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200809/238  Counc il Dec is ion/Office r’s  Recommenda tion 
 
Moved:  Cr A A Carter Seconded:  Cr J E Ford 
 
Tha t Counc il: 
 
i) adopts  the  fo llowing  time table  to  deve lop  the  09/10 

Annua l Budge t: 
 

2009/10 Budge t Timetable  

Da te  
Mee ting/ 
Res p  Item 

11/02/2009 Brie fing  Budge t As s umptions  
25/02/2009 OCM Counc il Adopt Budge t Re view/ 

Budge t Timetable /Budge t 
As s umptions  

26/02/2009 Managers  Is s ue  Budge t Packs    
11/03/2009 Brie fing  Ad vertis e  Community Budge t 

Reques ts  
To  be  
advis ed  

Works hop S tra teg ic  P lan /Loans /Res e rves / 
Five  Year P lan  Reviews  

3/04/2009 Managers  Re turn  Budge t Pack Info  
9/04/2009 Works hop S ta ffing /Ra tes /Fees  & Charges  
9/04/2009 Finance  Is s ue  3rd  Budge t Review 

Reports   
20/04/2009 Managers  3rd  Quarte r Budge t Reviews / 

Opera ting  Budge t & Forecas t (1 
week) 

22/04/2009 OCM Adopt Ra tes  in  the  Dolla r for 
advertis ing  

13/05/2009 A&F Com 3rd  Quarte r Budge t Review 
14/05/2009 Works hop New Items  
22/05/2009 Finance  Fina lis e  Dra ft Opera ting  Budge t/ 

Surp lus  Pos ition  
27/05/2009 OCM Counc il Adopt Budge t Re view 
28/05/2009 Works hop Fina lis e  New Items /fina lis ed 

budge t 
10/06/2009 Brie fing  Ad vis e  Counc il o f any la s t 

minute  changes  
19/06/2009 Finance  Fina l S ta tu tory Budge t ava ilab le  

for agenda 
24/06/2009 OCM Adopt Counc il Budge t 

 
 and 
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ii) adopts  the  fo llowing  broad  budge t a s s umptions  in  
deve loping  the  dra ft opera ting  budge t for Counc il’s  
cons ide ra tion . 

 
2009/10 Budge t As s umptions  
Revenue  

 Ra tes  Ne t Ra te  inc reas e  capped  to  CPI 

Contribu tions  
Bas ed  on  known contribu tion  
agreements  

Inves tment 
In te res t CPI + 4% 

Opera ting  Grants  
CPI except for known s e rvice  
trans fe rs  

Us er Fees  Capped to  CPI 

  Expenditure  
 Employee  Cos ts  1.5% +$1,500 for EBA s ta ff 

 
5% for contrac t S ta ff 

 

No inc reas e  in  s ta ff, s ubjec t to  
new items  

Contrac ts  & 
Mate ria ls  CPI capped where  pos s ib le  

Ins urance  
CPI capped, dependent on  
annua l ins urance  review 

Loans  and  
In te res t 

Repa yment bas ed  on  curren t 
s chedules  

 
No new loans  

Utilitie s  Wate r 8% + quantity inc reas e  

 

Power 10% s ubjec t to  S ta te  
Government confirmation  

 
Te lephone  CPI  

Other 
 

5 Year P lans  
Continue  with  current 5 yea r 
p lans , s ubjec t to  cos t review 

Services  

No reduc tion  in  curren t s e rvice  
provis ion , un les s  a lready 
p lanned 

 
CARRIED 7/0 

 
REASON:  Council resolved the Officer’s Recommendation with 

the following minor amendments made to the Budget 
Timetable: 

 
 Strategic Plan/Loans/Reserve/ Five Year Plan Reviews – 

date to be advised;  and 
:   Issue 3rd Budget Review Reports – 9 Adpril 2009. 
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11.3.1.3 Community Group Rating  Policy (File  No.: …) 
 

Officer   Matthew Scott 
   Director Corporate  
   Services   
    
Date of Report  12 February 2009  
  
Disclosure of Interest by Officer  Nil 
 

 Summary 
  
For Council to endorse the propose Community Group Rating 
Policy for public consultation. 
  

 Background 
 
Though the Annual Budget, Council formally provides the 
following Rate concessions in the district: 
 
Community Group % 

Concession 
Rates 

Lotteries House  100% 
Business Enterprise Centre 100% 
Youth Involvement Centre (2 locations) 100% 
Bunara Maya Hostel 100% 
Freemasons Homes for the Aged  100% 
Port Hedland Pistol Club 100% 
Port Hedland Speedway Club 100% 
Volunteer Marine Rescue Service 100% 
Baptist Church Manse 100% 
Treloar Child Care Centre  50% 
Len Taplin Centre 50% 
South Hedland Owners and Trainers Association 50% 

 
These concessions have been adopted on “ad hoc” basis by 
Council over previous years. 
 
During the 2008/09 financial year, Council has received two (2) 
formal requests to consider rating concessions from community 
groups/organizations (SHOATA and Wirraka Maya Health 
Service).  In investigating these requests, it has also been 
discovered some community groups are also inadvertently not 
being rated (Port Hedland Golf Club, which is on Council 
controlled land). 
 
Given these requests and subsequent discoveries, Council must 
now formally address the issue of Rating for community groups. 
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Under the Local Government Act 1995 (“the Act”) there are 
statutory rate exemptions for certain activities and land uses, 
these include religious, educational and charitable 
purposes/activities.  As there is no legal definition of a 
“charitable purpose”, it is difficult to objectively apply this criteria 
to community groups.  
 
The Act also provides discretion for the Council to provide 
discounts and concessions, outside the statutory restrictions.  
Generally, Council’s apply these concessions to assist 
community groups, however over recent years this power has 
been used to aid economic development with authorities. 

 
Given that there is limited statutory guidance for applying 
concessions, Council needs to develop its own policy, so all 
community groups are assessed on a fair and equitable basis. 
 
At the October 2008 briefing session, Council was presented 
with options on how to resolve this issue.  The direction from the 
Councillors present was to develop a community group rating 
policy, which provided criteria for community groups to access 
either a 100% or a 50% rate concession from Council. 
 
This policy has now been developed, based on the criteria 
discussed at the October 2008 Briefing Session. 
  
Consultation 
  
Item has been discussed informally with Councillors at Council’s 
Informal Briefing Sessions held in October 2008 and February 
2009.  
 
Statutory Implications 
 
Local Government Act 1995 

 
“6.26. Rateable land  
(1)  Except as provided in this section all land within a district 

is rateable land.  
(2)  The following land is not rateable land   

(a)  land which is the property of the Crown and   
(i)  is being used or held for a public purpose; or  
(ii)  is unoccupied, except   

(I)  where any person is, under paragraph (e) of the definition 
of owner in section 1.4, the owner of the land other than 
by reason of that person being the holder of a prospecting 
licence held under the Mining Act 1978 in respect of land 
the area of which does not exceed 10 hectares or a 
miscellaneous licence held under that Act; or  
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(II)  where and to the extent and manner in which a person 
mentioned in paragraph (f) of the definition of owner in 
section 1.4 occupies or makes use of the land;  
(b)  land in the district of a local government while it is 

owned by the local government and is used for the 
purposes of that local government other than for 
purposes of a trading undertaking (as that term is 
defined in and for the purpose of section 3.59) of the 
local government;  

(c)  land in a district while it is owned by a regional local 
government and is used for the purposes of that 
regional local government other than for the 
purposes of a trading undertaking (as that term is 
defined in and for the purpose of section 3.59) of the 
regional local government;  

(d)  land used or held exclusively by a religious body as a 
place of public worship or in relation to that worship, 
a place of residence of a minister of religion, a 
convent, nunnery or monastery, or occupied 
exclusively by a religious brotherhood or sisterhood;  

(e)  land used exclusively by a religious body as a school 
for the religious instruction of children;  

(f)  land used exclusively as a non-government school 
within the meaning of the School Education Act 
1999;  

(g)  land used exclusively for charitable purposes;  
(h)  land vested in trustees for agricultural or 

horticultural show purposes;  
(i)  land owned by Co-operative Bulk Handling Limited 

or leased from the Crown or a statutory authority 
(within the meaning of that term in the Financial 
Administration and Audit Act 1985) by that company 
and used solely for the storage of grain where that 
company has agreed in writing to make a 
contribution to the local government;  

(j)  land which is exempt from rates under any other 
written law; and  

(k) land which is declared by the Minister to be exempt 
from rates.  

(3)  If Co-operative Bulk Handling Limited and the relevant 
local government cannot reach an agreement under 
subsection (2)(i) either that company or the local 
government may refer the matter to the Minister for 
determination of the terms of the agreement and the 
decision of the Minister is final.  

(4)  The Minister may from time to time, under subsection 
(2)(k), declare that any land or part of any land is exempt 
from rates and by subsequent declaration cancel or vary 
the declaration.  
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(5)  Notice of any declaration made under subsection (4) is to 
be published in the Gazette.  

(6)  Land does not cease to be used exclusively for a purpose 
mentioned in subsection (2) merely because it is used 
occasionally for another purpose which is of a charitable, 
benevolent, religious or public nature.”  

 
“6.47. Concessions  
Subject to the Rates and Charges (Rebates and Deferments) Act 
1992, a local government may at the time of imposing a rate or 
service charge or at a later date resolve to waive* a rate or 
service charge or resolve to grant other concessions in relation 
to a rate or service charge.  
* Absolute majority required.”  

 
Policy Implications      
 
This is a new policy, which will need to be adopted by Council, 
once the community consultation process is finalised. 
  
Strategic Planning Implications   Nil 
 
Budget Implications 
 
In the 2008/09 Budget, approved rate concession reduced rate 
income by $58,450.  The budgetary impact of this policy is 
unknown, as it relies on Community Groups making application, 
and Council resolving the % of the concession.   
 
For example should SHOATA successfully apply for a 100% 
concession, Rate income will be reduced by $10,540 in 08/09. 
This reduction could be offset by additional rates generated by 
other community groups being required to pay rates (Port 
Hedland Golf Club).   
 
The proposed policy will directly affect the amount of rates 
raised, and consequently the funds available by Council to fund 
services and activities, which all residents enjoy (including 
members of community groups). 

 
Office r’s  Comment 
 
A formal position on community group rating is probably long 
overdue.  Community groups within the district range from 
Cooke Point Recreation Club to the Boy Scouts. Given the 
range of groups and subsequent services they provide, it is 
obvious that there cannot be one rule for all.  That being said 
there are no rules to objectively access a community group need 
or request for rates relief. 
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The proposed policy creates two categories of rate concession, 
being 100% and 50%.  Obviously if an organisation doesn’t 
meet either of these categories, it must pay full rates.   
 
The 100% category is an attempt to provide full exemption to 
organisations that are purely a benevolent or charitable nature, 
providing services for the needy of the district.  Generally these 
are nationally based organizations, such as the Red Cross, 
however they can be locally based, provided much needed 
services, which Council would need to provide if it was not for 
these organizations. 
 
The 50% category has been developed to provide a partial rates 
exemption to community groups that allow community members 
to pursue or enjoy a common interest.  These groups differ from 
benevolent organizations, in that the activities provided are more 
of a social or recreational nature, and probably would not be 
seen by Government (including Local Government) a service 
needed by all. Activities of these groups may involve some 
commercial activities (bar or specific retail sales); however these 
are secondary activity, when compared to groups’ main 
purpose. 
 
Given the nature of Community Groups, it is proposed that the 
elected members, through the Audit and Finance Committee 
make a recommendation on rating concessions to Council, 
rather than the Administration.  All community groups have a 
certain local history and tradition about them, and this could 
affect how the criteria is applied.   
 
Council should however be aware that should this policy be 
ultimately adopted, there will be some community groups that 
will receive a concession and some that will not.  If it is Council’s 
intent to provide rate concessions on a fair and equitable basis, 
when considering the policy, Council should look at the overall 
principals of the policy, rather than how it may affect individual 
community groups. 
 
At this stage, it is recommended that Council consider endorsing 
the proposed policy for community consultation purposes.   If 
endorsed by Council for consultation, the copy of the policy will 
be sent to all “property holding” (and therefore possibly rateable) 
community groups for comment.   It should provide Council with 
sufficient comment to see how the proposed policy will affect 
community groups.   
 
Ultimately based on the comments received, Council may 
choose to amend the policy to better meet community 
expectations.         
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Attachment 
 
Proposed Community Rating Policy. 
 
200809/239  Counc il Dec is ion/Office r’s  Recommenda tion 
 
Moved:  Cr J E Ford Seconded:  Cr A A Carter 
 
Office r’s  Recommenda tion  
 
That Counc il: 
 
i) endors es  the  propos ed  Community Group Ra ting 

Polic y for public  cons ulta tion  as  fo llows : 
 
 “Community Group Ra ting  Polic y 
 
 Polic y S ta tement 
 
 It is  the  polic y of the  Town of Port Hedland  tha t any 

conces s ion  of ra tes  in  res pec t of any ra teable  land  in  
the  Counc il a rea  will be  ava ilab le  only when the  
applicant s a tis fie s  the  requirements  under the  Local 
Government Ac t 1995 and , where  appropria te , the  
requirements  of th is  Polic y. 

 
1. Introduction 
 
1.1  The Local Government Act 1995 (“the Act”) sets 

out in Division 6 – Rates and Service Charges, 
those provisions applicable to the Council 
granting a rates concession to Persons and/or 
Body Corporates. 

1.2  The Council has decided to adopt a Policy to 
assist it in its decision making functions relative 
to the operation of the rate concessions or rebate 
provisions contained in the Act. 

1.3  This Policy is intended to provide guidance to the 
community as to the grounds upon which a 
community group is, or may be, entitled to receive 
a rates concession and the matters that the 
Council will take into account in deciding an 
application for a concession. 

1.4  In accordance with the  provisions contained in 
the Act, this Policy sets out the type of use in 
respect of land which the Council may grant a 
concession of rates and the percentage (%) rates 
concession that  may be, and those types of land 
use where the Council has a discretion to grant a 
rates concession. 
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2. Local Government Act 1999 
 
2.1  Section 6.47 of the Act provides that the Council 

may at the time of imposing a rate or service 
charge or a later date resolve to waive a rate or 
service charge or resolve to grant other 
concessions in relation to a rate or service 
charge. 

2.2 Should Section 6.47 be amended after the 
adoption of this policy, then the policy will be 
applied in accordance to that or subsequent 
amendments. 

 
3. 100% Rates Concession 
 
3.1  The Council must grant a 100% rates concession 

in the amount specified in respect of those land 
uses which the Act provides is non rateable land. 

3.2  In applying for a 100% rates concession, a 
community group must demonstrate it clearly 
meets the following criteria: 

3.2.1Must be a body corporate or an incorporated 
association; 

3.2.2 Must be nationally recognised as charitable 
organisation and/or provide clearly recognisable 
charitable activities;  

3.2.3 Fully volunteer based service provision; 
3.2.4 Creates no commercial gain or benefit, 

collectively or individually, to its members; 
3.2.5 All fund raising is locally based and is not of a 

commercial nature; 
3.2.6 Service provided is not currently provided by any 

tier of government in the district; 
3.2.7 No restriction of membership or access to 

services; 
3.2.8 Preference given to providing youth or aged 

services;  
3.2.9 Application supported by audited financial 

statements; 
3.2.10 Certified by the Australian Taxation Office as: 

• Public  Benevolent In s titu tion ; or 
• Charitab le  Ins titu tion ; or 
• Deduc tib le  Gift Rec ip ien t (Dona tions  a re  tax 

deduc tib le ). 
 
4. 50% Rates Concession 
4.1 In applying for a 50% rates concession, a 

community group must demonstrate it clearly 
meets the following criteria: 
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4.1.1Must be a body corporate or an incorporated 
body; 

4.1.2 Provides recreational, cultural or social activities 
to the greater or a clearly identifiable or 
significant proportion of the Port Hedland 
community; 

4.1.3 Membership is open to all Port Hedland residents; 
4.1.4 All Fees and Charges (if any) are based on cost 

recovery basis; 
4.1.5 A significant proportion of its income is not 

derived from commercial type activities; 
4.1.6 Partial volunteer based service provision; 
4.1.7 All land controlled must be entrusted for the 

public good; 
4.1.8 Application supported by audited financial 

statements   
 
5. Process 
5.1  The Council will inform the community of the 

provisions for rateable and non rateable land 
under the Local Government Act by the inclusion 
of suitable details in the Rating Policy Summary 
distributed with the annual rate notice. 

5.2  Community groups who seek either a 100% or 
50% rates concession must: 

5.2.1Make application to Council, clearly 
demonstrating how it meets the relevant criteria; 

5.2.2 All applications will first be considered by 
Council’s Audit and Finance Committee (“the 
Committee”); 

5.2.3 The Committee will make a recommendation to 
Council on whether it supports or doesn’t support 
the application; 

5.2.4 The Committee may request the applicant to 
provide additional information to clarify any 
queries arising from the application, prior to 
making it’s recommendation to Council; 

5.2.5 All applications will be presented to Council at the 
subsequent Ordinary Meeting of Council, once the 
Committee has made a recommendation on the 
application; 

5.2.6 Council will consider the application, in 
association with the committee’s 
recommendation and resolve by “Absolute 
majority” the amount of the concession (if any); 

5.2.7 The applicant will be advised of the Council’s 
decision, and the relevant rates record will be 
amended to reflect Council’s decision; 
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5.2.8Concessions approved prior to the 1 January of 
each financial year or by Council decision will be 
applied to the current years rates; 

5.2.9 Concessions approved after the 1 January of each 
financial year will be applied to the following 
years rates; 

5.2.10 All rates concession approved under this policy 
will not be back dated to any previous financial 
year; 

5.2.11 If  the community group disbands or fails to 
continue to meet the criteria of the relevant rates 
concession, then the rates concessions will be 
forfeited, based on a decision from Council. 

 
6. Review of Concessions 
6.1  After five (5) continuous years of receiving a rates 

concession, under this policy, a Community 
Group must reapply for the rates concessions; 

6.2  The re-application will be considered subject to 
the Act and this policy.  

 
ii) invite s  a ll “property hold ing” community groups  in  the  

d is tric t to  comment on  the  propos ed Community 
Group Ra ting  Policy; and   

 
iii) rece ives  a  report a fter the  public  cons ulta tion  proces s , 

p rior to  adopting  or amending  the  propos ed 
Community Group Ra ting  Policy. 

 
CARRIED 7/0 
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ATTACHMENT TO AGENDA ITEM 11.3.1.3 
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6:50pm  Councillor George J Daccache entered the room and assumed 
his chair. 

 
6:51pm Councillor George J Daccache declared a financial interest in 

Agenda Item 11.3.1.4 ‘FMG Airport Lease’ as he owns greater 
than $10,000 FMG shares.     

 
 Councillor Daccache left the room. 
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11.3.1.4  FMG Airport Leas e  (File  No.: …) 
   

Officer   Matthew Scott 
   Director Corporate  
   Services 
    
Date of Report  12 February 2009  
  
Disclosure of Interest by Officer  Nil 
 

 Summary 
  
For Council to consider the options regarding the FMG airport 
lease which will expire in September 2009.  
  

 Background 
 
On the 11 September 2006, Council entered into a lease 
arrangement with The Pilbara Infrastructure P/L (a subsidiary of 
FMG) to lease 2.794 Hectares of Airport land to construct a 
temporary Transient Workers Accommodation for an initial 12 
months and two (2) 12 month extensions options (effectively 3 
years). 
 
Though the current lease doesn’t expire until 10 September 
2009, it is prudent for Council to start considering what it intends 
to do with the lease area after this date.  This way FMG can 
start preparing for either having to leave and rehabilitate the site, 
or propose a new lease with Council.   
 
Council has several options regarding the lease, being: 
 
1. Decide not lease the area in future and negotiate the 

removal of the current camp; 
2. Decide to negotiate a new lease with FMG as a private 

treaty; or 
3. Decide to tender out the lease area on the market to 

maximize the possible return to Council. 
 

Consultation 
  
Nil. 
 
Statutory Implications 
 
Local Government Act 1995 

 
“3.58. Disposing of property  
(1)  In this section   
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 Dispose - includes to sell, lease, or otherwise dispose of, 
whether absolutely or not;  

 Property- includes the whole or any part of the interest of a 
local government in property, but does not include money.  

(2)  Except as stated in this section, a local government can 
only dispose of property to -  
(a)  the highest bidder at public auction; or  
(b)  the person who at public tender called by the local 

government makes what is, in the opinion of the local 
government, the most acceptable tender, whether or 
not it is the highest tender.  

(3)  A local government can dispose of property other than 
under subsection (2) if, before agreeing to dispose of the 
property   
(a)  it gives local public notice of the proposed 

disposition   
(i)  describing the property concerned;  
(ii)  giving details of the proposed disposition; and  
(iii)  inviting submissions to be made to the local 

government before a date to be specified in the 
notice, being a date not less than 2 weeks after 
the notice is first given;  

 and  
(b)  it considers any submissions made to it before the 

date specified in the notice and, if its decision is 
made by the council or a committee, the decision and 
the reasons for it are recorded in the minutes of the 
meeting at which the decision was made.  

(4)  The details of a proposed disposition that are required by 
subsection (3)(a)(ii) include   
(a)  the names of all other parties concerned;  
(b)  the consideration to be received by the local 

government for the disposition; and  
(c)  the market value of the disposition as ascertained by 

a valuation carried out not more than 6 months 
before the proposed disposition.  

(5)  This section does not apply to   
(a)  a disposition of land under section 29 or 29B of the 

Public Works Act 1902;  
(b)  a disposition of property in the course of carrying on 

a trading undertaking as defined in section 3.59;  
(c)  anything that the local government provides to a 

particular person, for a fee or otherwise, in the 
performance of a function that it has under any 
written law; or  

(d)  any other disposition that is excluded by regulations 
from the application of this section.”  

 
Policy Implications   Nil  
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Strategic Planning Implications  
 
Budget Implications 
 
Council currently budgets to receive $6.40m2 or $148,800 in 
08/09 for the lease from FMG.  The original lease fee was 
$55,880 in 06/07.  
 
Under the terms of the lease, at the termination of the lease, 
Council and FMG must agree to what “improvements” must be 
left on the site and become assets to the Town of Port Hedland.  
At time of writing, Council has no value of these potential assets.    
 
Office r’s  Comment 
 
Since Council’s recent statement regarding Fly In and Fly Out, 
and the number of new TWAs being developed in the district 
(including Compass’s 1200 man camp at the airport), it is 
difficult to provide a absolute recommendation on this matter. 
 
As noted in the background, Council has 3 options, being: 
 
1. Not enter into a new lease and have the site rehabilitated; 

or 
2. Enter into a new lease by private treaty with FMG; or 
3. Tender out the site, providing both FMG and other lease 

TWA developers the ability to bid on the site. 
 
Option 1 
 
Council is within its rights not to re lease the area to FMG or 
anybody else.  This Option is consist with Council’s planning 
policy regarding TWA’s, which ideally should be located near 
town centres.  It could also be argued that there are enough 
current and proposed TWA’s within the district, and FMG should 
negotiate use of these camps.  The downside to this argument is 
probably a commercial one for FMG.  FMG has had to rely on 
TWA’s to accommodate much of its workforce and contractors.  
The other TWA’s in town all tend to have major tenants, which 
could prevent FMG’s access to these camps.  This could force 
FMG to rent private homes, adding to the current 
accommodation crisis. 
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Option 2 
 
Council has had very few issues with FMG at the Airport Camp 
and therefore Council could negotiate a new lease directly with 
FMG by way of private treaty to maintain the current status quo 
of work camps within the district.  This would also avoid a costly 
tender process, and mean that FMG would not need to remove 
any improvements from the site, after the 10 September 2009.   
 
However, should an acceptable private treaty be negotiated, it 
will need to be publically advertised, and other TWA developers 
may make submissions (which Council has to formally consider) 
that are better than FMG’s offer.  Council would then need to re-
negotiate terms, which could prolong the process.  If Council 
does enter into a private treaty, it also faces criticism from the 
other developers for not publically tendering the land, and 
potentially being seen as doing a favour to FMG. 
 
Option 3 
 
Tendering out the land is probably the most fairest of dealing 
with the lease area, if Council want to retain it as a TWA site.   
 
The tender process should provide Council with the best deal in 
terms of a new lease and Council could not be criticised for any 
perceived favouritism to FMG, as the whole process is 
transparent. Obviously this would create some risk for FMG, and 
negotiations would need to occur to determine what 
improvements where left if FMG was unsuccessful. 
 
This being said, Council has experienced some difficulty in 
tendering out land in recent times.  As mentioned previously, 
TWA’s at the airport are not Council’s preferred option.  Likewise 
determining acceptable terms, including tenancy issues, access 
to town services and creating some form of interaction between 
the camp residents and the rest of the community has cause 
consider Council debate in recent times. 
 
Given the above issues, it would be inappropriate for an Officer 
to recommend one option over the over two. Council will need to 
choose which of the 3 options it is most comfortable with.  

 
Attachments  
 
Nil. 
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Office r’s  Recommenda tion  
 
That: 
 
1. Council  advises The Pilbara Infrastructure P/L that it 

intends not to renew the lease at the Port Hedland 
International Airport, after it expires on the 10 September 
2009; and 

 
2. Council authorises the Chief Executive Officer (or his 

nominee) to commence negotiations with Pilbara 
Infrastructure P/L regards to what assets will remain on site 
at the end of the lease; and 

 
3. a report be presented to a future Council meeting that 

details the outcome of these negotiations. 
 
OR 
 
That: 
 
1. Council advises the Pilbara Infrastructure P/L that it intends 

to negotiate a new lease (by way of private treaty) at the 
Port Hedland International Airport; and 

 
2. Council authorises the Chief Executive Officer (or his 

nominee) to commence negotiations with Pilbara 
Infrastructure P/L regards on the possible terms of a new 
lease; 

 
3. a report be presented to a future Council meeting that 

details the outcome of these negotiations. 
 
OR 
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That: 
 
1. Council advises The Pilbara Infrastructure P/L that it will 

dispose, by way of Lease, the current leased land at the 
Port Hedland International Airport, by way of  public tender, 
when the lease expires on the 10 September 2009; and 

 
2. Council authorises the Chief Executive Officer (or his 

nominee) to commence negotiations with Pilbara 
Infrastructure P/L regards to what assets will remain on site 
at the end of the lease; and 

 
3. Council authorises the Chief Executive Officer (or his 

nominee) to commence the tender process for the disposal 
of land, by way of lease for the land currently leased to The 
Pilbara Infrastructure P/L;  and 

 
4. a report be presented to a future Council meeting that 

details the outcome of these negotiations. 
 

200809/240  Counc il Dec is ion/Office r’s  Recommenda tion 
 
Moved:  Cr A A Carter Seconded:  Cr J E Ford 
 
Tha t: 
 
1. Counc il advis es  The  P ilba ra  Infras truc ture  P /L tha t it 

will d is pos e , by wa y of Leas e , the  current leas ed  land 
a t the  Port Hedland In te rna tiona l Airport, by wa y of  
public  tender, when the  leas e  expires  on  the  10 
September 2009; and 

 
2. Counc il au thoris es  the  Chie f Executive  Office r (or h is  

nominee) to  commence  negotia tions  with  P ilba ra  
Infras truc ture  P /L regards  to  wha t a s s e ts  will remain 
on  s ite  a t the  end  of the  leas e ; and  

 
3. Counc il au thoris es  the  Chie f Executive  Office r (or h is  

nominee) to  commence  the  tender proces s  for the  
d is pos a l of land , by way o f leas e  for the  land  curren tly 
leas ed  to  The  Pilba ra  Infras truc ture  P /L;  and  

 
4. a  report be  pres ented  to  a  fu ture  Counc il mee ting  tha t 

de ta ils  the  outcome of thes e  negotia tions . 
 

CARRIED 4-3 
 
REASON:  Council resolved the third option presented in the 

Officer’s Recommendation. 
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NOTE: Cr G D Bussell requested the votes be recorded.   
 
Record of Vote: 
FOR AGAINST 
Cr S R Martin Cr G D Bussell 
Cr A A Carter Cr A A Gear 
Cr S J Coates Cr J E Ford 
Cr J M Gillingham  
 

 
6:55 pm Councillor George J Daccache re-entered the room and 

assumed his chair. 
 
 Mayor advised Councillor Daccache of Council’s decision. 
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11.3.1.5 Second Quarter Budget Review (File  No.:   -   ) 
 
Officer   Natalie Octoman 
   Manager Finance Services 
 
Date of Report  17 February 2009 
 
Disclosure of Interest by Officer  Nil 
 
Summary 
 
For Council to review the results of the second quarter budget 
review for the 2008-09 financial year. 
 
Background 
 
In every organisation there are many factors, both internal and 
external that can have an effect on program expenditure 
anticipated throughout the year, after the original budget is 
adopted. Part of ensuring that an organisation has effective 
financial management practices in place is for regular budget 
reviews to occur, and reports to be provided to Council on any 
modifications that may be required. 
 
While management are required to monitor their particular 
programs frequently in order to ensure their departmental 
targets are being achieved, it is also important that senior 
management regularly review the income and expenditure in 
order to assess the achievement of the overall financial targets 
of Council. 
 
The second budget review has been conducted with the 
financial data being used as at the end of December 2008 and 
incorporated the final results of the overall surplus from 2007-08 
to use for carry over funding that wasn’t identified in the 
September review. 
 
The following table is a summary of the overall adjustments 
recommended to the budget thus far: 
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 Original 
Budget 

Revised 
Budget 

Carry 
over  
from 
2007-08 

Adj Council 
Approvals 

Accounting 
Adjustments 

Proposed 
Budget 

Operating 
Expenditure 25,839,163 26,196,763 - 374,350 128,000 9,200 26,708,313 

Operating 
Revenue (41,426,070) (41,796,115) 706,900 (727,709) (677,700) (289,285) (42,783,909) 

Non- 
Operating 
Expenditure 

48,970,482 51,420,599 (565,586) (390,394) 831,900 280,085 51,576,604 

Non- 
Operating 
Revenue 

(25,280,490) (26,798,590) - 387,479 (65,300) - (26,476,411) 

Net (Surplus) 
/ Deficit 8,103,085 9,022,657 141,314 (356,274) 216,900 - 9,024,597 

Add Back 
Non Cash 
Items 

(4,484,595) (4,484,595) - (16,220) - - (4,500,815) 

Surplus 
Carried 
Forward from 
2007-08 

(3,618,490) (4,585,202) (141,314) - - - (4,726,516) 

(Surplus) / 
Deficit - (47,140) - (372,494) 216,900 - (202,734) 

 
 
Consultation 
 
The Budget review was prepared by Council’s Finance team, 
after meeting with each manager and the Executive team, where 
all revenue and expenditure accounts within that manager’s 
responsibility was reviewed in detail. 
 
Sta tu tory Implica tions  
 
The Local Government Act 1995 states (in part): 
 

“6.8.  Expenditure from municipal fund not included in annual 
budget  

(1)  A local government is not to incur expenditure from its 
municipal fund for an additional purpose except where the 
expenditure - 
(a)  is incurred in a financial year before the adoption of 

the annual budget by the local government;  
(b)  is authorised in advance by resolution*; or  
(c)  is authorised in advance by the mayor or president in 

an emergency.  
* Absolute majority required. 

 (1a) In subsection (1) -  
 -additional purpose~ means a purpose for which no 

expenditure estimate is included in the local government's 
annual budget.  
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(2)  Where expenditure has been incurred by a local 
government - 
(a)  pursuant to subsection (1)(a), it is to be included in 

the annual budget for that financial year; and  
(b)  pursuant to subsection (1)(c), it is to be reported to 

the next ordinary meeting of the council.” 
 

Section 33A of the Local Government (Financial Management) 
Regulations 1996 (herein referred to as the Regulations) states 
that: 

 
“33A. Review of budget 
(1)  Between 1 January and 31 March in each year a local 

government is to carry out a review of its annual budget for 
that year. 

(2)  Within 30 days after a review of the annual budget of a 
local government is carried out it is to be submitted to the 
council. 

(3)  A council is to consider a review submitted to it and is to 
determine* whether or not to adopt the review, any parts of 
the review or any recommendations made in the review. 

 *Absolute majority required. 
(4)  Within 30 days after a council has made a determination, a 

copy of the review and determination is to be provided to 
the Department.” 
 

 
Stra teg ic  P lanning  Implica tions   Nil 
 
Budge t Implica tions  
 
The proposed amendments will create a budgeted cash surplus 
of $202,734 that will require allocating. 
 
Office r’s  Comment 
 
The Annual Budget is developed based on number of 
assumptions that can and regularly change during the course of 
the financial year. To account for these fluctuations, the budget 
requires to be amended on a regular basis. The Council has 
developed a quarterly review process to monitor actual and 
potential variations, resulting in budget adjustments listed for the 
committee to review.  This also creates an opportunity for 
Council to redirect funds to areas of greatest need or to utilise 
savings generated during the year for the benefit of ratepayers 
and residents. 
 
When the original budget was developed, it was anticipated that 
$3,618,490 of carryover funds would be available at the end of 
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2007-08 and was therefore incorporated into the original budget 
position. 
 
Additional carryover funds were identified as part of the first 
budget review totalling $966,712, and as part of the 2007-08 
audit process a further $141,314 of carryover funds were 
identified. These are funds that are required to finalise projects 
that were committed in 2007-08 through either grant funding 
being received by Council, or through contract agreements, 
which the funds remain unexpended as at 30 June 2008. These 
three amounts add to a total of $4,726,516 in funds carried 
forward from 2007-08. 
 
While the annual financial statements are still awaiting sign off, 
the surplus should not change as there are no additional 
movements going through the accounts. 
 
Along with the carryover, there has been a surplus identified in 
the current year’s budget of $202,734.  
 
Council should however note the expenditure increases and 
revenue reductions within the areas of Governance, Housing, 
Community Amenities, Recreation and Culture, and Transport. A 
few items of significance include the loss of revenue from the 
TWA lease due to delays in signing the contract, the decision to 
purchase Crown land at Catamore Court, and the costs 
associated with the transfer of management of the Art Gallery. 
 
All proposed budget amendments have been listed in the 
attached schedules separating the adjustments into carry 
forwards, Council approvals and accounting adjustments to 
reduce possible confusion with other amendments and as a 
result of feedback gained during the previous Audit and Finance 
Committee meeting. Significant amendments, excluding carry 
forwards or reserve transfers include: 
 

Account Description Amount Rationale 
Café Purchases $76,200 Revised budget - retaining café until 30 June 08. 
Excavator $100,000 Additional costs of hiring equipment as there were 

delays in the purchase. 
VEH041 - Bomag Compactor $150,000 Additional operating costs and those to fix the 

damage to the machine. 
Utilities Expense $100,000 Additional costs predominantly for the use of water 

for South Hedland Oval in lieu of re-use water. Also, 
in six months, additional costs of $10k have been 
incurred by the Turf Club that weren't allowed for. 

Kerb Maintenance -$200,000 Contract expired therefore funds not required. 
Require new contract for 2009-10. 

Footpath Maintenance -$80,000 Savings anticipated. 
Insurance Premiums $52,500 Insurance premiums have increased due to the 

purchase of new equipment. 
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Waste Management & Recycling  -$67,500 Allocation for rubbish clean up & Clean Up Aust Day. 
Salaries $164,900 Reworked salaries to March for HACC. 
Salaries -$98,400 Revised budget as tfr mgmt to FORM from 1 Sept 

2008. 
Form Consultancy $148,500 Revised budget as tfr mgmt to FORM from 1 Sept 

2008. 
Interest on Investments Reserve -$240,000 Additional interest anticipated due to slightly higher 

funds available for investment and improved 
investment strategies. 

Landing Charges -$120,000 Additional landing charges anticipated to be 
received based on actuals received to date and 
additional flights commencing. 

Passenger Service Charges -$300,000 Anticipated increase in passenger service charges 
given additional flights commencing. 

Government grant- solar lighting $65,000 Haven't been able to source funds for this grant. 

Sales Café -$118,200 Revised budget - retaining café until 30 June 08. 
General Tipping Fees $100,000 Minor downfall in tipping fees due to the non-

demolition of Boodarie. 
Hazardous Waste-Asbestos -$100,000 Increase in revenue based on actual received to 

date. 
New Living South Hedland Fund $102,500 Funds received last financial year. 
Misc Expenditure Recouped $99,800 Initial budget of $100k is to be reduced. 
In Home Care Benefit $100,000 Reduction is based on expenditure reductions 

although these won't show for a few months. 
Grant - Hacc -$208,499 Partial growth funding, and remaining is to offset 

costs extended to March 2009. 
Caravan Park Rent-Cooke Point $359,500 $283,500 to be received by TWA (signed 16 Feb 08). 

$95k from Cooke Point Caravan Park. 
Licences - Building -$350,000 Better than expected YTD and $200k for TWA. 
Hire Car Development -$120,000 Funding was previously for the car hire parking 

spaces. Now holding off pending the Car Parking 
Master Plan.  

Apron Lighting upgrades -$130,000 Savings anticipated for this project. 
Hedditch street -$200,000 Issues with the consultant. Won't require all funds 

this financial year. Funding is for the design only. 
Port Hedland Youth & family Centre 
Upgrade 

-$100,000 BHP funding reduced as per Council decision. 

Purchase of Land 
Furniture & Equipment 

$130,000 
$65,000 

Purchase of Crown land at Catamore Court. 
Increased budget allocation for the airport cafe 
upgrade. 

 
As per section 33A of the Regulations, Council is required to 
review the budget between 1 January and 31 March each year. 
Upon review, Council is then required to determine whether or 
not it will adopt the recommendations from the review and 30 
days thereafter, forward a copy of the budget review to the 
Department. 
 
The next budget review is expected to occur in April using 
figures as at the end of March. During this review, we will also 
be commencing the formulation of the 2009-10 budget allocation 
with a forecast being developed for consideration by Council 
during the 2009-10 Budget Process. 
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While there is currently a surplus indicated as part of the 
December budget review, there are numerous factors that may 
impact on our programs in the coming months, particularly 
associated with the economy. While this may be the case, there 
is only 6 months remaining and any surplus funds should be 
reallocated to priority programs in order to ensure that the funds 
are spent before the end of the financial year. 
 
Office r’s  Recommenda tion  

 
That Council 
 
i) amend the 2008/09 Budget as per the attached list, 

resulting in additional carry forward of funds from 2007-08 
of $141,314 and a surplus of $202,734; 

 
ii) allocates the revised surplus after consideration of the 

outcomes of Council’s Strategic Planning Session;  and 
 
iii) provide a copy of this budget review to the Department as 

required by section 33A of the Local Government 
(Financial Management) Regulations 1996. 

 
200809/241  Counc il Dec is ion/Office r’s  Recommenda tion 
 
Moved:  Cr G J Daccache Seconded:  Cr J E Ford 
 
Tha t Counc il 
 
i) amend the  2008/09 Budge t a s  pe r the  a ttached  lis t, 

re s u lting  in  additiona l ca rry forward  of funds  from 
2007-08 of $141,314 and  a  s urp lus  of $202,734; 

 
ii) a lloca tes  the  revis ed  s urp lus  a t Counc il’s  next 

ava ilab le  Counc il Mee ting;  and  
 
iii) p rovide  a  copy of th is  budge t review to  the  Department 

a s  required  by s ec tion  33A o f the  Loca l Government 
(Financ ia l Management) Regula tions  1996. 

 
CARRIED BY ABSOLUTE MAJ ORITY 8/0 

 
 

REASON: Council amended Clause ii) of the Officer’s 
Recommendation to enable Council to allocate the revised 
surplus at its next available Council Meeting.  
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ATTACHMENT TO AGENDA ITEM 11.3.1.5 
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11.3.2 Governance  
 
6:58 pm Councillor Steve J Coates declared a financial interest in 

Agenda Item 11.3.2.1 ‘TOPH/BHPBIO Sustainability Partnership 
Projects:  Update and Recommended Changes to Funding 
Allocations’, as he owns greater than $10,000 value in BHP 
Billiton shares and is employed by BHP. 

 
 Councillor Coates left the room. 
 
6:58 pm Councillor George J Daccache  declared a financial interest in 

Agenda Item 11.3.2.1 ‘TOPH/BHPBIO Sustainability Partnership 
Projects:  Update and Recommended Changes to Funding 
Allocations’, as he owns greater than $10,000 value in BHP 
Billiton shares and is employed by BHP. 

 
 Councillor Daccache left the room. 
 
6:58 pm Councillor Arnold A Carter declared a financial interest in 

Agenda Item 11.3.2.1 ‘TOPH/BHPBIO Sustainability Partnership 
Projects:  Update and Recommended Changes to Funding 
Allocations’, as he owns greater than $10,000 value in BHP 
Billiton shares. 

 
 Councillor Arnold Carter left the room. 
 
6:58 pm Councillor Arthur A Gear declared a financial interest in Agenda 

Item 11.3.2.1 ‘TOPH/BHPBIO Sustainability Partnership 
Projects:  Update and Recommended Changes to Funding 
Allocations’, as he is employed by BHP Billiton. 

 
 Councillor Gear left the room. 

 
 
[NOTE:  Chief Executive Officer clarified that there is not a 
quorum present to consider Agenda Item 11.3.2.1 
TOPH/BHPBIO Sustainability Partnership Projects:  Update and 
Recommended Changes to Funding Allocations..]    
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11.3.2.1 TOPH/BHPBIO Sus ta inability Partners hip  Projec ts :  
Update  and Recommended Changes  to  Funding 
Alloca tions  
 
Office r   Chris  Adams  
   Chief Executive Officer 
 
Date of Report  12 February 2009 
 
Dis c los ure  of In te res t by Office r  Nil  
 
Summary 
 
The BHPBIO/Town of Port Hedland Sustainability Partnership 
Working Group met on the 28th of January to review progress of 
the partnership projects.  As a result of this meeting the Working 
Group has recommended some changes for Council’s 
consideration. 
 
Background 
 
The BHPBIO/Town of Port Hedland Sustainability Partnership 
Working Group was formed to oversee the management of 
partnership projects and to make recommendations to the 
Council on how the partnership funds should/could be used to 
generate the greatest level of community benefit.  The Working 
Group meets approximately four times per year. 
 
At its last meeting the status of the 21 projects that have been 
approved for the 2008/09 Financial Year were discussed along 
with the status of unfinished projects from previous financial 
years.  The vast majority of projects are on schedule to be 
completed within prescribed timeframes.   
 
As a result of these discussions the Working Group has 
recommended two changes: 
 
• Don Rhodes Mining Museum:  Project proposal is to fence 

around exhibits and provide lighting throughout Museum 
area.  Scoping work has identified that budget is insufficient 
to deliver the full proposed scope (approximately $30,000 
shortfall).  Working Group’s recommendation is to a) 
reduce the scope of works to meet budget parameters and 
b) consider seeking funding from external sources to 
provide additional funds for the project (particularly 
Royalties for Regions). 
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• Pool Infrastructure:  Several comments made during recent 
community consultation regarding the lack of an Aqua Run 
at TOPH aquatic facilities and the lack of shade at the 
South Hedland Aquatic Centre.  Working Group 
recommended that the $87,500 that is currently 
unallocated within the partnership fund for 2008/09 
(contingency funds) be used for the purchase of two aqua 
runs and additional shade at the South Hedland Aquatic 
Centre. 

 
Cons ulta tion  
 
The Partnership Working Group involves representation from 
three Councillors and three BHPBIO representatives.  The 
Working Group considers feedback that has been obtained from 
community feedback from both Council and BHPBIO sources. 
 
Sta tu tory Implica tions  
 
Nil 
 
Polic y Implica tions  
 
Nil 
 
Stra teg ic  P lanning  Implica tions  
 
The following statements from the Town’s Plan for the future are 
relevant to this matter: 
 
Goal 2 – Mining:  That the Town has developed strong working 
relationships with the mining industry that are achieving 
sustainable outcomes for the local community. 
 
Budge t Implica tions  
 
The total value of partnership projects that are being undertaken 
in the Town during 2008/09 is $27,587,500.  The major 
contributors to these projects are: 

 
BHPBIO 16,000,000 
South Hedland New Living   1,980,000 
Town of Port Hedland   3,987,500 
External Funding   4,770,000 

 
The recommendation of the Working Group is to expend 
contingency funds that had not been allocated from BHPBIO’s 
2008/09 contribution.  
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Office r’s  Comment 
 
It has become clear that the projects that have been identified 
for 2008/09 are unlikely to need the contingency funds.  As 
additional funds will become available in July for a new range of 
projects, it was deemed prudent by the Working Group to 
allocate and utilise the available funding now.  The selection of 
upgrades to aquatic facilities was made on the basis of 
community feedback and the relative ease of getting the project 
completed by 30 June 2009 when compared to other 
alternatives. 
 
Attachments  
 
TOPH/BHPBIO Sustainability Partnerships:  January 2009 
Update 
 
Working  Group’s  Recommenda tion  
 
That Council: 
 
i) notes the status of the 2008/09 TOPH/BHPBIO Partnership 

Projects; 
 
ii) reduces the scope of work of lighting at the Don Rhodes 

Mining Museum project to meet existing budget 
parameters; 

 
iii) considers using available Royalties for Regions Funds 

($30,000) for additional lighting at the Don Rhodes Mining 
Museum as a component of the 2008/09 Mid-Year Budget 
Review;  and 

 
iv) endorses the allocation of the previously unallocated 

$87,500 for contingency projects for the purchase of 2 x 
Aqua Runs and the construction of shade facilities at the 
South Hedland Aquatic Centre. 

  
MOTION LAPSED FOR WANT OF QUORUM 
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ATTACHMENT TO AGENDA ITEM 11.3.2.1 
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7:00pm Councillors Carter and Daccache re-entered the room and 
assumed their chair.     

 
 NOTE:  Councillors Coates and Gear did not re-enter the room. 
 
 Mayor advised Councillors Carter and Daccache that Item 

11.3.2.1 lapsed for want of quorum. 
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11.3.2.2 Royalties  for Regions  – Country Loca l Government 
Fund (File  No.: …) 
 
Officer   Chris Adams 
   Chief Executive Officer 
 
Date of Report  13 February 2009 
 
Dis c los ure  of In te res t by Office r  Nil 
 
Summary 
 
Council needs to determine how it wishes to expend the funds 
that have been granted to it under the 2008/09 Country Local 
Government Fund.  
 
Background 
 
The Country Local Government Fund (CLGF) was launched by 
the Minister for Regional Development, Hon Brendon Grylls 
MLA.  Under this fund the 110 country-based Local Government 
Authorities were each provided with an allocation of funds for 
projects for the 2008/09 Financial Year out of the $97,500,000 
fund.  The Town of Port Hedland’s allocation is 1,457,619 (plus 
GST). 
 
The aim of the CLGF are to: 
• Improve the financial sustainability of regional local 

governments in WA through improved asset management. 
• Address infrastructure backlogs and support capacity 

building 
 
Funds must be applied to infrastructure expenses (not recurrent 
expenses).  The following items have been specifically excluded 
from grant expenditure: 
• Plant & equipment 
• Employment of staff 
• Engaging consultants 
• Retiring debt 
 
The Grant can be spent on the following asset classes: 
• Buildings 
• Roads 
• Bridges 
• Drainage 
• Parks Gardens and Reserves 
• Footpaths & Cycleways 
• Airports 
• Sewerage 
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• Other LG infrastructure 
 
It should be noted that while roads and bridges can be funded 
from the CLGF allocation, the Department for Local Government 
and Regional Development has indicated that the Local 
Government Grants Commission is likely to take into account 
any funds that are spent on these assets when formulating grant 
payments for future years.  This effectively means that spending 
the grant fund on roads or bridges will have a negative impact 
on the amount of future Federal Assistance Grants that the 
Town receives.  This current sits at approximately $2.5M pa. 
Expenditure in other asset classes (ie not roads and bridges) will 
not be considered by the Grants Commission. 
 
It should also be noted that the funds need to be spent and 
acquitted (including audited statements) by 30 November 2009.  
To achieve this, the works will need to be finished by 30 October 
2009 to allow sufficient time for auditing and acquittal.  
 
Cons ulta tion  
 
The process used to develop the recommendations for the 
expenditure of the 2008/09 CLGF expenditure included: 
 
1. Reviewing the Town’s Plan for the Future to identify 

projects that are unfunded or underfunded. 
2. Reviewed project listing from 2008/09 – particularly 

‘orange’ and ‘red’ projects that were not funded.  
3. Reviewing the 2008/09 Budget (as at 30/12/09) with each 

Council Manager to determine which projects could/should 
have more funds allocated to them to deliver a higher 
quality finish. 

4. Requesting items from Managers for new projects that 
could be completed simply in 2008/09. 

 
The above process identified 35 potential projects with a total 
estimated expenditure of $4.34M – well above the $1.46M that 
has been made available to the Town.  The CEO subsequently 
tabled these projects and ranked them using the following 
criteria: 
 
• Identified Need       5 points  
• Prior Planning         5 points 
• Ability to complete works by 30/10/09  5 points 
 Total    15 points  
 
Councillors are also discussing the most appropriate use of 
these funds at the Strategic Planning Day that is scheduled for 
Saturday 21st of February. 
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S ta tu tory Implica tions  
 
Nil 
 
Polic y Implica tions  
 
Nil 
 
Stra teg ic  P lanning  Implica tions  
 
The projects listed within the Town’s Plan for the Future were 
the key consideration that was used when developing the list of 
potential projects for funding. 
 
Budge t Implica tions  
 
The CLGF allocation of $1,457,619 was not budgeted income.  
Council’s 2008/09 budget will need to be adjusted to reflect the 
additional income and expenditure.  As many of the new 
projects will not be fully expended by 30 June 2009, funds and 
projects will also need to be carried-forward to the 2009/10 
financial year. 
  
Office r’s  Comment 
 
The CLGF allocation is a boost for the financial resources to the 
Town.  It gives up the opportunity to further fast-track 
development of infrastructure that the Town has been planning 
to undertake but has not progressed with due to budget 
limitations. 
 
Given the CLGF conditions, it is recommended that Council use 
the funds on projects that are well planned, needed and can be 
delivered quickly.  While there are many bigger projects that 
could readily use an injection of additional capital funding (like 
the Marina project, Multi-purpose Recreation Centre and the 
Marquee Park) it is not recommended that these projects be 
funded as they are unlikely to be completed by October 2009. 
 
Attachments  
 
Project listing and ranking as prepared by the Chief Executive 
Officer. 
 

 
7:01 pm Councillor Coates re-entered the room and assumed his chair. 
 
7:02 pm Councillor Gear re-entered the room and assumed his chair. 
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Office r’s  Recommenda tion  
 
That Council: 
 
i) approves the Town of Port Hedland’s 2008/09 Country 

Local Government Fund allocation of $1,457,619 be spent 
on the following projects: 

 
  Project   Cost $ 

1 Civic Centre Balustrade 
           

73,000  

2 Electronic Records Implementation 
           

32,000  

3 Street Lighting Upgrades - Captains Loop 
         

176,000  

4 South Hedland Street Lighting 
         

270,000  

5 Richardson Street Streetscape/Parking 
         

180,000  

6 IT Infrastructure 
           

66,000  

7 Airport Café – Refrigeration 
           

15,000  

8 Pool Blanket 
           

40,000  

9 Pools - Automatic Cleaners 
           

30,000  

10 Toilet block for Civic Centre 
         

150,000  

11 5 x lids for reuse tanks 
         

150,000  

12 Finucane Island Boat Ramp 
           

30,000  

13 JD Hardie Centre 
           

18,000  

14 Extra Footpaths 
         

227,619  
 
 
ii) amends its 2008/09 Budget to reflect the increased Grant 

income and associated increased project expenditure. 
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200809/242  Counc il Dec is ion 
 
Moved:  Cr A A Carter Seconded:  Cr S J Coates 
 
Tha t Counc il: 
 
i) approves  the  Town of Port Hedland’s  2008/09 Country 

Loca l Government Fund a lloca tion  of $1,457,619 be  
s pent on  the  fo llowing  pro jec ts : 

 
  P ro jec t   Cos t $ 

1 Civic  Centre  Ba lus trade  
           
73,000  

2 Elec tronic  Records  Implementa tion 
           
32,000  

3 
S tree t Lighting  Upgrades  - Capta ins  
Loop 

         
176,000  

4 South  Hedland  S tree t Lighting  
         
270,000  

5 Richards on  S tree t S tree ts cape /Parking  
         
180,000  

6 IT Infras truc ture  
           
66,000  

7 Airport Café  – Refrige ra tion 
           
15,000  

8 Pool Blanke t 
           
40,000  

9 Pools  - Automatic  Cleaners  
           
30,000  

10 Toile t b lock for Civic  Centre  
         
150,000  

11 5 x lids  for reus e  tanks  
         
150,000  

12 Finucane  Is land  Boa t Ramp 
           
30,000  

13 J D Hardie  Centre  
           
18,000  

 
 
ii) amends  its  2008/09 Budge t to  re flec t the  inc reas ed 

Grant income and  as s oc ia ted  inc reas ed  pro jec t 
expenditure . 

 
iii) cons ide rs  the  a lloca tion  of $227,617 for Extra  

Footpa ths  in  South  Hedland  to  be  cons ide red  a t 
Counc il’s  next ava ilab le  mee ting . 

 
CARRIED BY ABSOLUTE MAJ ORITY 8/0 
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REASON :  As funding for projects from Royalties for Regions 

are required to be completed by October 2009, Council had 
concerns about being able to deliver the $227,519 
allocation for additional footpaths in South Hedland due to  
contractor availability/unavailability. 
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ATTACHMENT TO AGENDA ITEM 11.3.2.2 

 


