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REPORTS BY OFFICERS (COMMITTEE DELEGATION) 

The following items are subject to clause 1.1 and 2.1 of the City of Fremantle 
Delegated Authority Register 

SGS1201-1 OBJECTION TO DECLINE OF RESIDENTIAL PARKING PERMIT - 
NATALIE OSMETTI  

 
DataWorks Reference: 028/004 
Disclosure of Interest: Nil 
Meeting Date: 11 January 2012 
Previous Item: Nil 
Responsible Officer: Glen Dougall, Director Corporate Services 
Actioning Officer: Peter Wood, Coordinator Parking Services 
Decision Making Authority: Committee 
Agenda Attachments: Letter from Ms Natalie Osmetti 

 
 

 

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

Ms Natalie Osmetti of Unit 11, 1 Phillimore Street, Fremantle, (referred to by  
Ms Osmetti as 21 Little High Street) applied for a residential parking permit on  
14 November 2011. She is one of two adult persons resident there, each with a 
motor car. 
 
On 18 November 2011 the application was rejected for two reasons: 
Firstly, the unit is one of 13 units within a residential complex. The City of 
Fremantle Parking Local Law 2006 (‘Parking Local Law’) prohibits the issue of a 
residential parking permit in a residential complex comprising nine or more units. 
 
Secondly, the residential complex was modified after 1993 so as to affect vehicle 
parking. Thus, the issue of the parking permit is prohibited by the Parking Local 
Law. 
 
This Item is to enable Committee to determine the objection lodged by Ms Osmetti. 
 
Ms Osmetti bases her objection for a residential parking permit upon two criteria: 
Firstly, that the residential complex provides vehicle parking for only one motor 
car for the unit she occupies. 
 
Secondly, her need for close access to her personal motor vehicle to aid her to 
attend her occupation as a St John Ambulance officer. 
 
The Officer’s Recommendation to decline the objection is primarily based upon 
considerations of current Council policies, and strategic considerations to avert 
increased pressure upon vehicle parking within the West End/central business 
district. 
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BACKGROUND 

Ms Osmetti advises she is one of two adult persons resident at Unit 11, 1 Phillimore 
Street, Fremantle, by lease dated 11 November 2011. She further states that both 
persons have a motor car. One is parked in the parking space provided with the lease for 
the unit. Ms Osmetti’s vehicle is unable to be accommodated. On 14 November 2011 Ms 
Osmetti applied for a residential parking permit for her vehicle.  
 
On 18 November 2011 the application was declined for two reasons: 
Firstly, the unit is one of 13 units within a residential complex. The City of Fremantle 
Parking Local Law 2006 (‘Parking Local Law’) prohibits the issue of a residential parking 
permit in a residential complex comprising nine or more units. 
 
Secondly, the residential complex was modified after 1993 (in 1997) so as to affect 
vehicle parking. Thus, the issue of the parking permit is prohibited by the Parking Local 
Law. 
 
The objection to decline the application for a residential parking permit lodged by Ms 
Osmetti is made pursuant to Local Government Act 1995 s 9.1, and the Parking Local 
Law clause 60(9). 
 
Ms Osmetti bases her objection for a residential parking permit upon two criteria: 
Firstly, that the residential complex provides vehicle parking for only one motor car for 
the unit she occupies. 
 
Secondly, her need for close access to her personal motor vehicle to aid her to attend 
her occupation as a St John Ambulance officer. Ms Osmetti cites that she is a senior 
paramedic, sometimes on call. 
 

COMMENT 

Vehicle parking in the area in which Ms Osmetti resides is severely over-committed due 
to the several factors, namely, the number of residential premises within the West End; 
pressure from business operators, their customers, and delivery logistics; staff and 
students of Notre Dame University; visitors and tourists. 
 
The general concept of inner-city living is one which accents pedestrian access to local 
facilities, and public transport to other areas. 
 
Ms Osmetti seeks to accommodate two motor cars in relation to her residence, in this 
inner-city area. The residential unit she leased provides vehicle parking for one motor 
car. At the time of signing the lease, existing vehicle parking restrictions and shortages 
would have been readily apparent to even the casual observer.  
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Description  Comments Does this application meet 

the criteria? 
1) Is the applicant a 
resident at the property?  

If not, the application should be 
refused. 

Yes.

2) Is the vehicle 
registered to the 
property? 

In some cases the vehicle is owned 
by a company or employer and 
therefore the occupier of the property 
is not the registered owner of the 
vehicle. In such cases it is 
reasonable to accept that compliance 
with this aspect is not necessary.

Yes.

3) Is the vehicle a 
caravan, motor home or 
trailer? 
Does the vehicle exceed 
7.5 metres in length or 
4.5 tonne tare weight? 

If yes to any of these points then a 
permit should not be approved. 
In some cases it may be reasonable 
to grant a permit for some classes of 
these vehicles when special 
circumstances apply. In such cases 
the permit should not exceed three 
months and not be transferable.

No.
 
 
The vehicle does not exceed 
criteria as to length or 
weight. 

4) How many units or 
homes are on the 
property? 

If the number of units exceeds nine 
then no permits should be issued. 

Residential complex 
consisting of 13 units. 

5) Was the applicant or 
settlement agent 
informed of parking 
difficulties in the area at 
time of acquiring the 
property? 

If the applicant or settlement agent 
was informed of the existence of 
parking difficulties through a property 
enquiry at or near the time of 
purchase then the application should 
be refused.   

Unknown. Parking 
restrictions are easily seen 
on signs displayed in the 
street, which is within the 
Fremantle central business 
district. The residential unit is 
occupied by the applicant 
and another adult person. 
The residential complex 
provides one parking space 
for the applicant’s residential 
unit, however, the applicant 
seeks a permit for a second 
vehicle. 

6) Was on-site parking 
removed since acquiring 
the property? 

If the applicant made alterations to 
the property that actually deleted car 
parking bays then the application 
should be refused. 

The property was modified in 
1997, affecting vehicle 
parking. The applicant took 
residence in November 
2011. 

7) Does a development 
application (DA) make 
any reference to parking 
at the property 

If Council has approved a planning 
application on the understanding that 
parking was on site or planned to be 
installed then the expectation of 
Council is that the undertaking or 
condition would be complied with and 
therefore no permit should be issued. 

Yes. It is understood the 
available parking is 
consistent with the approval. 
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8) Did the City 
significantly change 
parking restrictions after 
the applicant had 
acquired or occupied the 
property? 

If the City significantly altered the 
parking time restrictions or street 
design of the street adjoining the 
property and it can be shown that this 
change disadvantaged the applicant 
then the application could be 
favourably considered. 

No.

9) How many reside at 
the property who own a 
motor vehicle that is 
usually parked on or near 
the premises. 

In keeping with the intent of Council's 
Sustainable Transport Policy which 
discourages private vehicle 
ownership in the city centre, the 
maximum number of permits issued 
to any one property is 2 Residential 
parking permits and 1 Multi-purpose 
parking permit

Two adult persons, including 
the applicant. 

10) How many parking 
bays are on the property? 
 
How many residential 
properties are in the 
street?   
 
How many parking bays 
are in the street? 

If the number of permits issued 
exceeds the number of parking 
spaces available on the street then 
problems will emerge. Therefore 
when the number of permits issued 
equals or exceeds the number of 
parking bays available no further 
permits will be issued. 

One vehicle parking space is 
available for the unit 
occupied by the applicant.  
 
The area is a mixture of 
retail, commercial, 
residential, and educational.  
 
There are 6 parking bays 
nearby in Phillimore Street; 
73 parking bays in No 19 
(Roundhouse) parking 
station, and 40 parking bays 
in No. 41 (Arthur’s Head) 
parking station. Many of 
those parking station bays 
are committed to long term 
tickets. Cliff Street has 
approximately 41 parking 
bays. 

11) Are there special 
circumstances outlined in 
the objection that warrant 
special consideration? 

In some cases short term or time 
limited permits can be considered. 
Such special circumstances need to 
be fully explained in writing with 
supporting documentation. This will 
be determined taking into account 
the individual need versus 
community needs. 

No.

12) Are there any 
conditions that should 
apply if a permit was to 
be issued? 

Conditions that should be considered 
include, but are not limited to: 
Non transferability of permits to 
future owners/occupiers,  
Vehicle-specific permits,  
Time, day or dates may be specified 
on the permits

The location in which the 
permit is to be valid may not 
be in the immediate vicinity. 
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13) If approved what fees 
are to be applied? 

The applicant may find that the 
purchase of a monthly parking permit 
or a private parking arrangement 
may be suitable alternatives to 
Residential Parking Permits. 
The fees applicable are stated in the 
Fees and Charges Schedule.

The application fee of $27.50 
has been paid in accordance 
with the Parking Local Law 
and the current Fees and 
Charges Schedule. No other 
fees apply. 

 
 

RISK AND OTHER IMPLICATIONS 

Financial 

There is substantial financial benefit to Ms Osmetti upon the granting of a residential 
parking permit in relation to saved costs of alternative parking. Granting the permit would 
consequently deprive the City of revenue for the fee-paying parking bay occupied, as the 
vicinity is fee-paying. 
 
Legal 

The City of Fremantle Parking Local Law 2006 applies. Clause 60(1)(b), (8) and (12) are 
particularly relevant (these relate to the two grounds upon which the application was 
declined). 
 
Operational 

Granting the permit will place additional stress upon vehicle parking in the West 
End/central business district. 
  
Organisational 

Council’s policy on the Environment, OP14, is relevant. 
 
Council’s policy entitled ‘Criteria to Apply When Considering Requests for Residential 
and Multi-purpose Parking Permits’ (this appears as the table under the heading 
‘Comment’ in this Item), is also relevant. 
 

CONCLUSION 

The objection should be declined. 
 
In taking up residence in or in close proximity to a growing city, persons should know or 
ought reasonably to know the general difficulties associated with the parking of vehicles 
in such a location. Further, in this instance, the parking restrictions are self-evident upon 
inspection of the streetscape. These matters should have been of high priority to Ms 
Osmetti prior to entering the lease, given the importance now stated by her of the need 
for close access to her vehicle to attend to her occupation as an ambulance officer. 
 
Vehicle parking in and surrounding the central business district is under continuing 
increase in pressure as Fremantle’s profile rises as a residential location and 
visitor/tourist destination. This residential complex is very close to Notre Dame 
University, a TAFE college, and Victoria Quay. 
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It is with consistency in mind that Council adopted a policy in July 2005 entitled ‘Criteria 
to apply when considering requests for Residential and Multi-purpose Parking Permits’. 
The policy appears under the heading ‘Comment’ in this Item. Having adopted this policy 
it is important for Council to make decisions consistent with it.  
 

STRATEGIC AND POLICY IMPLICATIONS 

Granting the permit will be contrary to the City vision and policies, given effect by the 
Parking Local Law, of reduction of motor cars in the central business district.  
 
Granting the permit will place additional stress upon vehicle parking in the West 
End/central business district. 
 

COMMUNITY ENGAGEMENT 

Nil 
 

VOTING AND OTHER SPECIAL REQUIREMENTS 

Simple Majority required. 
 

OFFICER'S RECOMMENDATION 

That the Strategic and General Services Committee, acting under delegated 
authority from Council, decline the application by Ms N Osmetti for the issue of 
one residential parking permit for unit 11, 1 Phillimore Street, Fremantle, for the 
reasons:  
 

1. That the application is inconsistent with the City of Fremantle Parking Local 
Law 2006, and Council’s policies, namely Council’s policy on the 
Environment, OP14; and ‘Criteria to Apply When Considering Requests for 
Residential and Multi-purpose Parking Permits’. 

 
2. That where these policies might not be known to a parking permit applicant, 

the difficulties associated with accommodating residents’ motor cars within 
the central business district of Fremantle city ought be readily apparent. 

 
 
  



  Agenda - Strategic and General Services Committee 
 11 January 2012 

 

Page 7 

 

REPORTS BY OFFICERS (COUNCIL DECISION) 

SGS1201-2 OUTDOOR DINING RENEWAL FEES - CONSIDERATION OF A 
DISCOUNT   

 
DataWorks Reference: 158/003 
Disclosure of Interest: Nil 
Meeting Date: SGS 11 January 2011 and Council 25 January 2011 
Previous Item: Nil 
Responsible Officer: Natalie Martin Goode, Manager Development Services 
Actioning Officer: Natalie Martin Goode, Manager Development Services 

and Alan Carmichael, Manager Finance & Administration 
Decision Making Authority: Council 
Agenda Attachments: Nil 
 
 

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

The outdoor dining license renewal fees for 2012 were issued in December 2011 
but contained an error in their calculation and businesses were subsequently 
advised that those notices have been cancelled and to ignore them. 
 
The reissue of the outdoor dining licenses in accordance with the 2011/2012 Fess 
& Charges Schedule are anticipated to result in budgeted revenue of 14% in 
excess of the 2010/2011 revenue due to increases in the gross rental value as 
determined by the Valuer General. This item is to seek Council's consideration of 
offering a 8.0% discount if the license is paid by 29 February 2012, which would 
effectively mean Council's budgeted revenue would be 5% greater than 2010/2011 
and in line with the revenue target that underpinned the 2011/2012 Budget. 
 

BACKGROUND 

The Fees and Charges for Outdoor Dinning Fees are contained in the 2011/2012 Fees & 
Charges Schedule on line references 1556 to 1564. The formula for calculating the 
Outdoor Dinning Fee is as follows: 
 
Outdoor Dinning Fee  = (C x D) – E  + $110 (where A÷B = C) 
 
A = Gross Rental Value (as determined by the Valuer Generals Office) 
B = total area of premises (m2) 
C = Dollars per m2 of premises 
D = Outdoor dining area (m2 ÷ 2) 
E = 75% discount (seasonal factors and contribution to Fremantle’s atmosphere) 
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COMMENT 

The error in the notices despatched related to the outdoor dining area component of the 
calculation not being divided by 2 as specified in the Fees & Charges Schedule. 
However, further review of the calculation also identified that the GRV used in the 
calculation had not been varied in line with changes that arose from the 1 July 2011 
triennial property revaluations. From the revaluations, the GRV's for commercial 
premises increased on average by 25%, though particular property variations can vary 
materially from the average. 
 
Modelling for 70 businesses receiving a renewal notice indicates there would be a 14% 
increase in revenue to be raised over 2010/2011. Note: The percentage increase for 
different businesses varies dependent on the movement of their GRV at 1 July 2011. 
 
Based on the above calculation, if a 8.0% discount was offered on payments received by 
29 February 2012, then the anticipated revenue if all businesses renewed would be 
equivalent to a 5% increase on 2010/2011 revenue and within the strategic parameters 
set for the fee increases in the 2011/2012 Budget. 
 

RISK AND OTHER IMPLICATIONS 

Financial 

Without the discount or some type of concession, revenue will be in excess of budget if 
all fees are paid. 
 
Legal 

The fee needs to be calculated in accordance with the formula in the Fees & Charges 
Schedule and because that will produce revenue in excess of budget, any concession to 
reduce the fee payable needs to be approved by an absolute majority of Council. 
 
Operational 

The possibility of significantly increased fees has created concern in the business 
community . 
  
Organisational 

Nil. 
 

CONCLUSION 

It is considered offering a discount for payment by a set date is the  most appropriate 
mechanism for Council to keep the revenue raised within the strategic budget 
parameters.  
 

STRATEGIC AND POLICY IMPLICATIONS 

Nil. 
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COMMUNITY ENGAGEMENT 

Nil. 
 

VOTING AND OTHER SPECIAL REQUIREMENTS 

Absolute Majority Required 
 

OFFICER'S RECOMMENDATION 

That an 8.0% discount be offered on the renewal of 2012 Outdoor Dining Fees if 
paid by close of business 29 February 2012. 
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SGS1201-3 CONCESSION REQUEST FROM LEEUWIN OCEAN ADVENTURE 
FOUNDATION LTD  

 
DataWorks Reference: 152/001 
Disclosure of Interest: Nil 
Meeting Date: 25th January 2012 
Previous Item: Nil 
Responsible Officer: Alan Carmichael, Manager Finance 
Actioning Officer: David Nicholson, Rates Coordinator 
Decision Making Authority: Council 
Agenda Attachments: Concession Request from Leeuwin Ocean Adventure 

Foundation Ltd 
 

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

In January 2010 Leeuwin Ocean Adventure Foundation Ltd (LOAF) leased 
approximately 475m of area in the Victoria Quay B Shed premises from the 
Fremantle Port Authority.  This area was rated effectively from the 1st December 
2010 which resulted in LOAF applying for rate exemption under section 6.26 of the 
Local Government Act 1995 on the basis that the property was utilised for 
charitable purposes. This application was declined as it was considered the 
activities conducted from the area were commercial in nature. An appeal on this 
decision was lodged with the State Administrative Tribunal (SAT) where a 
mediation conference was held. From this conference all parties agreed that 
instead of continuing with costly rate exemption adjudication, that LOAF would 
seek a rating concession from the City. This item is submitted for Council to 
consider such a concession under section 6.47 of the Local Government Act 1995. 
 

BACKGROUND 

The objects of Leeuwin Ocean Adventure Foundation Ltd (LOAF) are: 
 To promote the education of young men and women by the provision of an 

adventure sail training scheme utilising a traditional sailing ship. 
 To provide opportunities for young men and young women to develop qualities of 

leadership, independence, initiative and self discipline. 
 To assist young men and young women to develop good character and to foster a 

community spirit and to develop their responsibilities as junior citizens. 
 
To achieve these objectives LOAF manages and operates the Leeuwin sailing ship from 
premises in the Victoria Quay B Shed that was leased in January 2010 from the 
Fremantle Port Authority. 
 
The majority of the funding for LOAF comes from rendering of its services, which 
includes sale of gift vouchers and the hiring of the ship to the general public for charter 
and private functions such as birthday’s, weddings and Christmas parties.   
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In June 2011 rates were raised on these premises, effective 1st December 2010, which 
resulted in LOAF applying for rate exemption under section 6.26 of the Local 
Government Act 1995 on the basis that the property was utilised for charitable purposes.  
 
This application was declined as it was considered that the sale of gift vouchers and the 
hiring of the ship to the general public for charter and private functions were not 
charitable but more commercial in nature. 
 
This decision was appealed with the State Administrative Tribunal (SAT) where in a 
mediation conference of the 1st November 2011, it was agreed by all parties that instead 
of costly rate exemption adjudication via SAT, which the mediator indicated may have a 
chance of success, that a rate concession be sought from the City. 
 
Such concession has been requested (Refer Attached) with Mr G Mackenzie, Chief 
Executive Officer of the City meeting with the Chairman and Chief Executive Officer of 
LOAF to discuss their operations and likelihood of a concession approval. 
 
Whilst not making any commitment to a concession, Mr Mackenzie did agree to support 
the application but stressed to the LOAF representatives that the final decision would be 
that of Council. 
 

COMMENT 

Despite the unlikelihood of rate exemption being approved by SAT, it is considered that 
LOAF does warrant the City’s financial support as the uniqueness of the Leeuwin sailing 
ship being based in Fremantle would have strong community support and would promote 
locally, interstate and overseas the City and its nautical connection. 
 
Should this financial support not be forthcoming, then there may be a possibility that the 
Leeuwin sailing ship could be moved to another location or at worse LOAF may cease to 
trade due to the additional financial strain that the rating of their premises is having.  
 

RISK AND OTHER IMPLICATIONS 

Financial 

Approval of a rating concession would reduce the 2011-2012 rating income by 
$5,692.31.  
 
Legal 

If a concession is not forthcoming, the LOAF may pursue the rate exemption via SAT or 
other legal means. 
 
Operational 

Nil 
  
Organisational 

Nil 
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CONCLUSION 

That the City provide a concession on all annual and/or interim rates that may be levied 
on the Victoria Quay B Shed area that is leased by LOAF.  
 

STRATEGIC AND POLICY IMPLICATIONS 

Nil as this concession would be provided due to the uniqueness of the Leeuwin sailing 
ship and its community benefits.  
 

COMMUNITY ENGAGEMENT 

Nil 
 

VOTING AND OTHER SPECIAL REQUIREMENTS 

Absolute majority required. 
 

OFFICER'S RECOMMENDATION 

That the City approves a concession under section 6.47 of the Local Government 
Act 1995 commencing 1 December 2010 on all annual or interim rates levied on the 
area of Victoria Quay B Shed leased by Leeuwin Ocean Adventure Foundation Ltd.  
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CONFIDENTIAL MATTERS 

 
Nil 
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SUMMARY GUIDE TO CITIZEN PARTICIPATION AND CONSULTATION 

The Council adopted a Community Engagement Policy in December 2010 to give effect 
to its commitment to involving citizens in its decision-making processes. 
 
The City values community engagement and recognises the benefits that can flow to the 
quality of decision-making and the level of community satisfaction. 
 
Effective community engagement requires total clarity so that Elected Members, Council 
officers and citizens fully understand their respective rights and responsibilities as well as 
the limits of their involvement in relation to any decision to be made by the City. 
 

How consultative processes work at the City of Fremantle 

The City’s decision makers 1
.

The Council, comprised of Elected Members, 
makes policy, budgetary and key strategic 
decisions while the CEO, sometimes via on-
delegation to other City officers, makes 
operational decisions. 

Various participation opportunities 2
.

The City provides opportunities for participation in 
the decision-making process by citizens via 
itscouncil appointed working groups, its 
community precinct system, and targeted 
community engagement processes in relation to 
specific issues or decisions.  

Objective processes also used 3
.

The City also seeks to understand the needs and 
views of the community via scientific and objective 
processes such as its bi-ennial community survey. 

All decisions are made by Council or the CEO 4
.

These opportunities afforded to citizens to 
participate in the decision-making process do not 
include the capacity to make the decision. 
Decisions are ultimately always made by Council 
or the CEO (or his/her delegated nominee).  

Precinct focus is primarily local, but also city-
wide  

5
.

The community precinct system establishes units 
of geographic community of interest, but provides 
for input in relation to individual geographic areas 
as well as on city-wide issues. 

All input is of equal value 6
.

No source of advice or input is more valuable or 
given more weight by the decision-makers than 
any other. The relevance and rationality of the 
advice counts in influencing the views of decision-
makers.  

Decisions will not necessarily reflect the 
majority view received 

7
.

Local Government in WA is a representative 
democracy. Elected Members and the CEO are 
charged under the Local Government Act with the 
responsibility to make decisions based on fact 
and the merits of the issue without fear or favour 
and are accountable for their actions and 
decisions under law. Elected Members are 
accountable to the people via periodic elections. 
As it is a representative democracy, decisions 
may not be made in favour of the majority view 
expressed via consultative processes.  
Decisions must also be made in accordance with 
any statute that applies or within the parameters 
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How consultative processes work at the City of Fremantle 

of budgetary considerations. All consultations will 
clearly outline from the outset any constraints or 
limitations associated with the issue. 

Decisions made for the overall good of 
Fremantle 

8
.

The Local Government Act requires decision-
makers to make decisions in the interests of “the 
good government of the district”. This means that 
decision-makers must exercise their judgment 
about the best interests of Fremantle as a whole 
as well as about the interests of the immediately 
affected neighbourhood. This responsibility from 
time to time puts decision-makers at odds with 
the expressed views of citizens from the local 
neighbourhood who may understandably take a 
narrower view of considerations at hand.  

Diversity of view on most issues 9
.

The City is wary of claiming to speak for the 
‘community’ and wary of those who claim to do so. 
The City recognises how difficult it is to 
understand what such a diverse community with 
such a variety of stakeholders thinks about an 
issue. The City recognises that, on most 
significant issues, diverse views exist that need to 
be respected and taken into account by the 
decision-makers. 

City officers must be impartial 1
0
.

City officers are charged with the responsibility of 
being objective, non-political and unbiased. It is 
the responsibility of the management of the City to 
ensure that this is the case. It is also recognised 
that City officers can find themselves unfairly 
accused of bias or incompetence by protagonists 
on certain issues and in these cases it is the 
responsibility of the City’s management to defend 
those City officers. 

City officers must follow policy and  
procedures 

1
1
.

The City’s community engagement policy 
identifies nine principles that apply to all 
community engagement processes, including a 
commitment to be  clear, transparent, responsive , 
inclusive, accountable andtimely. City officers are 
responsible for ensuring that the policy and any 
other relevant procedure is fully complied with so 
that citizens are not deprived of their rights to be 
heard.  
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How consultative processes work at the City of Fremantle 

Community engagement processes have cut-
off dates that will be adhered to. 

1
2
.

As City officers have the responsibility to provide 
objective, professional advice to decision-makers, 
they are entitled to an appropriate period of time 
and resource base to undertake the analysis 
required and to prepare reports. As a 
consequence, community engagement processes 
need to have defined and rigorously observed cut-
off dates, after which date officers will not include 
‘late’ input in their analysis. In such 
circumstances, the existence of ‘late’ input will be 
made known to decision-makers. In most cases 
where community input is involved, the Council is 
the decision-maker and this affords community 
members the opportunity to make input after the 
cut-off date via personal representations to 
individual Elected Members and via presentations 
to Committee and Council Meetings.  

Citizens need to check for any changes to 
decision making arrangements made 

1
3
.

The City will take initial responsibility for making 
citizens aware of expected time-frames and 
decision making processes, including dates of 
Standing Committee and Council Meetings if 
relevant.  However, as these details can change, 
it is the citizens responsibility to check for any 
changes by visiting the City’s website, checking 
the Fremantle News in the Fremantle Gazette or 
inquiring at the Customer Service Centre by 
phone, email or in-person.   

Citizens are entitled to know how their input 
has been assessed 

1
4
.

In reporting to decision-makers, City officers will in 
all cases produce a community engagement 
outcomes report that summarises comment and 
recommends whether it should be taken on board, 
with reasons. 

Reasons for decisions must be transparent 1
5
.

Decision-makers must provide the reasons for 
their decisions. 

Decisions posted on the City’s website  1
6
.

Decisions of the City need to be transparent and 
easily accessed. For reasons of cost, citizens 
making input on an issue will not be individually 
notified of the outcome, but can access the 
decision at the City’s website under ‘community 
engagement’ or at the City Library or Service and 
Information  Centre. 
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Issues that Council May Treat as Confidential 
 
 
Section 5.23 of the new Local Government Act 1995, Meetings generally open to the 
public, states: 
 
1. Subject to subsection (2), the following are to be open to members of the public - 

a) all council meetings; and 
 
b) all meetings of any committee to which a local government power or duty has 

been delegated. 
 

2. If a meeting is being held by a council or by a committee referred to in subsection 
(1) (b), the council or committee may close to members of the public the meeting, or 
part of the meeting, if the meeting or the part of the meeting deals with any of the 
following: 

 
a) a matter affecting an employee or employees; 
 
b) the personal affairs of any person; 
 
c) a contract entered into, or which may be entered into, by the local government 

and which relates to a matter to be discussed at the meeting; 
 
d) legal advice obtained, or which may be obtained, by the local government and 

which relates to a matter to be discussed at the meeting; 
 
e) a matter that if disclosed, would reveal – 

i) a trade secret; 
ii) information that has a commercial value to a person; or 
iii) information about the business, professional, commercial or financial 

affairs of a person. 
Where the trade secret or information is held by, or is about, a person other 
than the local government. 
 

f) a matter that if disclosed, could be reasonably expected to - 
i) impair the effectiveness of any lawful method or procedure for preventing, 

detecting, investigating or dealing with any contravention or possible 
contravention of the law; 

ii) endanger the security of the local government’s property; or 
iii) prejudice the maintenance or enforcement of a lawful measure for 

protecting public safety. 
 

g) information which is the subject of a direction given under section 23 (Ia) of the 
Parliamentary Commissioner Act 1971; and 

 
h) such other matters as may be prescribed. 
 

3. A decision to close a meeting or part of a meeting and the reason for the decision 
are to be recorded in the minutes of the meeting. 


