian Taxi Directorate —
Educational DVD

Events — guidelines

ReCharge Scheme

Cr O’Callaghan
Deb Brown,
Karleen Plunkett,
Mary Sharrock
Luke McGarth

NIL

17 July
2013

Cultural Diversity Advisory
Committee - Action Plan Sub
committee

Development of the 2013-2017
Cultural and Linguistic Diversity
Plan. Areas of discussion included:
* A review of the key objectives
and priority areas and identifying
key actions

* The need for external
consultation and engagement with
the community

» Methods of engagement

* Timeline for completing the 2013-
17 Cultural and Linguistic Diversity
Plan

Cr Gibbons and
Cr Kam

Heather Farley,
Tara Donegan and
Jie Liu

NIL

18 July
2013

Traralgon CBD Safety Committee
Meeting

Taxi Rank, CCTV cameras, 2013 -
2014 Committee Action Plan,
Issues with young people hanging
around McDonalds and Stockland
Plaza

Cr Kam and
Cr Rossiter

David Lane,
Andrew Legge,
Graeme Brien

NIL

18 July
2013

Latrobe City Municipal Public
Health and Wellbeing Plan
(MPHWP) Project Reference
Group

Latrobe City MPHWP — Overview
and Update

MPHWP Strategic Directions
Future Work to Progress the Draft
MPHWP

Cr Kam

Regina Kalb
David Lane and
Debbie Mitchell

NIL
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ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING AGENDA

02 SEPTEMBER 2013 (CM400)

Date: Assembly Details / Matters Discussed: In Attendance: Conflicts of Interest Declared:
29 July Issues and Discussions Session Cr Gibbons, Cr Harriman declared an
2013 Cr Harriman, Cr Kam, | indirect interest under
4.1 Tonight’s Presentation: Cr Middlemiss, Section 78C of the Local
Planning Update Cr O’Callaghan, Government Act 1989 in
4.3 Future Presentations Cr Rossiter, Cr Sindt, Item 4.1 Tonight’s
4.4 Future Presentations — Outside Presentation Planning
Issues & Discussions Sessions Paul Buckley, Update TGAR discussion.
7.1 New Issues David Elder,
7.2 Outstanding Issues Carol Jeffs, Cr Middlemiss declared an
9.1 Discussion: Key Messages Allison Jones, indirect interest under
from Latrobe City Council for the Grantley Switzer, Section 78 & 78B of the
Federal Government Election and | Tom McQualter Local Government Act
Discussion on Actioning Council 1989 in Item 4.3 Future
Resolutions regarding Presentations AGL Loy
Independent Audit Yang Discussion raised by
9.2 Local Members of Parliament Cr Sindt.
Briefing Agenda
10.1 Update on Proposed
Changes to the Carbon Tax by the
Australian Government
11.1 Agreement to Remove
Pedestrian Shelters located at the
Entrance of Hammersmith Circuit
Traralgon
14.1 Recording of Council and
Committee Meeting Minutes
7 August Latrobe Tourism Advisory Board Cr White, Cr Sindt NIL
2013
QR subcommittee report, TAB Linda Brock,
Objectives Rachel Callus,
Geoff Hill,
Bill Macpherson
12 August | Issues and Discussions Session Cr Gibbons, NIL
2013 Cr Gibson,
4.1 Tonight's Presentations: Cr Harriman,
Community Engagement Plan Cr Middlemiss,

Review Project & Performance
Reporting 2012/13 (Part A&B)

4.2 Previous Presentations

4.3 Future Presentations

4.4 Future Presentations — Outside
Issues & Discussion Sessions

7.1 New Issues

7.2 Outstanding Issues

Cr O’Callaghan,
Cr Rossiter, Cr Sindt,
Cr White

Paul Buckley,
David Elder,
Allison Jones,
Tom McQualter

Attachments

1. Assembly of Councillors Attachment - Not Confidential - 2 September 2013

RECOMMENDATION

That Council note this report.
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ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING AGENDA
02 SEPTEMBER 2013 (CM400)

Assembly of Councillors

1 Assembly of Councillors Attachment - Not Confidential -
2 September 2013 ... 331
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ATTACHMENT 1 16.3 Assembly of Councillors - Assembly of Councillors Attachment - Not Confidential - 2
September 2013

Latrobe(ity

a new energy

Assembly of Councillors Record

Assembly details: Morwell Town Common Development Plan Project Control Group
Date: 10 April 2013

Time: 5:06pm

Assembly Location: Latrobe City Council Headquarters

In Attendance:

Councillors: Cr Christine Sindt
Officer!s: Simon Clark

Matter/s Discussed:. Business Arising From Previous Minutes

1.David informed the meeting that the extension of the timber fence on White Street had
been completed for a total project cost of $4,500. Simon to write to the Morwell Rotary
Club expressing the Project Control Group and Council' s appreciation for the clubs
ongoing development of the Common. Action — Simon Clark

2.Max requested that Simon further investigate the fat and grease that is leaking out from
the door of the barbeque unit. Action — Simon Clark

3. Simon informed the meeting that the autumn plantings would commence as soon as
regular rainfall arrived. Plants that have been ordered by Council’'s Parks and Gardens
Team will arrive in May while other plants are coming from the Council’s nursery.

Action — Simon Clark

4.Simon informed the meeting that Council was lodging a Project Proposal Application as
part of Regional Development Victoria's, “Putting Locals First” funding program. Funds
totalling $375,000 are being sought for the Chapel Street carpark and Access for All
Abilities playground projects. Simon will inform the group of the outcome of that
application as information comes through. It should be noted that the carpark and AAA
Playground projects are currently included in Council's 2013/2014 Draft Capital Works
Program. Action — Simon Clark

5.David has made the Finial for the pichic shelter roof. The installation of the Finial and
the down pipes are to be completed. Ongoing Action — David Mclhnes
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6.Simon reported that the Playground Team will undertake an investigation into any
drainage issues at the playground during the 2013 winter and conduct any required
remedial works in the spring and summer. Action — Simon Clark

7.Both Max and Simon have contacted the City of Ballarat regarding their replacement of
a timber playground being the same design as the Common playground but have not
heard back from them as yet.

8.Simon has not been able to find the Council report that adopted the position of
constructing an AAA playground in Traralgon, Morwell, Churchill and Moe as requested
by Cr Middlemiss however he had discovered some information on the matter. Simon will
continue to look for the original report. Ongoing Action — Simon Clark

9.Judy requested Simon to have the Building Maintenance Team contact her to discuss
the alteration of a Disabled Toilet door at the common as it is not wheelchair accessible.
Ongoing Action — Simon Clark

10.The meeting discussed a way forward for the formation of a historical sign for the
common. The group discussed the make up of the sign however further discussion will
be conducted at the June meeting. Simon will apply for a 2013/2014 Community Grant
from Latrobe City in July seeking to raise the funds required to design and produce the
sign. Simon will also investigate if the sign can be designed by Council staff. The group
are requested to commence to gather whatever information they can regarding the
Common. Action — Project Control Group.

11.Simon produced a map showing the contours of the Common which showed that there
was not a water way through it however there is one travelling south to north along White
Street. Simon has been informed that the common does not have any easements on it.

General Business

1.Keith informed the meeting that he had discussed the Black She Oaks with members of
the now defunct refugee group (John Lawson etc). The refugee group expressed a wish
to discuss the matter at our next meeting although they did not have a particular opinion
on the matter either way. Simon to organise an onsite meeting of the Project Control
Group to investigate the issue. Action — Simon Clark

2.Max informed the meeting that he believes that the construction of a AAA playground in
the future would need to incorporate the existing playground so they act as one rather
than having a stand alone AAA playground. Max expressed that he wishes to receive a
response from Council management not only on the planning for the replacement of the
timber playground but for the completion of the Development Plan as well. Action —
Simon Clark
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Are the matters considered confidential under the Local Government Act: NO

Conflict of Interest Disclosures: (refer 3. over page)

Councillors: NIL

Officerfs: NIL

Times that Officers / Councillors left/returned to the room: N/A

Completed by: Simon Clark
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Assembly of Councillors Record Explanation / Guide Nates
Required pursuant to the Local Government Act 1989 as amended.

1. Section 80A requirements (re: Written Record to be made by Council staff mermber).
Amendments to the Local Government Act 1989 (Section B0A), operative from 2 December 2008 now stipulate:
“At an assembly of Councillors, the Chief Executive Officer must ensure that a written record is kept of:
- the names of all Councillors and members of Council staff attending;
- the matters considered;
- any conflict of interest disclosures made by a Councillor attending under subsection (3);
- whether a Councillor who has disclosed a conflict of interest as required by subsection (3) leaves the assembly.”

The above required information is:
- tobe reported to an Ordinary meeting of the Council; and
- incorporated in the minutes of that Ordinary meeting.

2. Section 76AA definition:
“Assembly of Councillors (however titled, e.g: meeting / inspection f consultation etc) is a meeting of an advisory
committee of the Council, if at least one Councillor is present, or a planned or scheduled meeting of at least half of the
Councillors and one member of staff which considers matters that are intended or likely to be;

« The subject of a decision of the Council; or

«  Subject to the exercise of a function, duty or power of the Council that has been delegated to a person or

committee.

Brief Explanation:
Some examples of an Assembly of Councillors will include:

- Councillor Briefings;

- on site inspections, generally meetings re: any matters;

- meetings with residents, developers, other clients of Council, consultations;

- meetings with local organisations, Government Departments, statutory authorities {(e.g. VicRoads, etc);
providing at least & Councillors and 1 Council staff member are present and the matter/s considered are intended
or likely to be subject of a future decision by the Council OR an officer decision under delegated authority.
Effectively i is probable, that any meeting of at least 5 Counciflors and 1 Council staff member will come under the new
requirements as the assembly will in most cases be considering a matter which wilf core before Council or be the
subject of a delegated officer's decision af some later time. If you require further clarification, please call the Manager
Council Operations — Legal Counsel.

Please note: an Advisory Committee meeting requires only one Councillor to be in attendance. An advisory committee
is defined as any committee established by the Council, other than a special committee, that provides advice to:
- the Council; or
- a special committee; or
- a member of Council staff who has been delegated a power, duty or function of the Council under section
98,

3. Section 80A and 80B requirements (re: Canflict of Interest):
Councillors and officers attending an Assembly of Councillors must disclose any conflict of interest.
Section 80A(3)
“If a Councillor attending an Assembly of Councillors knows, or would reasonably be expected to know, that a matter
being considered by the assembly is a matter that, were the matter to be considered and decided by Council, the
Councillor would have to disclose a conflict of interest under section 79, the Councillor must disclose either:
{a) immediately before the matter in relation to the conflict is considered; or
{b) ifthe Councillor realises that he/she has a conflict of interest after consideration of the matter has begun, as
soon as the Councillor becomes aware of the conflict of interest, leave the assembly whilst the matter is being
considered by the assembly.”
Section 80B
A member of Council staff who has a conflict of interest (direct or indirect) in a matter in which they have a delegated
power, duty or function must:
- not exercise the power or discharge the duty or function;
- disclose the type of interest and nature of interest to the in writing to the Chief Executive Officer as soon as
he/she becomes aware of the conflict of interest. In the instance of the Chief Executive Officer having a
pecuniary interest, disclosure in writing shall be made to the Mayor.
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Assembly of Councillors Record

Assembly details: Victory Park Precinct Advisory Committee

Date: 17 April 2013

Time: 5:2Zpm

Assembly Location: Latrobe City Council - Traralgon Service Centre
In Attendance:

Councillors: Cr Sandy Kam and Cr Dale Harriman

Officer/s: Simon Clark

Matter/s Discussed:

1.Simon informed the meeting that management at the McDonalds Restaurant had told
him that they did not have any grants programs for community groups. They did invite the
Committee to write to the Manager requesting assistance.

2.8imon to check if the bin stand on the north side slope of the Scout Hall has had a bin
replaced there. Action — Simon

3.8imon has been told by Woolworths that they would not be installing a shopping trolley
security system.

4 Simon told the meeting that David Elder was unable to attend our meetings as he
already had a regular meeting at that time. David did offer to send another officer. Simon
will also invite the Traralgon City Band to the June meeting to discuss options. Action —
Simon

5.8imon to ask Cr Kam to provide an update on the progress of the Monomeith Senior
Citizens Centre carpark designated disabled parking zone issue. Ongoing Action —
Simon

6.Linda informed the Committee that the Gippsland Model Engineering Society (GMES)
had removed the large yellow beam from beside Whitakers Road and that they were
investigating the installation of the foot bridge in the centre grass area of their facility so to
be used as a reversing loop for the train network. Simon and the WGCMA have both
inspected the area and have no objections to the proposal. Linda is investigating if a
Planning Permit is required. Ongoing Action — Linda
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7.Simon reported that an inspection of the Newman Park playground had been completed
and several repairs had been carried out.

General Business

1.8imon informed the Committee that temporary CCTV cameras will be installed at the
Sound Shell due to the recent vandalism.

2.The meeting requested that Simon investigate and if appropriate lodge a Community
Safety Fund application for permanent CCTV cameras for the Sound Shell. Action —
Simon

3. Lorrel reported that three trees and stumps had been attended to.

Are the matters considered confidential under the Local Government Act: NO

Conflict of Interest Disclosures: (refer 3. over page)

Councillors: NIL

Officerfs: NIL

Times that Officers f Councillors left/returned to the room: N/A

Completed by: Simon Clark
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Assembly of Councillors Record Explanation / Guide Nates
Required pursuant to the Local Government Act 1989 as amended.

1. Section 80A requirements (re: Written Record to be made by Council staff mermber).
Amendments to the Local Government Act 1989 (Section B0A), operative from 2 December 2008 now stipulate:
“At an assembly of Councillors, the Chief Executive Officer must ensure that a written record is kept of:
- the names of all Councillors and members of Council staff attending;
- the matters considered;
- any conflict of interest disclosures made by a Councillor attending under subsection (3);
- whether a Councillor who has disclosed a conflict of interest as required by subsection (3) leaves the assembly.”

The above required information is:
- tobe reported to an Ordinary meeting of the Council; and
- incorporated in the minutes of that Ordinary meeting.

2. Section 76AA definition:
“Assembly of Councillors (however titled, e.g: meeting / inspection f consultation etc) is a meeting of an advisory
committee of the Council, if at least one Councillor is present, or a planned or scheduled meeting of at least half of the
Councillors and one member of staff which considers matters that are intended or likely to be;

« The subject of a decision of the Council; or

«  Subject to the exercise of a function, duty or power of the Council that has been delegated to a person or

committee.

Brief Explanation:
Some examples of an Assembly of Councillors will include:

- Councillor Briefings;

- on site inspections, generally meetings re: any matters;

- meetings with residents, developers, other clients of Council, consultations;

- meetings with local organisations, Government Departments, statutory authorities {(e.g. VicRoads, etc);
providing at least & Councillors and 1 Council staff member are present and the matter/s considered are intended
or likely to be subject of a future decision by the Council OR an officer decision under delegated authority.
Effectively it is probable, that any meeting of at least 5 Counciflors and 1 Council staff member will come under the new
requirements as the assembly will in most cases be considering a matter which wilf core before Council or be the
subject of a delegated officer's decision af some later time. If you require further clarification, please call the Manager
Council Operations — Legal Counsel.

Please note: an Advisory Committee meeting requires only one Councillor to be in attendance. An advisory committee
is defined as any committee established by the Council, other than a special committese, that provides advice to:
- the Council; or
- a special committee; or
- a member of Council staff who has been delegated a power, duty or function of the Council under section
98,

3. Section 80A and 80B requirements (re: Canflict of Interest):
Councillors and officers attending an Assembly of Councillors must disclose any conflict of interest.
Section 80A(3)
“If a Councillor attending an Assembly of Councillors knows, or would reasonably be expected to know, that a matter
being considered by the assembly is a matter that, were the matter to be considered and decided by Council, the
Councillor would have to disclose a conflict of interest under section 79, the Councillor must disclose either:
{a) immediately before the matter in relation to the conflict is considered; or
{b) ifthe Councillor realises that he/she has a conflict of interest after consideration of the matter has begun, as
soon as the Councillor becomes aware of the conflict of interest, leave the assembly whilst the matter is being
considered by the assembly.”
Section 80B
A member of Council staff who has a conflict of interest (direct or indirect) in a matter in which they have a delegated
power, duty or function must:
- not exercise the power or discharge the duty or function;
- disclose the type of interest and nature of interest to the in writing to the Chief Executive Officer as soon as
he/she becomes aware of the conflict of interest. In the instance of the Chief Executive Officer havinga
pecuniary interest, disclosure in writing shall be made to the Mayor.
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Assembly of Councillors Record
Assembly details: Morwell Town Common Development Plan Project Control Group
Date: 12 June 2013
Time: 5.05pm

Assembly Location: Latrobe City Council Headquarters

In Attendance:

Councillors: Cr Graeme Middlemiss
Officer!s: Simon Clark

Matter/s Discussed:. Business Arising From Previous Minutes

1.David informed the meeting that the extension of the timber fence on White Street had
been completed for a total project cost of $4,500. Simon to write to the Morwell Rotary
Club expressing the Project Control Group and Council' s appreciation for the clubs
ongoing development of the Common. Ongoing Action — Simon
Clark

2.8imon has inspected the barbeque and believes that the fat and grease issue has been
rectified however he will keep an eye on it. Action — Simon Clark

3.8imon said that he was meeting a landscaper the next day to finalise the autumn
plantings. Some plants have been ordered by Council’s Parks and Gardens Team while
other plants are coming from the Council's nursery. Further landscape works will be
carried out in spring. Action — Simon Clark

4 Simon informed the meeting that Council had progressed to Stage Two of Regional
Development Victoria's, “Putting Locals First” funding program for the Chapel Street
carpark and Access for All Abilities playground projects. Simon will inform the group of
the outcome of that application as further information comes through. Action — Simon
Clark

5.David has fitted the Finial onto the picnic shelter roof. The down pipes are yet to be
completed. Ongoing Action — David Mclnnes
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6.Simon reported that the Playground Team will undertake an investigation into any
drainage issues at the playground during the 2013 winter and conduct any required
remedial works in the spring and summer. Ongoing Action — Simon Clark

7.Judy requested Simon to have the Building Maintenance Team contact her to discuss
the alteration of a Disabled Toilet door at the common as it is not wheelchair accessible.
Ongoing Action — Simon Clark

8.The meeting discussed the way forward for the formation of a historical sign for the
common. Simon will apply for a 2013/2014 Community Grant from Latrobe City in July
seeking to raise the funds required to design and produce the sign. Simon will also
investigate if the sign can be designed by Council staff. Max volunteered to present a
draft design/information for the sign at the August meeting. Simon will speak to Council's
Media Team about placing an article in the varying media and social media outlets calling
for historical information and /or photographs of the Common. Action — Max Williamson &
Simon Clark

9 Keith informed the meeting that he had discussed the Black She Oaks with members of
the now defunct refugee group (John Lawson etc). The refugee group expressed a wish
to discuss the matter at our next meeting although they did not have a particular opinion
on the matter either way. Simon to organise an onsite meeting of the Project Control
Group to investigate the issue. Ongoing Action — Simon Clark

10.8imon informed the meeting that he had consulted senior management regarding any
strategic planning for the replacement of the timber playground. Management are of the
view that when the playground is nearing the end of its life that a Capital Works Program
budget proposal will be presented to Council for consideration. Cr Middlemiss
recommended that any budget proposal to replace the playground should be presented to
Council at least two years prior to when the funding would actually be required.
Management believe that the Development Plan is progressing well with the assistance of
the Project Control Group (PCG) and the Rotary club. The plan will advance even further
if the AAA playground and Chapel Street carpark projects receive funding so that they
can be completed in the 2013/14 Council year. Action — Simon Clark

General Business

1.The PCG has requested that Simon invite Council's Senior Recreation and Open Space
Planner to a meeting if the project funding is successful. The meeting also agreed that
the design of the AAA playground would need to incorporate the existing playground in its

design. Action — Simon Clark

Are the matters considered confidential under the Local Government Act: NO

Conflict of Interest Disclosures: (refer 3. over page)
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Councillors: NIL

Officerfs: NIL

Times that Officers / Councillors left/returned to the room: N/A

Completed by: Simon Clark
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Assembly of Councillors Record Explanation / Guide Nates
Required pursuant to the Local Government Act 1989 as amended.

1. Section 80A requirements (re: Written Record to be made by Council staff mermber).
Amendments to the Local Government Act 1989 (Section B0A), operative from 2 December 2008 now stipulate:
“At an assembly of Councillors, the Chief Executive Officer must ensure that a written record is kept of:
- the names of all Councillors and members of Council staff attending;
- the matters considered;
- any conflict of interest disclosures made by a Councillor attending under subsection (3);
- whether a Councillor who has disclosed a conflict of interest as required by subsection (3) leaves the assembly.”

The above required information is:
- tobe reported to an Ordinary meeting of the Council; and
- incorporated in the minutes of that Ordinary meeting.

2. Section 76AA definition:
“Assembly of Councillors (however titled, e.g: meeting / inspection f consultation etc) is a meeting of an advisory
committee of the Council, if at least one Councillor is present, or a planned or scheduled meeting of at least half of the
Councillors and one member of staff which considers matters that are intended or likely to be;

« The subject of a decision of the Council; or

«  Subject to the exercise of a function, duty or power of the Council that has been delegated to a person or

committee.

Brief Explanation:
Some examples of an Assembly of Councillors will include:

- Councillor Briefings;

- on site inspections, generally meetings re: any matters;

- meetings with residents, developers, other clients of Council, consultations;

- meetings with local organisations, Government Departments, statutory authorities {(e.g. VicRoads, etc);
providing at least & Councillors and 1 Council staff member are present and the matter/s considered are intended
or likely to be subject of a future decision by the Council OR an officer decision under delegated authority.
Effectively i is probable, that any meeting of at least 5 Counciflors and 1 Council staff member will come under the new
requirements as the assembly will in most cases be considering a matter which wilf core before Council or be the
subject of a delegated officer's decision af some later time. If you require further clarification, please call the Manager
Council Operations — Legal Counsel.

Please note: an Advisory Committee meeting requires only one Councillor to be in attendance. An advisory committee
is defined as any committee established by the Council, other than a special committee, that provides advice to:
- the Council; or
- a special committee; or
- a member of Council staff who has been delegated a power, duty or function of the Council under section
98,

3. Section 80A and 80B requirements (re: Canflict of Interest):
Councillors and officers attending an Assembly of Councillors must disclose any conflict of interest.
Section 80A(3)
“If a Councillor attending an Assembly of Councillors knows, or would reasonably be expected to know, that a matter
being considered by the assembly is a matter that, were the matter to be considered and decided by Council, the
Councillor would have to disclose a conflict of interest under section 79, the Councillor must disclose either:
{a) immediately before the matter in relation to the conflict is considered; or
{b) ifthe Councillor realises that he/she has a conflict of interest after consideration of the matter has begun, as
soon as the Councillor becomes aware of the conflict of interest, leave the assembly whilst the matter is being
considered by the assembly.”
Section 80B
A member of Council staff who has a conflict of interest (direct or indirect) in a matter in which they have a delegated
power, duty or function must:
- not exercise the power or discharge the duty or function;
- disclose the type of interest and nature of interest to the in writing to the Chief Executive Officer as soon as
he/she becomes aware of the conflict of interest. In the instance of the Chief Executive Officer having a
pecuniary interest, disclosure in writing shall be made to the Mayor.
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Assembly of Councillors Record

Assembly details: Issues and Discussions Session
Date: Monday, 8 July 2013
Time: 6:00 PM

Assembly Location: Nambur Wariga Meeting Room, Latrobe City Council Offices,
Commercial Road, Morwell

In Attendance:

Councillors: Cr Gibbons, Cr Kam, Cr Middlemiss, Cr O'Callaghan, Cr Rossiter,
Cr Sindt, Cr White

Officer/s: Carol Jeffs, Michael Edgar, Jacinta Saxton, Geoff Hill, Zemeel Saba, Grantley
Switzer, Tom McQualter

Matter/s Discussed:

4.3 Future Presentations

4 4 Future Presentations — Outside Issues & Discussion Sessions
7.1 Outstanding Issues

7.2 New Issues

11.1 Traralgon Tennis Club Debt and Future Support

13.1 Procurement Policy Review

13.2 City Image Strategy Project

13.3 Operation of Latrobe City Council Committees Paper

14.1 Latrobe City Council Local Government Community Satisfaction Survey 2013
Results

Are the matters considered confidential under the Local Government Act: NO

Conflict of Interest Disclosures: (refer 3. over page)

Councillors: NIL

Officerfs: NIL

Times that Officers / Councillors left/returned to the room: N/A

Completed by. Meagan Bennetts
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Assembly of Councillors Record Explanation f Guide Nates
Required pursuant to the Local Government Act 1989 as amended.

1. Section 80A requirements (re: Written Record to be made by Council staff mermber).
Amendments to the Local Government Act 1989 (Section B0A), operative from 2 December 2008 now stipulate:
“At an assembly of Councillors, the Chief Executive Officer must ensure that a written record is kept of:
- the names of all Councillors and members of Council staff attending;
- the matters considered;
- any conflict of interest disclosures made by a Councillor attending under subsection (3);
- whether a Councillor who has disclosed a conflict of interest as required by subsection (3) leaves the assembly.”

The above required information is:
- tobe reported to an Ordinary meeting of the Council; and
- incorporated in the minutes of that Ordinary meeting.

2. Section 76AA definition:
“Assembly of Councillors (however titled, e.g: meeting / inspection f consultation etc) is a meeting of an advisory
committee of the Council, if at least one Councillor is present, or a planned or scheduled meeting of at least half of the
Councillors and one member of staff which considers matters that are intended or likely to be;

« The subject of a decision of the Council; or

«  Subject to the exercise of a function, duty or power of the Council that has been delegated to a person or

committee.

Brief Explanation:
Some examples of an Assembly of Councillors will include:

- Councillor Briefings;

- on site inspections, generally meetings re: any matters;

- meetings with residents, developers, other clients of Council, consultations;

- meetings with local organisations, Government Departments, statutory authorities {(e.g. VicRoads, etc);
providing at least & Councillors and 1 Council staff member are present and the matter/s considered are intended
or likely to be subject of a future decision by the Council OR an officer decision under delegated authority.
Effectively i is probable, that any meeting of at least 5 Counciflors and 1 Council staff member will come under the new
requirements as the assembly will in most cases be considering a matter which wilf core before Council or be the
subject of a delegated officer's decision af some later time. If you require further clarification, please call the Manager
Council Operations — Legal Counsel.

Please note: an Advisory Committee meeting requires only one Councillor to be in attendance. An advisory committee
is defined as any committee established by the Council, other than a special committee, that provides advice to:
- the Council; or
- a special committee; or
- a member of Council staff who has been delegated a power, duty or function of the Council under section
98,

3. Section 80A and 80B requirements (re: Canflict of Interest):
Councillors and officers attending an Assembly of Councillors must disclose any conflict of interest.
Section 80A(3)
“If a Councillor attending an Assembly of Councillors knows, or would reasonably be expected to know, that a matter
being considered by the assembly is a matter that, were the matter to be considered and decided by Council, the
Councillor would have to disclose a conflict of interest under section 79, the Councillor must disclose either:
{a) immediately before the matter in relation to the conflict is considered; or
{b) ifthe Councillor realises that he/she has a conflict of interest after consideration of the matter has begun, as
soon as the Councillor becomes aware of the conflict of interest, leave the assembly whilst the matter is being
considered by the assembly.”
Section 80B
A member of Council staff who has a conflict of interest (direct or indirect) in a matter in which they have a delegated
power, duty or function must:
- not exercise the power or discharge the duty or function;
- disclose the type of interest and nature of interest to the in writing to the Chief Executive Officer as soon as
he/she becomes aware of the conflict of interest. In the instance of the Chief Executive Officer havinga
pecuniary interest, disclosure in writing shall be made to the Mayor.
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Assembly of Councillors Record

Assembly details: Disability Reference Committee
Date: 16 July 2013
Time: 1.00 pmto 3.00 pm

Assembly Location: Macfarlane Burnet Room, Latrobe City Service Centre, Kay Street
Traralgon

In Attendance:

Councillors: Cr Kellie O'Callaghan

Officer/s: Deb Brown, Karleen Plunkett, Mary Sharrock (minute taker), Luke McGarth
(guest).

Matter/s Discussed:

Terms of Reference

Feedback regarding appropriate or inappropriate accessible parking bays.
Powerful Parents Self Advocacy Group flyer

Disability Action Plan 2014-15 Community Consultation
Disability Service Officer report

Moe Outdoor Pool design

Around the table catch up

Victorian Taxi Directorate — Educational DVD

Events — guidelines

ReCharge Scheme

Are the matters considered confidential under the Local Government Act: NO

Conflict of Interest Disclosures: (refer 3. over page)

Councillors: NIL

Officerfs: NIL

Times that Officers f Councillors leftireturned to the room: N/A

Completed by: Karleen Plunkett, Disability Service Officer — 23 July 2013
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Assembly of Councillors Record Explanation / Guide Notes
Required pursuant to the Local Government Act 1989 as amended.

1. Section 80A requirements (re: Written Record to be made by Council staff mermber).
Amendments to the Local Government Act 1989 (Section B0A), operative from 2 December 2008 now stipulate:
“At an assembly of Councillors, the Chief Executive Officer must ensure that a written record is kept of:
- the names of all Councillors and members of Council staff attending;
- the matters considered;
- any conflict of interest disclosures made by a Councillor attending under subsection (3);
- whether a Councillor who has disclosed a conflict of interest as required by subsection (3) leaves the assembly.”

The above required information is:
- tobe reported to an Ordinary meeting of the Council; and
- incorporated in the minutes of that Ordinary meeting.

2. Section 76AA definition:
“Assembly of Councillors (however titled, e.g: meeting / inspection f consultation etc) is a meeting of an advisory
committee of the Council, if at least one Councillor is present, or a planned or scheduled meeting of at least half of the
Councillors and one member of staff which considers matters that are intended or likely to be;

« The subject of a decision of the Council; or

«  Subject to the exercise of a function, duty or power of the Council that has been delegated to a person or

committee.

Brief Explanation:
Some examples of an Assembly of Councillors will include:

- Councillor Briefings;

- on site inspections, generally meetings re: any matters;

- meetings with residents, developers, other clients of Council, consultations;

- meetings with local organisations, Government Departments, statutory authorities {(e.g. VicRoads, etc);
providing at least & Councillors and 1 Council staff member are present and the matter/s considered are intended
or likely to be subject of a future decision by the Council OR an officer decision under delegated authority.
Effectively i is probable, that any meeting of at least 5 Counciflors and 1 Council staff member will come under the new
requirements as the assembly will in most cases be considering a matter which wilf core before Council or be the
subject of a delegated officer's decision af some later time. If you require further clarification, please call the Manager
Council Operations — Legal Counsel.

Please note: an Advisory Committee meeting requires only one Councillor to be in attendance. An advisory committee
is defined as any committee established by the Council, other than a special committee, that provides advice to:
- the Council; or
- a special committee; or
- a member of Council staff who has been delegated a power, duty or function of the Council under section
98,

3. Section 80A and 80B requirements (re: Canflict of Interest):
Councillors and officers attending an Assembly of Councillors must disclose any conflict of interest.
Section 80A(3)
“If a Councillor attending an Assembly of Councillors knows, or would reasonably be expected to know, that a matter
being considered by the assembly is a matter that, were the matter to be considered and decided by Council, the
Councillor would have to disclose a conflict of interest under section 79, the Councillor must disclose either:
{a) immediately before the matter in relation to the conflict is considered; or
{b) ifthe Councillor realises that he/she has a conflict of interest after consideration of the matter has begun, as
soon as the Councillor becomes aware of the conflict of interest, leave the assembly whilst the matter is being
considered by the assembly.”
Section 80B
A member of Council staff who has a conflict of interest (direct or indirect) in a matter in which they have a delegated
power, duty or function must:
- not exercise the power or discharge the duty or function;
- disclose the type of interest and nature of interest to the in writing to the Chief Executive Officer as soon as
he/she becomes aware of the conflict of interest. In the instance of the Chief Executive Officer having a
pecuniary interest, disclosure in writing shall be made to the Mayor.
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Assembly of Councillors Record
Assembly details: Cultural Diversity Advisory Committee - Action Plan Sub committee
Date: 17 July 2013
Time: 500 pm-7.00pm
Assembly Location: Nambur Wariga Room, Latrobe City Corporate Headquarters, 141
Commercial Road Morwell, Morwell
In Attendance:

Councillors: Cr Peter Gibbons and Cr Sandy Kam
Officer/s: Heather Farley, Tara Donegan and Jie Liu

Matter/s Discussed. Development of the 2013-2017 Cultural and Linguistic Diversity
Plan. Areas of discussion included:

* A review of the key objectives and priority areas and identifying key actions

» The need for external consultation and engagement with the community

» Methods of engagement

» Timeline for completing the 2013-17 Cultural and Linguistic Diversity Plan

Are the matters considered confidential under the Local Government Act: NO

Conflict of Interest Disclosures: (refer 3. over page)

Councillors: NIL

Officerfs: NIL

Times that Officers / Councillors leftfreturned to the room: N/A

Completed by: Jie Liu
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Assembly of Councillors Record Explanation / Guide Nates
Required pursuant to the Local Government Act 1989 as amended.

1. Section 80A requirements (re: Written Record to be made by Council staff mermber).
Amendments to the Local Government Act 1989 (Section B0A), operative from 2 December 2008 now stipulate:
“At an assembly of Councillors, the Chief Executive Officer must ensure that a written record is kept of:
- the names of all Councillors and members of Council staff attending;
- the matters considered;
- any conflict of interest disclosures made by a Councillor attending under subsection (3);
- whether a Councillor who has disclosed a conflict of interest as required by subsection (3) leaves the assembly.”

The above required information is:
- tobe reported to an Ordinary meeting of the Council; and
- incorporated in the minutes of that Ordinary meeting.

2. Section 76AA definition:
“Assembly of Councillors (however titled, e.g: meeting / inspection f consultation etc) is a meeting of an advisory
committee of the Council, if at least one Councillor is present, or a planned or scheduled meeting of at least half of the
Councillors and one member of staff which considers matters that are intended or likely to be;

« The subject of a decision of the Council; or

«  Subject to the exercise of a function, duty or power of the Council that has been delegated to a person or

committee.

Brief Explanation:
Some examples of an Assembly of Counciflors will include:

- Councillor Briefings;

- on site inspections, generally meetings re: any matters;

- meetings with residents, developers, other clients of Council, consultations;

- meetings with local organisations, Government Departments, statutory authorities {(e.g. VicRoads, etc);
providing at least & Councillors and 1 Council staff member are present and the matter/s considered are intended
or likely to be subject of a future decision by the Council OR an officer decision under delegated authority.
Effectively it is probable, that any meeting of at least 5 Counciflors and 1 Council staff member will come under the new
requirements as the assembly will in most cases be considering a matter which wilf core before Council or be the
subject of a delegated officer's decision af some later time. If you require further clarification, please call the Manager
Council Operations — Legal Counsel.

Please note: an Advisory Committee meeting requires only one Councillor to be in attendance. An advisory committee
is defined as any committee established by the Council, other than a special committese, that provides advice to:
- the Council; or
- a special committee; or
- a member of Council staff who has been delegated a power, duty or function of the Council under section
98,

3. Section 80A and 80B requirements (re: Canflict of Interest):
Councillors and officers attending an Assembly of Councillors must disclose any conflict of interest.
Section 80A(3)
“If a Councillor attending an Assembly of Councillors knows, or would reasonably be expected to know, that a matter
being considered by the assembly is a matter that, were the matter to be considered and decided by Council, the
Councillor would have to disclose a conflict of interest under section 79, the Councillor must disclose either:
{a) immediately before the matter in relation to the conflict is considered; or
{b) ifthe Councillor realises that he/she has a conflict of interest after consideration of the matter has begun, as
soon as the Councillor becomes aware of the conflict of interest, leave the assembly whilst the matter is being
considered by the assembly.”
Section 80B
A member of Council staff who has a conflict of interest (direct or indirect) in a matter in which they have a delegated
power, duty or function must:
- not exercise the power or discharge the duty or function;
- disclose the type of interest and nature of interest to the in writing to the Chief Executive Officer as soon as
he/she becomes aware of the conflict of interest. In the instance of the Chief Executive Officer havinga
pecuniary interest, disclosure in writing shall be made to the Mayor.
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Assembly of Councillors Record
Assembly details: Traralgon CBD Safety Committee Meeting
Date: Thursday, 18 July 2013
Time: 9.00am-10.07 am
Assembly Location: Traralgon Police Station, Kay Street Traralgon.
In Attendance:

Councillors: Cr Sandy Kam, Cr Michael Rossiter

Officer/s: David Lane, Andrew Legge, Graeme Brien

Matter/s Discussed: Taxi Rank, CCTV cameras, 2013 - 2014 Committee Action Plan,
Issues with young people hanging around McDonalds and Stockland Plaza

Are the matters considered confidential under the Local Government Act: NO

Conflict of Interest Disclosures: (refer 3. over page)

Councillors: NIL

Officerfs: NIL

Times that Officers / Councillors left/returned to the room: N/A

Completed by: David Lane
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Assembly of Councillors Record Explanation / Guide Nates
Required pursuant to the Local Government Act 1989 as amended.

1. Section 80A requirements (re: Written Record to be made by Council staff mermber).
Amendments to the Local Government Act 1989 (Section B0A), operative from 2 December 2008 now stipulate:
“At an assembly of Councillors, the Chief Executive Officer must ensure that a written record is kept of:
- the names of all Councillors and members of Council staff attending;
- the matters considered;
- any conflict of interest disclosures made by a Councillor attending under subsection (3);
- whether a Councillor who has disclosed a conflict of interest as required by subsection (3) leaves the assembly.”

The above required information is:
- tobe reported to an Ordinary meeting of the Council; and
- incorporated in the minutes of that Ordinary meeting.

2. Section 76AA definition:
“Assembly of Councillors (however titled, e.g: meeting / inspection f consultation etc) is a meeting of an advisory
committee of the Council, if at least one Councillor is present, or a planned or scheduled meeting of at least half of the
Councillors and one member of staff which considers matters that are intended or likely to be;

« The subject of a decision of the Council; or

«  Subject to the exercise of a function, duty or power of the Council that has been delegated to a person or

committee.

Brief Explanation:
Some examples of an Assembly of Councillors will include:

- Councillor Briefings;

- on site inspections, generally meetings re: any matters;

- meetings with residents, developers, other clients of Council, consultations;

- meetings with local organisations, Government Departments, statutory authorities {(e.g. VicRoads, etc);
providing at least & Councillors and 1 Council staff member are present and the matter/s considered are intended
or likely to be subject of a future decision by the Council OR an officer decision under delegated authority.
Effectively it is probable, that any meeting of at least 5 Councillors and 1 Council staff member will come under the new
requirements as the assembly will in most cases be considering a maftter which wilf core before Council or be the
subject of a delegated officer's decision af some later time. If you require further clarification, please call the Manager
Council Operations — Legal Counsel.

Please note: an Advisory Committee meeting requires only one Councillor to be in attendance. An advisory committee
is defined as any committee established by the Council, other than a special committee, that provides advice to:
- the Council; or
- a special committee; or
- a member of Council staff who has been delegated a power, duty or function of the Council under section
98,

3. Section 80A and 80B requirements (re: Canflict of Interest):
Councillors and officers attending an Assembly of Councillors must disclose any conflict of interest.
Section 80A(3)
“If a Councillor attending an Assembly of Councillors knows, or would reasonably be expected to know, that a matter
being considered by the assembly is a matter that, were the matter to be considered and decided by Council, the
Councillor would have to disclose a conflict of interest under section 79, the Councillor must disclose either:
{a) immediately before the matter in relation to the conflict is considered; or
{b) ifthe Councillor realises that he/she has a conflict of interest after consideration of the matter has begun, as
soon as the Councillor becomes aware of the conflict of interest, leave the assembly whilst the matter is being
considered by the assembly.”
Section 80B
A member of Council staff who has a conflict of interest (direct or indirect) in a matter in which they have a delegated
power, duty or function must:
- not exercise the power or discharge the duty or function;
- disclose the type of interest and nature of interest to the in writing to the Chief Executive Officer as soon as
he/she becomes aware of the conflict of interest. In the instance of the Chief Executive Officer havinga
pecuniary interest, disclosure in writing shall be made to the Mayor.
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Assembly of Councillors Record

Assembly details: Latrobe City Municipal Public Health and Wellbeing Plan (MPHWP)
Project Reference Group

Date: 18 July 2013
Time: 12.00 pm — 2.00 pm

Assembly Location: McFarlane Burnett Room, Traralgon Service Centre

In Attendance:
Councillors: Cr Sandy Kam
Officer/s: Regina Kalb (Manager Healthy Communities), David Lane (Coordinator

Healthy Communities) and Debbie Mitchell (Be ACTIVE Coordinator)

Matter/s Discussed:

Latrobe City MPHWP — Overview and Update
MPHWP Strategic Directions

Future Work to Progress the Draft MPHWP

Are the matters considered confidential under the Local Government Act: NO

Conflict of Interest Disclosures: (refer 3. over page)

Councillors: N/A
Officerls: N/A

Times that Officers f Councillors leftireturned to the room: N/A

Completed by: David Lane (Coordinator Healthy Communities)
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Assembly of Councillors Record Explanation / Guide Nates
Required pursuant to the Local Government Act 1989 as amended.

1. Section 80A requirements (re: Written Record to be made by Council staff mermber).
Amendments to the Local Government Act 1989 (Section B0A), operative from 2 December 2008 now stipulate:
“At an assembly of Councillors, the Chief Executive Officer must ensure that a written record is kept of:
- the names of all Councillors and members of Council staff attending;
- the matters considered;
- any conflict of interest disclosures made by a Councillor attending under subsection (3);
- whether a Councillor who has disclosed a conflict of interest as required by subsection (3) leaves the assembly.”

The above required information is:
- tobe reported to an Ordinary meeting of the Council; and
- incorporated in the minutes of that Ordinary meeting.

2. Section 76AA definition:
“Assembly of Councillors (however titled, e.g: meeting / inspection f consultation etc) is a meeting of an advisory
committee of the Council, if at least one Councillor is present, or a planned or scheduled meeting of at least half of the
Councillors and one member of staff which considers matters that are intended or likely to be;

« The subject of a decision of the Council; or

«  Subject to the exercise of a function, duty or power of the Council that has been delegated to a person or

committee.

Brief Explanation:
Some examples of an Assembly of Councillors will include:

- Councillor Briefings;

- on site inspections, generally meetings re: any matters;

- meetings with residents, developers, other clients of Council, consultations;

- meetings with local organisations, Government Departments, statutory authorities {(e.g. VicRoads, etc);
providing at least & Councillors and 1 Council staff member are present and the matter/s considered are intended
or likely to be subject of a future decision by the Council OR an officer decision under delegated authority.
Effectively i is probable, that any meeting of at least 5 Counciflors and 1 Council staff member will come under the new
requirements as the assembly will in most cases be considering a matter which wilf core before Council or be the
subject of a delegated officer's decision af some later time. If you require further clarification, please call the Manager
Council Operations — Legal Counsel.

Please note: an Advisory Committee meeting requires only one Councillor to be in attendance. An advisory committee
is defined as any committee established by the Council, other than a special committee, that provides advice to:
- the Council; or
- a special committee; or
- a member of Council staff who has been delegated a power, duty or function of the Council under section
98,

3. Section 80A and 80B requirements (re: Canflict of Interest):
Councillors and officers attending an Assembly of Councillors must disclose any conflict of interest.
Section 80A(3)
“If a Councillor attending an Assembly of Councillors knows, or would reasonably be expected to know, that a matter
being considered by the assembly is a matter that, were the matter to be considered and decided by Council, the
Councillor would have to disclose a conflict of interest under section 79, the Councillor must disclose either:
{a) immediately before the matter in relation to the conflict is considered; or
{b) ifthe Councillor realises that he/she has a conflict of interest after consideration of the matter has begun, as
soon as the Councillor becomes aware of the conflict of interest, leave the assembly whilst the matter is being
considered by the assembly.”
Section 80B
A member of Council staff who has a conflict of interest (direct or indirect) in a matter in which they have a delegated
power, duty or function must:
- not exercise the power or discharge the duty or function;
- disclose the type of interest and nature of interest to the in writing to the Chief Executive Officer as soon as
he/she becomes aware of the conflict of interest. In the instance of the Chief Executive Officer having a
pecuniary interest, disclosure in writing shall be made to the Mayor.
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Assembly of Councillors Record
Assembly details: Issues and Discussions Session
Date: Monday, 29 July 2013
Time: 6:00 PM

Assembly Location: Nambur Wariga Meeting Room, Latrobe City Council Offices,
Commercial Road, Morwell

In Attendance:

Councillors: Cr Gibbons, Cr Harriman, Cr Kam, Cr Middlemiss, Cr O'Callaghan,
Cr Rossiter, Cr Sindt,

Officer/s: Paul Buckley, David Elder, Carol Jeffs, Allison Jones, Grantley Switzer,
Tom McQualter

Matter/s Discussed:

4.1 Tonight's Presentation: Planning Update

4.3 Future Presentations

4 4 Future Presentations — Outside Issues & Discussions Sessions

7.1 New Issues

7.2 Outstanding Issues

9.1 Discussion: Key Messages from Latrobe City Council for the Federal Government
Election and Discussion on Actioning Council Resolutions regarding Independent Audit
9.2 Local Members of Parliament Briefing Agenda

10.1 Update on Proposed Changes to the Carbon Tax by the Australian Government
11.1 Agreement to Remove Pedestrian Shelters located at the Entrance of Hammersmith
Circuit Traralgon

14.1 Recording of Council and Committee Meeting Minutes

Are the matters considered confidential under the Local Government Act: NO

Conflict of Interest Disclosures: (refer 3. over page)

Councillors:
Cr Harriman declared an indirect interest under Section 78C of the Local Government Act
1989 in Item 4.1 Tonight's Presentation Planning Update TGAR discussion.

Cr Middlemiss declared an indirect interest under Section 78 & 78B of the Local
Government Act 1989 in ltem 4.3 Future Presentations AGL Loy Yang Discussion raised
by Cr Sindt.
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Officerfs: NIL

Times that Officers f Councillors leftireturned to the room:
Cr Harriman left the Meeting at 7.01pm and returned at 7.04pm

Cr Middlemiss left the Meeting at 7.43pm and returned at 7.45pm

Completed by: Meagan Bennetts
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Assembly of Councillors Record Explanation f Guide Nates
Required pursuant to the Local Government Act 1989 as amended.

1. Section 80A requirements (re: Written Record to be made by Council staff mermber).
Amendments to the Local Government Act 1989 (Section B0A), operative from 2 December 2008 now stipulate:
“At an assembly of Councillors, the Chief Executive Officer must ensure that a written record is kept of:
- the names of all Councillors and members of Council staff attending;
- the matters considered;
- any conflict of interest disclosures made by a Councillor attending under subsection (3);
- whether a Councillor who has disclosed a conflict of interest as required by subsection (3) leaves the assembly.”

The above required information is:
- tobe reported to an Ordinary meeting of the Council; and
- incorporated in the minutes of that Ordinary meeting.

2. Section 76AA definition:
“Assembly of Councillors (however titled, e.g: meeting / inspection f consultation etc) is a meeting of an advisory
committee of the Council, if at least one Councillor is present, or a planned or scheduled meeting of at least half of the
Councillors and one member of staff which considers matters that are intended or likely to be;

« The subject of a decision of the Council; or

«  Subject to the exercise of a function, duty or power of the Council that has been delegated to a person or

committee.

Brief Explanation:
Some examples of an Assembly of Councillors will include:

- Councillor Briefings;

- on site inspections, generally meetings re: any matters;

- meetings with residents, developers, other clients of Council, consultations;

- meetings with local organisations, Government Departments, statutory authorities {(e.g. VicRoads, etc);
providing at least & Councillors and 1 Council staff member are present and the matter/s considered are intended
or likely to be subject of a future decision by the Council OR an officer decision under delegated authority.
Effectively i is probable, that any meeting of at least 5 Counciflors and 1 Council staff member will come under the new
requirements as the assembly will in most cases be considering a matter which wilf core before Council or be the
subject of a delegated officer's decision af some later time. If you require further clarification, please call the Manager
Council Operations — Legal Counsel.

Please note: an Advisory Committee meeting requires only one Councillor to be in attendance. An advisory committee
is defined as any committee established by the Council, other than a special committee, that provides advice to:
- the Council; or
- a special committee; or
- a member of Council staff who has been delegated a power, duty or function of the Council under section
98,

3. Section 80A and 80B requirements (re: Canflict of Interest):
Councillors and officers attending an Assembly of Councillors must disclose any conflict of interest.
Section 80A(3)
“If a Councillor attending an Assembly of Councillors knows, or would reasonably be expected to know, that a matter
being considered by the assembly is a matter that, were the matter to be considered and decided by Council, the
Councillor would have to disclose a conflict of interest under section 79, the Councillor must disclose either:
{a) immediately before the matter in relation to the conflict is considered; or
{b) ifthe Councillor realises that he/she has a conflict of interest after consideration of the matter has begun, as
soon as the Councillor becomes aware of the conflict of interest, leave the assembly whilst the matter is being
considered by the assembly.”
Section 80B
A member of Council staff who has a conflict of interest (direct or indirect) in a matter in which they have a delegated
power, duty or function must:
- not exercise the power or discharge the duty or function;
- disclose the type of interest and nature of interest to the in writing to the Chief Executive Officer as soon as
he/she becomes aware of the conflict of interest. In the instance of the Chief Executive Officer having a
pecuniary interest, disclosure in writing shall be made to the Mayor.
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Assembly of Councillors Record
Assembly details: Latrobe Tourism Advisory Board
Date: 7 August 2013
Time: 5.35pm

Assembly Location: Nambur Wariga meeting room, Latrobe City Council
Head Quarters, Morwell

In Attendance:

Councillors: Cr Darrell White, Cr Christine Sindt

Officer/s: Linda Brock, Rachel Callus, Geoff Hill, Bill Macpherson (Acting Manager
Cultural Liveability)

Matter/s Discussed: QR subcommittee report, TAB Objectives

Are the matters considered confidential under the Local Government Act: NO

Conflict of Interest Disclosures: (refer 3. over page)

Councillors: NIL

Officerfs: NIL

Times that Officers / Councillors left/returned to the room: NJ/A

Completed by: Linda Brock
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Assembly of Councillors Record Explanation / Guide Nates
Required pursuant to the Local Government Act 1989 as amended.

1. Section 80A requirements (re: Written Record to be made by Council staff mermber).
Amendments to the Local Government Act 1989 (Section B0A), operative from 2 December 2008 now stipulate:
“At an assembly of Councillors, the Chief Executive Officer must ensure that a written record is kept of:
- the names of all Councillors and members of Council staff attending;
- the matters considered;
- any conflict of interest disclosures made by a Councillor attending under subsection (3);
- whether a Councillor who has disclosed a conflict of interest as required by subsection (3) leaves the assembly.”

The above required information is:
- tobe reported to an Ordinary meeting of the Council; and
- incorporated in the minutes of that Ordinary meeting.

2. Section 76AA definition:
“Assembly of Councillors (however titled, e.g: meeting / inspection f consultation etc) is a meeting of an advisory
committee of the Council, if at least one Councillor is present, or a planned or scheduled meeting of at least half of the
Councillors and one member of staff which considers matters that are intended or likely to be;

« The subject of a decision of the Council; or

«  Subject to the exercise of a function, duty or power of the Council that has been delegated to a person or

committee.

Brief Explanation:
Some examples of an Assembly of Councillors will include:

- Councillor Briefings;

- on site inspections, generally meetings re: any matters;

- meetings with residents, developers, other clients of Council, consultations;

- meetings with local organisations, Government Departments, statutory authorities {(e.g. VicRoads, etc);
providing at least & Councillors and 1 Council staff member are present and the matter/s considered are intended
or likely to be subject of a future decision by the Council OR an officer decision under delegated authority.
Effectively it is probable, that any meeting of at least 5 Counciflors and 1 Council staff member will come under the new
requirements as the assembly will in most cases be considering a matter which wilf core before Council or be the
subject of a delegated officer's decision af some later time. If you require further clarification, please call the Manager
Council Operations — Legal Counsel.

Please note: an Advisory Committee meeting requires only one Councillor to be in attendance. An advisory committee
is defined as any committee established by the Council, other than a special committee, that provides advice to:
- the Council; or
- a special committee; or
- a member of Council staff who has been delegated a power, duty or function of the Council under section
98,

3. Section 80A and 80B requirements (re: Canflict of Interest):
Councillors and officers attending an Assembly of Councillors must disclose any conflict of interest.
Section 80A(3)
“If a Councillor attending an Assembly of Councillors knows, or would reasonably be expected to know, that a matter
being considered by the assembly is a matter that, were the matter to be considered and decided by Council, the
Councillor would have to disclose a conflict of interest under section 79, the Councillor must disclose either:
{a) immediately before the matter in relation to the conflict is considered; or
{b) ifthe Councillor realises that he/she has a conflict of interest after consideration of the matter has begun, as
soon as the Councillor becomes aware of the conflict of interest, leave the assembly whilst the matter is being
considered by the assembly.”
Section 80B
A member of Council staff who has a conflict of interest (direct or indirect) in a matter in which they have a delegated
power, duty or function must:
- not exercise the power or discharge the duty or function;
- disclose the type of interest and nature of interest to the in writing to the Chief Executive Officer as soon as
he/she becomes aware of the conflict of interest. In the instance of the Chief Executive Officer having a
pecuniary interest, disclosure in writing shall be made to the Mayor.
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Assembly details: Issues and Discussions Session
Date: Monday 12 August 2013
Time: 6:00 PM

Assembly Location: Nambur Wariga Meeting Room, Latrobe City Council Offices,
Commercial Road, Morwell

In Attendance:

Councillors: Cr Gibbons, Cr Gibson, Cr Harriman, Cr Middlemiss,
Cr O'Callaghan, Cr Rossiter, Cr Sindt, Cr White

Officer/s: Paul Buckley, David Elder, Allison Jones, Tom McQualter

Matter/s Discussed:

4.1 Tonight's Presentations: Community Engagement Plan Review Project &
Performance Reporting 2012/13 (Part A&B)

4.2 Previous Presentations

4.3 Future Presentations

4.4 Future Presentations — Outside Issues & Discussion Sessions

7.1 New Issues

7.2 Qutstanding Issues

Are the matters considered confidential under the Local Government Act: NO

Conflict of Interest Disclosures: (refer 3. over page)

Councillors: NIL

Officerfs: NIL

Times that Officers f Councillors left/returned to the room: N/A

Completed by: Meagan Bennetts
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Assembly of Councillors Record Explanation / Guide Notes
Required pursuant to the Local Government Act 1989 as amended.

1. Section 80A requirements (re: Written Record to be made by Council staff mermber).
Amendments to the Local Government Act 1989 (Section B0A), operative from 2 December 2008 now stipulate:
“At an assembly of Councillors, the Chief Executive Officer must ensure that a written record is kept of:
- the names of all Councillors and members of Council staff attending;
- the matters considered;
- any conflict of interest disclosures made by a Councillor attending under subsection (3);
- whether a Councillor who has disclosed a conflict of interest as required by subsection (3) leaves the assembly.”

The above required information is:
- tobe reported to an Ordinary meeting of the Council; and
- incorporated in the minutes of that Ordinary meeting.

2. Section 76AA definition:
“Assembly of Councillors (however titled, e.g: meeting / inspection f consultation etc) is a meeting of an advisory
committee of the Council, if at least one Councillor is present, or a planned or scheduled meeting of at least half of the
Councillors and one member of staff which considers matters that are intended or likely to be;

« The subject of a decision of the Council; or

«  Subject to the exercise of a function, duty or power of the Council that has been delegated to a person or

committee.

Brief Explanation:
Some examples of an Assembly of Councillors will include:

- Councillor Briefings;

- on site inspections, generally meetings re: any matters;

- meetings with residents, developers, other clients of Council, consultations;

- meetings with local organisations, Government Departments, statutory authorities {(e.g. VicRoads, etc);
providing at least & Councillors and 1 Council staff member are present and the matter/s considered are intended
or likely to be subject of a future decision by the Council OR an officer decision under delegated authority.
Effectively it is probable, that any meeting of at least 5 Counciflors and 1 Council staff member will come under the new
requirements as the assembly will in most cases be considering a matter which wilf core before Council or be the
subject of a delegated officer's decision af some later time. If you require further clarification, please call the Manager
Council Operations — Legal Counsel.

Please note: an Advisory Committee meeting requires only one Councillor to be in attendance. An advisory committee
is defined as any committee established by the Council, other than a special committese, that provides advice to:
- the Council; or
- a special committee; or
- a member of Council staff who has been delegated a power, duty or function of the Council under section
98,

3. Section 80A and 80B requirements (re: Canflict of Interest):
Councillors and officers attending an Assembly of Councillors must disclose any conflict of interest.
Section 80A(3)
“If a Councillor attending an Assembly of Councillors knows, or would reasonably be expected to know, that a matter
being considered by the assembly is a matter that, were the matter to be considered and decided by Council, the
Councillor would have to disclose a conflict of interest under section 79, the Councillor must disclose either:
{a) immediately before the matter in relation to the conflict is considered; or
{b) ifthe Councillor realises that he/she has a conflict of interest after consideration of the matter has begun, as
soon as the Councillor becomes aware of the conflict of interest, leave the assembly whilst the matter is being
considered by the assembly.”
Section 80B
A member of Council staff who has a conflict of interest (direct or indirect) in a matter in which they have a delegated
power, duty or function must:
- not exercise the power or discharge the duty or function;
- disclose the type of interest and nature of interest to the in writing to the Chief Executive Officer as soon as
he/she becomes aware of the conflict of interest. In the instance of the Chief Executive Officer having a
pecuniary interest, disclosure in writing shall be made to the Mayor.
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16.4 DOCUMENTS FOR SIGNING AND SEALING
General Manager Governance

For Decision

DECLARATION OF INTEREST

No officer declared an interest under the Local Government Act 1989 in
the preparation of this report.

DOCUMENTS

PP 2010/354 |Section 173 Agreement under the Planning and
Environment Act 1987 between Latrobe City Council and
Waterloo Grazing Pty Ltd as the owners of the Land more
particularly described in Certificate of Title Volume 11238
Folio 392 being Lot 2 on PS 640808D situated at 110-120
Waterloo Road, Moe) pursuant to the Condition 22 on PP
2010/354/B issued on 9 November 2011 providing that
the owner shall revegetate the land identified as offset site
1 in Appendix 2 to the Management Plan in accordance
with the requirements set out in the Management Plan
and continue to manage offset site 1 until 2022 in
accordance with the requirements of the Management
Plan.
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Attachments
Nil

RECOMMENDATION

1. That Council authorises the Chief Executive Officer to sign
and seal the Section 173 Agreement under the Planning and
Environment Act 1987 between Latrobe City Council and
Waterloo Grazing Pty Ltd as the owners of the Land more
particularly described in Certificate of Title Volume 11238
Folio 392 being Lot 2 on PS 640808D situated at 110-120
Waterloo Road, Moe) pursuant to the Condition 22 on PP
2010/354/B issued on 9 November 2011.
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02 SEPTEMBER 2013 (CM400)

16.5 PLANNING APPLICATION NO. 2013/9 VARIATION OF
RESTRICTIVE COVENANT, DEVELOPMENT OF TWO
DWELLINGS AND TWO LOT SUBDIVISION AT 15 BOWRAL
WAY, TRARALGON

General Manager Governance

For Decision

PURPOSE

The purpose of this report is to determine Planning Permit Application
2013/9 for the variation of a restrictive covenant, development of two
dwellings and two lot subdivision at 15 Bowral Way, Traralgon.

DECLARATION OF INTERESTS

No officer declared an interest under the Local Government Act 1989 in
the preparation of this report.

STRATEGIC FRAMEWORK

This report is consistent with Latrobe 2026: The Community Vision for
Latrobe Valley and the Latrobe City Council Plan 2013-2017.

Latrobe 2026: The Community Vision for Latrobe Valley

Strategic Objectives — Built Environment

In 2026, Latrobe Valley benefits from a well-planned built environment that
is complimentary to its surroundings and which provides for connected
and inclusive community.

Latrobe City Council Plan 2013 - 2017

Theme and Objectives

Theme 5: Planning for the future
e To provide a well planned, connected and liveable community.
e To reduce the time taken to process land use and development
planning applications.

Strategic Direction

Provide efficient and effective planning services and decision making to
encourage development and new investment opportunities.

Legislation —
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The discussions and recommendations of this report are consistent with
the provisions of the Planning and Environment Act 1987 (the Act) and the

; Latrobe Planning Scheme (the Scheme), which are relevant to this
— application.

A

8 SUMMARY

g Land: 15 Bowral Way, Traralgon, known as
- Lot 13 on Plan of Subdivision
< 635554N

8 Proponent: Michael Nicola

% Zoning: Residential 1

@ Overlay Nil

=

A planning permit is required for the construction of two or more dwellings
on a lot in accordance with Clause 32.01-4 Residential 1 Zone.

A planning permit is required to subdivide land pursuant to Clause 32.01-2
Residential 1 Zone.

A planning permit is required to vary a restriction in accordance with
Clause 52.02 Easements, Restrictions and Reserves.

This application was previously considered at the Ordinary Council
Meeting held on 19 August 2013 and Council resolved:

1. That Council defer the item until the next ordinary Council meeting
and ask officers to prepare draft conditions that might apply should a
planning permit be issued.

The requested changes have now been made to the report.

PROPOSAL

It is proposed to construct two dwellings and undertake a two lot
subdivision on the site. The dwellings would be two storey, would be
attached, and have frontage to Bowral Way.

Each dwelling would comprise living areas on the ground floor, and three
bedrooms and two bathrooms on the first floor. Both dwellings would be
provided with single car garages which would be attached to the southern
side of each dwelling with vehicle access to the site provided by two single
crossovers from Bowral Way. Private open space would be located at the
rear of each dwelling with access from the family room.

The dwellings would be contemporary in design with varied setbacks on
both floors, a mix of materials and finishes, and use of parapets and
pitched roofs. The dwellings would be constructed and finished with face
brickwork, horizontal cement composite cladding, render and stacked
stone.

It is proposed to subdivide the site into two lots. Lot 1 would be 244.67
square metres and would contain Dwelling 15A on the southern side of the
site, and Lot 2 would be 257.04 square metres and would contain Dwelling
15B on the northern side of the site.
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It is also proposed to vary the restrictive covenant AKO33782W which is
registered on the title for the site. The covenant currently allows the
development of a single detached dwelling on each lot, the intent of the
covenant is to assist in the establishment and maintenance of the
neighbourhood character. The applicant proposes to vary the restriction
by removing the word ‘detached’. This would allow the proposed
dwellings to be constructed on the site as they are proposed to be
attached.

A copy of the plans and covenant AKO33782W can be found at
Attachment 1.

Subject Land:

The subject site is regular in shape and is located on the western corner of
Bowral Way and Kenilworth Drive in Traralgon. It forms part of the
Sherwood Park Estate. It has a frontage to Bowral Way of 19.25 metres,
a depth of 22.75 metres and an overall area of 502 square metres. There
are no easements encumbering the site. The site is vacant and is
relatively flat.

Land within the immediate vicinity of the site comprises largely vacant
residential allotments with some lots being developed with detached single
and two storey dwellings.

Surrounding Land Use:

North-east: 37 Kenilworth Drive — residential lot being developed
with a two storey dwelling. Lot approximately 790
square metres.

North-west: 40 Kenilworth Drive — vacant residential land of
approximately 500 square metres.

South-east: 26-46 Bradman Boulevard — Council reserve

South-west: 13 Bowral Way — residential lot developed with a
single storey dwelling. Lot approximately 800 square
metres.

A locality plan can be found at Attachment 2.

HISTORY OF APPLICATION

The history of the assessment of planning permit application 2013/9 can
be found in Attachment 3.

The provisions of the Scheme relevant to this application are in
Attachment 4.

This matter was considered by Council at the Ordinary council Meeting
held on 19 August 2013 where Council resolved:
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1. That Council defer the item until the next ordinary Council
meeting and ask officers to prepare draft conditions that might
apply should a planning permit be issued.

In accordance with the resolution of Council a set of draft conditions that
may apply should a planning permit be issued have been prepared by
Council officers.

LATROBE PLANNING SCHEME

State Planning Policy Framework (SPPF)
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The proposal has been considered against the relevant clauses under the
SPPF.

The SPPF Clause 15.01-1 ‘Urban Design’ requires development to
respond to its context in terms of urban character, cultural heritage, natural
features, surrounding landscape and climate.

Clause 16.01-1 ‘Integrated Housing’ encourages an increase in the supply
of housing in existing urban areas by facilitating increased housing yield in
appropriate locations, including under-utilised urban land.

Clause 16.01-2 Location of Residential Development states that new
housing should be located in or close to activity centres and employment
corridors and at other strategic redevelopment sites that offer good access
to services and transport.

The objective of Clause 16.01-4 ‘Housing Diversity’ is to provide for a
range of housing types to meet increasingly diverse needs. Strategies to
achieve this objective include ensuring planning for growth areas provides
for a mix of housing types and higher housing densities in and around
activity centres; and encouraging the development of well-designed
medium-density housing which respects the neighbourhood character,
improves housing choice, makes better use of existing infrastructure and
improves energy efficiency.

The proposal is considered to be consistent in part with the policy outlined
above. The application proposes medium density development in an area
suitable for residential development, and the proposal is considered to be
an appropriate response to the subject site and the emerging character of
the area. However the proposed variation of the covenant may impact on
the character of the neighbourhood in the future. As such the variation
cannot be approved by Council in accordance with Clause 60(2) of the
Act. This matter will be discussed further in the ‘Issues’ section of this
report.
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Local Planning Policy Framework (LPPF)

The proposal has been considered against the relevant clauses under the
LPPF.

Within the LPPF Clause 21.04-2 ‘Settlement Overview’ has objectives to
contain urban development within distinct boundaries and to encourage a
wider variety of housing types, especially smaller and more compact
housing, to meet the changing housing needs of the community.

The site is identified in an “existing residential opportunity” area (Area 12)
on the Traralgon Structure Plan in the Latrobe Planning Scheme. Clause
21.05 Main Towns encourages the consolidation of urban settlements
within urban zoned boundaries in accordance with the adopted structure
plan. Specific Main Town Strategies — Traralgon states that residential
development in Area 12 is encouraged.

It is considered that the proposal satisfies this policy direction as the
proposal is for residential development within an existing residential
opportunity area.

Zoning — Residential 1

The site is located within a Residential 1 Zone and is not subject to any
overlays. The purpose and decision guidelines of the Residential 1 Zone
have been taken into account as part of the assessment of this application
and it is considered that the application complies in part with the zoning
provisions but does not respect the emerging neighbourhood character of
the area.

This will be further discussed in the ‘Issues’ section of this report.
Particular Provisions
Clause 52.02 Easements, Restrictions and Reserves:

The proposal has been assessed against the decision guidelines of
Clause 52.02. It is considered that the variation of the restrictive covenant
has the potential to detrimentally impact on neighbourhood character and
is not appropriate in this instance. This will be discussed further in the
‘Issues’ section of this report.

Clause 52.06 Car Parking:

The proposal has been assessed against Clause 52.06. Two car parking
spaces are required to be provided for a dwelling comprising three or more
bedrooms. One garaged space and one tandem space would be provided
for each dwelling in accordance with this clause. However the width of the
garages does not satisfy this clause and a condition of any approval
issued will require the garages to have a minimum width of 3.5 metres.
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02 SEPTEMBER 2013 (CM400)

Clause 55 Two or More Dwellings on a Lot:

The application has been assessed against Clause 55 and is considered
to be generally compliant with the applicable standards with some design
modifications required. This will be discussed later in this report.

Clause 56 Residential Subdivision:

The application has been assessed against Clause 56 and found to
comply with the applicable standards.

Decision Guidelines (Clause 65):

The application has been assessed against the relevant decision
guidelines of Clause 65.

Incorporated Documents (Clause 81):

e Australian Standard AS/NZS 2890.1:2004, Parking Facilities —
Offstreet car parking, Standards Australia 2004

ISSUES

Neighbourhood Character

There are two parts to the proposal before Council.

The first relates to the proposed two dwellings and whether they are
appropriate having regard to the relevant clauses of the planning scheme
(e.g. neighbourhood character, on and off site amenity).

The second relates to the proposed variation of the covenant and whether
it meets certain ‘tests’ or criteria under the Planning and Environment Act.
The covenant restricts certain types of development, including the one
under this proposal. Therefore, if the covenant variation is unable to be
justified, the multi dwelling development proposed as part of this
application also fails.

Neighbourhood character is a consideration under both aspects, however,
there are different criteria that must be considered and met for each part of
the proposal.

The criteria set out for the assessment of the covenant variation in relation
to neighbourhood character are much more stringent than those for the
multi dwelling development.

Because the proposed multi unit development hinges on the covenant
variation and because it is considered that the covenant variation is
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inappropriate, it is on this basis that officers are of the opinion that the
application fails in totality.

Variation of Covenant

Restrictive covenant AK0O33782W on the title to the subject site states that
the proprietor of the lot “...shall not at any time:

(b) allow or cause to be constructed on the Land:

(i) more than a single detached dwelling but, if the lot is subdivided into
two allotments, more than a single detached dwelling on each allotment
then created...”

The restriction was placed on all 38 lots on Plan of Subdivision 635554N
by the original subdivider/developer.

See Attachment 5 for a copy of Plan of Subdivision 635554N.

In order for the proposed development of two attached dwellings to be
approved, a planning permit to vary this restriction must be obtained. The
applicant is seeking to have the word “detached” deleted from the
covenant.

Council must consider Clause 52.02 Easements Restrictions and
Reserves of the Planning Scheme and Clause 60(2) of the Planning and
Environment Act 1987 in its assessment of the application.

Clause 52.02

Clause 52.02 requires a planning permit to be obtained for the variation of
a restriction. The decision guidelines for this clause state that before
deciding on an application, Council must consider the interests of affected
people.

All beneficiaries of the covenant and adjoining owners and occupiers have
been notified of the application as per the requirements of section 52(1)(c)
of the Act and no objections have been received. It is noted that the
beneficiaries of the covenant are the 37 other lots which are contained in
Plan of Subdivision 635554N.

Clause 60(2)
Clause 60(2) of the Act states:

“The responsible authority must not grant a permit which allows the
removal or variation of a restriction (within the meaning of the Subdivision
Act 1988) unless it is satisfied that the owner of any land benefited by the
restriction (other than an owner who, before or after the making of the
application for the permit but not more than three months before its
making, has consented in writing to the grant of the permit) will be unlikely
to suffer-
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(a) financial loss; or

(b) loss of amenity; or

(c) loss arising from change to the character of the neighbourhood; or
(d) any other material detriment-

as a consequence of the removal or variation of the restriction.”

The proposed covenant variation would allow the proposed attached
dwellings to be constructed on the site as well as any other potential form

of attached dwelling that may be proposed for the site in the future.

Legal advice received by Council advised as follows:

“1. The key matters that Council must be satisfied of before it can

grant a planning permit to vary the Restrictive Covenant registered on

the title of the Land are:

e the matters set out in clause 52.02 of the Latrobe Planning
Scheme, including the interests of affected persons; and

e the matters listed in section 60(2) of the Planning and Environment
Act 1987 (the Act).

2. In addition to the above, Council should only consider granting a
planning permit allowing the variation of the Restrictive Covenant if
notice of the permit application has been given in accordance with the
requirements of section 52 of the Act (i.e. to all beneficiaries of the
Restrictive Covenant and any other persons whose interests may be
affected by the grant of the permit, with both direct notice and public
notice being required).

3. In this instance, there have been no objections to the grant of a
planning permit, including from beneficiaries. Beneficiaries to the
Restrictive Covenant appear to be all the owners of other lots within
PS63554N (i.e. lots 1-12 and 14-38).

4. Whilst the lack of objection is relevant to Council’s assessment of
the impact of the variation on persons whose interests may be affected
by the grant of the permit, Council must still itself be satisfied that
beneficiaries of the Restrictive Covenant are unlikely to suffer any of
the detriments listed in section 60(2), namely:

(a) financial loss; or

(b) loss of amenity; or

(c) loss arising from change to the character of the neighbourhood; or
(d) any other material detriment.
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5. Whilst the test set out in section 60(2) of the P& E Act is less
onerous than the test for older covenants set out section 60(5) (which
extends to perceived detriment) the “bar” remains high and it is not the
usual planning tests of “unreasonable amenity impacts” which is
relevant. Rather, a higher test of whether the relevant detriments are
“unlikely” to be suffered to any degree must be applied.

6. The proposed variation of the Restrictive Covenant is unusual, as it
does not seek to alter the two lot subdivision or single dwelling
restrictions within the Restrictive Covenant. Rather, the proposed
variation only seeks to remove the requirement that the single
dwellings constructed on a 2 lot subdivision of the Land be “detached”.
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7. As | understand it, the practical effect of this variation would be that
the two dwellings allowed by the Restrictive Covenant would be
attached and present as a single built form, rather than two separate
built forms. As the variation simply proposes the removal of the word
“attached” from the Restrictive Covenant, Council must consider all
potential forms of attached dwellings, not just the dwellings proposed
by the applicant.

8. There may be the potential for attached rather than detached
dwellings to give rise to detriment to the beneficiaries of the Restrictive
Covenant.

9. However, the test in section 60(2) is not whether the variation of the
Restrictive Covenant “may” cause detriment, but whether such
detriment would be “unlikely”. Therefore, Council needs to consider
whether the possible detriments are “unlikely” to be suffered by
beneficiaries to any degree (but not extending to perceived detriment).

10. Given that all potential forms of attached dwellings must be
considered, it may be that some form of attached dwellings would give
rise to the relevant detriments and as such it may be that Council is
unable to conclude that detriment of the kind referred to in section
60(2) of the P&E Act is “unlikely” to occur in this instance.

From the above advice, Council cannot unequivocally conclude that
detriment as listed in section 60(2) of the Act is unlikely to occur as
Council does not know if other forms of attached housing that may be built
on the site in the future may cause detriment. As such, the application to
vary the covenant must be refused as it fails the tests of section 60(2) of
the Act.
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Multi Dwelling Development and Subdivision

Clause 55 and 56 assessments of the application have been undertaken
and the proposal has been found to generally comply with the
requirements of ResCode. The design of the dwellings is contemporary in
nature and utilises varying roof pitches, external finishes comprising a
combination of materials, balconies overlooking public open space across
Bowral Way, and generous internal amenities. Private open space would
be provided in accordance with the relevant clause. In order for the
application to fully comply with the Scheme requirements, Dwelling 15B
would be required to be set back a minimum of 2 metres from the
Kenilworth Drive boundary of the site in accordance with Clause 55.03-1.
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Whilst the development satisfies ResCode, it cannot be approved as the
proposed dwellings would be attached. This is contrary to the restriction
on the covenant on title which Council cannot vary as discussed. The
application must therefore be refused.

FINANCIAL, RISK AND RESOURCES IMPLICATIONS

Additional resources or financial cost will only be incurred should the
planning permit application require determination at the Victorian Civil and
Administrative Tribunal (VCAT).

Risk has been considered as part of this report and it is considered to be
consistent with the Risk Management Plan 2011-2014.

INTERNAL / EXTERNAL CONSULTATION

Engagement Method Used:

Notification:

The application was advertised pursuant to Sections 52(1)(a),1(cb) and
(1)(d) of the Act. Notices were sent to all adjoining and adjacent
landowners and occupiers and to the owners and occupiers of land
benefitted by the registered restrictive covenant. An A3 notice was
displayed on the site frontage for 14 days. No objections to the application
were received.

External:
There were no external referrals.
Internal:

Internal officer comments were sought from Council’s Infrastructure
Planning Team who gave consent (to the extent of their areas of
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expertise) to the granting of a planning permit subject to appropriate
conditions and notes.

OPTIONS
Council has the following options in regard to this application:

1 Issue a Planning Permit.

2 Issue a Notice of Refusal to Grant the variation to the restrictive
covenant and Planning Permit.

Council’s decision must be based on planning grounds, having regard to
the provisions of the Latrobe Planning Scheme and the Planning and
Environment Act 1987.

CONCLUSION

The proposed dwellings are considered to be consistent with the strategic
direction of the State and Local Planning Policy Frameworks, and comply
with the Residential 1 Zone purpose and decision guidelines, and Clauses
55 and 56. However as the proposal to vary the covenant to allow
attached dwellings on the site does not satisfy the tests of section 60(2) of
the Planning and Environment Act 1987, the application must be refused.

Attachments

1. ATTACHMENT - DEVELOPMENT PLANS AND RESTRICTION
2. ATTACHMENT - LOCALITY PLAN

3. ATTACHMENT - HISTORY OF THE APPLICATION

4. ATTACHMENT - LATROBE PLANNING SCHEME PROVISIONS
5. ATTACHMENT - PLAN OF SUBDIVISION

RECOMMENDATION

A. That Council decides to issue a Notice of Refusal to Grant a
Planning Permit for the variation of a restrictive covenant,
development of two dwellings and two lot subdivision at 15
Bowral Way, Traralgon known as Lot 13 on Plan of
Subdivision 635554N, on the following grounds:

a) Council is not satisfied that the owner of any land
benefitted by the restriction will be unlikely to suffer
financial loss, loss of amenity, loss arising from
change to the character of the neighbourhood or any
other material detriment as a consequence of the
variation of the restriction.
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‘ “.‘ ) {od 3
TRANSFER OF LAND privacy Cotlee: AKOZ 3782V

Section 45 Transfer of Land Act 1958 el 0101

Registrar of Title

N gy | AR

Phone:

Address: MADE AVAILABLE/CHANGE CONTROL
Ref: )

Customer Code: %00 Office Use Only

The transferor al the direction of the directing party (if any) transfers to the transferee the estate and interest specified
in the land described for the consideration expressed-
- together with any casements created by this transfer
- subject to the encumbrances affecting the land including any created by dealings lodged for registration
before the lodging of this transfer; and
- subject 1o any casements reserved by this transfer or restrictive covenant contained or covenant created pursuant
1o statute and included in this transfer.
Land: (velunte and folia reference)

Certificate of Title N oly e, V1252 Folio Q90
~state and Interest:  {e.g. "all my estate in fee simple”)
All Its Estate In Fee Simple

Consideration:
$148,000.00

Transferor: (full name)
HOBSONS RUN PTY LTD ACN 099 849 224

Transferee: (full name and address incheding postcode)

ST R

5 Wl 50 |
VIRTUE HOMES PTY LTD ACN 107 165 588 L -
of 14 Stratton Drive TRARALGON 3844 10 DEC 201Z
TR I
Dirgccting Party: (full name) Dl ————
NIL

Creation and/or Reservation and/or Covenant

v'he Transferee(s) with the intent that the benefit of this covenant shall be attached to and run at law
and in equity with all Lots on Plan of Subdivision No, 635554N (except the Lot hereby transferred)
and that the burden of this Covenant shall be annexed to and run at law and in equity with the Land
hereby transferred DO HEREBY for themselves their transferees, executors, administrators and
assigns and as a separate covenant COVENANTS with the Transferor and its transferees, successors
and assigns and other registered proprietor ar proprietors for the time being of each Lot on the said
Plan of Subdivision (except the Lot hereby transferred) that they shall not at any time:-

(a)subdivide the Land into more than two allotments; and

Approval No. [241115A ORDER TO REGISTER STAMP DUTY USE ONLY
Please register and issue title to Orisinal Land Transfer
Stameed with $3,950.00

) Doc ID 2940866, 20 Now 2012
Page 1 of 2 Signed Cust. Code: 8RO Uictoria Duty, JXM?

THE BACK OF THIS FORM MUST NOT BE USED
Land Registry, 570 Bourke Sireel, Melbourne 3000. Phore 03 8636 2010

SAl Global Property Division Pty Ltd
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- %
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(b)allow or cause to be constructed on the Land:-

(i)more than a single detached dwelling but, if the lot is subdivided into two allotments, more than a
single detached dwelling on each allotment then created; and

(ilany dwelling or other improvements using second hand materials.

ANDIT IS HEREBY AGREED that the benefit of the foregoing covenants shall be attached to and
run at law and in equity with the land comprised in Plan of Subdivision No. PS635554N so that the
burden thereof shall be annexed to and run at law and in equity with the said Land hereby transferred
and that the same shall be noted and appear on every future Certificate of Title for the said Land as
an encumbrance affecting the same and every part thereof."”

Dated: i r’m*- dere

Execution and attestation

------------ L - T T L IO P T

Full Name: Keith-Mc€tore-Withams (- ~F L F il laans See ovel
Usual address: 18-ChesterClose M8 Tulloe '
Traralgon Vic 3844

Executed by Virtue Homes Pty Ltd (ACN 107 165 588) in accordance with Section 127 of the
Corporations Act 2001 by being signed by those persons who are authorised to sign for the company

Sole Director/Sole Secretary
Full Name: Michael Leigh Nicola
Usual address: 72 St Georges Road
Traralgon Vic 3844

AK033782W

‘ 2012 §492

i mnmumywwif _

—_— -

o ra vV L

n17

Approval No. 1241115A

T2

Page 2 of 2

THE BACK OF THIS FORM MUST NOT BE USED
Land Registry, 570 Bourke Street, Melbourne 3000, Phone 03 8636 2010
SAI Glohal Property Division Py Ltd
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e AK033782W
Annexure Page e [k

Transfer of Land Act 1958 HII\I“IIMI‘lllﬂlNIIIHHI!IHIMIH\IIWHIH

This is page 3 of Approved Form T1dated | Z | }g .
between Hobsons Run Pty Ltd ACN (99 849 224 and Virtue Homes Pty Ltd ACN107165588

a adi

Executed by HOBSONS RUN PTY LTD ACN 099 849 )
224 in accordance with Section 127 of the Corporations

Act 2001 by being signed by the person who is authorised

to sign fﬂgﬁ@mpﬂn);: )

T

KEITH MCCLURE WILLIAMS
Director

ma 3844

.............................................................................................

GRANT ERNEST WILLIAMS
Director
45 Tulloch Way Traralgon 3844

15581209A 1. if there is insufficient space to accommodate the required information in a panel of
the attached Form insert the words "See Annexure Page 2" (or as the case may be)
A1 and enter all the information on the Annexuse Page under the appropriate panel
heading.
2. The approved Annexure Pages must be properly identified and signed by the
Paga 2 of 2 parties to the attached Form to which it is annexed.

3. All pages must be attached together by being stapled in the top left comer.

THE BACK OF THIS FORM MUST NOT BE USED
Land Victoria, 570 Bourke Street, Melboume, 3000, Phone 8636-2010
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SUBJECT SITE

15 BOWRAL WAY, TRARALGON [ Property Boundary - Clear
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ATTACHMENT 3 - HISTORY OF THE APPLICATION

History of the Application

10 December 2012

Application received by Council.

31 January 2013

Further information letter sent to
applicant

27 February 2013

Amended plans received by Council
from the applicant in response to the
further information letter

14 March 2013

Application referred internally to
Council’s Infrastructure Planning
team

Applicant sent instructions for
notification of the application.

4 April 2013 Response received from Council’s
Infrastructure Planning team
Statutory Declaration received

5 April 2013 Clause 55 Acceptance letter sent

16 April 2013 Request for Amendment to an
Application for a Planning Permit
Received

24 April 2013 Legal Advice received from Applicant

29 April 2013 Applicant sent instructions for
notification of the application.

22 May 2013 Statutory Declaration received

27 June 2013

External legal advice received
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ATTACHMENT 4 - LATROBE PLANNING SCHEME PROVISIONS

LATROBE PLANNING SCHEME

State Planning Policy Framework

Clause 11.02 ‘Urban Growth’

Clause 11.05 ‘Regional Development’
Clause 15.01 ‘Urban Environment’
Clause 16.01 ‘Residential Development’
Clause 18.01 ‘Integrated Transport’
Clause 18.02 ‘Movement Networks’

Local Planning Policy Framework

Clause 21.02 ‘Municipal Vision’

Clause 21.03 ‘Natural Environment Sustainability’
Clause 21.04 ‘Built Environment Sustainability’
Clause 21.05 ‘Main Towns’

Clause 21.07 ‘Economic Sustainability’

Clause 21.08 ‘Liveability’

Zoning — Residential 1 Zone

The subject land is located within a Residential 1 Zone.

Overlay

There are no overlays that affect this property.
Particular Provisions

Clause 52.02 Easements, Restrictions and Reserves
Clause 52.06 Car Parking

Clause 55 Two or More Dwellings on a Lot

Clause 56 Residential Subdivision

General Provisions

Clause 65 ‘Decision Guidelines’

Incorporated Documents

There are no incorporated documents that relate to the consideration of this

application.
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_ pse3sssaN

STAGE Mo, PLAN N S wIN 1)

i

PLAN OF SUBDIVISION EDITION 1| il

LOCATION GRLAND COUNCIL CERTIFICATION AND ENDORSEMENT
PARISH: TRARALGON COUNCIL NAME:  LATROBE CITY [OUNCIL REF:
TOWNSHIP: - % This plan is certified under Section 6 of the Subdivision Act 1988,
SECTION:
3 This is a statement of compliance issued under Section 29 of the
CROWN ALLOTMENT: 23 (PART} & 26 {PART] Sibdio Ach 1988
CROWN PORTION: - OPEN SPACE:

il A requirement for public open space under Section 38 of the
Subgivision Act 1988 bas / has nal been made.

TITLE REFERENCE: VOL.11348 FOL.0B4 (i Ihosasuicamant has hasn satisfind,

LAST PLAN REFERENCE/S: PS 607809P {LDT C} Council Delegate
POSTAL ADDRESS: BRADMAN BOULEVARD Date 4/ I /{2 !
TRARALGON VIE. 3844 " |
Rescertificat Secsian (740t the Suid ct 1985
MGA Co-ordinates E: 450875 GOA 95 CauncibDalagabis
{ef approx. cenfre of . 5 777 910 ZONE: 55 CoaugcilSeal
land i planl. Rais ‘ {
VESTING OF ROAD AND / OR RESERVE NOTATIONS
IDENTIFER COUNCIL / BODY / PERSON STAGING  Tnie is nof a staged subdivision.
Planning permit Ko. 2009/161
ROAD R1 LATROBE UTY COUNCIL
RESERVE No. 7 LATROBE £ITY COUNCLL DEPTHLIMITATION.  DOES NOT APPLY
RESERVE No. 2 LATROBE CITY COUNCIL REMOVAL OF EASEMENT:
THE WHOLE OF THE EASEMENT MARKED E-3 ON PS 616502R CREATED BY PS 530584N
RESERVE M. IR AR ETT L I0: |N FAVOUR OF CENTRAL GIPPSLAND REGION WATER CORPORATIDN FOR PIPELINE OR ANCILLARY
PURPOSES IS TG BE REMOVED UPON REGISTRATION OF THIS PLAN.
SROUNDS FOR REMDVAL:
CONSENT OF CENTRAL GIPPSLAND REGION WATER CORPORATION.
SURVEY
THIS PLAN 15 BASED 0N SURVEY
THIS SURVEY HAS BEEN CONNECTED TD PERMANENT MARK No.-
IN PROCLAIMED SURVEY AREA No.-
EASEMENT INFORMATION LAS USE OMLY
- E i - il - 3
LEGEND A - Appurtenant E -~ Entumbering Easement R - Encumhering Easement {Road) STATEMENT OF COMPLIANCE 7
EXEMPTION STATEMENT
idih
E:E;.":::L Purpose Il‘.i'g?resl Origin Land Benefied / In favour OF
RecEveD
E-18 E-4 [PIPELME OR ANCILLARY PURPOSES 3 PS5 518824P - Sec. 136 CENTRAL GIPPSLAND REGION
of the WATER ACT 1989 WATER AUTHORITY
BATE {5/10/2012
E-2,£-4  |PIPELINE OR ANCILLARY PURPOSES | SEE DIAG. |  THIS PLAN - Sec. 134 CENTRAL GIPPSLAND REGION
LE-5 of the WATER ACT 1989 WATER CORPORATION LRS USE DNLY
PLAN REGISTERED
-3, E-4 DRAINAGE SEE DHAG. THIS PLAN LOTS ON THIS PLAN T™E  12:07pm
LE-5 1 LATROBE <ITY COUNCIL
DATE 18/10/2012
E-6 POWERLINE o THiS PLAN - SEC.B8 SPIELECTRICITY PTY LTD
af the ELECTRIITY WOUSTRY
ACT 2000
B Punlarangan
Assistant Registrar of Titles
SHEET 1 OF & SHEETS
BEVERIGE WILLIAMS ¥ L0,
PTrLTD, e i LICENSED SURVEYOR  HANS PETER KLUGE
ENVIRONMEMTAL COMSULTANTS 1 b
PR St et By | SIONATURE e 2T ' e aeee NCIL onm'??smunuas
PR 1 WONTIAGEI JPPS W) 50T o9t
P e e ReF: 0900092 VERSAON: 5 DRIGHIAL SHEET SIZE A3
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ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING AGENDA
02 SEPTEMBER 2013 (CM400)

ORGANISATIONAL
EXCELLENCE
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ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING AGENDA
02 SEPTEMBER 2013 (CM400)

17. ORGANISATIONAL EXCELLENCE

Nil reports
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ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING AGENDA
02 SEPTEMBER 2013 (CM400)

18. MEETING CLOSED TO THE PUBLIC

Section 89(2) of the Local Government Act 1989 enables the Council to
close the meeting to the public if the meeting is discussing any of the
following:

(@) Personnel matters;

(b) The personal hardship of any resident or ratepayer;

(c) Industrial matters;

(d) Contractual matters;

(e) Proposed developments;
(f
(
(

~—

Legal advice;

g) Matters affecting the security of Council property;

h) Any other matter which the Council or Special Committee considers
would prejudice the Council or any person;

A resolution to close the meeting to members of the public.
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RECOMMENDATION

That the Ordinary Meeting of Council closes this meeting to the public to
consider the following items which are of a confidential nature, pursuant to
section 89(2) of the Local Government Act (LGA) 1989 for the reasons
indicated:

18.1 ADOPTION OF MINUTES
This matter is considered to be confidential under Section 89(2) (h) of
the Local Government Act 1989, as it deals with a matter which the
Council or special committee considers would prejudice the Council
or any person.

18.2 CONFIDENTIAL ITEMS
This matter is considered to be confidential under Section 89(2) (h) of
the Local Government Act 1989, as it deals with a matter which the
Council or special committee considers would prejudice the Council
or any person.

18.3 ASSEMBLY OF COUNCILLORS
This matter is considered to be confidential under Section 89(2) (h) of
the Local Government Act 1989, as it deals with a matter which the
Council or special committee considers would prejudice the Council
or any person.

18.4 APPLICATION FOR FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE UNDER
COUNCIL’S ECONONMIC DEVELOPMENT ASSISTANCE POLICY
This matter is considered to be confidential under Section 89(2) (e) of
the Local Government Act 1989, as it deals with proposed
developments.

18.5 LCC-105 RECONSTRUTION OF JILL STREET, MORWELL
This matter is considered to be confidential under Section 89(2) (d) of
the Local Government Act 1989, as it deals with contractual matters.
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18.6 LCC -108 RECONSTRUCTION OF KELLY STREET, MORWELL
This matter is considered to be confidential under Section 89(2) (d) of
the Local Government Act 1989, as it deals with contractual matters.

18.7 REVIEW OF GOVERNANCE PROCESSES ASSOCIATED WITH
THE MOE ACTIVITY CENTRE PLAN/ MOE RAIL PRECINCT
REVITALISATION PROJECT
This matter is considered to be confidential under Section 89(2) (h) of
the Local Government Act 1989, as it deals with a matter which the
Council or special committee considers would prejudice the Council
or any person.

18.8 LCC-109 RECONSTRUCTION OF DOHERTY AVENUE, MORWELL
This matter is considered to be confidential under Section 89(2) (d) of
the Local Government Act 1989, as it deals with contractual matters.
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18.9 LC-111 - FOOTPATH REHABILITATION PROGRAM 2013/14
This matter is considered to be confidential under Section 89(2) (d) of
the Local Government Act 1989, as it deals with contractual matters.

18.10 BAD DEBTS REPORT — APRIL 2013
This matter is considered to be confidential under Section 89(2) (b) of
the Local Government Act 1989, as it deals with personal hardship of
any resident or ratepayer.

18.11 DECLARATION OF CONFLICT OF INTEREST AT ASSEMBLY OF
COUNCILLORS 31 JANUARY 2011
This matter is considered to be confidential under Section 89(2) (h) of
the Local Government Act 1989, as it deals with a matter which the
Council or special committee considers would prejudice the Council
or any person.

18.12 CITIZEN COMPLAINT AGAINST THE CHIEF EXECUTICE
OFFICER , GENERAL MANAGER RECREATION, CULTURE AND
COMMUNITY INFRASTRUCTURE AND LATROBE CITY
OFFICERS
This matter is considered to be confidential under Section 89(2) (a) of
the Local Government Act 1989, as it deals with personnel matters.
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