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DISCLAIMER

No responsibility whatsoever is implied or accepted by the Shire of Shark Bay for any
act, omission or statement or intimation occurring during Council/Committee meetings
or during formal/informal conversations with Council members or staff.

The Shire of Shark Bay disclaims any liability for any loss whatsoever and howsoever
caused arising out of reliance by any person or legal entity on any such act, omission
or statement or intimation occurring during Council/Committee meetings or
discussions. Any person or legal entity who acts or fails to act in reliance upon any
statement, act or omission does so at that person’s or legal entity’s own risk.

In particular and without derogating in any way from the broad disclaimer above, in
any discussion regarding any planning application or application for a licence, any
statement or intimation of approval made by a member or officer of the Shire of Shark
Bay during the course of any meeting is not intended to be and is not to be taken as
notice of approval from the Shire of Shark Bay.

The Shire of Shark Bay advises that no action should be taken on any application or

item discussed at a Council meeting and should only rely on WRITTEN ADVICE
of the outcome and any conditions attaching to the decision made by the Shire of
Shark Bay.
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The minutes of the Ordinary meeting of the Shark Bay Shire Council held in the Council
Chamber at the Shark Bay Recreation Centre, Francis Street, Denham on 29 April 2026
commencing at 1.25 pm.
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DECLARATION OF OPENING

The President declared the meeting open at 1.25pm.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENT OF COUNTRY

| would like to acknowledge the Malgana People as the traditional custodians of the
land and sea in and around the Shire of Shark Bay.
| pay my respects to their Elders past, present and emerging.

RECORD OF ATTENDANCES / APOLOGIES / LEAVE OF ABSENCE GRANTED

ATTENDANCES

Cr P Stubberfield President

Cr M Smith Deputy President
Cr E Fenny

Cr A Johns

Cr G Ridgley

Cr L Bellottie

Cr C Cowell

Mr D Chapman Chief Executive Officer

Ms R Ironside Minutes Taker

APOLOGIES

There were no apologies for the March 2026 Ordinary Council meeting.
VISITORS

3 visitors in the gallery

RESPONSE TO PREVIOUS PUBLIC QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

Question from Mr Jens Mohr, 20 Spaven Way, Denham — In a previous Town
Common application by Cr Smith in regards to camels used in a commercial tourism
business, the Council approved his application but stressed that the actual
commercial activity cannot be conducted ON the allocated area. Why did the Council
change their mind and now allows the actual commercial activity to happen on the
Town Common?

Response — Item 4 from the Shire of Shark Bay Special Council Meeting held 13
January 2021 related to Council endorsing a letter of support to Department of
Planning, Lands, and Heritage to allow the walking of 4 tethered camels on
Unallocated Crown Land only and was not relative to any commercial activity within
the Shire Common boundary or Mr Smith’s licenced area.

A 5-year commercial licence had previously been approved by Council at the Ordinary
Council Meeting 26 February 2020 and approved by the Minister for Lands expiring 31
October 2027.
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PuBLIC QUESTION TIME
The President opened public question time at 1.26pm and as no questions were
forthcoming from the gallery the President closed public question time at 1.27 pm.

APPLICATIONS FOR LEAVE OF ABSENCE
There were no applications for leave of absence presented to the March 2026 Ordinary
Council meeting.

PETITIONS
There were no petitions presented to the March 2026 Ordinary Council meeting.

CONFIRMATION OF MINUTES

CONFIRMATION OF THE MINUTES OF THE ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING HELD ON 25
FEBRUARY 2026

Moved Cr Johns’
Seconded Cr Ridgley

Council Resolution
That the minutes of the Ordinary Council meeting held on 25 February 2026, as
circulated to all Councillors, be confirmed as a true and accurate record.

7/0 CARRIED
FOR: Cr’s Bellottie, Cowell, Fenny, Johns, Ridgley, Smith and Stubberfield
AGAINST: Nil
ABSENT: Nil

ANNOUNCEMENTS BY THE CHAIR
There were no announcements by the Chair to the March 2026 Ordinary Council
meeting.
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10.0 FINANCE REPORT

101

SCHEDULE OF ACCOUNTS PAID TO BE RECEIVED
CMO00017

Author
Finance Officer / Accounts Payable

Disclosure of any Interest
Nil

Moved Cr Ridgley
Seconded Cr Fenny

Council Resolution
That the cheques and electronic payments as per the attached schedules of
accounts for payment totalling $721,707.45 be accepted.

7/0 CARRIED
FOR: Cr’s Bellottie, Cowell, Fenny, Johns, Ridgley, Smith and Stubberfield
AGAINST: Nil
ABSENT: Nil
Comment

The schedules of accounts for payment covering -
Municipal fund BPay payment for the month of November 2025 totalling $945.10.

There are no Municipal fund credit card direct debits for the month of November 2025
totalling $0.00.

Municipal fund direct debits to Council for the month of November 2025 totalling
$38,586.47.

Municipal fund account electronic payment numbers MUNI 34588 to 34673 totalling
$518,485.83; and

Municipal fund account for November 2025 payroll totalling $163,690.05.

The schedule of accounts submitted to each member of Council on 19 March 2026
has been checked and are fully supported by vouchers and invoices. All vouchers and
invoices have been duly certified as to the receipt of goods and services and the cost
of goods and services received.

LEGAL IMPLICATIONS
Section 13.3 of the Local Government (Financial Management) Regulations 1996,
requires that a list of payments be presented to Council on a monthly basis.

PoLicY IMPLICATIONS
There are no policy implications associated with this item.
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FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS
The payments listed have been disbursed throughout the month.

STRATEGIC IMPLICATIONS
Outcome 1.2 To improve fiscal management practices and procedures and maximise
operating revenue and social capital.

RISK MANAGEMENT
These payments have been paid and are subject to internal checks and appraisals and
therefore are considered a low risk to council.

Voting Requirements
Simple Majority Required

Signature
Chief Executive Officer 9P Chapman
Date of Report 19 March 2026
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SHIRE OF SHARK BAY — MUNI
ELECTRONIC BPAY TRANSACTIONS

FEBRUARY 2026
NAME | DATE DESCRIPTION AMOUNT
BPAY | 02/02/2026 AWARE SUPER $ 188.98
BPAY | 02/02/2026 GESB $ 756.12
TOTAL | $ 945.10
SHIRE OF SHARK BAY — MUNI DIRECT DEBITS
FEBRUARY 2026
DD # DATE NAME DESCRIPTION AMOUNT
DD18751.1 03/02/2026 | SUPERLOOP LIMITED SUPERLOOP INTERNET CHARGES FOR 65 BROCKMAN -180.00
STREET AND 5 SPAVEN WAY - 17 JANUARY TO 16
FEBRUARY 2026
DD18751.1 03/02/2026 | SUPERLOOP LIMITED SUPERLOOP INTERNET CHARGES FOR -105.00
ADMINISTRATION OFFICE - 18 JANUARY TO 17
FEBRUARY 2026
DD18751.2 10/02/2026 | SUPERLOOP LIMITED SUPERLOOP  INTERNET CHARGES FOR 51 -90.00
DURLACHER STREET - 25 JANUARY TO 24 FEBRUARY
2026
DD18762.1 07/02/2026 | URL NETWORKS PTY LTD SHIRE OFFICES TELEPHONE CHARGES - JANUARY -84.63
2026
DD18763.1 20/02/2026 | VIVA ENERGY AUSTRALIA MONTHLY FUEL CARD ACCOUNT - JANUARY 2026 -100.36
DD18776.1 08/02/2026 | PLUM SUPER SUPERANNUATION CONTRIBUTIONS -255.32
DD18776.2 08/02/2026 | HOSTPLUS PTY LTD SUPERANNUATION CONTRIBUTIONS -903.81
DD18776.3 08/02/2026 | BRIGHTER SUPER SUPERANNUATION CONTRIBUTIONS -308.42
DD18776.4 08/02/2026 | RUSSELL SUPER SOLUTIONS SUPERANNUATION CONTRIBUTIONS -245.95
DD18776.5 08/02/2026 | AUSTRALIAN SUPER SUPERANNUATION CONTRIBUTIONS -2300.32
DD18776.6 08/02/2026 | COLONIAL FIRST STATE SUPERANNUATION CONTRIBUTIONS -310.37
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DD # DATE NAME DESCRIPTION AMOUNT

DD18776.7 08/02/2026 | AMP SUPER DIRECTIONS FUND SUPERANNUATION CONTRIBUTIONS -288.13

DD18776.8 08/02/2026 | HESTA SUPER FUND SUPERANNUATION CONTRIBUTIONS -346.15

DD18776.9 08/02/2026 | CBUS SUPER SUPERANNUATION CONTRIBUTIONS -497 .11

DD18781.1 13/02/2026 | WATER CORPORATION OSBORNE | INDEPENDENT LIVING UNITS - WATER USAGE AND -6654.77
PARK SERVICE CHARGES

DD18781.1 13/02/2026 | WATER CORPORATION OSBORNE | 65 BROCKMAN STREET - WATER USAGE AND SERVICE -157.47
PARK CHARGES

DD18781.5 16/02/2026 | WATER CORPORATION OSBORNE | 5 SPAVEN WAY - WATER USAGE AND SERVICE -867.40
PARK CHARGES

DD18781.5 16/02/2026 | WATER CORPORATION OSBORNE | 51 DURLACHER STREET - WATER USAGE AND -327.88
PARK SERVICE CHARGES

DD18781.5 16/02/2026 | WATER CORPORATION OSBORNE | 16A SUNTER PLACE — WATER USAGE AND SERVICE -277.65
PARK CHARGES

DD18781.5 16/02/2026 | WATER CORPORATION OSBORNE | 16B SUNTER PLACE — WATER USAGE AND SERVICE -304.78
PARK CHARGES

DD18781.5 16/02/2026 | WATER CORPORATION OSBORNE | 80 DURLACHER STREET - WATER USAGE AND -599.51
PARK SERVICE CHARGES

DD18781.2 18/02/2026 | WATER CORPORATION OSBORNE | COMMUNITY HUB - WATER USAGE AND SERVICE -84.15
PARK CHARGES

DD18781.2 18/02/2026 | WATER CORPORATION OSBORNE | DENHAM TOWN HALL - WATER USAGE AND SERVICE -1343.82
PARK CHARGES

DD18781.2 18/02/2026 | WATER CORPORATION OSBORNE | CHARLIE SAPPIE PARK - WATER USAGE -8.96
PARK

DD18781.2 18/02/2026 | WATER CORPORATION OSBORNE | ADMINISTRATION OFFICE - WATER USAGE AND -174.97
PARK SERVICE CHARGES

DD18781.2 18/02/2026 | WATER CORPORATION OSBORNE | COMMUNITY RESOURCE CENTRE - WATER USAGE -120.02
PARK AND SERVICE CHARGES

DD18781.2 18/02/2026 | WATER CORPORATION OSBORNE | FISH CLEANING FACILITIES - WATER USAGE -533.46
PARK

DD18781.2 18/02/2026 | WATER CORPORATION OSBORNE | FORESHORE SHOWER BEACH FACILITIES - WATER -51.20
PARK USAGE

Confirmed at the Ordinary Council meeting held on the 29 April 2026 — Signed by the President Cr Stubberfield 9
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DD # DATE NAME DESCRIPTION AMOUNT

DD18781.2 18/02/2026 | WATER CORPORATION OSBORNE | CEMETERY - WATER USAGE -268.07
PARK

DD18781.2 18/02/2026 | WATER CORPORATION OSBORNE | DISCOVERY CENTRE - WATER USAGE AND SERVICE -1406.44
PARK CHARGES

DD18781.2 18/02/2026 | WATER CORPORATION OSBORNE | FISH CLEANING FACILITIES - SERVICE CHARGES -74.06
PARK

DD18781.2 18/02/2026 | WATER CORPORATION OSBORNE | RECREATION CENTRE - WATER USAGE AND SERVICE -301.30
PARK CHARGES

DD18781.3 19/02/2026 | WATER CORPORATION OSBORNE | DEPOT - WATER USAGE -430.00
PARK

DD18781.3 19/02/2026 | WATER CORPORATION OSBORNE | PIONEER PARK — WATER USAGE -129.52
PARK

DD18781.3 19/02/2026 | WATER CORPORATION OSBORNE | EMERGENCY SERVICES BUILDING - WATER USAGE TO -48.74
PARK BE ONCHARGED TO SES AND ST JOHN AMBULANCE

DD18781.4 20/02/2026 | WATER CORPORATION OSBORNE | COMMUNITY STANDPIPE - SERVICE CHARGES -26.80
PARK JANUARY 2026

DD18798.1 22/02/2026 | PLUM SUPER SUPERANNUATION CONTRIBUTIONS -356.04

DD18798.2 22/02/2026 | HOSTPLUS PTY LTD SUPERANNUATION CONTRIBUTIONS -940.23

DD18798.3 22/02/2026 | BRIGHTER SUPER SUPERANNUATION CONTRIBUTIONS -308.42

DD18798.4 22/02/2026 | RUSSELL SUPER SOLUTIONS SUPERANNUATION CONTRIBUTIONS -135.86

DD18798.5 22/02/2026 | AUSTRALIAN SUPER SUPERANNUATION CONTRIBUTIONS -2533.23

DD18798.6 22/02/2026 | COLONIAL FIRST STATE SUPERANNUATION CONTRIBUTIONS -327.93

DD18798.7 22/02/2026 | AMP SUPER DIRECTIONS FUND SUPERANNUATION CONTRIBUTIONS -304.37

DD18798.8 22/02/2026 | HESTA SUPER FUND SUPERANNUATION CONTRIBUTIONS -346.15

DD18798.9 22/02/2026 | CBUS SUPER SUPERANNUATION CONTRIBUTIONS -349.54

DD18776.10 08/02/2026 | ONE SUPER SUPERANNUATION CONTRIBUTIONS -308.43

DD18776.11 08/02/2026 | CRUELTY FREE SUPERANNUATION SUPERANNUATION CONTRIBUTIONS -314.27

DD18776.12 08/02/2026 | EXPAND EXTRA SUPER SUPERANNUATION CONTRIBUTIONS -192.08

DD18776.13 08/02/2026 | MTAA SUPERANNUATION SUPERANNUATION CONTRIBUTIONS -556.85

DD18776.14 08/02/2026 | NATIONAL MUTUAL RETIREMENT FUND | SUPERANNUATION CONTRIBUTIONS -763.38
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DD # DATE NAME DESCRIPTION AMOUNT
DD18776.15 08/02/2026 | AWARE SUPER SUPERANNUATION CONTRIBUTIONS -4030.17
DD18776.16 08/02/2026 | FUTURE SUPER FUND SUPERANNUATION CONTRIBUTIONS -329.48
DD18776.17 08/02/2026 | EQUIP SUPER SUPERANNUATION CONTRIBUTIONS -191.13
DD18776.18 08/02/2026 | GESB SUPERANNUATION CONTRIBUTIONS -86.88
DD18798.10 22/02/2026 | ONE SUPER SUPERANNUATION CONTRIBUTIONS -308.42
DD18798.11 22/02/2026 | CRUELTY FREE SUPERANNUATION SUPERANNUATION CONTRIBUTIONS -314.27
DD18798.12 22/02/2026 | EXPAND EXTRA SUPER SUPERANNUATION CONTRIBUTIONS -145.23
DD18798.13 22/02/2026 | MTAA SUPERANNUATION SUPERANNUATION CONTRIBUTIONS -556.85
DD18798.14 22/02/2026 | NATIONAL MUTUAL RETIREMENT FUND | SUPERANNUATION CONTRIBUTIONS -763.38
DD18798.15 22/02/2026 | AWARE SUPER SUPERANNUATION CONTRIBUTIONS -3469.39
DD18798.16 22/02/2026 | FUTURE SUPER FUND SUPERANNUATION CONTRIBUTIONS -237.26
DD18798.17 22/02/2026 | EQUIP SUPER SUPERANNUATION CONTRIBUTIONS -160.73
DD18798.18 22/02/2026 | GESB SUPERANNUATION CONTRIBUTIONS -49.96
TOTAL 38,586.47
SHIRE OF SHARK BAY — MUNI EFT
FEBRUARY 2026
EFT #34588 — EFT #34673
EFT # DATE | NAME DESCRIPTION AMOUNT
EFT34588 | 02/02/2026 | CHILD SUPPORT AGENCY PAYROLL DEDUCTIONS -164.76
EFT34590 | 02/02/2026 | BOC LIMITED MONTHLY CONTAINER RENTAL - JANUARY 2026 -60.26
EFT34591 | 02/02/2026 | BOB WADDELL & ASSOCIATES CONTRACT RATES OFFICER CHARGES INCLUDING -1232.00
FINAL NOTICES
EFT34592 | 02/02/2026 | DALE GEOFFREY CHAPMAN REIMBURSEMENT FOR PURCHASE OF FOUR NEW -1719.00
TYRES AND WHEEL REALIGNMENT FOR CEO VEHICLE
(P222) PAID WITH PERSONAL CREDIT CARD
EFT34593 | 02/02/2026 | HORIZON POWER VACANT INDEPENDENT LIVING UNIT 14 - ELECTRICITY -35.97
CHARGES 30 DECEMBER 2025 TO 29 JANUARY 2026
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EFT # DATE | NAME DESCRIPTION AMOUNT
EFT34593 | 02/02/2026 | HORIZON POWER VACANT INDEPENDENT LIVING UNIT 19 - ELECTRICITY -35.97
CHARGES 30 DECEMBER 2025 TO 29 JANUARY 2026
EFT34593 | 02/02/2026 | HORIZON POWER VACANT INDEPENDENT LIVING UNIT 21 - ELECTRICITY -35.97
CHARGES 30 DECEMBER 2025 TO 29 JANUARY 2026
EFT34594 | 02/02/2026 | JASON SIGNMAKERS SUPPLY OF PUBLIC NOTICE SIGN INCLUDING PALLET -495 41
FOR TRANSPORT
EFT34595 | 02/02/2026 | MIDWEST COURIERS MONTHLY FREIGHT ACCOUNT - JANUARY 2026 - PART -47.62
ONCHARGEABLE TO MAINROADS
EFT34596 | 02/02/2026 | D.W CUNNINGHAM & S CUNNINGHAM T/A | MONTHLY HARDWARE ACCOUNT - DECEMBER 2025 -2239.02
SHARK BAY MARINE AND HARDWARE
EFT34597 | 02/02/2026 | OUTBACK COAST AUTOMOTIVES AND | REPAIR OF AIR CONDITIONING SYSTEM AND -3850.00
TOWING ALTERNATOR NOT CHARGING CORRECTLY
EFT34598 | 02/02/2026 | SHARK BAY CAFE CATERING FOR THANK A VOLUNTEER DAY 2025 -300.00
EFT34599 | 02/02/2026 | SHARK BAY SKIPS PTY LTD SUPPLY OF SKIP BIN HIRE FOR CAPITAL -264.00
REFURBISHMENT OF 65 BROCKMAN STREEET -
NOVEMBER 2025
EFT34600 | 02/02/2026 | ST JOHN AMBULANCE WA - SHARK BAY | REFILLS FOR FIRST AID KITS AT SHIRE OFFICE, TOWN 24450
SUB CENTRE HALL AND RECREATION CENTRE
EFT34601 | 02/02/2026 | TAMMEX PTY LTD DIGITAL NOTICE BOARD FOR LIBRARY AT SHIRE -5336.00
OFFICE - STATE LIBRARY GRANT
EFT34602 | 03/02/2026 | MIDWEST AUTO GROUP PURCHASE OF FORD RANGER 2026 DOUBLE CAB UTE -64124.24
FOR DEPOT
EFT34602 | 03/02/2026 | MIDWEST AUTO GROUP PURCHASE OF FORD RANGER 2026 DOUBLE CAB -34124.24
UTE, LESS TRADE IN OF FINANCE VEHICLE (P211)
EFT34602 | 03/02/2026 | MIDWEST AUTO GROUP PURCHASE OF FORD RANGER 2026 DOUBLE CAB 2012424
UTE, LESS TRADE IN OF COUNTRY SUPERVISOR
VEHICLE (P218)
EFT34602 | 03/02/2026 | MIDWEST AUTO GROUP PURCHASE OF FORD RANGER 2025 DOUBLE CAB 2212424
UTE, LESS TRADE IN OF RANGER VEHICLE (P220)
EFT34603 | 05/02/2026 | MONKEY  MIA  YACHT  CHARTERS | BOOKEASY OPERATOR PAYMENT JANUARY 2026 -1050.00

(ARISTOCAT)
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EFT # DATE | NAME DESCRIPTION AMOUNT
EFT34604 | 05/02/2026 | RAC TOURISM ASSETS P/L T/A MONKEY | BOOKEASY OPERATOR PAYMENT JANUARY 2026 -318.50
MIA DOLPHIN RESORT
EFT34605 | 05/02/2026 | SHARK BAY ECO TOURS BOOKEASY OPERATOR PAYMENT JANUARY 2026 -4664.62
EFT34606 | 05/02/2026 | SHARK BAY COASTAL TOURS BOOKEASY OPERATOR PAYMENT JANUARY 2026 -726.25
EFT34607 | 05/02/2026 | NATIONWEST AVIATION PTY LTD T/AS | BOOKEASY OPERATOR PAYMENT JANUARY 2026 -399.50
SHARK BAY SCENIC FLIGHTS
EFT34608 | 06/02/2026 | MICHELLE FANALI REIMBURSEMENT FOR Al BUSINESS PLATFORM -273.89
SUBSCRIPTION
EFT34609 | 06/02/2026 | AUSTRALIAN TAXATION OFFICE BAS -37315.00
EFT34610 | 09/02/2026 | DRILL AWAY PTY LTD T/AS THE BAY | FREIGHT - PICK UP AND DELIVERY OF GREEN AND -2750.00
ROADRUNNER YELLOW RUBBISH BINS FROM MASTEC IN JANDAKOT,
SHADE SAIL FROM BIBRA LAKE, GAZEBO FROM
OSBORNE PARK AND DELIVERY OF HINO CYLINDER
HEAD TO PEMCO IN GERALDTON
EFT34611 | 09/02/2026 | AUSTRALIA POST MONTHLY POSTAL SERVICE - JANUARY 2026 -73.92
EFT34612 | 09/02/2026 | BEAVIS & SMITH CLEANING & CHEMICALS | MONTHLY CLEANING ACCOUNT - JANUARY 2026 -22509.58
EFT34612 | 09/02/2026 | BEAVIS & SMITH CLEANING & CHEMICALS | VARIOUS CLEANING CONSUMABLES — JANUARY 2026 -627.35
EFT34613 | 09/02/2026 | D. A. CHRISTIE PTY LTD LARGE BARBECUE CABINET, THREE NEW ELECTRIC -17578.00
COOKTOPS WITH EASY DRAIN GREASE TRAPS,
INCLUDING FREIGHT - FORESHORE BARBECUE
FACILITIES
EFT34614 | 09/02/2026 | DEPARTMENT OF  INFRASTRUCTURE, | RETURN OF UNSPENT GRANT FUNDS RECEIVED DUE -9591.00
TRANSPORT, REGIONAL DEVELOPMENT, | TO CANCELLATION OF EVENT - BEATS IN THE BAY
COMMS, SPORT & ART 2025 - ROUND 18 FESTIVALS AUST 2024 / 2025
EFT34615 | 09/02/2026 | ELPA GROUP PTY LTD HOLIDAY PROGRAM DANCE WORKSHOPS INCLUDING -500.00
MATERIALS
EFT34616 | 09/02/2026 | SHARK BAY SUPERMARKET MONTHLY SUPERMARKET ACCOUNT - JANUARY 2026 -108.95
EFT34617 | 09/02/2026 | FAR WEST ELECTRICAL SUPPLY AND INSTALLATION OF BEDROOM -2248.40

AIRCONDITIONING UNIT, REMOVAL OF OLD UNIT,
LABOUR AND FREIGHT - 80 DURLACHER STREET
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EFT # DATE | NAME DESCRIPTION AMOUNT
EFT34618 | 09/02/2026 | REFUEL AUSTRALIA MONTHLY FUEL ACCOUNT - JANUARY 2026 -13531.41
EFT34619 | 09/02/2026 | THE TRUSTEE FOR THE TENZO TRUST | CROSSOVER REIMBURSEMENT - 29 HARTOG -1545.75
T/AS HARTOG COTTAGES CRESCENT
EFT34620 | 09/02/2026 | HORIZON POWER STREET LIGHTING - JANUARY 2026 -5127.81
EFT34621 | 09/02/2026 | TEAM GLOBAL EXPRESS PTY LTD MONTHLY FREIGHT ACCOUNT - OCTOBER 2025 AND -166.50
JANUARY 2026
EFT34622 | 09/02/2026 | MASTEC AUSTRALIA PTY LTD AFT THE | 240L GREEN RUBBISH BINS, GREEN LIDS, BLACK -2915.22
WRS TRUST WHEELS AND HINGE PINS FOR RESALE, 240L YELLOW
BINS TO REPLACE STREET BINS WHEN NEEDED
EFT34623 | 09/02/2026 | OFFICEWORKS LTD STATIONERY ORDER FEBRUARY 2026 FOR -433.35
ADMINISTRATION OFFICE, DEPOT AND COMMUNITY
DEVELOPMENT
EFT34624 | 09/02/2026 | PIOTR ZENNI CONSULTANT HEALTH OFFICER CHARGES - -1170.00
JANUARY 2026
EFT34625 | 09/02/2026 | WINC AUSTRALIA PTY LIMITED RICOH TONER CARTRIDGES BLACK AND CYAN FOR -484.00
RICOH IM C6000 PHOTOCOPIER AT ADMINISTRATION
OFFICE
EFT34626 | 09/02/2026 | SHARK BAY STATE EMERGENCY SERVICE | SUPPLY AND INSTALLATION OF AIR CONDITIONERS -7200.60
UNIT INC AT SES - LGGS SCHEME 2025 / 2026
EFT34627 | 09/02/2026 | SHARK BAY SKIPS PTY LTD MONTHLY SKIP BIN LIFTS FORESHORE JANUARY 2026 -1425.60
- ONCHARGEABLE TO DOT
EFT34627 | 09/02/2026 | SHARK BAY SKIPS PTY LTD MONTHLY SKIP BIN LIFTS USELESS LOOP / SHARK -4620.00
BAY ROADS JANUARY 2026 - ONCHARGEABLE TO
MAINROADS AND DBCA
EFT34628 | 09/02/2026 | SHARK BAY COMMUNITY RESOURCE | PRINTING OF CERTIFICATES AND DESSERTS FOR -272.00
CENTRE THANK A VOLUNTEER DAY 2025
EFT34629 | 09/02/2026 | SHARK BAY MARINE MAINTENANCE / REPAIRS TO BILGE SYSTEM ON -277.00
GALLA / VELSHEDA
EFT34629 | 09/02/2026 | SHARK BAY MARINE LABOUR — CLEANING OF SOLAR PAEL, BATTERIES -135.00

CHARGED AND REPLACED — GALLA / VELSHEDA

Confirmed at the Ordinary Council meeting held on the 29 April 2026 — Signed by the President Cr Stubberfield 14
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EFT # DATE | NAME DESCRIPTION AMOUNT

EFT34630 | 09/02/2026 | TRUCK CENTRE WA PTY LTD SCHEDULED SERVICING AND CALIBRATING OF -1817.86
CAMERA FOR NEW WINDSCREEN ON UD GW PRIME
MOVER (P221)

EFT34631 | 09/02/2026 | TOWN PLANNING INNOVATIONS GENERAL PLANNING SERVICES - JANUARY 2026 -816.75

EFT34632 | 09/02/2026 | WESTRAC EQUIPMENT PTY LTD VARIOUS PARTS FOR CATERPILLAR COMPACT -859.54
TRACK LOADER (P227)

EFT34633 | 09/02/2026 | SYNERGY BUSINESS SYSTEMS PTY LTD | THREADED RODS, WASHER  FLATS  AND -100.71

T/AS WEST COAST FASTENERS ACORN/DOME NUTS FOR FISH CLEANING FACILITY -

GRANT FUNDED

EFT34634 | 09/02/2026 | WURTH AUSTRALIA PTY LTD VARIOUS WORKSHOP CONSUMABLES INCLUDING -1189.96
FREIGHT

EFT34635 | 10/02/2026 | THEM EARTHMOVING PTY LTD SUPPLY PLANT AND LABOUR FOR MAINTENANCE -171465.58
GRADING OF USELESS LOOP ROAD FOR THE PERIOD
21 JANUARY TO 06 FEBRUARY 2026

EFT34636 | 12/02/2026 | DEPARTMENT OF LOCAL GOVERNMENT, | LEVY COLLECTION #3527, #3530 AND #3531 -293.25

INDUSTRY REGULATION AND SAFETY

EFT34637 | 12/02/2026 | SHIRE OF SHARK BAY - EFT BSL LEVY COMMISSION PERMIT #3527, #3530 AND ~15.00
#3531

EFT34638 | 13/02/2026 | AIYANA JOAN CHRISTI WRIGHT UTILITY ALLOWANCE - TEAM LEADER SBDC -1000.00

EFT34639 | 13/02/2026 | BOB WADDELL & ASSOCIATES CONTRACT RATES OFFICER CHARGES -572.00

EFT34640 | 13/02/2026 | CELLARBRATIONS DENHAM REFRESHMENTS FOR DEPOT STAFF BIRTHDAY -112.00
FUNCTION

EFT34641 | 13/02/2026 | DENHAM WA PTY LTD T/A IGA X-PRESS MONTHLY SUPERMARKET ACCOUNT - JANUARY 2026 -331.06

EFT34642 | 13/02/2026 | TEAM GLOBAL EXPRESS PTY LTD MONTHLY FREIGHT ACCOUNT - FEBRUARY 2026 -48.66

EFT34643 | 13/02/2026 | JAIMIE LEE BARTLETT REIMBURSEMENT FOR POLICE CHECK - PART TIME -64.90
CUSTOMER SERVICE OFFICER SBDC

EFT34644 | 13/02/2026 | WILLIAM BUCK AUDIT (WA) PTY LTD AUDIT FEE FOR THE GRANT AQUITTAL OF THE -2750.00

COMMUNITY HOUSING GRANTS PROGRAM - SOCIAL
HOUSING ECONOMIC RECOVERY PACKAGE FOR THE
SHIRE OF SHARK BAY FOR THE PERIOD 19
DECEMBER 2022 TO 30 JULY 2025

Confirmed at the Ordinary Council meeting held on the 29 April 2026 — Signed by the President Cr Stubberfield 15
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EFT # DATE | NAME DESCRIPTION AMOUNT
EFT34645 | 17/02/2026 | HAMELIN POOL CARAVAN PARK AND | BOOKEASY OPERATOR PAYMENT FEBRUARY 2026 -1062.50
TOURIST CENTRE
EFT34646 | 17/02/2026 | ISLAND LIFE ADVENTURES PTY LTD BOOKEASY OPERATOR PAYMENT FEBRUARY 2026 -2583.00
EFT34647 | 17/02/2026 | MONKEY  MIA  YACHT  CHARTERS | BOOKEASY OPERATOR PAYMENT FEBRUARY 2026 -113.75
(ARISTOCAT)
EFT34648 | 17/02/2026 | MONKEYMIA WILDSIGHTS BOOKEASY OPERATOR PAYMENT FEBRUARY 2026 -801.50
EFT34649 | 17/02/2026 | DENHAM NATURETIME -  4WD | BOOKEASY OPERATOR PAYMENT FEBRUARY 2026 -455.00
TOURS/PHOTOGRAPHY TOURS
EFT34650 | 17/02/2026 | SHARK BAY ECO TOURS BOOKEASY OPERATOR PAYMENT FEBRUARY 2026 -3679.37
EFT34651 | 17/02/2026 | DENHAM WA PTY LTD T/A SHARK BAY | BOOKEASY OPERATOR PAYMENT FEBRUARY 2026 -206.50
SEAFRONT APARTMENTS
EFT34652 | 17/02/2026 | TASMAN HOLIDAY PARKS - DENHAM | BOOKEASY OPERATOR PAYMENT FEBRUARY 2026 -90.63
SEASIDE
EFT34653 | 17/02/2026 | WULA GURA NYINDA ECO CULTURAL | BOOKEASY OPERATOR PAYMENT FEBRUARY 2026 ~1378.12
ADVENTURES
EFT34654 | 20/02/2026 | DRILL AWAY PTY LTD T/AS THE BAY | FREIGHT OF NEW BARBECUE FOR FORESHORE -990.00
ROADRUNNER FROM COPE TRANSPORT CANNING VALE TO
DENHAM
EFT34655 | 20/02/2026 | NAPA AUTO PARTS 20L P-ENVIRO C3 5W30 ENGINE OIL FOR CEO -235.96
VEHICLE (P222)
EFT34656 | 20/02/2026 | AUSCOINSWEST SBDC MERCHANDISE - SOUVENIR COINS INCLUDING -1137.40
FREIGHT
EFT34657 | 20/02/2026 | BOB WADDELL & ASSOCIATES CONTRACT RATES OFFICER CHARGES -176.00
EFT34658 | 20/02/2026 | BEAVIS & SMITH CLEANING & CHEMICALS | SUPPLY OF FACIAL TISSUES AND HAND TOWELS FOR -119.00
ADMINISTRATION OFFICE
EFT34659 | 20/02/2026 | DALE GEOFFREY CHAPMAN REIMBURSEMENT FOR PURCHASE OF AD BLUE FOR -60.50
CEO VEHICLE (P222) PAID WITH PERSONAL CREDIT
CARD
EFT34660 | 20/02/2026 | FRANK HERRMANN CROSSOVER REIMBURSEMENT - 3 CAPEWELL DRIVE -1058.40
EFT34661 | 20/02/2026 | FAR WEST ELECTRICAL ATTENDED TOWN OVAL PUMPING STATION -44550

FOLLOWING FAILURE OF THE MAINS CONNECTION

Confirmed at the Ordinary Council meeting held on the 29 April 2026 — Signed by the President Cr Stubberfield 16
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EFT # DATE | NAME DESCRIPTION AMOUNT
BOX AT THE OVERHEAD CONNECTION POINT.
SUPPLY AND REPLACEMENT OF THE POLE-TOP
MAINS CONNECTION BOX, REINSTATED THE
INCOMING MAINS CONNECTIONS AND COMPLETED
ALL REQUIRED TERMINATIONS
EFT34662 | 20/02/2026 | THINK WATER MID WEST VARIOUS RETIC PARTS AND SPRINKLERS FOR TOWN -764.00
PARKS
EFT34662 | 20/02/2026 | THINK WATER MID WEST VARIOUS RETIC PARTS FOR FORESHORE PARKS -451.85
EFT34662 | 20/02/2026 | THINK WATER MID WEST SUPPLY OF 2 ORBIT 1 OUTLET TAP TIMER BATTERY -156.86
FOR TOWN PARKS
EFT34663 | 20/02/2026 | HORIZON POWER SHIRE PROPERTIES ELECTRICITY CHARGES - -11591.57
JANUARY 2026
EFT34664 | 20/02/2026 | TEAM GLOBAL EXPRESS PTY LTD MONTHLY FREIGHT ACCOUNT - FEBRUARY 2026 -34.35
EFT34665 | 20/02/2026 | MCLEODS BARRISTERS AND SOLICITORS | LEGAL EXPENSES - ANNUAL AUDIT -192.50
EFT34666 | 20/02/2026 | PEST-A-KILL MICE MONITORING AND BAITING - VARIOUS SHIRE -495.00
PROPERTIES
EFT34667 | 20/02/2026 | XL2 NEW MONTHLY IT MANAGEMENT SERVICES AND -5894.25
LICENCES CONTRACT - MARCH 2025
EFT34668 | 20/02/2026 | PIETR JON STUBBERFIELD REIMBURSEMENT FOR ACCOMMODATION, MEALS -413.21
AND PARKING FEES DURING PERTH MEETINGS WITH
MINISTERS JARVIS AND BEAZLEY ON 04 FEBRUARY
2025 AND SHADOW MINISTERS LOVE AND WARR ON
05 FEBRUARY 2025
EFT34669 | 20/02/2026 | R & L COURIERS MONTHLY FREIGHT ACCOUNT - SEPTEMBER 2025 -61.88
EFT34670 | 20/02/2026 | LYONS ENTERPRISES-SHARK BAY CAR | MONTHLY CARHIRE FOR VISITING MEDICAL STAFF 1267.20
HIRE INCLUDING FUEL - DECEMBER 2025
EFT34670 | 20/02/2026 | LYONS ENTERPRISES-SHARK BAY CAR | MONTHLY CARHIRE FOR VISITING MEDICAL STAFF -1147.30
HIRE INCLUDING FUEL — JANUARY 2026
EFT34671 | 20/02/2026 | MOORE AUSTRALIA CONTRACT FINANCIAL SERVICES TASKS -2901.71
EFT34672 | 20/02/2026 | TELSTRA LIMITED SHIRE MOBILE TELEPHONE CHARGES - 16 JANUARY -305.04

TO 15 FEBRUARY 2026

Confirmed at the Ordinary Council meeting held on the 29 April 2026 — Signed by the President Cr Stubberfield 17




ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING MINUTES

25 MARCH 2026

EFT # DATE | NAME DESCRIPTION AMOUNT
EFT34672 | 20/02/2026 | TELSTRA LIMITED BUSH FIRE BRIGADE SATELLITE PHONES - 14 -122.07
JANUARY TO 13 FEBRUARY 2026
EFT34673 | 25/02/2026 | SHIRE OF SHARK BAY - EFT BSL COMMISSION -60.00
TOTAL | $  518,485.83
SHIRE OF SHARK BAY — MUNI
ELECTRONIC PAYROLL TRANSACTIONS
FEBRUARY 2026

DATE | NAME DESCRIPTION AMOUNT

09/02/2026 | PAYROLL EMPLOYEE NET PAY FOR FORTNIGHT ENDING 08 FEBRUARY 2026 $ 83,531.29

23/02/2026 | PAYROLL EMPLOYEE NET PAY FOR FORTNIGHT ENDING 22 FEBRUARY 2026 $ 80,158.76

TOTAL | $ 163,690.05

Confirmed at the Ordinary Council meeting held on the 29 April 2026 — Signed by the President Cr Stubberfield 18
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10.2 FINANCIAL REPORTS TO 28 FEBRUARY 2026
CMO00017

Author
Chief Executive Officer

Disclosure of Any Interest
Nil

Moved Cr Fenny
Seconded Cr Ridgely

Council Resolution
That the monthly financial report to 28 February 2026 as attached be received.

7/0 CARRIED
FOR: Cr’s Bellottie, Cowell, Fenny, Johns, Ridgley, Smith and Stubberfield
AGAINST: Nil
ABSENT: Nil
Comment

As per the requirements of Section 6.4 of the Local Government Act 1995 and
Regulation 34 of the Local Government Accounting (Financial Management)
Regulations 1996, the following monthly financial reports to 28 February 2026 are
attached.

VARIANCE ANALYSIS
Revenue from operating activities - Actual operating revenue as of 28 February
2026 was $731,385 greater than year to date budget.

Revenue from Fees and Charges was $390,958 greater than year to date budget,
primarily driven by rental income for Independent Living Units, refuse site fees, SBDC
merchandise and Main Roads WA Shark Bay Road income higher than year to date
budget.

Interest revenue on investments was $46,087 higher than year to date budget.

Revenue from Grants, Subsidies and Contributions was $208,320 higher than year to
date budget, primarily driven by Financial Assistance Grant funding and Useless Loop

Confirmed at the Ordinary Council meeting held on the 29 April 2026 — Signed by the President Cr Stubberfield 19
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Road Maintenance income being higher than year to date budget — this has been
addressed through the mid-year budget review.

Expenditure from operating activities - Actual operating expenditure as of 28
February 2026 is less than year to date budget by $1,040,712.

The operating expenditure variance is primarily due to less than year to date
expenditure in Materials and Contracts and is predominantly timing related, year to
date profiled as 8/12 of the annual budget.

LEGAL IMPLICATIONS
Section 34 of the Local Government (Financial Management) Regulations 1996,
requires a financial report to be submitted to Council monthly.

POLICY IMPLICATIONS
There are no policy implications associated with this item.

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS
The financial report shows that the finances of the Shire are in line with its adopted
budget.

STRATEGIC IMPLICATIONS
Outcome 7 - A transparent, resilient organisation demonstrating leadership and
governance.

Strategy 7.2 — Provide appropriate services to the community in a professional
and efficient manner.

Action 7.2.2 — Maintain accountability and financial responsibility in accordance
with Long Term Financial Plan.

RISK MANAGEMENT
The financial report reports on the current financial status, and this is currently viewed
as a low risk to Council.

Voting Requirements
Simple Majority Required

Signature
Chief Executive Officer 9P Chapman
Date of Report 16 March 2026

Confirmed at the Ordinary Council meeting held on the 29 April 2026 — Signed by the President Cr Stubberfield 20
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SHIRE OF SHARK BAY
MONTHLY FINANCIAL REPORT

{Containing the required statement of financial activity and statement of financial position)

For the period ended 28 February 2026

LOCAL GOVERNMENT ACT 1995
LOCAL GOVERNMENT (FINANCIAL MANAGEMENT) REGULATIONS 1996

TABLE OF CONTENTS

Statement of Financial Activity 2
Statement of Financial Position 3
Mote 1 Basis of Preparation 4
Mote 2 Met Current Assets Information 3
Mote 3 Explanation of Matenial Varances 6

Please refer to the comipilation report

Confirmed at the Ordinary Council meeting held on the 29 April 2026 — Signed by the President Cr Stubberfield 21



ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING MINUTES

SHIRE OF SHARK BAY
STATEMENT OF FINAMCLAL ACTIVITY
FOR THE PERIOD EMDED 28 FEBRUARY 2026

25 MARCH 2026

Adopted YTD
Budpget Budpget 1O Variance®  Variance®
Estimates  Estimates Actual $ %
Mote (a) i) (s fc) - (b]  {(c] - (bjNik)
[ ] L] ] %
OPERATING ACTIVITIES
Rewvenue from operating activities
General rates 20834892 20838082 2087067 3375 0.16%
Grants, subsidies. and contributions 2,038,796 1367308 1366128 208,320 15.34%
Fess and charges 1,872,795 1,248,288 1,639,246 300,858 31.32%
Irterest revenue 205414 176,920 223,007 45,087 26.05%
Oither revenue 170,833 113,712 178,553 54 B4 BY.02%
Profit on asset disposals 23,573 23573 41,377 17.804 75.53%
6462908 3013993 5743378 T231,385 14.50%
Expenditure from operating activities
Ermployee costs (2.893,110) (2,005,852) (1.B06.3535) 190,387 2047
Materials and contracts (3,108,251} (2,071.736) ([1.486.013) 85,722 28.27%
| Hility charges {220,083) {146,512) {140,604) 5008 4.03%
iation (6,539,881} (3.802938) [3.512.999) 179,837 4 8T%
Finance costs {100,843) (67,224) (E9,4:35) 1) [3.32%)
Irsurance {257 ,580) {267,560) {241,147) 16413 6.37T%
Oitheer expenditune (236,804) {157,928) {110,540) 47_3ER 30.01%
Loss on asset disposals (28,452 {10,904) (2,727} 8177 T4.00%
(12,485934) (B.410,732) (7.270,040) 1,040,712 12.37%
Mon cash amounts exduded from operating actwities 2c) 5544 500 3680267 3474349 {205,818 (5.60%)
Amount attributable to operating activities {478, 465) 283508  1.84988T 1566178 BRZ43%
INVESTING ACTIVITIES
Inflows from investing activities
Proceeds from capital grants. subsidies and contributions 1420424 852,920 23200 (7H010)  (75.85%)
Proceeds from disposal of assets 120,000 05,000 103,433 10,455 11.01%
1549424 1,047,920 23T 463 (710455  (67.90%)
Outflows from investing activities
Payments for property, plant and equipment (5,210,721} (3.477,980) (358,255) 2518725 T242%
Paymenis for construction of infrastruchure: (1,528,927} (1,017 952) |1?1gl 544 453 B2.96%
[6,737,648) (4.435932) JaE, 353 ATE 74.60%
Amount attributable to investing activities [3,188,224) [3.442.012) (T95.289) 24682723 TE.EE%
FIMANCING ACTIVITIES
Inflows from financing activities
Transfer from reserves 1,560,000 0 o 1] 0.00%
1,380,000 ] n 1] 0.00%
Outflows from financing activities
Repayment of bomowings {200,500) (B8, 184) {99, 194) 1] 0.00%
Transfer to resenves. 581,258) {B6,303) 1] 0.00%
{761, 728) 1195,9497) I%g} [1] 0.o0%
Mon-cash amownts excluded from financing activities 2id) 2,000,000 0 o 1] 0.00%
Amount attributable to financing activities 2798242 {195,987) {1835,9497) [1] 0.00%
MOVEMENT IN SURPLUS OR DEFICIT
Surplus or deficit at the start of the financial year 2ia) 2888448  2BGRA448 2871106 2 668 0.me%
Arnount attributable to operating activities (478, 400) 2835068 1.B49.68T 1.566.179 GoZ43%
Arnount attrivutable to investing activities (5,188,224} [3.448.012) (T25.289) 245272 TEA3%
Arnount attributabie to financing activises 2,798,242 {185,997) 185, 1] 0.00%:
Surplus or deficit after imposition of general rates i {492,053) 3729307 4. 721 560 BAT BE%
HKEY INFORMATION
Indicates a varance betmeen Year to Date (YTO) Budget and YTD Actual data outside the adopted materiality threshold.
Indicates a variance with a positive impact on the financial position.
Indicates a variance with a negative impact on the financial position.
Refer to Mote 3 for an explanation of the reasons for the vanance.
This statement is to be read in conpunction with e accompanying notes.
Please refer to the compilation report
Confirmed at the Ordinary Council meeting held on the 29 April 2026 — Signed by the President Cr Stubberfield 22
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ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING MINUTES

25 MARCH 2026

SHIRE OF SHARK BAY
STATEMENT OF FINANCIAL POSITION
FOR THE PERIOD ENDED 28 FEBRUARY 2026

Actual Actual as at
30 June 2025 28 February 2026
% $
CURRENT ASSETS
Cash and cash equivalents 10,585,004 11,709,008
Trade and other receivables 558,831 405,523
Imventories 135734 135,734
Contract assets 405,331 184 628
TOTAL CURRENT ASSETS 11,G85,800 12,444 805
HOMN-CURREMNT ASSETS
Trade and other receivables 11.720 11,720
Oither financial assets 38,810 39,810
Propery, plant and equipment 33,702,790 31,548,283
Infrastructure G9,741,338 67,448,705
TOTAL HON-CURRENT ASSETS 101,485,658 09,048,608
TOTAL ASSETS 113,181,558 111,483 503
CURRENT LIABILITIES
Trade and other payables 828735 200,314
Other liabilities 474,137 GO7T 348
Bomowings 200,500 104,306
Employee related provisions 181,312 181,312
TOTAL CURRENT LIABILITIES 1,684 634 1,379,281
NOMN-CURRENT LIABILITIES
Bomowings 2,352,005 2,352,005
Employes related provisions 36,862 36,862
TOTAL HON-CURRENT LIABILITIES 2,383 057 2,388 057
TOTAL LIABILITIES 4,073,841 3,708,238
MET ASSETS 109,117,817 107,725,265
EQUITY
Retained surplus 40,822,325 30,332,871
Reserve accounts 5,240,810 5437 413
Revaluation surplus 62,954,881 62,854 081
TOTAL EGUITY 109,117,917 107,725,265

This statement is to be read in conjunction with the accompanying notes.

Flease refer to the compilation report

Confirmed at the Ordinary Council meeting held on the 29 April 2026 — Signed by the President Cr Stubberfield
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25 MARCH 2026

SHIRE OF SHARK BAY
NOTES TO THE STATEMENT OF FINANCIAL ACTIVITY
FOR THE PERIOD ENDED 28 FEERUARY 2026

1 BASIS OF PREPARATION AND MATERIAL ACCOUNTING POLICIES

BASIS OF PREFARATION

This prescribed financial report has been prepared in accordance with
the Local Govermment Act 1335 and accompanying regulations.

Local Government Act 1335 regquirements

Secfion 6.4(2) of the Local Govemment Act 1995 read with the
Local Govenment (Financial Management) Requiations 1958,
prescribe that the financial report be prepared in accordance with the
Local Government Act 1955 and, to the extent that they are not
inconsistent with the Act, the Australian Accounting Standards. The
Ausiralian Accounting Standards (as they apply to local govemments
and not-for-profit entities) and Interpretations of the Australian
Accounting Standards Board were applied where no inconsistencies
exist.

The Loca! Govermment (Financial Management) Reguiafions 1556
specily that vested kand s a nighi-of-use asset to be measured at cost.
and 5 considered a Zero cost concessionary lease. All right-of-use
assets under zero cost concessionary keases are measured at zero
cost rather than at fair value, except for vested mprovements on
concessionary land leases such as roads, buldings or oher
infrastructure which continue to be reported at fair value, as opposed
to the vested land which is measured at zero cost. The measurement
of wested improvements at fair value is a departure from AASE 16
which would have required the Shire to measure any vested
improvements at zero cost.

Local Government (Financial Reguiations 1336,

Management)
regulation 34 prescribes contents of the financial report. Supplementary

infioerniation does not form part of the financial report.

Accounting policies which hawe been adopted in the preparation of
this financial report have been consistentty applied unless stated
otherwise. Except for cash flow and rate setting information, the
on historical costs, modified, where applicable, by the measurement
at far value of selected non-current assets, financial assets and
liabilities.

FREFARATION TIMING AND REVIEW
Cate prepared: All known transactions up to 06 March 2026

Please refer to the compilation report

THE LOCAL GOVERNMENT REPORTING ENTITY

Al funds: through which the Shire confrols resources to camy on its
functions have been included in the financial statements forming part
of this financial report

Al monies held in the Trust Fund are excluded from the financial
statements.

MATERIAL ACCOUNTING POLICES

Marterial accounting policies utilised in the preparation of these
statements are as described within the 2025-26 Annual Budget.
Please refer to the adopted budget docurnent fior details of these
poficies.

Critical accounting estimates and judgements

The preparation of a financial report in conformity with Australian
Accounting Standards requires manapgement to make judgements,
estimates and assumptions that effect the application of poficies

and reporied amounts of assets and Eabilities, ncome and expenses.

The estimates and associated assumpfions are based on historical
experience and various other factors befieved to be reasonable
under the crowmstances; the results of which form the basis of
making the judgements about camying values of assets and
liabilities that are not readily apparent from other sources.

Actual results may differ from these estimates.

As with all estimates, the use of different assumptions could lead to
material changes in the amounts reported in the financial report.

The fiollowing are estimates and assumptions that have a
significant risk of causing a matenal adjustment to the camying
amiounts: of assets and liabiities wathin the next financial year and
further information on thear nature and impact can be found in the
relewant nobe:
» Fair value measurement of assets camied at reportabls

walue incleding:

= Property. plant and equipment

= Infrastructure
= Impairment losses of non-financial assets
= Expected credit losses on financial assets
= Measurement of employee benefits

Confirmed at the Ordinary Council meeting held on the 29 April 2026 —
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SHIRE OF SHARK BAY
NOTES TO THE STATEMENT OF FINANCIAL ACTIVITY
FOR THE PERIOD ENDED 28 FEBRUARY 2026

2 NET CURREMNT ASSETS INFORMATION

Adopted
Budget Actual Actual
{3} Het current assets used in the Statement of Financial Activity Opening as at as at
Note 1 July 20235 30 June 2023 28 February 2026
Current assets ] ] H
Cash and cash equivalents 10,555,805 10,5085 00< 11,708,009
Trade and other receivables 776,148 F53.831 405 523
Inventories 120,918 135,734 135,734
Contract assefs 194 822 405,331 104,629
COther assets 50,245 0 a
11,888,243 11,885,800 12,444 B95
Less: current liabilities
Trade and other payables (719,192) (B23.735) {300.214)
Cither liabilities (554,138) (474,137) (GE7.349)
Bomowings {200,500) (200,500) {101,308)
Employee related prowisions (218.057) (181.312) {181.212)
{1,880,335) (1,684,684} {1.278,281)
Met current assets 10,008 558 10,011,218 11,085,614
Less: Total adjustments to net current assets 2{b) {7.140,110}) (7,140,110} (7.336,107)
Closing funding surplus | {deficit) 2 868 448 2.871.106 3,729,507
(B) Cuwrrent assets and liabilities excluded from budgeted deficiency
Adjustments to net current assets
Less: Reserve accounts (5,340,810} (5.340.610) (5437 413)
Less: Unspent loans (2,000,000} {2.000.000} (2.000.000)
Add: Cument liab#ities not expected to be cleared at the end of the year
- Camment portion of borrowings 200,500 200,500 101,308
Total adjustments to net current assets 2(a) (7,140,110} (7,140,110} {7.236.,107)
Adopted ¥TD
Budget Budget NTD
Estimates Estimates Actual
30 June 2026 28 February 2026 28 February 2026
] 5
ic) Hon-cash amounts excluded from operating activities
Adjustments to operating activities
Less: Profit on asset disposals (23,573) {23,573) (41.377)
Add: Loss on asset disposals 28452 10,904 2727
Add: Depreciation 5 538,881 3,892,934 3,512,099
Total non-cash amounts excluded from operating activities 3,944 560 3,680,267 3,474 349
(d) Hon-cash amounts excluded from financing activities
Adjustments to financing activities
Unspent loans 2,000,000 1] ]
Total non-cash amounts excluded from financing activities 2,000,000 1] 1]

CURRENT AND NOM-CURRENT CLASSIFICATION

In the determination of whether an asset or Eability s current or non-current,
consideration is given to the fime when each asset or liabifity is expected to
be settled. Unless cthenwise stated assets or liab@ities are classified as
cument if expected to be settled within the next 12 months, being the

Iocal govemments' operational cycle.

Pleaze refer to the compilation report 3
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SHIRE OF SHARK BAY
HOTES TO THE STATEMENT OF FINANCIAL ACTIVITY
FOR THE PERIOD ENDED 28 FEBRUARY 2026

3 EXPLANATION OF MATERIAL VARIANCES

The material variance thresholds are adopted annually by Councd as an indicator of whether the actual expenditure or
revenue varies from the year to date actual materialy.
The material varance adopted by Council for the 2025-26 year is 520,000 and 10.00% whichewer is the greater.

Description Var. § Var. %
e % =3
Revenue from operating activities
Grants, subsidies and contributions 208,320 15.34%
Financial assistance grant funding and Ussless Loop Road maintenance received higher than Tirni
¥TD budget - this has been addressed during the mid-year budget review. meg
Regional North LG, Regional Arts Venues, Out of School programs funding held as a contract Tirmi
liabdity untdl expenditure ccours. mng

Main Roads WA direct grant received higher than budget, grant recaived for digitial Borary

notice board - this has been addressed during the mid-year budget review. e
Fees and charges 390,958 3%
Rental for 4 » Independent Living Units, rent for Community Resource Centre, private works

and MRWA Monkey Mia Foad fees received are higher than budget - this has been addressed Permmanent
during the mid-year budget review.

Refuse remowal and site fees, SBDC merchandise, caravan park fees and MRWA Shark Bay Timing
Road YTD actual is higher than YTD budget.

Development applications and rental shop 4 YTD actual lower than YTD budget. Teming
Interest revenue 45,087 26.00%
Interest eamings on investments higher than budget - this has been addressed during the mid- P

year budget review.

Other revenue 64,841 ST02%
Insurance claim reimbursements and diesal fuel rebates higher than budget - this has been B
addressed during the mid-year budget review.

Expenditure from operating activities

Materials and contracts 85,713 282T%
YTD profiled as 8/12th of the annual budget. Tirming
Audit fees, computer icence fees, community events and festivals, domestic refuse collection,

regional arts venues, Dienham marina shipway haulage, fair value valuations, election

EXpEnses, emergency management consultant, out of school programs, independent living Teming
umits, maintenance fown strests, DHS reviews, website development YTD actual lower than

YTD budget.

Insurance claims, maintenance - Country Roads, MRWA Monkey Mia plant costs, private

warks, refuse site operations plant costs higher than budget - this has been addressed during Pemmanent
the mid-year budget review.

Other expenditure 47,388 300 %
Counc assistance program YTD actual lower than budget. Tirming
Emergency Management Consultant, SBDC consignment and crossovers YTD acheal higher B

than budget - this has been addressed during the mid-year budget review.

Inflows from investing activities

Proceeds from capital grants, subsidies and contributions {720,910} (T3.65%)
Maijor grants held as capital grant Eabdities unfil obligations are met. Timing

Outflows from investing activities
Payments for property, plant and equipment 2518,723 T2.42%
Muost buildings projects have not yet started. YTD budgets are profied as B/12th of the annual

budgst Teming
Expenditure on cne plant and equipment item that has no budget - this has been addressed E

during the mid-year budget review.

Payments for construction of infrastructure 844453 32.96%
Infrastructure projects not yet started. YTD budgets are profiled as 812th of the annual budgst. Timing
Expenditure on two infrastructure items that have no budget. Seawall and drainage

construction YTD actual higher than budget - this has been addressed during the mid-year Pemmanent
budget review.

Surplus or deficit after imposition of general rates 4,221,560 B57.95%
Due to variances descrived above.

Please refer to the compilation report
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BASIS OF PREPARATION - SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION

Supplementary information is presented for information purposes. The information does
not comply with the disclosure requirements of the Australian Accounting Standards.
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ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING MINUTES

25 MARCH 2026

SHIRE OF SHARK BAY
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION
FOR THE PERIOD ENDED 28 FEBRUARY 2026

1 KEY INFORMATION

Funding Furplus or Defcit Componsnts
Funding surplus / (deficit)
YTO hatl
Adopted Var §
Budget B“{:f'd "":r" e
opaning L2aTMm f28TM §28TM $0.00M
Closing $0.00 M (50,49 1) $373M $4.22 M
Fafer 1o Stalement of Francial Adiviy
Cash and cash equivalents Payables Receivables
SMTIM  woiioul $040M  wousmedog 022 M % Collecind
Unreatricted Cash Sa2v W ELEW Trade Fayabies 004 W Fater Feoslvabls 018 M 84.1%
Resarve Accounis G644 W 48 4% 0 to 30 Days BE.E% Trade Raoslvabis 22 M % Outslanding
Cwer 20 Days 14.2% Ower 30 Daye 13.1%
Cver B0 Daye 14.2% Crvar B0 Days 1.8%
Forfer o 3 - Cash and Financial Assels Reder o 0 - Parpabdes Fefer i 7 - Receivabies
Key Oparating Actlvitles
Amount attributable to operating activities
¥TD 1D —
Adopisd Budget Budget Bagkual Ul:l-;ﬂ

[£1] it
($0.48 M) S02EM  $185M $1.5TM
Fasfer o Stalement of Financial Actiiy

Rates Revenue Grants and Contributions Fees and Charges
YTD Ackual $210M % vsnsnce ¥TD Actual §15TM % Varlance ¥TD Actasl $164M * Wariancs
WTD Budget 2w X% ¥TD Eudget $1.38 M 16.5% YTO Budgedt $1.26 M 3%
Faker o 12 - Grands and Coninitutons Rafer io Etaermant of Finercial Aclvity

Ky Investing Activities

Amount attributable to investing activities
YT IO

Adopied Bodget ELIl:]n-ut A.u"t::d ia)

{$5.19 M) [§3.45 M) ([$0.80 M) $265M

Raler to Stalement of Financial Actiity

Var. 3

Proceeds on sale Asset Acquisition Capital Grants
YTD Actual $A1M % YTO Actual £04TM W Spent T Actual 023M 4 il
Adopied Budget WAZE E1%) Adopisd Badget #1635 M (BB B%) Sdopted Budget 185 M [83.8%])
Feafer o 6 - Disposal of Asssis Rufer io 5 - Capial Aoqusiions Rieder iz 5 - Capitsl Aoguislion
KEy Financing Activitles

Amount attributable to financing activities
YT IO

War. §
Adopéed Budget Budget Aatual

i)
$2.80 M ($0.20 M} ($0.20 M) $0.00 M

Borrowings Reserves
Primoipal
repaymends ($0.10 M) Recarves balanos  §5.44 M
Intarsct sxpancs (e S rd ] Hat Wovsment 00M
Prinoipal dus aEw
Fafer fo 10 - Borrowings Fefer 1o 4 - Cash Reserves

This Information 15 to be r2ad In conjuncion with (e accompanying Financial Statements and notes.

Please refer to the compilation report 2
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25 MARCH 2026

SHIRE OF SHARK BAY
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION
FOR THE PERIOD ENDED 28 FEBRUARY 2026

2 HEY INFORMATION - GRAPHICAL

CFERATING ACTIVITIES

WERATING REVEHUE FERATING EXPENZESR
[—— Actzsl Baciget Opw raing Cxpe ruel - 7T0 A
gt S0 —— b TR - e Patual 04 kgt W0 —— ks IR e - bk MUIE
L M - Ll
gz g
z Fu
E 4 a
L a4
4 4 4
1 F
a — T —T—T — T — T o —T — T T T T T — T
il Awmg Sep Oci How Dar lan Fsb B Apr May fun Jul Mg Sep Oct Mow Dwc lnn Fein Mar Ape Bwy Jus
The sharp imcresss in the actual operating =ypenses for January
2025, k5 due 1o deprecihlion sxpense mof previoushy changed in
e Mireamicial yesar.
INVEETING ACTIVITIES
CAPITAL REVEMUE CAFITAL EXPEMEES
Busdpes Cupial Farvarass < doranl Budpen Tyl [seras < Anal
et Nt —— - vrma s dalud bl - Bl DU 06 sl S0 BUSDR rmrro Al IS
i i
z E
5
Jul Bag Sem Oct How Dme lan Fab Bar Sy ay bon
FINANCING ACTIVITIER
ECRADWINGE REEZERVESR
Thoimarsds &
Principal Repayments -] LO00 L0000 3000 4000
- jos) R P iy o 1y S
i e ey i B e e I
e v o snm e e Wl iy Lmse i
oo e E
WAcduel EBudeet e e E
Principal Outstanding )
180 Frymiae Ul Msiolem e e H
L
E 100 e T L I %
= nsa Hhmary Ha =0y = I
Ed noa e bl ——— I
WAchl Wb [ iy Aniames [ Clewing Falarce

Clecing funding curplss | [defiol)

— e B carees M-S i N 4

This irformation s o be read in conjunclion with the sccompanying Firendal Salements and Noies.

Please refer to the comipilation report
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SHIRE OF SHARK BAY
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION
FOR THE PERIOD ENDED 28 FEBRUARY 2026

3 CASH AND FINANCIAL ASSETS AT AMORTISED COST

Ragervs Inferest Maturity
Descripticn Classificalion Unrsafmicisd  Accounts: Tn‘Inl Imattution Rats Dafe
I

Muricipal Furd Banik 35 and cRsn SqUVARTS 2,085,661 0 2095651 CBEA Varable Mot applicaois

Telenst Saver - 6555 Cash and cash equUivalems 1,300,854 0 1,300,854 CEA Variable Mot applicadle
SHERP Tekenet Saver - 6571 35 and cash SqUVARTS 87730 o &7.730 CBEA Varable ot applcabis
Muricipal Term Deposit - 6547 Cash and cash equivalens 24 B&1 0 24 631 CEA Varlable Mot applicadle
Reserve Telnet Saver- 5555 Cash and cash eqUVaems 6204 2307452 2,308,666 CBEA Varable Mot applicaois
Reserve Sank Account- £520  Cash and cash equivalems 164 0 164 CEA Variable Mot applicadle
Resenve Bank Account- 6547 35 and cash eqUVAIETIS a 83,396 83,395 CBEA Varable Mot applicanis
Reserve Sank Account- £557  Cash and cash equivaleTis a 1,051,555 1,051,555 CEA Variable Mot applicadle
Cash Fcat 35 and cRsn SqUVARTS =] o 900 Cashion hand Mot apoicabie Mot applicanis
CEA Term Deposit - 7105 ©3sh and cash equivaleTis 2067535 2,000,000 4,067,535 CEA Varable Mot avaladie
Muri Bank Dieposit - 6556 35 and cRsn SqUVESTS BE7 667 o 57,667 CBEA Varable Mot applcabis
Total BITI,5% 5437413 11,703,003
{'.EI'I'HI'IHI‘“
Cash and cash equivalents 6,271,536 5437413 11,705,009

6,271,556 5437413 11,703,003
KEY IMFORMATION
Cash and cash equivalents Include cash on hiand, cash al bank, deposiis avallable on demand with banks and other short term highly liguid Imvesiments

with orlginal maturites of three morthe or ess that are readly convestible to known amounts of cash and which are subject to an Insignficant risk of

changes In value.
Bank overdrans are repoiied a8 shoit 1emn borowings i cument Iadiltes In he siatement of net cumant 3ss:s.

The local govemment classfles financial 355245 at amortisad cost I both of the following ertra ane met
- the assat |5 held within 3 business model whose ofjactve |s 1o collet the contractual cashfiows, and
- the confractusi tems ghia rise 1 c35h Niows that are soiely paymeants of principal and Intzrest.

Finangial assats al amortised cosl held with registered inanclal InsTiutions are lIsed In is nole oiher Inancial assets &l amorised Cost are provided
In Node & - Omer assels.

Please refer to the compilation report
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SHIRE OF SHARK BAY
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION
FOR THE PERIOD EMDED 28 FEBRUARY 2026

4 RESERVE ACCOUNTS

Budget Actual
Transfers Transfers Transfers Transfers

Opening Closing Opening Closing

Reserve account name Balance In (+} Ouwt(-) Balancs Balance In [+} Out (-}  Balance
5 g g 5 L] $ L] %

Reserve accounts restricted by legislation
Monkey Mia Bore reserve 14,0 15,000 0 Zopoe 14,000 1] ] 14,000
Reserve accounts restricted by Council
Leave resere 211,638 8772 0 218410 211,638 3,850 ] 215468
Flant replacement resense TiaE18 22833 0 TAG455 Ti3618 iz2am ] 726500
Infrastructure reserve 3546044 439,217 (1,500,000) 2.535.361 3545044 B44am 0 3610408
Pensioner Unit Maintenance reserve 20847 7070  (60.000) 18ED01T7 20647 4,018 0 24953
Recreation Facdiies Lipgrade resenve afr2en 18.473 0 oesre2 o77.280 10,483 0  58rre2
Monkey Mia Jetty reserve 23,680 Tar 0 24747 23,060 435 0 24418
Share Fire Systermn resens 32,084 1,023 0 33117 32,084 A3 1] 2 aT

240610 361258 (1.560.000) 4341868 3240610 S6E0 0 SAITA3

Flease refer to the compilation report
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SHIRE OF SHARK BAY INWESTING ACTIVITIES
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION
FOR THE PERIOD ENDED 28 FEBRUARY 2026

5 CAPITAL ACQUISITIONS

Adopted
Capital acquisitions Budpgst ¥TD Budget YTD Actual  YTD Variance
5 3 3 3

Buildings 4484721 2,980,544 615,725 (2,384,918)
Fumiture & Office Equip. 40,000 24,864 [1] (26,064)
Plant . Equip. & Vehicles G73,000 450,572 343,530 (107,142}
Heritage Assets 30,000 20,000 0 {20,000}
Acquisition of property, plant and equipment 5210721 3,477,980 999,235 {2,518,723)
Roads (Mon Town) £35,300 424,204 o (424,208}
Footpaths 80,000 40,000 ] {40,000}
Dirainage/Culverts 50,000 33,3348 58,00 24 G64
Town Sirests 475,582 317,050 o (317,0568)
Public Facilties 305,036 203,352 115,420 (37.,853)
Acquisition of infrastructure 1,526,927 1,017,952 173,499 {844,453
Total capital acquisitions 6,737,648 4,495.932 1132734 3,363,178)
Capital Acquisitions Funded By:
Capital grants and contributicns 1420 424 952,220 23200 {720,910}
Other (disposals & CFwd) 120,000 25,000 105,455 10,455
Resemne accounts

Infrastructure resemre 1.500,000 o o 0

FPensioner Unit Mantenance reseme 30,000 a i) a
Contribution - cperations 3,628,224 3448012 TB5,288 [2.652,723)
Capital funding total 6,737,648 4495932 1,132,754 {3.363,178)

KEY INFORMATION
Initial recognition
An itern of property. plant and equipment or infrastructure that qualifies for recognition as an asset is measured at its cost.

Upon initial recognition, cost is determined as the amount paid (or other consideration given) to acguire the assets, plus
costs incidental to the acquisition. The cost of non-cument assets constructed by the Shire includes the cost of all materials
used in construction, direct labour on the project and an appropriate proportion of variable and fxed overheads. For assefs
acquired at zero cost or stherwise significantly less than fair value, cost is determined as fair value at the date of acquisition.

Assets for which the fair value as at the date of acquisition is under $5.000 are not recognised as an asset in accordance
with Local Govermment (Financial Management) Regulation 17A(J). These assets are expensed immediately.

Where multiple individual bow value assets are purchased together as part of a larger asset or collectively forming a larger
asset exceeding the threshold, the individual assets are recognised as one asset and capitalised.

Individual assets that are land, buldings and infrastructure acquired between scheduled revaluation dates of the asset class
in accordance with the Shire’s revaluation policy, are recognised at cost and disclosed as being at reportable value.

Measurement after recognition

Plant and equipment including fumiture and equipment and right-of-use assets [other than vested improvements) are measurad
using the cost model as required under Local Government [Financial Management] Regulafion 174(2). Asssts held under

the cost model are camed at cost less accumulated depreciation and any impairment losses being their reportable valus.

Reportable Value

In accordance with Local Government (Fingncizl Management) Reguiabion 17A(2), the carrying amount of non-financial assets
that are land and baildings classified as property, plant and equipment. investment properies, nfrastructure or vested
improvements that the bocal govemment controls.

Reportable value is for the purpose of Local Govemment (Financial Management) Regulation 17A(4) s the fair value of the
asset at its last valuation date minus (o the extent applicable) the accumulated depreciation and any accumulated impaiment
lzsses i respect of the non-financial asset subsequent to its last valuation date.

Pleaze refer to the compilation report
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SUPPLEMENT ARY INFORMATION
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5 CAPITAL ACQUISITIONS (CONTINUED) - DETAILED

dl o= -
dl 2o
d A0 FPerreniage Year by Dole Achesl o Annuol Budget expenciume: whene the
dl s expendiure over budget Righiighted In red
‘ B
il oo
il ver DD _
Adopied
Cumrent  WearioDubs Yearto Date ‘Wariarss
At Do phicn Busigst Busigst Aaokual {UnderiCvar
Capital Expend fure
EBralidings
25104TTS BHERP - Community Housing Project 1z B 144 M2 e
5304736 Sport and Rsoreaion Bulldings Capiisl Wiorks 25T 000 178,000 115238 58,762
9128000 Capitsl Works St Housing S,000 Ir.em 49554 12,04
DEI04TE0 T Housing Capitsl Works 00,000 BeBs4 a ==0h
0=102E10 Capital Wiaorks - Exsential W oreesr Accomrodation 3,735,000 450,000 3381651 2,155,839}
L2 Mnimal Shefer - Capial 40,000 et == a (26,5654
2510ETES Indeperdent Living Unis Captal Works: =000 0,000 a (40,000}
pssE3 Refuse Ste Shop Fioor 15,000 10,000 (] (10,000}
IEOLET AEOC Lighting Upgrade: =000 33,335 o 33,335}
IE00S003 AEOC Eneegy EMcency Assessment 20000 13,335 (] (13,335)
Eulidings Total 4,884.7H Z.BE0,Ba EIETIE  [2a8416)
Fumitur & {ice Equip
DEEIEETE Ofice Fumibure & Equipment 31,000 30,000 a (20,000}
5305506 Eymnasiam Equipment 10,000 E/654 1] [BEEE)
Furniffure & Offios Equip. Total 440,500 -t L] 29, 5a4)
Plart , Squip. & \Yenkces
DEan53E8 ASORIN Vehicke Repiacement 000 3,335 58,295 24,555
MDOTED Mortany Fridge Unk - Capitsl 7,000 4584 (] 4584)
35405250 Digital TV Upgrade 100,000 52,554 o (B8 554 )
35008 BEDC Arcondifoner Uipgrade 28,000 18654 a [ l:0=- 4]
35008003 BEDC Eolyr mverers 15,000 10,000 0 (10,000}
45155730 Elecionic Foad Closed Sign - Ussiess Loop Road 30,000 20,000 (] {(20,000)
45547 yor Plant e - Caphal 000 13,335 4375 BaE1)
4505424 ‘ialer Tanker i, 000 105,554 a {108 5540
4EMESE Fangen Yerice 2000 1,735 £7.371 18,035
4515516 [Dual Gl e - Coniry &2 000 41,335 585,355 L
L o 1] Fnad Seesner | Tow Adong Broom |- Couniry Rosds 0,000 53,335 B5. 465 13,123
4525519 ek Tk o 1] 40424 40,434
45534 FORD RAMGER UTE - EXTRA VEHICLE PURCHASE &2 000 41,335 58,295 16,953
Flant , Equip. & Vahiokse Total e, AB0.ETZ LB {107,143}
Fartage Aszes
:H 3505152 Herfage Sinbies Refurbishrment 000 20000 a (20,000}
Hesftags Accats Total 30,500 20,000 [ (20,000}
Fmncs (Bbon Tosn
:H 45165570 Fegioml Roads Group - FRG 536,308 A, 08 o 2 208y
Roade (Hon Town| Tokal B0 &34 B0E L] 24 a8y
Footpaline
:H 45145250 Tiowwn Fooipaths - Duml Use Fath Consirucion 1,000 40,000 1] (40,000}
Footpethe Tokal 1,500 80,000 L] (44,200)
Town Erests
:H 45155550 Fnads Ta Recovery - R2R £TE 550 TS o (317 [EE)
Town Sinests Total AT6EED F1T,DEE [ T sE)
Prubdc Faciiies
L ey | Bemwal Upgrade - Capdsl Wors M1 036 13,320 T2477 =117
DEE0ET40 Communiy Precinc Place=making Caplial 21,000 13335 a 113,338}
HHM0SsE0 FRefuse Ste Fence | EXmEnsion ) 145,000 9E654 1] 1= 1= =4
HHossE Refuse St Sumding 15,000 10,000 a (10,000}
M3 Cemeteny Upomds 10000 S5 a =0
el 1w Foresihore Pubiic Fadifes Ungradesimprovemants 15,000 10,000 a (10,000}
305511 Town Creal and Recreation ReticulatonResuriacing 000 20000 a (20,000}
353pEsEE Farts & Gandens Capiail Exp 20,000 13,335 (] (13,237}
4510472 Usedess Loop Fid - Wasts Fence 10,000 E554 o 5L
45155725 Temporary Fencing - Capitsl 10,000 B4 (] [6554)
4515319 Refuse Ste Fuel Tank and Bowser iojoon E654 ‘5238 3,154
L Fish Cisaning Faclily - Rec Fizh West Grant EXP [ 1] 15456 1545
L e Foresihore B0 Repboement o 1] 13,658 13,5598
il  Fubiio Faclites Total 05038 2EEEF 196488 (BT 254}
Drainape Cubverts
il 4510527S CrairageSump Consracion 000 3,335 8,000 24,854
wil. DrInageCuberts Total 50,000 AN EE.000 24,884
il Grand Totl 8,737,648 48505 12278 [2282980)

Please refer to the compilation report
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SHIRE OF SHARK BAY
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION
FOR THE PERIOD ENDED 28 FEBRUARY 2026

6 DISPOSAL OF ASSETS

OPERATING ACTIVITIES

Budget Y¥TD Actual
Asset Net Book Het Book
Ref. Asset description Value Proceeds Profit {Loss) Value  Proceeds Profit {Loss)
3 3 3 3 ¥ 3 3
Plant and equipmeant
Water Tanker 32,548 20,000 0 {12.548) ] 1] 0 ]
MJ211  Admin Vehicle 9,605 25,000 15,305 0 30,000 27273 1] (2.727)
M220  Dual Cab Ute- Ranger .82 35,000 B.17E 0 204488 40,000 18,532 0
MJV218  Dual Cab Lite - Counfry 45,004 35,000 D {10,904) 16,337 38,182 21,845 ]
Commamity Bus 10,000 5,000 D (5.000) 1] 1] 0 1]
124,879 120,000 23,573 (28432) 6E.BOS 105,455 41377 [2.7121m
140
w 120
% w0
2 =0
IlE &0
a0
20
a
Froceeds on Szl
Buciert W Actual YT
Flease refer to the compilation report
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SHIRE OF SHARK BAY
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION

FOR THE PERIOD ENDED 28 FEBRUARY 2026

8 OTHER CURRENT ASSETS

M s A

I Total other current assets

Opening
Balance
1 July 2025
3

25 MARCH 2026

OPERATING ACTIVITIES

13574
40534

541,063

Amounts shown above include GST (where applicable)

KEY INFORMATION
Inventary

Inventories are measured at the lower of cost and net realisable valus
Net realisable value is the esiimated seling price in the ordinary course of business less the estimated costs of
completion and the estmated costs necsssary o make the sale.

Contract assets

A cortract asset s the right to consideration in exchange for goods or services the enfity has transfered o a
customer when that nght s concifioned on something cther than the passage of tme.

Please refer to the compilation report

KEY INFORMATION

OPERATING ACTIVITIES

150 Rates Reosivable
E 02423
i zoo o il 302326
130
100
Ir o
Um T T T T T T T T T T T 1
Jul Auz Sep Oct Now Dec Jan Fed Mar Apr May Jun
30 Days &0 Days S0+ Days Tofal
¥ ¥ ¥ %
Ea42 1,271 3827 106 647
BE.3% 1.2% 3E%
106,647
60,644
51,039
218,330

Trage and other recelvables Incude amounts due from ralEpaysrs for unpald rates and service changes and other amounts dug
from Mird panies for goods s0id and sarvices parmommed In the ondinary course of business.

Trage recaivablas are recognised at onginal involce amount |ess any allvwances for uncolizctable amounts (Le. Impairment).
The camying amownt of net frade recalvabies | aquivalent to falr value a5 It is due for setiement within 30 0ays.

Classification and subsaquent measuremant
Receivables which are genarally dus for satiement within 30 days except rates recalvabies which ane expectad to be collected
within 12 months are ciassifed as current assats. AN other recelvables such a5, defemed pensioner rales recelvable afer the

&nd of the reparting penod are classfisd 35 non-cument 355815,

Trade and other recelvables are held with the objective o collect the contractual cashfiows and therefone the Shire measures
mem subsaquently at amonised cost wsing the effective Interest rate method.

Accounts Receivable [non-rates)

Credit
= Current
= 30 Days
u D Dayz
= 504 Days

Please refer to the compilation report
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8 OTHER CURRENT ASSETS

Other curment assets

Inventory
Sitock on hand

Contract assets
Confract asssis
Total other current assets

25 MARCH 2026

OPERATING ACTIVITIES

Opening Asset Asset Closing
Balance Increase Reducticn Balance
1 July 2025 28 February 2026
] $ $ $
135,724 i} i} 136,734
405,331 1] (210,702} 184,628
1,063 [1] (210,702} 330,363

Amounts shown above include GST {where applicable)

KEY INFORMATION

Inventorny

Imventories are measured at the lower of cost and net realisable valee.
et realisable value is the estimated selling price in the ordinary course of business less the estimated costs of
completion and the estmated costs necessary to make the sale.

Contract assets

A contract asset is the right o consideration in exchange for goods or senvices the entity has ransfemred o a
carstorner when that right is conditioned on something other than the passage of ime.

Pleaze refer to the compilation report
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SHIRE OF SHARK BAY OPERATING ACTIVITIES
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION
FOR THE PERIOD EMDED 28 FEBRUARY 2026

9 PAYABLES

Payables - general Credit Current 30 Days B Days S0+ Days Total
5 $ $ ] $ $

Payables - genaral W] ey a W] 5413 38,140
Percantage 0.0% B85 8% 0.0% 0.0% 14.2%.
Balance per trial balance
Sundry creditors 38,140
ATO liabilities 85211
Cither payables 90,020
[E=l Liability 418
Bond Liability 15,777
Prepaid Rates T4z
Contract retentions held 101,808
Total payables general outstanding 399 314

Amounts shown abowve include GST (where applicable)

KEY INFORMATION

Trade and other payables represent liabilities for goods and senvices provided to the Shire prior to the end of the period that are
unpaid and arise when the Shire becomes obliged to make future payments in respect of the purchase of these goods and services.
The amounts are unsecured, are recognised 3= 3 current liability and are nomally paid within 20 days of recognition.

The camying amounts of frade and other payables are considered to be the same as their fair values, dus o

their short-term nature.

Aged Payables

e o
Current
= 30 Days
» 60 Days
= 90+ Days
currant /

B5.8%

Please refer to the compilation report
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SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION
FOR THE PERIOD ENDED 28 FEBRUARY 2026

10 BORROWINGS

Fopaymamnts - borrowings

Intormation on bomowinge

Pariloularc Loan Mo, 1 July 2038
]

Town Cwal Bore = EIZOFT
Essental Worker Accommaodation = 1,820,518
Todal 2,652 EB6
Current bormoewings 20500
Mon-ouarent oroaings 2,352 095

2 552 EBE

HAachaal

25 MARCH 2026

Mew Loans
Budgat
] L]
o o
o o
L] ]

All debenture repaymients were financed by QENEral pUMOSE FEVELE.

KEY INFORMATION

The 3hire has slected io recogniise bomowing COEiS A5 an &¥pense when

Incurred regardiess of how the bormowings are appllied.

Fair values of bormowings are not mzlerally diffensnt io their camying

amounts, since Ehe Interest payable on Fose borowings ks either close fo

curment miarkst rabkes of the bormowings are of a short =2 nature.

Pleaze refer to the comipilation report

Frinalpal
Repaymants
Aobual B wdged
-
{17.844) (35,8881
831,350 164, 612]
{68, 184) (200,600)

. Awhsal

FINANCING ACTIVITIES

Principal
Cutctanding
Eudgst
E ]
594,233 535,159
1,838,968 1,755,305

246340 2361088

101,308

2352095

2,453,401

Inberect

R=paymentc
Aotual Budget

¥ ¥
(11,544) (13,359
(57,341]  (95,885)

(BB, 46581 (1D0,B448)
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SHIRE OF SHARK BAY OFERATING ACTIVITIES
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION
FOR THE PERIOD ENDED 28 FEERUARY 2026

11 OTHER CURRENT LIABILITIES

Liability
Opening  transfemed Clns'lln
Balance fromifito) Liability Liability
Other carrent liabilities Mote 1 July 2025 noncument  Increase Reduction lleuujr!ﬂ'B
$ § ] ] [
Cither liabilites
Contract liabdites 74537 a 360,089 (189.674) 244 052
Capital grant/contnibutions fabilites. 220,800 a 204,807 {152,010) 452 207
Total other liabilities 474,137 a 54 Bog (31.684) oo, 48
Emiployes Related Provisions
Prowision for anmeal leave 00,323 a a 0 00,323
Prowision for long semvice leave £1,830 a 0 0 81,088
Total Provisions 181,312 a a ] 181,312
Total other current liabilities 630,449 0 264,896 (341,684) 878,661

Amounts shown above include GST (where applicable)
A breakdown of contract liabilites and associated movements is provided on the following pages at Mote 12 and 13

KEY INFORMATION

Provisions

Prowvisicns are recognised when the Shire has a present legal or constructive cbiigation, as a result of past events, forwhich it is
probable that an ocutflow of economic benefits will result and that outflow can be reliably measured.

Provisions are measured using the best estimate of fwe amounts required to setie the obigation at e end of the reporting penoed.

Employes Related Provisions

Short-term employes benefits

Prowisicn is made for the Shire's obligations for short-4em employes benefits. Shaort-term emiployee benefits ane benefits (other than
terrmination bensfits) that are expected to be settled whaolly before 12 months after the end of the annual reporting pencd nwhich

e employees render the related senice, including wages, salaries and sick l=ave. Short-temm employes benefits are measured at the
{undiscounted) amounts expected to be paid when the obligation is settled.

The Shire's chiigations for short-term employes benefits such as wapes, salaries and sick leave are recognised as 3 part of curment trade
and other payables in the calcudation of net cument assets.

Cther long-term employes benefits
Thee Shire’s cbligations for employeses’ annual keave and long senvice leave entitlements are recognised as employes related provisions
in the statement of financial position.

Long-term employes benefits are measured at the present value of the expected future payments o be made to employess. Expecied
future payments incorporate anficipated future wage and salary levels, durstions of senice and employes departures and are
discounted at rates determined by reference to market yields at the end of the reporting period on govemment bonds that have
rniaturity dates that approximate the terms of the obfigations. Any remeasurements for changes in assumptions of obfigations for other
long-temm employes benefits are recognised in proft or boss in the peniods. in which the changes occur. The Shire's obligations for
long-temm employes benefits are presented as non-cument prowisions in its staternent of financial position, except where the Shire does
nat have an uncondiional rnght to defer settfement for 3t least 12 months after the end of the reporting period, in which case the
obligations are presented as curment prowesions.

Contract liabilities

An entity's cbligation to transfer goods or senices to a customer for which the entity has received consideration (or the amount
is due) from the customer.

Capital granticontribution liabilities

Grants to acquire or construct recognisable non-financial assets bo identified specifications be constructed to be controlled by the:
Shire are recognised as a liability until such time as the Shire satisfies its obligations under the agreement.

Please refer to the compilation report
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12 GRANTS. SUBSIDIES AND CONTRIBUTIONS

25 MARCH 2026

OPERATING ACTIVITIES

1 and contr
Unepent grant, cubcldiss and oontributions Nabliity rewEn
Inorescs In  Dacrsacs In ‘Current Adopisd ¥TD
Provider Liabditty  Llabilty Liahlitty Liablitty Liabdlty Budget ¥TD Rewenus
1 July 2025 I&c revenuus] IE Feb 2028  2E Feb 2028 Revenus  Budget Aotual
3 3 $ k. k. * L] ]
Grants and cubcidiss
Granks Commizsion - Ganeml o J] J] o ] 571,930  54T455 225,560
Grants Commission - Roads o ] ] o ] ILDETI 2IEE4E 30,118
SEZA Gramt - Oparating Bush Fine Ergade o T (5,550) 2,154 2,154 10,738 752 5,550
Grant FEGA - 3E2 o 23 00 (23,500 o ] 47,200 3,454 40,538
Flanning & Strabsgy - Reglonal Korth LS 42,143 ] [537) 4,212 41,212 43,148 28,085 EELS
DLSEC - Regional Arts Venues Suppert 4412 55,340 {11,705] 47,545 47,348 53,551 33, 7ED 11,708
Foad Freseration Grant a J] J] o o 151,421 107,508 171,488
Useiess Loop Road - Mice o 132,000 {132,000] o ] 330,000 230,000 254,000
‘Granks - Communky Development a 1,000 11,00 o ] 1,000 54 1,000
Every Ciub - Gaming & Wagering Com 2555 J] J] 2,385 2,366 10,168 ET7E 1]
Saming B Wagering Com - Duf of Bchool Frograms a 0 0 a L] 30,000 20,000 1]
Grant- Horizon - Beats in the Bay o ] ] o ] 5,000 3,338 ]
‘Grant- Youth Lie Skils Program -INC 10,000 o [325] 3,674 EXe 10,000 5554 £l
Useiess Loop Road - Exra Grades a 136,000 J] 136,000 135,000 o o ]
DIETAL LERARY BOARD - GRANT o 4545 14,545) o ] o o 4548
EREIT 380,05 {178,884 238,862 ZEB,BET 021,648 1,347,888  1.6E6BEI
contributionc
Donafions - HMAS Sydney Exhibit o ] ] o ] 150 180 158
Cobum Resouroes Education Contrbation £.000 a a 5, DK 5,000 5,000 3,338 ]
Contribution 1o Road Malntenance - Fipsiine 10010 o {10,040 o ] 10,000 5,554 10,010
15810 ] {10,018 B, B,000 16,250 10,182 10,185
TOTALE T4EET 280,058 {188,874 244,862 244,852 I.038,78E  1,25T.80F 1,688,128
Please refer to the compilation report
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SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION
FOR THE PERMOD ENDED 28 FEBRUARY 2026

25 MARCH 2026

13 CAPITAL GRANTS, SUBSIDIES AND CONTRIBUTIONS

Frowlcer

Caphal granic and cubcldlsc
Grant - Cycione Semia Reslence - Income
Grant - Eszendal Womker Accommoadsbion - D5
Roads To Remyvery Grant - Cap
RRG Grants - Capial Frojects
Local Road and Community IRfrasinechne Program
Grant - Seawall Revetment Capial Frojecis
Grant - SHERF Commun ity Housing Project
LoEerywest Library Upgrads Grant

Please refer to the compilation report

Capial grantiocniribution labiRlec
Inarsacs In Deomeacs In Cusrent
Liabilitty Liatity Lttty Liabiity Liadb ity
1 July 2026 |AG revanue| 38 Feb 2028 78 Feb 2028
k] ¥ 4 L] ¥

301,878 o (115.238) 1226841 182,641
50,000 o o 0000 o po0
o o o o x]
o 165,683 a 18,583 189653
o o ] 1] =]
o o ] 1] =]
47,721 o 3272 145343 14543
a 35,124 ] I5124 IS A2
388,800 2104, 8807 (12 510) 452 38T 4EF 32T

NVESTING ACTIVITIES

Capital gramie, cub<idise and
pondributlone revenus
Adoptsd YTD
Elwdget T Revanus
Revenus Budget satual
[} 3 [
301,879 201,248 119233
50,000 33,328 o
475,582 317,08 a
422 208 282,800 a
30,000 20,000 ]
20,038 13,352 a
127,721 BE 142 112,77z
a a ]
1,420, 424 BE2,820 252 M

Confirmed at the Ordinary Council meeting held on the 29 April 2026 — Signed by the President Cr Stubberfield
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10.3 BUDGET REVIEW 2025/2026

CMO00017

Author
Chief Executive Officer
Moore Australia (WA) Pty Ltd

Disclosure of Any Interest

Nil

Moved
Seconded

Cr Johns
Cr Cowell

Council Resolution

a) That Council adopt by absolute majority the 2025/2026 mid-year budget
review as attached.

b) That Council adopt by absolute majority the following budget amendments
to the 2025/2026 adopted annual budget:

Operating Revenue

Operating Revenue
Operating Revenue
Operating Revenue
Operating Revenue

Operating
Expenditure
Operating
Expenditure
Operating
Expenditure
Operating
Expenditure
Capital Revenue

Capital Revenue

Capital
Expenditure
Capital
Expenditure
Capital
Expenditure
Capital

Confirmed at the Ordinary Council meeting held on the 29 April 2026 — Signed by the President Cr Stubberfield

Grants Subsidies and
Contributions

Fees and Charges
Interest Revenue

Other Revenue

Profit on asset
disposals

Employee Costs
Materials and Contracts
Other Expenditure
Loss on asset
disposals

Capital Grants
Subsidies and
Contributions
Proceeds from disposal
of assets

Land and Buildings
Plant and Equipment

Infrastructure Roads

Infrastructure Other

Increase provision by

Increase provision by
Increase provision by
Increase provision by
Increase provision by
Increase provision by
Increase provision by
Increase provision by
Decrease provision by

Increase provision by

Increase provision by
Increase provision by
Increase provision by
Increase provision by

Decrease provision by

$293,602

$147,160
$16,100
$69,500
$30,804
$196,303
$317,388
$9,159
$-8,177

$134,000

$50,455
$18,551
$113,434
$8,000

$-52,559
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Expenditure

Surplus Carried Increase provision by $2,658
Forward
Transfer to Increase provision by $103,199

Infrastructure Reserve

7/0 CARRIED BY ABSOLUTE MAJORITY

FOR: Cr’s Bellottie, Cowell, Fenny, Johns, Ridgley, Smith and Stubberfield
AGAINST: Nil

ABSENT: Nil

Summary

To consider the Shire’s financial position as at 31 January 2026 and performance for
the period 1 July 2025 to 31 January 2026 in relation to the adopted annual budget
and projections estimated for the remainder of the financial year.

Background

The budget review has been prepared to include information required by the Local
Government Act 1995, Local Government (Financial Management) Regulations 1996
and Australian Accounting Standards. The report for the period 1 July 2025 to 31
January 2026 shown in the attachment has been prepared incorporating year to date
budget variations and forecasts to 30 June 2026 and is presented for council’s
consideration.

Consideration of the status of various projects and programs was undertaken to
ensure any anticipated variances were captured within the review document where
possible.

The material variance levels which have been reported for the budget review, have
utilised the same materiality levels as monthly reporting to determine the extent of
explanation / are based on a materiality level of $20,000 and 10% implemented for
the purpose of the budget review / are based upon management judgement where
explanations are considered appropriate.

Comment

The budget review report includes at Note 4 a summary of predicted variances
contained within the Statement of Financial Activity, including whether variances are
considered to be permanent (where a difference is likely between the current budget
and the expected outcome to 30 June) or due to timing (e.g. where a project is likely
to be delayed).

Features of the budget review include:
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Increase in fees and charges for the MRWA Monkey Mia Road, rentals and SBDC $147,160
merchandise sales. Some independent living unit rentals were not accounted for in
the adopted budget.
Interest earnings on investments accounts are higher than predicted. $16,100
New grant funding received for the digital library noticeboard and extra grades to be $298,602
completed on the Useless Loop Road. Potential new grant to be received from
Department of Housing for building condition assessments. Increase to the financial
assistance grant scheme and MRWA direct grants as per the payment schedules.
Horizon Power grant for Beats in the Bay not going ahead. ($5,000)
New budget to receive reimbursements from insurance claims. Increased budget for $69,500
the SBDC sale consignments.
New budget items for employee costs towards community events & festivals, ($219.500)
independent living unit maintenance, plant operations. Increased budgets for the
MRWA Monkey Mia Road and national superannuation guarantee payments.
Employee costs savings occurred at the town parks maintenance. $23,197
New budget expenditure for the building condition assessments to be done and the ($190,000)
Useless Loop Road maintenance (matched with grant funding)
Increased materials and contracts budgets for the depot tools & minor plant, ($162,222)
maintenance on country roads, MRWA Monkey Mia Road.
Savings on community events and festivals as Beats in the Bay not going ahead. $34,834
Budget increase for crossover maintenance and the SBDC consignment expenses. ($9,159)
New capital grant to be received from DBCA for drainage/sump construction $134,000
$58,000, Fish Cleaning Facility $40,000 and Lotterywest library upgrades $36,000
Increase in proceeds on disposal of plant items from budget estimates and including $50,455
new trade of Ford Territory.
New budget items for the Lotterywest library upgrade with matching funding. SBDC ($66,000)
security upgrades.
Savings on independent living units upgrades and the SHERP community housing $47,449
as project is complete.
Plant purchase for the replacement of the Ford Territory. Upgrades have occurred ($141,434)
on the waste truck. Toolboxes purchased for new vehicles.
Savings on road sweeper. Reduce budget for the SBDC air conditioner upgrade. $28,000
New capital budget for the fish cleaning facility with matching funding. Increase ($92,441)
budget for the seawall upgrade works now completed.
Refuse site fence expansion project to be carried forward to the 26/27 budget. $145,000
Increase budget for the drainage/sump construction with matching funding. ($8,000)
Transfer to infrastructure reserve ($103,199)
Increase in net current assets brought forward upon receipt of audited annual $2,658
financial statements.

Overall Change (surplus) $0

In considering the above variances and projections within the attached budget
review, the closing position remains as budgeted which is reflected in the Statement

of Budget Review.

Following completion of the budget review and to properly consider the impact of
estimated projections at 30 June 2025, some items have been identified as requiring
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a budget amendment to properly account for these variances where appropriate.
Required budget amendments have been included in Note 4 of the attached budget
review document for information and presented as a separate recommendation to the
budget review for council consideration.

Statutory Environment
Regulation 33A of the Local Government (Financial Management) Regulations 1996

requires:

1) Between 1 January and the last day of February in each financial year a local
government is to carry out a review of its annual budget for that year.

(2A) The review of an annual budget for a financial year must —

(a) consider the local government’s financial performance in the period beginning
on 1 July and ending no earlier than 31 December in that financial year; and

(b) consider the local government’s financial position as at the date of the review;
and

(c) review the outcomes for the end of that financial year that are forecast in the
budget; and

(d) include the following —
(i) the annual budget adopted by the local government;
(i) an update of each of the estimates included in the annual budget;

(iii) the actual amounts of expenditure, revenue and income as at the date
of the review;

(iv) adjacent to each item in the annual budget adopted by the local
government that states an amount, the estimated end of year amount
for the item.

(2) The review of an annual budget for a financial year must be submitted to the
council on or before 31 March in that financial year.

(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 14 days after a council has made a determination, a copy of the review
and determination is to be provided to the Department.

Section 6.8(1) (b) of the Local Government Act 1995 provides that expenditure can be
incurred when not included in the annual budget provided it is authorised in advance
by resolution (absolute majority required).

Policy Implications
There are no known policy implications associated with this report.
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Financial Implications
Authorisation of expenditure through budget amendments recommended. Other
specific financial implications are as outlined in the body of this report.

Strategic Implications
Council Plan 2023 - 2033

- Outcome 6: A strategically focused, unified Council, functioning efficiently.
= Strategy 6.1 Effectively represent and promote the Shire of
Shark Bay.
- Outcome 7: A transparent, resilient organisation demonstrating leadership
and governance.
= Strategy 7.1 Encourage and support community engagement.
= Strategy 7.2 Provide appropriate services to the community in
a professional manner.

Risk Management

There is a requirement under the Local Government (Financial Management)
Regulations 1996 that a budget review be undertaken and therefore Council needs to
comply with the legislation. Therefore, to not adopt a recommendation would present
a high risk to Council.

Consultation

Dale Chapman — Chief Executive Officer

Michelle Fanali — Executive Manager Community Development
Jane Green — Manager Finance and Administration

Brian Galvin — Works Manager

Moore Australia WA

Attachments
Attachment — 2025/2026 Budget Review Statement of Financial Activity, notes on
Closing Funds, and Budget Amendments.

Voting Requirements
Absolute Majority Required

Signatures
Chief Executive Officer D Chapman
Date of Report 19 March 2026
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SHIRE OF SHARK BAY

BUDGET REVIEW REPORT

FOR THE PERIOD ENDED 21 JANUARY 2026

LOCAL GOVERNMENT ACT 1985
LOCAL GOVERNMENT (FINANCIAL MANAGEMENT) REGLILATIONS 1996

TABLE OF CONTENTS

Statement of Budget Review 2
MNote 1 Basis of Preparation 3
Mote 2 Summary Graphs - Budget Review 4
MNote 3 Met Current Funding Position 5
Mote 4 Predicted Variances / Future Budget Amendmenits 6

bl MOORE  prepared by Moore Australia, refer to compilation report
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SHIRE OF SHARK BAY
STATEMENT OF BUDGET REVIEW
FOR THE PERIOD ENDED 31 JANUARY 2025

Budgst v Actual
Updated " Estmated
Budgst Yearat End  Predictsd
Edopied Estimates  Year to Dats amount Varlance
Hote Budget 13] Actual ] (B} - {a)
OPERATING ACTIVITIES 3 3 3 * *
Rawenue from operat ng actvithes
Generdl rabes 1,565,269 1,865,289 1,571,489 1,965,289 o
Fates excludng genaral rates 125,403 128,403 128,403 126,403 o
Grants, subsides and contributions 41 2,036,79% 2,036,79% 1,075,546 2,330,358 23602 &
Fees and changss 42 1,E72.795 1E72756 1,552,778 2,019,955 147150 &
Inf=rest revanue 43 265414 265414 154,535 261,514 16100 &
e reviene 44 170,636 170,634 176,807 240,138 63500 &
Profit on asset dsposals 45 3,573 23,573 1] 54,377 MEM &
5,462,500 BAELO0E  GDeoEen 720,074 57,158
Expandlium from operating activitles
Empiayes costs 46 (2993110 {2.933,110)  (1.605,015) (3188.413) (196,303} ¥
Materials and confradts a7 (3,109.251) (3.108.251)  (1.242,913) (3426639) (7383 ¥
Uity charges [220,068) [220,058) {110,5975) {220,058) o
Dspraciation (E.535,651) (5.539,681)  [3.096,545) (5,530,661) o
Finance osts {100, 54E) [100,54E) {55.455) {100,548) o
InsuranGs: [257,560) [257,560) {241,147) {257,550) o
Ofher evpenditure 4E [236,054) [Z36,954) {102,572 {245,123) (oi5m) ¥
Lioss on asset disposals 40 [2B,452) [2B.452) 1] 275 BI77 &
[TZ45EE3d)  (1245553d) (B471.229) I 514573
Man-cash amounts exciuded from operatng acivities 410 5,544,560 5544560 3,096,845 5,505,579 35081 ¥
#mount stiributable to oparating activifies [47E, 45E) [4TE 45E) 1,717,264 {474,554) 3,512
HVESTING ACTIVITIES
Inflowe from Invesiing aciivitles
Capital grants, subskiies and conirioutions 411 1,470,424 1,429,424 22510 1,563,424 134000 &
Procesds from dsposal of assels 412 120,000 120,000 1] 170455 50,455 &
[EECRET] 1524 o S I = -1 I T W
Outfows from Inveeting activides
Purchase of Iand and bulkdings 4143 (4,434.721) (4,484,721) {533,587) 4,513,272) (1gss1) ¥
Purchase of plant and equipment 414 (76, 000) [EFEDON  {111.274) (Ta9.434) 11343 ¥
Purchase of fumiture and squipment {40,000 [:40,000] o (40,000}
Purchase and construction of Ffrasiuciure-roads 415 (1.151,831) {1.151,891) [56.000) {1,158,891) (B000) ¥
Purchase and construction of Ffrasiuciure-omer 416 [365,036) [355,036) {100.478) 12,4 52555 &
(B, 731,645) 16,737,64E) (023 1 {67,425
&mount atributable to Investing acthvitiss (5,156, 224) 15,186, 224) 1574,529) [EEIRES] o7,03
FINANCING ACTIVITIES
Cash Inflows: from financing activities
Transfers from reserve accounts 1,560,000 1,560,000 o 1,560,000 ]
1,560,000 1,560,000 ] 1,560,000 i
C-ash owrtflows from financing actvitiaa
Fiapayment of bomowings 2300, 500) 200, 500) [99.134) {200,500) 0
Transfers 1o reserve accounts 417 [551,25E) [551,25E) [7E,49E) {564,457) (103,193 ¥
(761,75E) [761,75E) 175.580) (BBA057) (103,199
Hon-cash amounts excuded from financing activities 2,000,000 2,000,000 0 2,000,000
Amount astiributable to Anancing acthvitles 2.756,242 2,758,242 {175,680) LESS043 (10318
MOVEMENT IN SURPLUS OR DEFICIT
Surplus or deficlt at the start of the Nnanclal yaar 418 2 BEE 448 ZBEHA48  2ET1,106 2.ET1,106 2658 &
Amaunt Jitrisiate i operating acihies [4TE.456) [47E.A5E) 1,717,281 {474,954) 3,512
Amount attrisutabie o Irvesting aciivizes (5,138, 224) (5,188,224 {574,529) (5,081, 155) 47,023
Amount attrioutabie o francing acities 2,756 247 2,708,247 {175,640 ZESS43 (903,154
Surplus or deficit after Imposition of paneral rabes i} i} BT BEE i} L]
Bl MOORE Prepared by Moore Australia, refer to compilation report
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SHIRE OF SHARK BAY
HOTES TO AND FORMING PART OF THE BUDGET REVIEW REFORT
FOR THE PERIOD ENDED 31 JANUARY 2026

1. BASIS OF PREPARATION

This budget review has been prepared in accordance with the
Local Government Act 1933 and accompanying regulations.

Local Government Act 1935 requirements

Section 6.4(2) of the Local Govemment Act 1335 read with the
Local Govermment (Financial Management] Regulations 1956,
prescribe that the budget review be prepared in accordance with
the Local Govemment Acf 1955 and. to the extent that they are not
inconsistent with the Act, the Australian Accounting Standards. The
Australian Accounting Standards (as they apply to local
gowemments and not-for-profit entities | and Interpretations of the
Australian Accounting Standards Board were applied where no
inconsistencies exist

The Local Govermment (Financial Managemeni] Reguiations 1336
specify that wested land is a right-of-use asset o be measured at
cost, and is considered a zero cost concessionary lease. All
right-of-use assets under zero cost concessionary leases are
measured at zero cost rather than at fair value, except for vested
improvements on concessionary land leases such as roads,
buildings or other infrastructure which continue to be reported at far
value, as opposed to the vested land which s measured at zero
cost. The measurement of wested improvements at fair value is a
departure from AASE 16 Leases which would have required the
Shire of Shark Bay to measure any vested

improvements at zerc cost.

Local Govermment (Financial Management] Regulations 1956,
reguisfion 334 prescribes contents of the budget review.

Accounting policies which have been adopted in the preparation of
this budget review have been consistently applied wnless stated
otherwise. Except for the staterment of financial activity. the budget
review has been prepared on the accrual basis and is based on
historical costs. modified, where applicable, by the measurement
at fair value of selected non-cumrent assets, financial assets and
liabilities.

Year to Date Actual balances

Balances shown in this budget as Year to Date Actual are based
on records at the time of preparation of the budget review and are
subject to final adjustments.

Rounding off figures
Al figures shown in this statement are rounded to the nearest dollar.

THE LOCAL GOVERNMENT REPORTING ENTITY

All funds through which the Shire of Shark Bay controls
resources to carry on its functions have been included in the
financial statements forming part of this financial report.

All monies held in the Trust Fund are excluded from the financial
statements.

Critical accounting estimates and judgements

The preparation of a financial report in conformity with Australian
Accounting Standards requires management to make judgements,
estimates and assumplions that effect the application of policies
and reporied amounts of assets and Eabilities, income and
ENDENSES.

The estimates and associated assumptions are based on historical
experience and various other factors believed o be reasonable
under the circumstances; the results of which form the basis of
making the judgements about carrying values of assets and
liabilities that are not readdy apparent from other sources.

Actual results may differ from these estimates.

As with all estimates, the use of different assumptions could lead to
material changes in the amounts reporied in the budget review.

The following are estimates and assumpticns that have a significant
risk of causing a matenal adjustment to the carmying amounts of
assets and liabilibes within the cument financial year:
= estimated fair value of centain financial assets
= impaimnent of financial assets
= estimation of fair values of land and buildings, infrastructure
and investment property
= estimation uncertainties made in relation to lease accounting
= estimation of fair values of provisions

MATERIAL ACCOUNTING POLICIES

Material accounting policies utilised in the preparation of these
statements are as described within the 2025-26 Annual Budgst
Please refer to the adopted budget document for details of these
policies.
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SHIRE OF SHARE BAY
SUNMBASRY GRAPHS - EUDGEET REVIEW
FOR THE PERICD EMDED 31 JANUARY 2026

2, SUMMARY GRAPHS - BUDGET REVIEW
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SHIRE OF THARK BAY
ROTEE TO THE BUDD ET REVIEW REPOHAT
FOR THE PERIOD ENDED 31 JANL ARY 2028
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SHIRE OF SHARK BAY

NOTES TO THE REVIEW OF THE ANMUAL BUDGET
FOR THE PERIOD EMDED 31 JANUARY 2026

4 PREDICTED VARIAMCES

4.1

42

43

44

45

48

47

45

49

410

411

412

413

414

415

414

417

413

Revenue from operating activities

Increase budget for the Financial Assistance Grant scheme and Main Foads WA direct grant inline with the schedule
of payments. Mew grant received for the digital library notice board and Useless Loop exira grades. Potential mew
grant to be received for building condition assessments. Reduction in Horizon Power Beats in the Bay grant as event
no longer going shead.

Fees and charges

Increase for new budget fine tems for rental of the independent lving units. Increase budget for the rent at Community
Riesounce Cantre, SBOC sale of merchandise and Main Roads Monkey Mia Road fees.

Interest revenue

Interest eamings on investment accounts higher than expectsd.

Cther revenue

Mievw budget line item for insurance resmbursements. Increase budgets for other rembursements and SBDC sale
consignments.

Profit on asset disposals

Update budget items for sale of admin wehicke. ranger wehicle and country vehicle. Mew item for the sale of admin ford.

Expenditure from operating activities

Employee costs

Mewy budget itern for independant living unit maintenance, SBDC staff medicals. employes roster days off and the
plant repairs & maintenance. Increase budget for the Main Roads Monkey Mia expense.
Materials and contracts

Mew budget itern fior building condition assessments. Increase budgets for depot tools & minor plant, counfry roads
maintenance, Useless Loop Road exira grades maintenance, Main Rioads Monkey Mia plant costs.

Drecrease budget for the Beats in the Bay event not going ahead.

Orther expenditure

Increass budgst for the SBDC consignment expense and also crossover manienance.

Loss on asset disposals

Update budget item for sale of admin vehicle.

MNon-cash amounts excluded from operating activities
Flant and equipment asset disposals.

Inflows from investing activities
Capital grants, subsidies and contributions

Variance

—_—

H3602 A

7180 &

18,100 &

0500 &

(186.203) ¥

(317.3%8) ¥

Q158 ¥

8177 &

am1) v

122000 &

Miew grants to be received fior the fish deaning facility, Lottenpwest librany upgrade and DECA drainagefsump constmuction.

Procesds from disposal of assets
Update budget tems for sale of admin wehicke, ranger wehicle and country vehicle. Mew item for the sale of admin ford.

Outflows from investing activities

Purchase of land and buildings

Rieduce budget for the SHERP and independent living units capital works as projects complete.

Mew budget for the SBDC securiy upgrades and Lottenywest Horary upgrade.

Purchase of plant and equipment

Rieduce budget for the SB0C ar conditioning upgrade. Reduce mad sweeper budget as plant has come under budpget.
Increase plant purchass items to include fved food boxes. New budget for admin Ford wehicle replacement and
upgrade the waste truck.

Purchase and construction of infrasiructure-roads

Increase the drainage'sump construction budget.

Purchase and construction of infrastructure-other

Reducs the refuse site fence expansion budget and camy forsand to the 28027 budget.

Meww budget itern for the fish cleaning facility. Increase the seawall budget as per YTD espenditure.

Cash outflows from financing activities
Transfers to reserve accounts
Transfer to the nfastucture resene.

Swrplus or deficit at the start of the financial year
Difference between adopied 202526 budget and the diosing balance of the 20024/25 audited statements.
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11.0 TOWN PLANNING REPORT

11.1 LOCAL DEVELOPMENT PLAN — LOT 304 SUNDAY ISLAND BAY, DIRK HARTOG ISLAND
P4281

AUTHOR
Amanda Butterworth, Allerding and Associates (Independent Planning Consultant)

DISCLOSURE OF ANY INTEREST

Declaration of Interest: Amanda Butterworth, Allerding and Associates

Nature of Interest: Financial Interest as receive planning fees for advice to the Shire —
Section 5.60A of Local Government Act 1995

Declaration of Interest: Cr Bellottie

Nature of Interest: Impartiality Interest as Malgana and Department of Biodiversity,
Conservation and Attractions Joint Management.

Declaration of Interest: Cr Johns

Nature of Interest: Impartiality Interest as an Employee of the Department of
Biodiversity, Conservation and Attractions responsible for visitor management to Dirk
Hartog Island and Joint Management planning for Dirk Hartog Island.

Council Resolution

That Council:

A. Note that the Local Development Plan has been advertised for public comment,
and advertising closed on the 6 September 2025. General submissions are
included in Attachment 3, and bushfire submissions are included in Attachment
5.

B. Resolve to refuse the Local Development Plan for Lot 304 Sunday Bay Island,
Dirk Hartog Island, prepared by DHI Development Pty Ltd and submitted by
Altus Planning dated February 2026, in accordance with Part 6, Schedule 2,
Clause 52 (1) (b) of the deemed provisions of the Planning and Development
(Local Planning Schemes) Regulations 2015 for the following reasons:

1. The Local Development Plan does not comply with State Planning Policy

3.7: Bushfire as:

(@) The proposal would facilitate development that would place the lives
of vulnerable visitors at an unacceptable risk.

(b) It does not prioritise the retention of native vegetation for biodiversity
conservation, environmental protection and landscape amenity. The
proposal could require clearing or disturbance of vegetation for an
area up to 3.51 hectares, being over 30% of the lot, to accommodate
the proposed eight building envelopes, parking areas and associated
asset protection zones.

2. The Local Development Plan does not satisfactorily address conditions of

Schedule B applicable to Special Use Zone (SU14) under the Shire of

Shark Bay Local Planning Scheme No. 4. More specifically the Local

Development does not satisfy the following conditions:

(a) Condition 3)(iv) relating to bushfire management. The Local
Development Plan proposes use of on site shelter/s and pursuant
to the WAPC Planning for Bushfire Guidelines Appendix B, Clause
B5.2.3, on site shelter/s require ongoing maintenance and annual
testing that is to be overseen by the local government. The Shire of
Shark Bay cannot take responsibility for ongoing inspections and
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oversight of the on site shelter/s for the life of the development, and
therefore the use of on site shelter/s is deemed not suitable.

(b) Condition 3)(i) as the Local Development Plan: Management Plan

does not demonstrate that:

i.  Satisfactory arrangements are in place for the ongoing
maintenance of vehicular access through the Dirk
Hartog Island National Park, including any required
upgrading and/or maintenance to the track from the
barge to Lot 304 and the east — west access track that
provides access to Lot 304;

i.  All effluent disposal systems can be located a minimum
of 100 metres above the high water mark;

iii. A secure and ongoing sustainable supply of water can
be provided for the life of the development; and

iv. ~ Waste management including onsite storage and
removal off site has been satisfactorily addressed.

(c)  Condition 3(v) in that the Environmental report outlines potential
clearing or disturbance of vegetation for an area up to 3.51
hectares, being over 30% of the lot, in order to accommodate
the eight building envelopes, parking areas and associated
asset protection zones. This amount of clearing/disturbance to
the vegetation is considered to have an adverse impact (greater
than a low impact) on the natural environment and have the
potential to compromise the high conservation values and
ecological values and special attributes of the island.

(d)  Condition(vi) in that the design guidelines do not provide
quantifiable criteria to demonstrate that the development will be
sympathetic to the natural character of the island.

3. Approval of this Local Development Plan would not be consistent with
the purpose of the Shark Bay World Heritage Property Special Control
Area, which is to ensure the protection of World Heritage Values.

4. Approval of the Local Development Plan would be contrary to Clause
67 (2) of the Planning and Development (Local Planning Schemes
Regulations 2015, specifically:

(a) Clause (c) in that approval of the Local Development Plan
would not satisfy the objectives of State Planning Policy 3.7:
Bushfire;

(b) Clause (m) in that the proposal is not compatible with its setting

as the Local Development Plan proposes potential clearing or
disturbance of vegetation for an area up to 3.51 hectares, being
over 30% of the lot, in order to accommodate the eight building
envelopes, parking areas and associated asset protection
zones. This is not compatible with the Shark Bay World
Heritage values;

(c) Clause (0) in that the Local Development Plan would facilitate
development that has the potential to adversely affect the
natural and marine environment particularly in regard to
clearing/disturbance of vegetation and the impact of effluent
disposal areas in proximity to the marine environment;

(d) Clause (p) in that the Local Development Plan does not
demonstrate that native vegetation will be preserved,
particularly given the potential extent of vegetation to be
cleared/disturbed;
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Clause (q) in that the Local Development Plan does not
demonstrate suitability of the land taking into account possible
risk of bushfire, soil erosion and land degradation (as a result
of clearing/disturbance);

Clause (r) as the use of on site shelters is not supported by the
Shire, the Local Development Plan proposes a possible risk to
human safety in the event of a bushfire;

Clause (s) in that the Applicant has not provided sufficient
information in regard to the ongoing responsibility and
maintenance for the access tracks from the barge landing
location on Dirk Hartog Island to Lot 304;

Clause (u) in that the Local Development Plan does not
satisfactorily address the storage, management and collection
of waste;

Clause (zb) in that approval of the Local Development Plan is
considered to be contrary to the protection of the World
Heritage Values of the Shark Bay World Heritage Property

C. Advise the applicant that they have a right to lodge an application to the State
Administrative Tribunal to seek a review of the Council decision, in accordance
with Clause 54 of the Deemed Provisions of the Planning and Development
(Local Planning Schemes) Regulations 2015 and Part 14 of the Planning and
Development Act 2005.

D. Authorise the Chief Executive Officer to advise all authorities and submitters of
the Council decision in writing.

Moved Cr Smith
Seconded Cr Fenny

Council Resolution

That Council defer Item 11.1 — Local Development Plan — Lot 304 Sunday Island
Bay, Dirk Hartog Island after Council conducts a site visit to Lot 304 and seek
clarification on existing and current information. The item is to be presented to
the July 2026 Ordinary Council meeting.

7/0 CARRIED
FOR: Cr’s Bellottie, Cowell, Fenny, Johns, Ridgley, Smith and Stubberfield
AGAINST: Nil
ABSENT: Nil
BACKGROUND

e Location and Relevant Title Information

Lot 304 was created in 2009, being a freehold lot of 11.3 hectares on the south eastern
coast of Dirk Hartog Island, facing Sunday Bay Island. Lot 304 is surrounded by
Reserve 50325, which is the Dirk Hartog Island National Park, with an approximate
area of 63,000 hectares.
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There is a management order over Reserve 50325 to the Conservation and Parks
Commission (DBCA) and the Malgana Aboriginal Corporation (MAC).

There are three other freehold lots on Dirk Hartog Island.

Lot 304 has an easement benefit over portion of Lot 350 (Reserve 50325) to draw and
convey water. There is a track that connects Lot 304 to the location where the barge
transports visitors and their vehicles to Dirk Hartog Island. Lot 304 does not have a
registered easement providing vehicular access from the barge to Lot 304.

As Lot 304 is surrounded by Reserve 50325 (Dirk Hartog Island National Park), to gain
access to the lot, visitors have to drive through Dirk Hartog Island National Park along
the designated track.

When Lot 304 was created, a restrictive covenant was placed on the Certificate of Title
by the Minister for Lands. In summary the restrictive covenant, includes the following:

(a) The land may only be used for low impact ecotourism, noting that “ecotourism” is
defined as:
‘Means ecologically sustainable tourism with a primary focus on experiencing
natural areas that fosters environmental and cultural understanding,
appreciation and conservation”,

“Low impact” is defined as:
“Means low impact on the environment having regard to the number of tourists
vising the Land and the facilities and other services provided for their use”.

(b) Limiting the number of accommodation units to a maximum of 33 visitor
accommodation units;

(c) Limiting the enclosed floor each of each visitor accommodation unit to not more
than 90m?;

(d) Staffing numbers not to exceed guest numbers; and

(e) Staff accommodation not to exceed 35m? per staff being housed.

e Ownership

Lot 304 is under multi-ownership with the owners currently (March 2026) being DHI
Development Pty Ltd, John Gardner, Leon and Verity Hodges and Mary-Ann
Kenworthy. The LDP has been submitted by DHI Development Pty Ltd, who is a 28/33
shared landowner. The other landowners have provided written confirmation that they
consent to lodgement of the LDP.

e Zoning

Lot 304 is zoned ‘Special Use’ under the Shire of Shark Bay Local Planning Scheme
No. 4 (the Scheme).

Specific Special Use (No 14) provisions apply to Lot 304 - refer Attachment 1.
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It should be noted that the Scheme does not allow for subdivision of Lot 304.

Lot 304 is also located within the Shark Bay World Heritage Area Special Control Area
under the Scheme.

e Purpose of a Local Development Plan (LDP)

A Local Development Plan is a mechanism used to coordinate and assist in achieving
better built form and development outcomes, particularly for constrained lots. It can
facilitate the design and coordination of future development.

For Lot 304, a LDP can assist to outline matters that need to be further addressed as
part of the separate development application stage.

e Previous Relevant Council Resolutions

In August 2015, planning approval was granted for 8 short term accommodation units
(4 duplexes) and staff accommodation. Atthat time Lot 304 was zoned Rural/ Pastoral
under the former Shire of Shark Bay Local Planning Scheme No. 3.

Council, at its meeting of 26 July 2017, approved modified conditions to the planning
approval for 8 short term accommodation units.

On 27 June 2018, Council approved revised plans for the building envelopes of the
accommodation units (relating to the 2015 planning approval).

In August 2019, Council refused an application to modify conditions of the August 2015
planning approval and advised the owner that under the Shire of Shark Bay Local
Planning Scheme No. 4, a Local Development Plan has to be prepared for future
development, and this needs to be supported by a Bushfire Management Plan.

On 15 November 2019, a Local Development Plan (LDP) for Lot 304 was lodged with
the Shire. The 2019 LDP was referred to the 27 November 2019 Council meeting
whereby it was resolved to request additional information from the Applicant and for
the updated LDP to be advertised.

A subsequent updated LDP was submitted on 21 May 2020 (2020 LDP). The 2020
LDP was advertised and considered at the Ordinary meeting on the 26 August 2020,
whereby Council resolved to refuse the Local Development Plan for the following
reasons:

(i) The proposal does not provide guidance on future land uses and does not
demonstrate compliance with the objective of Special Use Zone (No 14 ) which
is to provide for eco-tourism development which by definition means
‘ecologically sustainable tourism’.

(ii) The Management Plan does not satisfactorily address Condition 3(i) of
Schedule B of the Shire of Shark Bay Local Planning Scheme No 4.

(iii) The proposed Local Development Plan provisions or design guidelines do not
demonstrate that development will achieve a high architectural quality, will be
designed to be low scale and sympathetic to the location taking into account
topography, physical characteristics and the unique character of the
surrounding area as required under Condition 3(ij) of Schedule B of the Shire
of Shark Bay Local Planning Scheme No 4.
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(iv) The proposal would facilitate development that would place the lives of
vulnerable visitors at an unacceptable risk through noncompliance with ‘State
Planning Policy 3.7 — Planning in Bushfire Prone areas’. Proposed
development cannot be classified as ‘unavoidable’ development under State
Planning Policy 3.7.

(v) The Local Development Plan, Environmental Report and Biosecurity Plan do
not satisfactorily address Condition 3(v) of Schedule B of the Shire of Shark
Bay Local Planning Scheme No 4.

(vi) The extent of clearing, building envelopes and development footprint does not
demonstrate that there will be a low impact on the natural environment, that the
high conservation values will not be compromised or demonstrate that the
ecological values and special attributes of the Island will not be compromised
as required by Condition 3(v) of Schedule B of the Shire of Shark Bay Local
Planning Scheme No 4.

(vii) The proposal does not demonstrate that development sympathetic to the
natural character of Dirk Hartog Island as required by Condition 3(vi) of
Schedule B of the Shire of Shark Bay Local Planning Scheme No 4 will be
achieved.

(vii)  The proposal does not demonstrate that future development will not have a
negative impact on the environment, World Heritage values, or the adjacent
foreshore and marine park.

(ix) The proposal does not demonstrate compliance with the Government
Sewerage Policy.

(x) There is insufficient quantified information on groundwater for a location that is
in close proximity to high value assets (ie the marine environment within the
Shark Bay World Heritage area).

(xi) There is insufficient information to establish that development will be provided
with adequate co-ordinated services including waste management, power, a
reliable potable water supply and non potable water supply.

(xii)  The proposed clearing will have an impact on the visual appearance of the lot,
result in a loss of a natural setting for ecotourism, and causes potential for dust,
wind erosion and dune destabilisation.

The LDP refused by Council in August 2020 proposed 33 building envelopes and did
not adequately address a number of issues including Bushfire Management.

o Acceptance of Revised Local Development Plan for Processing

When a Local Development Plan is lodged, the Shire has 14 days in which to accept
it for processing, or to request additional information.

Over the 2024/2025 period, two varying versions of an LDP were lodged for Lot 304
but were not accepted as sufficient for processing.

On 28 March 2025 a revised LDP and supporting documentation was lodged with and
accepted by the Shire (2025 LDP) for assessment. Payment of the application fee was
received on 30 July 2025.

e Public Advertising

The 2025 LDP was advertised for public comment, and advertising closed on the 6
September 2025.
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The 2025 LDP was referred to the Department of Biodiversity, Conservation and
Attractions (DBCA), the Shark Bay World Heritage Advisory Committee (SBWHAC),
the Department of Water, Environment and Regulation (DWER), the Department of
Health WA (DoH), the Department of Planning, Lands and Heritage (DPLH), the
Department of Primary Industries and Regional Development (DPIRD), Malgana
Aboriginal Corporation (MAC), Tourism WA and other freehold lot owners on Dirk
Hartog Island.

e 2026 LDP and differences to 2020 LDP (which was refused)

After completion of advertising, the Shire received an amended LDP in January 2026
and a further update in February 2026 (2026 LDP). It is the 2026 LDP that is discussed
in this report.

There are some core differences between the 2020 LDP and the current 2026 LDP

such as:

(a) Reduction of 33 building envelopes to 8 building envelopes;

(b) A Bushfire Management Plan and Emergency Plan prepared by a Level 3
accredited bushfire consultant;

(c) Areas for aerobic treatment units within building envelopes;

(d) Multipurpose staff accommodation with on-site bushfire shelter and guest
accommodation ‘clusters’ within each building envelope;

(e) Reduction of building envelope areas from 36.7% (for 2020 LDP) to 16% (for
2026 LDP); and

) Increased spacing between the planned building envelopes.

o Attachments for this Report

The agenda report attachments are listed below for ease of convenience. All
attachments will be provided at the end of the report.

Table 1 — List of Attachments for this Report
Attachment 1 Special Use zone provisions under the Scheme
Attachment 2 Local Development Plan, consisting of 2 A3 pages being:
(a) a plan and
(b) text titled “Local Development Plan with Sections 1-13
detailing specific matters relating to the Local Development

Plan.
Attachment 3 List of documents lodged with the LDP
Attachment 4 Table of submissions including the Applicant’s response and
comments by Allerding and Associates (A & A)
Attachment 5 Map showing building envelopes and Asset Protection Zones
(extract from Bushfire Management Plan)
Attachment 6 Table of bushfire issues and submissions
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COMMENT

e Introduction

This report:

(a) Highlights the main planning considerations associated with the 2026 LDP;
(b) Focuses on the main issues that have led to a refusal recommendation; and
(c) Assesses the 2026 LDP in accordance with relevant Scheme requirements.

Due to the volume of information lodged with the LDP, this report does not attempt to
comment on every supporting report associated with the LDP.

A copy of the 2026 LDP is included as Attachment 2.
e 2026 LDP Documentation
The 2026 LDP consists of:

a) An A3 plan and attached text outlining future development requirements
(Attachment 2); and

b) Extensive Supporting documentation as listed in Attachment 3.
An electronic copy of the 2026 LDP can be provided to Councillors on request.
o Description of 2026 Local Development Plan (Attachment 1)
The 2026 Local Development Plan proposes:

(a) Clustered development within eight building envelopes. Each building
envelope measures 2250m? and they are spaced across the length of the lot;

(b) Each building envelope may accommodate:

i. Up to four (4) accommodation units of a maximum of 90m? each, with
each building envelope providing accommodation for up to 16 guests;

ii. A muti use building that provides staff accommodation and a purpose built
on site bushfire shelter, with up to 3 staff for each building envelope;

iii. An aerobic treatment unit and an effluent disposal area of up to 560m?;

iv. Area for a small scale wind turbine for power for each accommodation
unit; and
V. Up to two 50,000 litre water tanks for potable and non potable water.

e Proposed Land Use

Part of the planning assessment involves examining the land use definitions under the
Scheme, and the ‘best fit’ land use classification.
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Allerding and Associates (A&A) consider that the 2026 LDP proposes one land use
that can reasonably be construed as a “tourist development” which is defined in the
Scheme as follows:

means a building, or a group of buildings forming a complex, other than a bed
and breakfast, a caravan park or holiday accommodation, used to provide —
(a) short-term accommodation for guests; and

(b) onsite facilities for the use of guests; and

(c) facilities for the management of the development

Council has discretion to consider a ‘tourist development’ under the Special Use zone
(No 14) provisions of the Scheme, if satisfied that the LDP meets the Scheme
requirements.

e State Planning Policy 3.7 and Bushfire Management (Overview)

Lot 304 is within a declared bushfire prone area, therefore:

- Bushfire matters are assessed in accordance with the Western Australian
Planning Commission (WAPC) State Planning Policy 3.7 (SPP3.7) and
associated Bushfire Guidelines; and

- The Schemes Special Use zone provisions applicable to Lot 304 require the
LDP to address ‘bushfire management in accordance with relevant state
planning policy’.

The intent of SPP3.7 is:

‘To implement effective, risk-based land use planning and
development which in the first instance avoids the bushfire risk, but
where unavoidable, manages and/or mitigates the risk to people,
property and infrastructure to an acceptable level. The preservation
of life and the management of bushfire impact are paramount.’

The overarching purpose of any Bushfire Management Plan is to maximise the
protection of life in the event of any bushfire.

The applicant has lodged a Bushfire Management Plan and Bushfire Emergency Plan,
prepared by a Level 3 Bushfire Consultant, which is the highest level of qualification
for Bushfire in Australia.

Tourism developments are a ‘vulnerable land use’ under SPP3.7 as visitors may be
unfamiliar with the locality and the number of people to be accommodated will likely
present evacuation challenges.

Bushfire management is especially challenging for Lot 304 as it is remote, presently
has limited access to telecommunications, has no reticulated water supply or access
to state fire and emergency services, and rescue and/or evacuation may not be
possible in a reasonable time frame.

In summary, the Bushfire Management Plan and 2026 LDP proposes:
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(a) Asset Protection Zones (APZ) for each building envelope. APZ’s are to be
outside of the building envelopes and have modified vegetation managed as
fuel reduced areas surrounding the buildings within each envelope.
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Above: Example of proposed Asset Protection zone around a building envelope.
Source: Figure 7A Bushfire Management Plan

(b) Staff accommodation with purpose built bushfire shelters within each building
envelope, to enable guests to ‘shelter on site’. Therefore, in the event of a
bushfire, guests would stay in one of eight shelters.

(c) An on site manager (with bushfire training) will be responsible for implementing
the BMP, and on site staff will be responsible for directing guests in the event
of any emergency.

(d) Maximum number of people to be capped at 100 which can be supported under
the WAPC Bushfire Guidelines.

An overall map showing the building envelopes is included as Attachment 5.

The Department of Fire and Emergency Services (DFES) has objected to the LDP,
and general advice has been provided by the Department of Planning, Lands and
Heritage (DPLH) bushfire team — refer Attachment 6. There are elements of different
views on SPP3.7 between DFES and DPLH.
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The crucial issue for Council consideration (and one of the main reasons for the
recommendation of refusal of the LDP) are that:

1.

On site shelters are a last resort. Safety needs to be considered due to the
unique location of Lot 304 on an Island.

The WAPC Bushfire Guidelines recommend that on-site shelters be designed
and constructed by a suitably qualified fire engineer in accordance with the
Building Code of Australia (BCA) and the ABCB Design and Construction of
Community Bushfire Refuges Handbook (the Handbook).

The Handbook includes acceptable criteria such as a 10 metre minimum
separation between the shelter and other buildings or less than 10kW/m?
radiant heat flux, and that an emergency power supply be available. The
Handbook recommends use of an on ground concrete slab and non-
combustible walls, roof and floor systems.

Advice from the DPLH Bushfire Team is that on site shelters have to be
maintained and be subject to annual testing (as a condition of development)
prior to each bushfire season.

If the Shire supports the LDP and BMP with on site shelters, the Shire becomes
responsible for ongoing compliance with development conditions and
overseeing annual testing of shelters.

Shire Administration has advised Allerding and Associates that the Shire
cannot take on any responsibility to inspect Lot 304, oversee annual
inspections, monitor building maintenance and has insufficient staff resources
to carry out those obligations.

As part of the LDP assessment and for preparation of this report, clarification from
DPLH was sought for the proposed on site shelters and implications for Shire
responsibilities. DPLH Bushfire team advised that:

“Maintenance of the building and annual testing prior to the bushfire season
should be a condition of development approval. This should be undertaken by
the proponent and overseen by the local government. It should be noted that
there is no obligation for a local government to assume this
responsibility, and in the absence of an agreement, the development may not
be deemed suitable.”

In practical terms, this means that if the Shire of Shark Bay does not wish
to take responsibility for ensuring ongoing compliance with the
conditions of approval—specifically those relating to the on-site
shelter—they are under no obligation to approve the development. The
City of Busselton, for example, has refused several tourism proposals for this
reason.

... While the responsibility for maintenance and testing sits with the owner, the
Shire is ultimately responsible for ensuring compliance with these
conditions over the life of the development. (Bold for emphasis)
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The above advice was received in late February 2026 and has not been included in
the submission table (Attachment 6).

The recent advice from the DPLH Bushire Team clarifies that the Shire is obligated to
ensure compliance with any conditions imposed. The Shire does not have suitably
qualified staff or consultants to undertake annual inspections, and this presents a
liability risk to the Shire. Lack of staff resources and accessing Lot 304 for annual
inspections also presents challenges to the Shire.

e Development Footprint and Clearing

The Environmental Report (2026) includes a Flora Report (2008) and Flora
Significance Report (2020). The Flora Significance Report includes a desktop analysis
and targeted survey.

The Flora Significance Report is 6 years old, and details that areas of vegetation were
classed as good (in 2020). No updated flora assessment has been lodged to support
the 2026 LDP.

In summary, clearing is proposed as follows:
- The 2026 LDP proposes a total of eight (8) 2250m? building envelopes.

- Lot 304 has an area of 11.29ha. The total building envelope area is 18,000m?
representing 16% of the lot area.

- Additional vegetation outside of the building envelopes is proposed to be
modified to create Asset Protection Zones (for bushfire management). The
Environmental Report states that the total area of the building envelopes and
APZ is 3.51 hectares, equating to more than 30% of the lot area.

- Additional land will have to be cleared for tracks, parking areas and fire fighting
tanks, which are located outside the building envelopes.

The Environmental Report (2026) outlines how vegetation should be modified and
managed within the Asset Protection Zones (APZ). Whilst it has detailed
recommendations on vegetation management, it does not clarify the extent of
vegetation that may have to be disturbed/removed to create APZ’s — this is relevant as
this could potentially result in disturbance of vegetation to over one third of the lot.

The Environmental Report concludes that development in accordance with the LDP
“can be undertaken in accordance with the Shire of Shark Bay LPS No. 4 with low or
no adverse impacts on the ecological values and special attributes of Dirk Hartog
Island or its surrounding waters.”

The combination of proposed clearing and extent of vegetation
modification/disturbance for APZ’s may adversely impact on the ecological values and
special attributes of Dirk Hartog Island (in a World Heritage Area) and could be
considered to be more than a ‘low impact’ as detailed in the Environmental Report.
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o Management of visitors
The Management Plan outlines that:

o The total number of guests and visitors would not exceed 100 persons as the
Bushfire Management Plan constrains the maximum number of people that be
accommodated due to the proposes reliance of on-site bushfire shelters;

o The maximum number of people would be controlled by a computerised
booking system;

o The number of accommodation units would be restricted to 32 accommodation
units being 4 units in each of the eight building envelopes plus staff
accommodation in each envelope.

. There is limited access to Dirk Hartog Island being via barge, private boat or by
air;

o The number of vehicles (which may also impact upon the number of guests)
permitted on the Island is presently restricted by DBCA to not more than 20
vehicles; and

. The number of vehicles on the Island is monitored by the barge operator to not
exceed 20 vehicles (for the whole Island).

If 4 units were constructed for 4 persons across all 8 building envelopes, this would
equate to 128 guests, excluding staff.

Whilst the Applicant has advised that not all accommodation units would be utilised to
capacity and that the 100 person limit may result in some accommodation units being
vacant, that creates ambiguity over visitor numbers.

A&A support some aspects of the Management Plan, however, has concerns over
waste management and water supply as discussed in the body of this report.

o  Water Supply and Power Supply

The Management Plan outlines a strategy to source potable and non potable water
from the mainland:

- The water supply would initially be transported via road to a barge that would
depart from Geraldton, Carnarvon or Denham; and

- There would be a private arrangement with contract barges that would be
moored in Sunday Bay Island Bay (within the marine park/World Heritage
Area); and;

- Roll up flexi piping would be used to transport water from the barge through the
National Park to Lot 304;

- Roll up flexi piping would be connected to the water tank/s on Lot 304 to fill up
the 2 x 50,000 litre water tanks within each building envelope; and

- Separate approvals/licences would be required from DBCA for the transport of
water over the National Park to Lot 304. Lot 304 is separated from the ocean
water edge, by over 60 metres.
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Above: Aerial showing Lot 304 and the beach
The proposal to source all potable, non potable and water for fire fighting purposes
from the mainland was a change to the LDP after advertising.

There is limited evidence that a sufficient quantity of water supply by barge is feasible,
reliable or practical for the life of the development. There are no contingencies if water
delivery by barge and transport across the National Park to Lot 304 proves unworkable.
The LDP does not satisfactorily demonstrate that a secure ongoing sustainable water
supply can be provided, particularly given the complexities involved in getting water
delivered to Lot 304.

Water is a basic health requirement for life, and for fire fighting (in the event of a major
bushfire). A sustainable, reliable water supply is essential for any future development.

The lack of surety over a reliable water supply contravenes the objectives of State
Planning Policy 2.9: Water to ‘protect public health and the long-term supply of good
quality and affordable drinking water’ and ‘ensure the secure and sustainable supply,
use, disposal and re-use of water resources.’

The Management Plan details that all power will be sourced from renewable energy
sources such as solar and wind power. Each building envelope is proposed to have
independent power supplies.

e Design Guidelines

The 2026 LDP includes Design Guidelines outlining objectives that the built form take
inspiration from the landscape, maintain a light footprint, materials reflect the surrounds
and aim to minimise visual impact.

The Shires Planning Consultant, Town Planning Innovations (TPI), assesses
development applications for the Shire. TPI has reviewed the Design Guidelines and
advised that:

- The Design Guidelines are not written in a clear concise manner. It would be
difficult to assess compliance of any future development with the Design
Guidelines.

- Design Guidelines need to have measurable design criteria to guide built form
and ensure a quality future development outcome appropriate for Lot 304, on
an lIsland, and in context of a World Heritage Area. There is a lot of
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unnecessary information in the Guidelines that detract from their useability and
readability.

- Many of the criteria are broad and it would be difficult to assess or implement.
It would be impractical to try and implement the Design Guidelines, as written.

For example, they propose conditions such as ‘accommodation to be designed
to provide a relaxed coastal beach atmosphere to blend in seamlessly with the
environment of the terrain and vegetation of the site, providing context to the
area with proportional scale, profile and bulk'.

- There are lengthy statements in the guidelines that are unclear, so it is difficult
to ascertain how they would be complied with. Overall, they are badly
structured and clumsy.

- The Guidelines reference criteria and information that would not be available
or assessable at the development application stage such as using ‘fire resistant
building materials’, ‘eco decks’ and ‘fire coat paints’.

- Any Design Guidelines have to be able to be applied to development plan
assessments in a practical manner, and this cannot be achieved with the
current Design Guidelines.

- They provide no clear guidance on the height, floor areas or design for ancillary
development such as outbuildings.

A&A accepts the advice of TPI that the Design Guidelines are not supported at an
officer level by the Shire.

o Effluent Disposal

The 2026 LDP includes a Site and Soil Evaluation (SSE) dated 2025. The conclusions
of the SSE are that:

e Itis proposed to use a secondary treatment system for each building envelope.
This would be in the form of an aerobic treatment unit (ATU) or composting
system.

e A ‘fair capability’ rating for on-site effluent disposal applies;

e The required 560m? minimum land application area (for irrigation from the
system) can be accommodated within each 2,300m? building envelope.

The SSE also requires that the ATUs are located at a distance of greater than 100 m
from the marine environment. This has not been demonstrated as being able to be
satisfied in four (4) of the eight (8) building envelopes, causing concerns over potential
impact of effluent disposal closer to the Marine Park environment (than 100 metres).

Those building envelopes are required to be relocated further north - refer Figure 1
overpage.
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A

Above: Figure 1: Plan 2 from the LDP showing the line of 100m above the high-water mark,
with the arrows identifying where the building envelopes do not achieve the 100m separation
from the high-water mark.

Comment has been received from the Department of Health and the Shire’s
Environmental Health Officer (EHO) in regard to effluent disposal.

The Department of Health comment is included in Attachment 3.

The Shire’s EHO has advised that use of an ATU is acceptable, but if the Island is
closed for six months the LDP does not contain specific information in regard to the
maintenance regime. The Applicant advises that there are strategies that can be
implemented to maintain the effluent disposal systems if access to the Island is not
possible during certain times of the year.

Further assessment in regard to effluent disposal is provided in Table 3: Scheme
Assessment Table. The LDP does not demonstrate that all effluent disposal systems
within the building envelopes will achieve a 100 metre setback from the high water
mark.

e Public Submissions

The 2025 LDP was advertised for 30 days. A detailed table of submissions, with the
Applicant’s response and comments by Allerding and Associates (A&A) is included as
Attachment 4, noting that the bushfire considerations are under a separate table in
Attachment 6.
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Submissions were received from:

Table 2 — Summary of Submissions

Submitter details (General)

Brief Summary of submissions in
Attachment 4

1. Department of Health

No Objection

2. Department of Planning. Lands and
Heritage (Cultural Heritage);

General comments provided on separate
aboriginal heritage legislative requirements

3. Mic and Wendy Payne
Submission)

(Public

Objection based on environmental concerns

4. Department of Primary Industries and
Regional Development (DPIRD)

No Objection however identifies risk of soil
erosion.

5. Department of Water and Environmental
Regulation (DWER)

Objection. Identified proposed activity has
potential to impact on environment and water
source values (the advertised version of the
LPD proposed to draw water from Two
Wells).

Recommends that LDP not be approved until
they demonstrate adequate water supply that
will not impact on world heritage values.

6 Department of Planning, Lands and | No expressed Objection. General comments

Heritage (Land Use Planning); provided.

7. Department of Planning, Lands and | Raised concerns that LDP is insufficient in its

Heritage Coastal Policy Team response to coastal hazard risk, and
recommended specific conditions be

included in the LDP.
Recommends development approval be
limited to 45 years to allow for removal of
development and restoration to pre-
development condition (as it is affected by
coastal processes).

8. Planning Solutions on behalf of Dirk
Hartog LLC And Janana Nominees Pty Ltd,
the registered proprietors of Lot 305 Sunday
Island Bay, Dirk Hartog Island;

Objection based on insufficient information,
environmental concerns, lack of detail,
deficient broad design guidelines, lack of full
visual assessment, ambiguous management
plan and no staging clarification.

9. Department of Biodiversity, Conservation
and Attractions

General comments provided.

Raises concerns over environmental report
and potential impact on high conservation
values of Island.

Issues with vehicle numbers, management of
visitors, broader impact of increased visitor to
the Island, and lack of consistency with
previous EPA advice (in 2015).

Concerns over future wind turbines and
impact on migratory birds.

Submitter details (Bushfire)

Brief Summary of submissions in
Attachment 5

10. Department of Fire and Emergency
Services

Objection based on access constraints, use
of on-site shelters, inability for safe efficient
evacuation, potential soil erosion from Asset
Protection Zones, methodology, extreme
bushfire hazard, spaced out envelopes
(versus one envelope), and non compliance
with State Planning Policy 3.7.
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11. Department of Planning, Lands and
Heritage (Bushfire Team).

General comments provided and disagreed
with some of DFES interpretation of State
Planning Policy 3.7.

There were 2 objections in the public submissions. Most of the submissions received
were from government agencies.

° Scheme assessment

Table 3 below provides an assessment of the LPD under the relevant Scheme
provisions. The comments received in the submissions have been taking into account

in the Scheme Assessment.

Table 3: Scheme Assessment

Scheme Requirement (General)

Officer Comment/ Allerding and Associates

The Scheme requires a minimum
finished floor level of 4.2m
Australian Height Datum (AHD)

Complies.

The applicants coastal report recommends building
envelopes above 4.7m AHD. The 2026 LDP has been
updated to state that the minimum finished floor level of
any building must not be less than 4.7m AHD.

Lot 304 is located within the
Shark Bay World Heritage
Property Special Control Area
(SCA). The purpose of this SCA
is to ensure all development is in
accordance with the protection of
World Heritage Values.

World Heritage Values are broad, so it is difficult to
assess compliance with this Scheme requirement.

There are concerns over the potential amount of clearing
and vegetation modification, bushfire matters, water
supply, waste management and environmental matters.
Some submissions have raised concerns over potential
visitor impact on the Island and environmental issues, so
there are potential negative impacts for World Heritage
simply due to the lot location and pristine environment.

A&A generally supports the Visual Impact report lodged
with the LDP.

Conditions for Special use Zone
(No 14) applicable to Lot 304

Officer Comment/ Allerding and Associates

1) The objective of this zone is to
provide for eco-tourism
development.

The objective of the zone is to provide for eco tourism
development. Eco-tourism is defined under the Scheme
as follows:

‘means ecologically sustainable tourism with a primary
focus on experiencing natural areas that fosters
environmentally and cultural understanding, appreciation
and conservation.’

Some submissions raise valid concerns that the
development is not necessarily ‘eco-tourism’, and is no
different from any other tourism development.

Whilst the LDP clearly aims at achieving an eco-tourism
development with renewable energy sources, the extent
of vegetation modification, clearing, visitor numbers and
waste management concerns somewhat counteract that
objective.
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Table 3: Scheme Assessment

Scheme Requirement (General)

Officer Comment/ Allerding and Associates

Due to the current natural state of Lot 304, any
development will achieve an ‘experience of natural
areas’, however based on the information provided it
cannot be concluded that the development is sustainable
or low impact. There is a level of uncertainty over the
cumulative impact of future development under the LDP,
and sustainability of water supply.

3) Prior to commencement of
development of any of the four
lots a Local Development Plan
shall be prepared in accordance
with Part 6 of the Planning and
Development (Local Planning
Schemes) Regulations 2015 and
address the following:

(3i) A Management Plan that
addresses:

visitor access

A&A is of the view that the LDP satisfactorily addresses
visitor access at the high level LDP stage. Further details
on limits on accommodation capacity and measures to
control the number of guests and staff would be required
at the development application stage.

(3i)

A Management
addresses:

Plan that

servicing,

Power — Partially Addressed

The LDP satisfactorily addresses power supply at this
high level, however the Design Guidelines do not
sufficiently guide wind turbine heights, noise, visual
impact or information to be assessed at the separate
development application stage.

Water — Not Addressed

The Applicant has provided information about supply of
water through sourcing water from the mainland but the
information is limited. It has not been demonstrated that
a secure, reliable, sustainably on going water supply can
be provided to Lot 304.

3i

A Management Plan that

addresses:

maintenance,

The Management Plan provides information outlining
maintenance and management actions.

Vehicular access is via an existing track in the National
Park. It is likely that the track will need maintenance and
it has not been clarified as to whether DBCA or the owner
of Lot 304 would undertake such maintenance and no
evidence of any such arrangements between the parties
has been provided.

The Management Plan details a maintenance strategy
(for the development) and this aspect of the plan is
generally supported by A&A. The proposal to have one
staff member per building envelope is supported.

3i
A Management
addresses:

Plan that

Not Addressed.
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Table 3: Scheme Assessment

Scheme Requirement (General)

Officer Comment/ Allerding and Associates

waste disposal and rubbish
management

The LDP does not satisfactorily address storage of waste
for guests with longer stays, waste by staff and
contingencies if waste is not taken off site by guests.

Shire Administration has expressed concerns over the
potential for waste build up, wind blown litter, odour, pest
management/flies, unauthorised off site dumping (if
waste disposal is not convenient for guests), and
capacity of staff buildings to accommodate waste.

3i

A Management Plan that

addresses:

effluent disposal,

Partially Complies.

The applicant has lodged a Site and Soil Evaluation
(SSE) which recommends an Aerobic Treatment Unit for
effluent disposal within each building envelope. The SSE
is generally supported, and the Department of Health has
no objection to the proposal.

Issues identified are that:

a) SSE states that “the building envelopes are
... 100m from the marine high water mark”
and further states that the “extensive 100 m
marine setback distance ... will reduce any
risk of on site effluent disposal endangering
public health or the environment.”

b) The effluent disposal areas are identified in
the building envelopes, and four of the eight
building envelopes propose effluent disposal
areas that do not achieve the 100 metre
setback required. It is of concern that the
effluent disposal areas located less than
100m from the foreshore could have an
adverse impact upon the marine
environment given that the identified 100m
setback is not achieved.

b) Aerobic treatment units are required to be
regularly serviced.

c) The Environmental Report recommends ocean
and groundwater monitoring.

3i
A Management
addresses:

Plan that

service areas,

Partially Complies.

The service areas are proposed to be contained within
building envelopes which is supported.

There is concern that the LDP does not accommodate
any larger-need service areas to accommodate vehicles,
equipment for maintenance, rubbish stockpiling, boats
etc.

It is not considered that the Design Guidelines provide
sufficient provisions to guide future service areas or
outbuildings.

3i

Complies.
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Table 3: Scheme Assessment

Scheme Requirement (General)

Officer Comment/ Allerding and Associates

A Management Plan that
addresses:

the transport of construction
material;

A&A considers that the LDP provides sufficient broad
information on the transport of construction material.

Section 3.7 of the Management Plan provides relevant
information in regard to the transport of construction
materials. Section 11 of the LDP details information
relating to construction.

DBCA have advised that a licence may be required under
the Conservation and Land Management Act 1984 if
construction materials are to be transported through the
National Park.

A Construction Management Plan can be required at the
separate development application stage.

(3ii) The proposed
development is to be of a high
architectural quality and be
designed to be low scale and
sympathetic to the location
taking into account topography,
physical characteristics and
unique character of the
surrounding area;

Partially Addressed.

The applicant has lodged Design Guidelines however
they are not supported as being sufficient as a guide for
future development or to ensure development meets this
condition of the Scheme.

TPI's comments on the Design Guidelines are outlined in
the body of this report.

Condition 9 of SU14 zone states that the Design
Guidelines are to be enforced as if the requirements form
part of the Scheme. Therefore any Design Guidelines
need to be clear with measurable built form
requirements.

(3iii) Coastal setbacks in
accordance with relevant state
planning policy;

Complies.

Consideration of coastal setbacks requires assessment
under State Planning Policy 2.6: State Coastal Planning
Policy. The applicant has lodged information prepared
by Damara to address coastal setbacks.

None of the reports or correspondence from Damara
specifically assess the current 2026 LDP. However, the
reports enable an assessment of the LDP.

In summary, the findings of the Damara reports are that:

e Erosion risk for 2070 is seaward of the Lot boundary
(as detailed in the correspondence dated 7 August
2024); and

e Inundation risk management is the definition of
building envelopes in areas outside of +4.7m AHD
(as detailed in the 16 December 2021 report).

The DPLH coastal team recommend that the
Development Approval be time limited to not more than
45 years and after which the development shall be
removed, and the land shall be rehabilitated.
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Table 3: Scheme Assessment

Scheme Requirement (General)

Officer Comment/ Allerding and Associates

A&A conditionally supports the coastal report, however
some LDP provisions could be refined to limit the term of
future development.

3(iv) Bushfire management in
accordance with relevant state
planning policy;

Non-Compliant.

The Bushfire Management Plan is not supported as
outlined in the body of this report.

There are a number of issues, however the most critical
is that Shire Administration do not support on-site
bushfire shelters due to the ongoing responsibilities for
inspections that fall to the local government.

3(v) An environmental report
that demonstrates that the
Local Development Plan and
proposed use and/or
development will have a low
impact  on the natural
environment, not compromise
the high conservation values
and have regard for the need to
protect the ecological values
and special attributes of the
island. The report should
include information on building
envelopes, visitor numbers, a
vegetation assessment and
how biosecurity measures to
mitigate the risks of feral
incursions and disease impacts
to the National Park will be
achieved.

Partially Addressed.

As outlined in this report, there are environmental
concerns over the extent of clearing/modified vegetation,
waste management and whether the development can
be said to have a ‘low impact’.

The initial Environmental Report did not conclude that the
development would have a low impact on the natural
environment.

After advertising, the Applicant updated the
Environmental Report so it now concludes that “the
visitor accommodation as proposed in the LDP “can be
undertaken in accordance with the Shire of Shark Bay
LPS No. 4 with low or no adverse impacts on the
ecological values and special attributes of Dirk Hartog
Island or its surrounding waters.”

Given the possible extent of vegetation to be disturbed,
in the absence of further detailed information, A&A
considers that it has not been demonstrated that removal
and/or disturbance of vegetation will have a low impact
on the natural environment and not compromise the high
conservation values.

A&A is satisfied that biosecurity is adequately addressed
through the Management Plan and implementation of the
Dirk Hartog Island Biosecurity Implementation Plan
(DHIBIP).

3(vi) Detailed design guidelines
to control colours, materials,
built form, scale, and achieve a
development sympathetic to
the natural character of the
island may be required by the
Local Government.

The Design Guidelines are not supported as outlined in
the body of this report.

The Shires Planning Consultant, TPI, has advised that
the guidelines are an insufficient planning tool to guide
future development and lack clear measurable,
enforceable provisions.

4) Any staged development is
to address the requirements
indicated in (3) above.

Complies.

Condition 4 is interpreted to mean that any staged
Development Application is also to satisfactorily address
the matters detailed under Condition 3. If the LDP was
approved, each Development Application would be
assessed on merit and in accordance with the Scheme
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Table 3: Scheme Assessment

Scheme Requirement (General)

Officer Comment/ Allerding and Associates

requirements, and each stage would need to meet the
Scheme provisions.

5)  The local government will
have due regard to coastal
setbacks and bushfire
management in accordance
with relevant state planning
policies and Clause 67,
Schedule 2, Part 9 of the
Planning and Development
(Local Planning Schemes)
Regulations 2015.

Partially Addressed.

As detailed in this assessment, coastal setbacks are
considered to be capable of being satisfactorily resolved.

Bushfire Management has not been resolved to the
satisfaction of the Shire.

7) Any development or Local
Development Plan shall
demonstrate alignment with the
objective of the zone

Refer comment under condition 1 Objective

8) Any development or Local
Development Plan shall be
referred to the Department of
Biodiversity, Conservation and
Attractions (Parks and Wildlife
Services), the Shark Bay World
Heritage Advisory committee
and the Department of Planning

Complies.

The Shire has referred the LDP to relevant agencies, and
their comments have been considered in the LDP
assessment.

Lands and Heritage for

comment

9) Any design guidelines that | Any Design Guidelines have to be enforced by the Shire;
form part of a Local however they are not supported in the current form.

Development Plan approved by
the Local Government shall be
enforced as if the requirements
form part of the Scheme.

10) A Foreshore Management
Plan may be required and
referred to the Department of
Biodiversity, Conservation and
Attractions (Parks and Wildlife
Services) for  endorsement
where a physical foreshore exists
between the site and the coast as
a condition of development

Partially Addressed.

A Draft Foreshore/Access Management Plan has been
lodged, however DBCA did not specifically comment on
it.

Once an LDP is approved, this can be considered at the
Development Application stage, so a detailed
assessment of this Draft Management Plan has not been
undertaken as this time.

11) Visual Impact Assessment
may be required to demonstrate
that any development will not
negatively impact on World
heritage values or detract from
the scenic quality of the land

Addressed.

The LDP contains visual aspect images of Lot 304. It is
considered that the images are acceptable for the
purposes of assessment of the LDP, given that the exact
building configuration is not known at this time. It is
appropriate that further and a more detailed Visual
Impact Assessment is undertaken at the more detailed
Development Application stage. This should not be taken
to mean that the visual impact is acceptable, it is simply
that a more detailed assessment would be undertaken at
the Development Application stage.
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LEGAL IMPLICATIONS

Environment Protection _and Biodiversity Conservation Act 1999 — (EPBC Act) is
Australia’s national environmental law and it makes sure that nationally significant
animals, plants, habitats and heritage places are identified, and any potential negative
impacts on them are carefully considered, before changes in land use or new
developments are approved.

Proponents must seek Commonwealth approval if their plans might significantly impact
on matters of national significance.

Under the Environment Protection and Biodiversity Conservation Act a referral can
only be made by the person proposing to take the action (which can include a person
acting on their behalf).

The onus is on the applicant or owners to undertake a self assessment under the
EPBC Act. The Flora Report dated 2020 concludes that “referral under the EPBC Act
is not considered to be required as any proposed actions are unlikely to significantly
impact upon any threatened flora species.”

Environmental Protection Act 1986 — Part IV of the Environmental Protection Act 1986
(the Act) makes provision for the Environmental Protection Authority to undertake
environmental impact assessment of significant proposals, strategic proposals and
Schemes.

The LDP was not referred to EPA however, comments from the EPA on the 2015
Development Application are included in the LDP Supporting Report D.

Planning and Development (Local Planning Schemes) Requlations 2015 -

Clause 51(c) allows the local government to have due regard to the matters set out in
clause 67(2) to the extent that those matters are relevant to the development to which
the plan relates.

Clause 67 of the Deemed Provisions outlines ‘matters to be considered by Council’
including and not limited to the aims and provisions of the Scheme, orderly and proper
planning, any approved state policy, the compatibility of the development with its
setting including to development on adjoining land, amenity, loading, access, traffic
and any submissions received on a proposal.

Part 6 outlines the process for Local Development Plans including lodgement,
acceptance for processing, advertising, consideration of submissions, decision
(options) for the local government, timeframes, and review. The local government is
required to make a decision on the Local Development Plan within 60 days after the
close of advertising or such time as agreed to by the Applicant. The Applicant agreed
to an extension of time to determine the LDP at the March 2026 Council meeting.

If the LDP is approved, the approval has an effect for ten years or another period
determined by the local government.

Clause 54 outlines that a person who prepared a local development plan may apply to
the State Administrative Tribunal for a review of a decision by the local government
not to approve the Local Development Plan.
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Shire of Shark Bay Local Planning Scheme No 4 explained in the body of this report
and Attachment 1.

It should also be noted that in regard to the Special Control Area for the Shark Bay
World Heritage Property, Clause 37.2 requires the local government to have regard to
the following:

(a) Requirements for referral of proposals to the Environmental Protection Authority
under Part IV of the Environmental Protection Act 1986.

(b) Relevant State Planning Policies including and not limited to the State Coastal
Planning.

(c) Any recommendations and advice provided by relevant government agencies.

(d) Recommendations and advice by the Shark Bay World Heritage Advisory
Committee or any replacement of that Committee.

PoLicY IMPLICATIONS
Nil.

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

The Shire pays consultancy fees to Allerding and Associates in regard to assessment
of this LDP and preparation of this report. A schedule of fees was prepared that was
payable by the Applicant, but any costs incurred above and beyond are met by the
Shire.

In the event that Applicant is aggrieved by the Council’s decision they may apply for a
review of the decision through the State Administrative Tribunal. If that occurs there
will be costs associated with the State Administrative Tribunal process.

STRATEGIC IMPLICATIONS

The ‘Special Use’ zoning of Lot 304 under the Shire of Shark Bay Local Planning
Scheme No 4 is generally consistent with the recommendations of the Local Planning
Strategy.

RISK MANAGEMENT
Nil.

VOTING REQUIREMENTS
Simple Majority Required

SIGNATURES

Author Umanda Buttewvonth
Chief Executive Officer Dale Chapman

Date of Report 18 March 2026

2 visitors left the room
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Attachments Iltem 11.1 — Local Development Plan
Lot 304 Sunday Island Bay, Dirk Hartog Island

ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING
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ATTACHMENT 1:
SPECIAL USE ZONE (SU14)
SCHEME EXTRACT
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SCHEDULE B - SPECIAL USE ZONES (Clause 21)

As 'D' use:

Camping ground
Caravan park;

Holiday accommodation
Nature based park;
Tourist development;
Workforce
accommodation

\No. Description of Land Special Use Conditions
SW3 | Lot 556 Ocean Park Road,| As'P' use: 1) The intent of this Special use
Francois Peron National Zone is to allow the
ark ' development of an
» Cceanarium Oceanarium and associated
+ Restaurant/café uses incidental to the
+ Shop operation of the Oceanarium
=  Single house for  research  purposes.
Different forms of

accommodation for tourists
may be appropriate where the
uses are planned for by a
Local Development Plan.

2) The use of the Camping

ground is restricted to
students involved in
educational programs  or

research on site, unless the
Camping ground forms part of
an approved Local
Development Plan (and has
been specifically approved for
general public use).

3) A maximum of two dwellings
for workforce accommodation
may be constructed on site.

4) Prior to the commencement
development for any camping
ground (to be used by the
general public), nature based
park or tourist development, a
Local Development Plan shall
be prepared in accordance
with Part 6, Schedule 2 of the
Planning and Development
(Local Planning Schemes)

Regulations 2015 and
pproved by the local
vernment and is to address

the\jollowing

(i) Management Plan

thd} addresses access,
senXgi

i ance, waste
disposa effluent
disposal, services
areas an rubbish
management

(i) the

a high
quality and be designe
to be low scale and

Shire of Shark Bay Local Planning Scheme No 4
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& Description of Land Special Use Conditions
b sympathetic to  the
location taking into
account  topography,
physical characteristics
and unigue character of
the surrounding area;

(i) coastal setbacks in
accordance with any
relevant state planning
policy;

(iv) Bushfire management in
accordance with any
relevant state planning
policy.

5) Notwithstanding Condition (4),
the local government may
onsider development prior to
thd&, approval of a Local

Develdgment Plan as

provided NQr under Clause

56(2), Part 6\WSchedule 2 of

the Pilanni and

Development (Local nning

Schemes) Regulations 2

No. | Description of Land Special Use Conditions
SU14| Lot 62, Lot 303, 304 & 305 As 'D' Use: 1) The _objective of this zone i§to
Dirk Hartog Island . Ancillary dwelling ng\g%ime;?r eco-tourism
AMD 18 GG 16/06/2023 e Bed and breakfast
e Brewery 2) No subdivision of lots shall be
+ Camping ground permitted.
 Caravan park
s Carpark 3) Prior to commencement of
e Convenience store development of any of the four
¢ Educational establishment |°rt]s|‘|"‘ Lo%al Developmegt Plan
. sha e repare in
: Eﬁz:bc;tel%rétoentre accordance witﬁ Pgrt 6 of the
. ' Flanning and Development
+ Holiday accommodation :
) (Local Planning Schemes)
+ Holiday house Regulations 2015  and
+  Home occupation address the following:
+ Home office
+  Liquor store-small () A Management Plan
* Motorvehicle, boats or caravan| that addresses visitor
sales access, servicing,
e Nature based park maintenance,  waste
o Office disnosal effluent

Shire of Shark Bay Local Planning Scheme No 4
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Su14

Lot 62, Lot 303, 304 & 305
Dirk Hartog Island

Continue

Recreation-private
Restaurant/Café

Shop

Single House

Tourist development
Workforce accommodation
Waste storage facility
Waste disposal facility

As ‘A’ use

* Airfield

(i

(iii)

(v)

disposal, service areas,
rubbish  management
and the transport of
construction material;

The proposed
development is to be of
a high architectural
quality and be designed
to be low scale and
sympathetic to the
location taking into
account  topography,
physical characteristics
and unique character of
the surrounding area,

Coastal setbacks in
accordance with
relevant state planning
policy;

Bushfire management in|
accordance with relevant
state planning policy;

An environmental
report that
demonstrates that the
Local Development
Plan and proposed use
and/or development will
have a low impact on
the natural
environment, not
compromise the high
conservation values
and have regard for the
need to protect the
ecological values and
special attributes of the

island.  The  report
should include
information on building
envelopes, visitor

numbers, a vegetation
assessment and how
bicsecurity measures to
mitigate the risks of
feral incursions and
disease impacts to the
National Park will be
achieved.

Shire of Shark Bay Local Planning Scheme No 4
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SCHEDULE B - SPECIAL USE ZONES (Clause 21)

(continued)

No. | Description of Land Special Use Conditions
su14 | Lot 62, Lot 303, 304 & (vi)  Detailed design
305 Dirk Hartog Island guidelines to control

colours, materials, built
form, scale, and
achieve a development
sympathetic to the
natural character of the
island may be required
by the Local
Government.

4)  Any staged development is to
address the requirements
indicated in (3) above.

5) The local government will
have due regard to coastal
setbacks and bushfire
management in accordance
with relevant state planning
policies and Clause 67,
Schedule 2, Part 9 of the
Planning and Development
(Local Planning Schemes)
Regulations 2015.

6) Notwithstanding condition (3),
the local government may
consider development in the
absence of a Local
Development Plan as
provided for under Clause
56(2), Schedule 2, Part 6, of
the Planning and
Development (Local Planning
Schemes) Regulations 2015.

7) Any development or Local
Development  Plan  shall
demonstrate alignment with
the objective of the zone.

8) Any development or Local
Development Plan shall be
referred to the Department of
Biodiversity, Conservation and
Attractions (Parks and Wildlife
Services), the Shark Bay
World  Heritage  Advisory
committee and the
Department of Planning Lands
and Heritage for comment

Shire of Shark Bay Local Planning Scheme No 4
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SCHEDULE B - SPECIAL USE ZONES (Clause 21)

No.

Description of Land

Special Use

Conditions

Su14

Lot 62, Lot 303, 304 &
305 Dirk Hartog Island

(continued)

9)

10)

11)

12)

13)

Any design guidelines that
form part of a Local
Development Plan approved
by the Local Government shall
be enforced as if the
requirements form part of the
Scheme.

A Foreshore Management
Plan may be required and
referred to the Department of
Biodiversity, Conservation
and Atftractions (Parks and
Wildlife Services) for
endorsement where a
physical foreshore exists
between the site and the coast
as a condlition of
development.

A Visual Impact Assessment

may be required to
demonstrate that any
development will not

negatively impact on World
heritage values or detract from
the scenic quality of the land.

In relation to the land use
'Motor  vehicle, boats or
caravan sales' only hire of
metor  vehicles, beats or

caravans may be considered
by the local government.

The use class ‘Brewery’ is
limted to Lot 62 on
Deposited Plan 103194 only
is not permitted on Lots 303,
304 & 305.

AMD 3 GG 16/06/2023

Shire of Shark Bay Local Planning Scheme No 4
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ATTACHMENT 2:
LOCAL DEVELOPMENT PLAN
(2026 LDP)
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Confirmed at the Ordinary Council meeting held on the 29 April 2026 — Signed by the President Cr Stubberfield

88



ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING MINUTES

ATTACHMENT 3
LDP

25 MARCH 2026

: LIST OF SUPPORTING DOCUMENTS LODGED WITH THE

LDP Section

Description

Correspondence

Provides a summary of amendments to LDP since advertising
(modifications from the 2025 LDP to 2026 LDP).

Local
Development
Plan

Local Development Plan and conditions (the document that
Council is to determine whether to approve).

Submission

Local Development Plan Submission prepared by the Applicant
including the Applicant’'s assessment under the Scheme
(supporting information).

Supporting
Report A

Management Plan (details management strategies and refers
to technical reports in Supporting Document C.

Supporting
Report B

Design Guidelines (for future buildings includes detail about
planning, accommodation design details for external
appearances and landscaping).

Supporting
Report C

1. Water Quality Report for Two Wells.

2. DBCA Letter 2011 & DBCA Email 2020 providing
preliminary advice on the LDP refused by Council in
2020.

3. Power Proposal for solar power and battery storage.

4. Wind Power Information including details of vertical axis
wind turbines.

Bio Digestion Option: Food Digesters.

5.

6. ATU Effluent Proposal/Composting Option.

7. Values - Threats And Response To Threats to World
Heritage Values .

8. DBCA Information regarding Dirk Hartog Island: Island
Protection

Shire Bushfire Firebreak Notice.

10. DBCA Information on-site closures in regard to fire
danger rating and visitor management strategies for
adverse fire weather conditions.

11. Weather District Reporting Areas.

12. DFES Fire Ban Declarations.

13. General Building Information Fire.

14. Restrictive Covenant by Minister for Lands.

15. Draft Foreshore Access Management Plan

16. Visual Impact Aspects — photos of Lot 304 from various
locations.

17. Dirk Hartog Island Biosecurity Implementation Plan
(DHIBIP) Access to Lot 304.

Plan 1: Proposed temporary access routes to and from
Lot 3204 to the foreshore during construction.

Plan 2. Plan showing the relationship between the
building envelopes and a line being 100m from the high
water mark.

Plan 3: Indicative Draft Floor Plan being an indicative
footprint of the building envelope.

18. Water Supply to the Francois Peron Naturebank Site:
Feasibility Study dated 2011.

Confirmed at the Ordinary Council meeting held on the 29 April 2026 — Signed by the President Cr Stubberfield
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25 MARCH 2026

LDP Section Description

19. Recommendation for Fire Management of Dirk Hartog
Island being correspondence prepared by Department
of Parks and Wildlife dated 2015.

Supporting Environmental report dated 23 January 2026 prepared by
Report D: | Bailey Environmental Services.
Environmental
Report
A. EPA Advice on 2015 development proposal.
B. Damara Coastal Process Reports and correspondence

2014, 2019, 2021, 2023 and 2024.

C. Flora Report by Lantzke dated 2008.

D. Flora Significance report by Ecosystem Solutions dated
2020.

E. Consolidated Flora List.

F. Site and Soil Evaluation by Martin Wells of Land
Assessment Pty Ltd dated 22 December 2025.

G. DBCA Correspondence 2011.

H. Bushfire Management Plan by Bushfire Safety Consulting,

Version 3 dated 4 January 2026 and Bushfire Emergency
Plan dated 16 December 2024.

Confirmed at the Ordinary Council meeting held on the 29 April 2026 — Signed by the President Cr Stubberfield
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ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING MINUTES

25 MARCH 2026

ATTACHMENT 4: SCHEDULE OF SUBMISSIONS - LOCAL DEVELOPMENT PLAN FOR LOT 304 SUNDAY ISLAND BAY

Submission

Summary of Submission

Applicant Comment
Altus Planning

Consultant Planner Comment
[Allerding and Associates) for the
Shire

1.
Department
of Health
{DoH) Wa,

The DoH has no objections subject to the following
conditions:

1a)

Disposal of wastewater generated on site is
required to comply with the Health
(Trealtment of Sewage and Disposal of
Effluent and Liquid Waste) Regulations

7974.

The recommendations outlined in the Site

and Soll Evaluation (SSE) report

prepared by Land Assessment Pty Ltd (31

July 2023) must be followed, including:

- Installation of a secondary treatment
system approved for use in Western
Australia.

- Provision of a minimum land application
area of 560 m? which can be
accommodated within  each of the
2,300m? building envelopes containing a
total of eight on-site sewage
management systems.

- Allowance for a hydraulic load of 2,800
Lfday, based on a maximum cof five
chalets within each building envelope
(calculated at 140 L/person/day)

The SSE report does not include details of
the land application area for each individual
building envelope. A detailed plan showing
all required setbacks for the on-site
wastewater system must be submitted with
the application to install the system

1a) Noted.

1b) Noted - the SSE report will be
complied with and can be
conditioned as such.

1¢) Noted - each envelope is large
enough to comply with the SSE
report. Land application areas can
be addressed at development stage.
The SSE was prepared on the basis

1a) Disposal of waste water is a
matter to be resolved at the time
of a Development Application
and/or building permit.

10} MNoted that a  secondary

treatment system is required and
that a minimum of 560m? of each
2,300m? building envelope! The
LDP does not follow the
recommendation of the LDP in
that all of the effluent disposal
areas are not located a minimum
of 100m from the high water
mark.

-

c) The 2026 LDP includes a plan
showing the land application
area and, when compared
against the buiding envelope
plan, it is evident that all of the
effluent disposal {land

Confirmed at the Ordinary Council meeting held on the 29 April 2026 — Signed by the President Cr Stubberfield
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ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING MINUTES

25 MARCH 2026

ATTACHMENT 4: SCHEDULE OF SUBMISSIONS — LOCAL DEVELOPMENT PLAN FOR LOT 304 SUNDAY ISLAND BAY

Submission | Summary of Submission Applicant Comment Consultant Planner Comment
Altus Planning (Allerding and Associates) for the
Shire
1 that 5 units could be included within application areas) do not meet
Department each building envelope the 100m setback from the high
of Health water mark, as required by the
(DoH) WA SSE.
. 1d) A minimum vertical separation must be | 1d) Noted - has been assessed and 1d) Noted.
{continued) maintained as follows: accepted within the SSE and will be
-0.6 m hetween the discharge point and | canfirmed when an application for
limestone hardpan; development is submitted.
-1.5 m between the discharge point of the an-
site wastewater system and the highest
groundwater level
2 2a) A review of the Register of Places and | 2a) Noted 2a) The advice that there is no
Department Objects, as well as the DPLH Aboriginal known and recorded Aboriginal
of Planning, Her!tage Databas_e. W”C‘Ude_s that the heritage located within Lot 304 is
Lands and subjeqt area to which the LDP identifies for nated.
. potential development does not have any
Heritage known intersect with recorded Aboriginal
(DPLH) Heritage contained within our database
With no known and recorded Aboriginal
Cultural heritage located within Lot 304, the
Heritage Department would not raise any specific
objection or comments to the Local
Development Plan.
2b) Any significant developments we would ask | 2b) Noted. 2b) The Shire referred the LDP to
that the proponent engage with the Malgana Aboriginal Corporation
traditional owner group, in this case is the as part of formal advertising and
Malgana Aboriginal Corporation, so that a joint submission was received
they may be able to advise on any Aboriginal from the Malgana Aboriginal
heritage that may exist in this location. Corporation and DBCA
2

Confirmed at the Ordinary Council meeting held on the 29 April 2026 — Signed by the President Cr Stubberfield
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ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING MINUTES

25 MARCH 2026

ATTACHMENT 4: SCHEDULE OF SUBMISSIONS - LOCAL DEVELOPMENT PLAN FOR LOT 304 SUNDAY ISLAND BAY

Submission | Summary of Submission Applicant Comment Consultant Planner Comment
Altus Planning (Allerding and Associates) for the
Shire
2. 2¢) The immediate location is included in | 2¢) MNoted - refer 2.0 General | 2¢) The Applicant is bound by their
Department several previously undertaken Aboriginal | Information within  Management obligations under the Aboriginal
of Planning, heritage surveys relevant to the Shark Bay | Plan. A Malgana Heritage Survey of Heritage Act 1972.
Lands and Region, as a whole, but. not a direct survey | Dirk Hartog. Islancj was condqcted
. relevant to works being undertaken at| by Ms Roina Williams (Heritage
Heritage Sunday Island Bay and Dirk Hartog Island. | Anthropologist YMBBMAC) in 2007
(DPLH) together with six representative
consultants chosen on behalf of the
Cultural Malgana YWorking Group specifically
Heritage addressing Lot 304. There were no
mapped  Aboriginal  Sites  of
(continued) Significance located within  ten
kilometres of Lot 304.
2d) With limited direct knowledge from a | 2d) Noted. 2d) If and when the LDP is approved,
dedicated  Aboriginal survey being the Applicant can be advised of
undertaken the Department would outline their obligations under the
that the proponent is aware of their governing legislation around
obligations under the governing legislation Aboriginal Heritage within the
around Aboriginal Heritage within the LDP LDP activity area.
activity area_
2e) Please refer to the DPLH website at | 2e) Noted. 2e) If and when the LDP is approved,
Aboriginal  Heritage  Approvals  for the Applicant can be advised to
information on ‘Land use under the refer to the DPLH website at
Aboriginal Heritage Act 1972 for the types Aboriginal Heritage Approvals
of approvals available under the AHA that for information on ‘Land use
you can apply for. under the Aboriginal Heritage Act
1972 for the types of approvals
available under the AHA that you
can apply for.
3

Confirmed at the Ordinary Council meeting held on the 29 April 2026 — Signed by the President Cr Stubberfield
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25 MARCH 2026

ATTACHMENT 4: SCHEDULE OF SUBMISSIONS - LOCAL DEVELOPMENT PLAN FOR LOT 304 SUNDAY ISLAND BAY

native animals and plants as a "stop gap"
measure until more permanent and efficient
methods of protection can be developed in
the future. Dirk Hartog Island National Park
restoration efforts as | understand it have

3b) Noted — the Applicant was part
of the original DBCA discussion/
committee with stakeholders in
regard to the DHIBIP process. The

Submission | Summary of Submission Applicant Comment Consultant Planner Comment
Altus Planning (Allerding and Assocciates) for the
Shire
2. 2f) DPLH also advises that regular checks of | 2f) Noted. 2f) If and when the LDP is approved,
DPLH the Aboriginal Cultural Heritage Inquiry the Applicant can be reminded to
Cultural System should be undertaken to ensure no undertake regular checks of the
Herit?ge nr:;;r?ezo\l;:%gﬁl tﬁ:‘zﬂjﬁ};;eanriqe has been Abotigina\ Cultural  Heritage
{continued) Inquiry System to ensure no new
Aboriginal Cultural Heritage has
been reported within the subject
area
3. 3a)  Whilstl note that this Local Development Plan | 3a) Noted - as indicated in the LDP | 3a) The support for the
Mic and advertised on the Shire of Shark Bay website, | application, this is not an application environmental restoration
Wendy is notan application for development, itis with | g5r development approval, It should successes on Dirk Hartog Island
Payne great concem that | can see so much work also be noted that the Applicant has are noted.
Public going toward;s a fulure dgvelopmeﬂt on an agreed to voluntarily comply with the
- island that is almost without parallel in > 7 !
Submission environmental restoration successes on a | Dirk Hartog Island Biosecurity Plan
international scale (DHBIP) as proposed by the DBCA
within the DHIBIP
Reference to the DHIBIP is included
in tem 4.7 Biosecurity within
Management Plan and in 463
Introduced Species within  the
Environmental Report.
3b) Islands are a unique opportunity to protect 3hb) Concem in regard to biosecurity,

pest animals and diseases are
noted. The DBCA submission
states that DBCA has identified
that an anticipated increase in
visitor and vehicle numbers and

Confirmed at the Ordinary Council meeting held on the 29 April 2026 — Signed by the President Cr Stubberfield
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25 MARCH 2026

ATTACHMENT 4: SCHEDULE OF SUBMISSIONS - LOCAL DEVELOPMENT PLAN FOR LOT 304 SUNDAY ISLAND BAY

species including the Asian House Gecko
(see note below) and plant weed species
such as Verbesina encelicides (Golden

3c) Noted - the issue of pest species
is addressed in section 4.7
Biosecurity within the Management

Submission | Summary of Submission Applicant Comment Consultant Planner Comment
Altus Planning (Allerding and Asscociates) for the
Shire
already cost millions of dollars to repair the | Lot has covenants on the land access to DHINP, poses a risk to
3 damage done. It's continued, future success | relative to biosecurity: the ongoing success of the Dirk
Mic and hinges entirely on the ability to manage Hartog Island National Park
Wendy biosecurity and keep pest animals, plants and | covenant 1) Ecological Restoration Project
Payne diseases from the island (DHINEERP), \ncllljd!ng
No fauna or flora that is not native to maintaining the existing
Public the land may be brought onto biosecurity standards. Refer to
Submission placed or kept on the Land, excep’t comment under the DBCA
with the prior written consent of the submission. It s also
(continued) Minister for Lands: and acknowledged that the title is
encumbered by cowvenants as
Covenant 1(j) it will: detailed by the Applicant.
(i Fully comply with any
quarantine management plan
of any Governmental Agency
relating to Dirk Hartog Island,
in place from time to time
(il  Cooperate with any programs
of any Governmental Agency
designed to eradicate pests
from Dirk Hartog Island but
only to the extent that an
unreascnable financial
burden is not imposed on the
cavenantor in so complying or
cooperating
3¢)  Given that Denham is a likely source of pest 3¢) As outlined in the Applicant’s

response, the covenant on title
requires that the landowner
cooperate with any programs of
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Applicant Comment
Altus Planning
Shire

Consultant
(Allerding and Associates) for the

Planner Comment

3

Mic and
Wendy
Payne
Public
Submission

{continued)

3d)

Crownbeard) to name but two species that
threaten restoration efforts, | can't see
anything in the submission that provides
ACTIVE, ongoing input and management to
respond to changing threats to the majority
land manager of the surrounding land ie the
Department of Biodiversity, Consenvation and
Atftractions (DBCA). | see management plans
that are more "tick a box" dust collectars an
shelves that don't appear to provide ongeing
interaction and negotiation between the
private land holder and the state consenvation
agency that is the majority landholder on the
island in charge of restoration efforts that
have thus far cost millions of dollars.

It would be of great value to ensure that a
DBCA conservation covenant {not a covenant
with a different agency) is part of any
Proposed Local Development Plan AND any
future development application. This program
provides ongoing conservation input from the

Plan and section 4.12 Biosecurity
within Environmental Report.

The DHIBIP
comprehensive protocols,
procedures and guidelines for
preventing incursion of pest species
and responding to any detections an
the island, including:
« vehicle and machinery
inspection and clean-down,
« small vessel biosecurity;
« import of building materials;
« guidelines for visitor
conduct;
« vessel biosecurity and
inspection log templates.

contains

The Sunday Island Bay (SIB)
development will incorporate the
recommendations of the DHIBIP in
full and in close cooperation with
DBCA. It is entirely in the best
interest of the developer that the
current conservation efforts on Dirk
Harteg Island are successful.

3d) Noted - as outlined in 13.1 ofthe | 3d}
LDP, the land has existing
covenants in favour of Government
through the Minister for Land which
s satisfactory in meeting
conservation requirements.

any government agency
designedto eradicate pests. The
LDP reports contain Biosecunty
measures and commitments.

Noting that the title presently
includes a covenant with the
Minister for Lands, the DBCA
submission did not requestthat a

6
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Altus Planning

Consultant Planner Comment
(Allerding and Asscciates) for the
Shire

3.

Mic and
Wendy
Payne
Public
Submission

{continued)

3e)

3f)

3g)

same agency that has aeqis over protection
of the restoration efferts on the surrounding
national park AND the conservation
knowledge to be able to provide best practice
on an ongoing basis, not just a management
plan. In addition, a DBCA conservation
covenant is place on the certificate of title
giving DBCA the abilty to have ongoing
conservation input with new landholders
when land changes hands.

A covenant with any other agency will always
be inferior to a conservation covenant with
DBCA and is therefore not satisfactory.

| submit that ANY future development plans
and applications should require that a DBCA
conservation covenant to be placed on the
certificate of title of any private land an Dirk
Hartog Island to safeguard the future success
of the internationally significant restoration
efforts there.

Asian house gecko is one of the most
invasive reptiles in the world and have the
ability as a pest species to not only
outcompete local species of reptile but have

These covenants legally enable
DBCA to exercise control over
conservation aspects of the
development and site management.
It is difficult to see what benefit
another layer covenants would
bring

3e) Noted - current covenants allow
the state to have control over
conservation.

3f) Not agreed - covenant already
exists within the State Government
and Is attached to the title of the
land

3g) Moted — The DHIBIP contains
detailed procedures for preventing
the import of Geckoes and other
invasive species, including

conservation covenant be
imposed over the Subject Site.

3e) As DBCA has not requested a
conservation covenant in regard
to this proposal, a conservation

covenant is not supported.

3 As DBCA has not reguested a
conservation covenant, a
conservation covenant over the
property as part of the
consideration of the LDP is not
supperted.  However, if and
when the LDP Is approved,
DBCA  would be  further
consulted upon receipt of any
Development Application.

The LDP details commitment to
the Dirk Hartog Biosecurity
Implementation Plan 2015.

3g)
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(Allerding and Associates) for the
Shire

3.

Mic and
Wendy
Payne
Public
Submission

{continued)

the abhility to change the ecosystem by the
introduction of harmful and novel bacteria.

quarantine protacols and inspection
procedures. This is addressed in the
supporting Report C.

4,
Department
of Primary
Industries
and Regional
Development
{DPIRD)

4a)

4c)

DPIRD does not object to the
abovementicned proposal but would like to
provide comments

Most of Dirk Hartog Island is contained within
Reserve R50325 and designated
Envimnmental Conservation Reserve in the
Shire of Shark Bay Local Planning Scheme
No.4 (LPS 4), but Lot 304 is a freehold lot that
is designated 'Special Use' in LPS 4 for the
purpose of ‘ecotourism development’.

Lot 304 is an elongated lot measuring roughly
1km from east to west and set back
approximately 70m from the northern
shoreline of Sunday Island Bay. It follows the
contour of the bay, and the terrain is
undulating with occasional dunes and
limestone rises. The soil-landscape system
has been mapped by DPIRD as the Edel
system, comprising calcerous deep sand
(~B5%) and calcerous shallow sand (~15%).
When locally owver-used, this system is

4a) Noted.

4h) MNoted except that the correct
reference to LPS4 is ‘providing for
ecotourism development’.

4¢c) - Noted - Refer section 4.15
Monitoring within  Environmental
Report, 4.4 Physical Impacts, 4.5
Vegetation and Flora Impacts and
Management Plan 5.5 Monitoring
Management.

4a) Non objection noted.
4b) MNoted.
4¢c) The susceptibility of the soil

landscape system to erosion is
noted, and the potential for soil
erosion is of concern particularly
taking into account the amount of
area that could be disturbed in
the building envelope and APZ if
the LDP was approved.
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responsible for the Soif and Land
Conservation Act 13245 the proposed
development should mitigate soil erosion risk
by maximising the retention of native
vegetation. Based on the proposed LDP
(Attachment 2), there is a risk to existing
native ground cover within the following
proposed development areas: building
envelopes (8 x 2,250m2); vehicle parking
areas (x8); emergency water tank sites (x8);
and, new access fracks around the site.
Additional sites may also be required for solar
panels.

Vegetation within

section
Environmental Repart

Management
Plan, section 5.5 Monitoring, and
415 Monitoring  within

Submission | Summary of Submission Applicant Comment Consultant Planner Comment
Altus Planning (Allerding and Associates) for the
Shire
susceptible to wind erosion. (Attachment 1 —
4. Pastoral Region Soil Landscape Report).
Department .
. 4d) DPIRD notes that Lot 304 has been the | 4d) - Noted - DBCA comments are | 4d) Refer to comment in DBCA
of Primary . . N L
. subject of past development proposals, both | responded to in the section below. submission.
Industries formal and informal, and detailed feedback
and Regional on these proposals has been provided in the
Development past by the Shire of Shark Bay, the
(DPIRD) Department of Biodiversity, Conservation
and  Aftractions (DBCA), and the
: Environmental Protection Authority (EPA).
(continued) Given that the site is surrounded by a
national park managed by DBCA, and the
proposed use is  ecotounsm, DPIRD
cansiders DBCA the agency best placed to
camment an the proposed LDP.
4e) From DPIRD's perspective, as the agency | 4e) - Noted - Refer section 46 | 4e) The susceptibility of the soil

landscape system to erosion is
noted, and the potential for soil
erosion is of concern particularly
taking into account the amount of
area that could be disturbed in
the building envelope and APZ if
the LDP was approved. The
environmental report does not
detall mitigation measures in
regard to soil erosion, but at
section 4.16 does provide
possible mitigation measures in
regard to damage to vegetation
and or erosion of wehicle or
pedestrian access tracks.
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demonstrate that adequate supply can be
provided for the developments ongoing
requirements, without negatively affecting
the local environment.

water supply are addressed within

section 3.2 Servicing  within
Management Plan.
Sufficient Water will always be

provided from the mainland, as
required, in the absence of ather
options.

Submission | Summary of Submission Applicant Comment Consultant Planner Comment
Altus Planning (Allerding and Associates) for the
Shire
5 DWER 5a) DWER has identified that the proposed | 5a) - Noted and dealt with in SSE. Sa) The key issues and
Department activity has the potential for impact on recommendations are noted and
of Water and environment and water resource values. responded to below.
Environment Key issues and recommendations are
al Regulation provided below, and these matters should
be addressed.
Water supply
5h) It is the responsibility of the proponent to | 5b) - Noted - Multiple options for | 5b)  The Applicant has updated the

2026 LDP to now propose that all
water will be transported from the
mainland to Lot 304 via barge
moored in Sunday Bay Island
Bay with connection via flexible
pipes to Lot 304 over the
National Park.

DBCA has confirmed that it
would require a licence for the
transport of water from a barge
moored in Sunday Bay Island
Bay to the site, over the national
park land. However, DBCA has
stated that a licence is to be
applied for and determined after
Development Approval is
obtained

The applicant has not provided
sufficient information to
demanstrate that the transport of
water from the mainland will
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Summary of Submission

Applicant Comment
Altus Planning

Consultant Planner Comment
(Allerding and Associates) for the
Shire

5 DWER
Department
of Water and
Environment
al Regulation

{continued)

ac)

5dl)

It is proposed that non-potable water
supplies will be drawn from Two Wells, a
former stock watering point. The inclusion
of anecdotal statements regarding the use
of the wells to water sheep during the
previous pastoral use of the site, does not
qualify the suitability of the groundwater for
the proposed development.

DWER also gueries the proposal that sea
water may be used for firefighting purposes.
While it may be seen to be preferable to use
sea water than to lose native vegetation to
fire the salinisation of the soil will impact the
ability of the vegetation to recover from fire.

5¢) - Noted - Disagree. Twao Well
water is suitable for Non potable
use. Appendix 1 - Water Quality
Report, confirms that Two Wells has
already been included to qualify
suitability of water from this source
which is but one of the options. The
first option Is the transport of water
from the mainland and is regarded
as the preference for inclusion in any
development application.

5d) - Noted - Various options are
proposed for the supply of water for
firefighting use. The vegetation
within the lot and surrounds consists
of extremely high salt content. The
use of sea water would not change
this in the event of using it to protect
life and infrastructure, Amongst the

provide a secure and ongoing
sustainable water supply for the
life of the development. Further
discussion in regard to the
supply of water to Lot 304 is
provided in the report.

5¢) After the advertising of the 2025
LDP, the Applicant updated the
2026 LDP to detail that the first
option Is to transport water from
the mainland.

The applicant has not provided
sufficient inforration to
demaonstrate that the transport of
water from the mainland will
provide a secure and ongoing
sustainable water supply for the
life of the development

Further discussion in regard to
the supply of water to Lot 304 is
provided in the report.

5d) After the advertising of the 2025
LDP, the Applicant updated the
2026 LDP to detail that the first
option is to transport water from
the mainland for potable water,
non potable water and water for
fire fighting purposes.

11
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Submission

Summary of Submission

Applicant Comment
Altus Planning

Consultant Planner Comment
[Allerding and Associates) for the
Shire

5. DWER
Department
of Water and
Environment
al Regulation

{continued)

5e)

DWER recommends that the LDP not be
approved until such time as the proponents
can adequately demonstrate that the
proposed development has an adequate
water supply that can service all aspects of
the development - potable and non-potable
usage and firefighting - that will not
negatively impact the values of this
enviranmentally fragile Warld Heritage Area.

Wastewater

5f)

The developers are required to demonstrate
that proposed on-site wastewater treatment
systems are appropriate for the specific site
conditions and meet the necessary

options, the use of sea water would
be one of last resort scenarios.
Moreover, the fire risk is diminished
by the considered development
location and appropriate building
construction.

5e) - Noted - It is reaffirmed that
water will be sourced from the
mainland as the first option to be
considered,

5f) - Noted - Wastewater control will
comply with SSE and meet the
requirements of SSE which has
been prepared in accordance with

Further discussicn in regard to
the supply of water to Lot 304 is
provided in the report.

Se) The applicant has not provided
sufficient information to
demonstrate that the transport of
water from the mainland will
provide a secure and ongoing
sustainable water supply for the
life of the development and has
nat provided sufficient
information to demonstrate that
transport of the water from the
Bay to Lot 304 through the
National Park will not negatively

impact the walues of this
environmentally fragile World
Heritage Area.

Further discussion in regard to
the supply of water to Lot 304 is
provided in the report.

5f) The Shire's Health staff have
advised that ATU systems have
a proven track record in remote
areas, with the benefit of

12
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5 DWER
Department
of Water and
Environment
al Regulation

{continued)

5g)

requirements of Sewerage Sensitive Areas.
Although ATU systems may be a less
polluting option than septic tanks, they are
not without risks

DWER considers that there are still risks to

the environment, both terrestrial and aguatic

from the disposal of the treated wastewater

at this site. Areas of concern include:

» Land capability to attenuate nutrient
loads

s Effects on native vegetation

+ Leaching of effluent into marine waters

« Risks to human health

s Effects on native wildlife

s Qdour control

+ How will the required regular serving of
these systems be undertaken in such a
remote location? Without regular
serving these systems do not operate at
maximum efficacy

= Monitoring the impacts of the disposal of
wastewater,

Local development plan

Maximum occupancy

DWER queries how the cap on visitor/staff
numbers was determined to be 1007 Rather
than declaring that 100 people is a suitable

the Government Sewerage Policy
and meets requirements of SSE.

In addition, service contract with
supplier will be undertaken to ensure
regular servicing.

Monitoring will be as addressed
within LOP, and as proposed in the
Management Plan and
Environmental Report monitoring.

5g) - Noted - The numbers of staff
and visitors permitted has been
established in line with the
requirements of the BMP. The SSE

minimising potential
contamination of groundwater.
The Environmental Report and
SSE concludes that the site has
the capability and ample rcom to
support on-site effluent disposal
without risk to health or the
environment, however four of the
building envelopes do not
achieve a 100m separation from
the high water mark. Therefore,
the LDP does not satisfy the
recommendations of the SSE.

It is of concern that the effluent
disposal areas located less than
100m from the foreshore could
have an adverse impact upon the
marine environment

The cap of 100 persons was
introduced by the Applicant on
the basis this is the maximum
capacity for a shelter for an

13
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Summary of Submission

Applicant Comment
Altus Planning

Consultant Planner Comment
(Allerding and Associates) for the
Shire

5 DWER
Department
of Water and
Environment
al Regulation

{continued)

number to accommodate at any one time,
the develapers should review the capability
of the land to accommodate visitors without
creating a negative impact on the
environment.

also confirms the capability of the
land to provide far these numbers of
staff and visitors (and more) in the
event that development of the total
numbers of accommodation units
permitted was developed.

acceptable solution under the
Planning for Bushfire Guidelines.

The  Environmental Report
details  that the effluent
generation is based on 140 litres
per day with each cluster having
4 people in each of the 4
accommoadation units, equating
2,240L per day per envelope or
14,000 litres across the whole
site perday. The SSE concludes
that “in combination with an
extensive 100m marine setback
distance, the proposed use of a
secondary treatment system with
nutrient  retention  capability
within all building envelopeas will
significantly reduce any risk of
on-site effluent disposal
endangering public health ar the
environment”. However, four of
the building envelopes do not
achieve the 100 metre setback
from the high water mark. There
is potential that the effluent
disposal areas located less than
100m from the high water mark
could adversely affect the marine
environment

14
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Altus Planning

Consultant Planner Comment
(Allerding and Associates) for the
Shire

5. DWER
Department
of Water and
Environment
al Regulation

(continued)

5h)

5i)

This would mean reviewing the water supply
at: Two Wells for the sustainable yield
without diminishing the source for other

users (including  the environment)
considering the drying climate and
understanding the capacity of the

calcareous sands to attenuate the nutrient
load without creating negative impacts on
the dune vegetation andfor the marine
environment.

The SSE determined that the land capability
was only fair”. There are five land capability
classes — very high, High, Fair, Low and
Very Low. Fair land is described as having
“Moderate physical limitations significantly
affecting productive fand use and/or risk of
degradation. Careful  planning  and
conservation measures required”. It is not
known whether this land is suitable for the
disposal of the proposed volume of effluent
without causing negative impacts.

5h) - Noted - Two Wells is but one
option for the supply of water to
Sunday Island Bay and is located
within the water easement for
transporting water to the site. The
wells were developed more than 100
years ago and have serviced the
pastoral industry over this time.
Water from mainland will be the first
option.

5i) - Noted - The SSE confirmed that
the land is suitable and capable of
disposal of the requirements of the
proposed 100 visitors and staff (and
more} if fully developed.

The SSE concluded:

“The capability of fot 304 to
accommodate  on-site  effluent
disposal has been demonstrated by:
All of the eight proposed building
envelopes being able to meet the
Government Sewerage Policy’s
general site  requirements  for
sewage sensitive areas as oultlined

The LDP has been assessed
based upon the updated
information provided by the
Applicant that all water will be
sourced from the mainland. The
information in regard to sourcing
a reliable and ongoing water
supply from the mainland is
limited and it is considered that
the Applicant has not
demonstrated that a secure and
ongoing sustainable supply of
water can be provided for the life
for the development.

5h)

5i) It is agreed that the SSE
determined that the land
capability was fair. Whilst the
SSE  concludes that “The
resultant cumulative impact on
the environment is considered to
be ‘low,” the LDP does not satisfy
the recommendation of the SSE
that the effluent disposal areas
are located 100m from the
foreshore, therefore the proposal
may have the potential to result
in negative impacts on the
marine environment.
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Planner Comment

(Allerding and Associates) for the

Shire

5. DWER
Department
of Water and
Environment
al Regulation

{continued)

5j)

When the agreed maximum carrying
capacity of the site is determined, this
should be stated in the LDP and only
sufficient units be built to accommeodate this
number of people.

Biosecurity risk

5k)

It is recommended that the LDP include a
reference to the Dirk Hartog Island
Blosecurity implementation Plan, June 2014

in the reports Table 1 ( subject fo the
use of secondary treatment
systems)”.

5j) - This is already enforced hy
Covenants  registered on the
Certificate of Title for Lot 304 in 2009
and is referenced in 13.1 of the LDP
conditions and menticned
throughout the LDP supporting
reports. The Covenants contain an
area based mathematical formula
which limits any future development
to thirty-three accommodation units.
As a result of the restriction on the
number of units, there is a limit on
the number of visitors and staff, to a
maximum of 100 (including staff), on
Lot 304 at any given time, which Is
validated by Secton & of the
Bushfire Management Plan which
proposes the maximum of 100
occupants to conform with Bushfire
Protection Criteriz Element 5
(Vulnerable Tourism Land Uses).

5k) - Disagree - it is referenced in
condtion 7.3 and 47 of the
Management Plan:

5i)

5k)

The covenants imposed by the
Minster for lands restricts the
number and size of the
accommodation units and this is
stated in the LDP. Clause 8.4 of
the 2026 LDP states that the total
number of staff and tourists will
not exceed 100 persons.

The LDP refers to the Dirk
Hartog Island Biosecurify
implementation Plan, June 2014
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Altus Planning

Consultant Planner Comment
(Allerding and Associates) for the
Shire

5 DWER
Department
of Water and
Environment
al Regulation

{continued)

(Revised June 2015). This will reinforce the
importance of maintaining the island free of
destructive invasive species, as increased
visitation increases the risk of biosecurity
breaches.

Mative Vegetation Profection
5l) It is noted that clearing of native vegetation
will be required to implement this LDP.

Under section 51C of the Environmental

Protection Act 1986 (EP Act) clearing of

native vegetation is an offence unless:

+ it is undertaken under the authority of a
clearing permit

s it is done after the person has received
notice under Section 51DA(S) that a
clearing permit is nat required

= the clearing is subject to an exemption

7.3 Management and visitors shalf
be guided by the Dirk Harlog
Biosecurity Implementation Plan
2015,

Furthermore, and as per response to
3hb), reference to the DHIBIP is
already included in ittem 4.7
Biosecurity within Management Plan
and in 46.3 Introduced Species
within the Environmental Report.

5l) — Noted - Refer Management
Plan 5.2 Fire Risk Management,
520&5201&5211&52.0v

The asset protection zone will not be
an area cleared of vegetation but a
carefully planned management of
vegetation in accordance with the
information included within section
B2 Planning for Bushfire
Guidelines.

The BMP confirms that minimum
amount of vegetation will need to be
modifiedfimpacted to comply

{Revised June 2015). DBCA
have confirmed that  this
document is still currently the
adopted doecument.

50y It is noted that that the design
guidelines of the LDP identifies
that any clearing will be subject
of a development application and
clearing permit if required. Any
application for clearing and
development application seeking
approval for clearing of native
vegetation would be determined
at the time of receipt of the
application.

However, the LDP does not
detail the extent of vegetation to
be removed within the building
envelopes and APZ for each
building envelope.

17
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Altus Planning
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5 DWER
Department
of Water and

Environment
al Regulation

{continued)

5m)

5n)

Exemptions for clearing that are a
requirement of written law, or authorised
under certain statutory processes, are
contained in Schedule 6 of the EP Act
Exemptions for low impact routine land
management practices outside of
environmentally sensitive areas (ESAs) are
contained in the Environmental Protection
{Clearing of Native Vegetation) Regulations
2004 (the Clearing Regulations),

Based on the information provided and
based on the area being mapped within an
Environmental Sensitive Area, the clearing
for proposed development is not exempt
and a clearing permit will be required.

with acceptable radiant heat flux
standards and compliance with
SPP3.7 and the Guidelines, A
landscape management plan will be
prepared following approval of the
LDP and included with development
applications to  manage and
minimise vegetation management
that maybe required for building
envelopes

5m) Noted.

5n) The requirement for a clearing
permit is noted. Any application
for clearing and development
application seeking approval for
clearing of native wvegetation
would be determined at the time
of receipt of the application.

5m) - Noted
5n) - Noted.
18
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from the Shire dated 8 August 2025 contains
a summary of what is proposed, including a
maximum of 100 people (visitors and staff)
to be accommedated within the LDP area,
consistent with what is recommended in the
bushfire management plan. It is noted that

documentation, Including  within
Management Plan 2.2 & 3.2.ii & 4.2
& 4.8

Section 4.8 Visitor Numbers within
the Management Plan already

Submission | Summary of Submission Applicant Comment Consultant Planner Comment
Altus Planning (Allerding and Associates) for the
Shire
5 DWER 50) DWER should be notified of any|50) - MNoted - Vegetation | 50) The LDP has been updated as a
Department modifications to the Local Development | management Is comprehensively result  of the submissions
of Water and Plan that may have implications on aspects | addressed within the Management received. The 2026 LDP has not
Environment of environment andior water management, | Plan and Bushfire Management it’)uer?hner Zf:;]%e:m o DWER for
al Regulation to enable the implications to be assessed. | Plan and the Design Guidelines. i
Please contact me if you require any further
{continued) information on these comments. See LDP submission re: Condition
3 (v)and 3 {v).
Also see Management Plan section:
- 4 B Vegetation;
- 5.2.1 Bushfire Management Plan,
- 52.iv Landscape Management;
- Design Guidelines; and
- 4.0 Design Philosophy
- 9.0 Landscaping
6. DPLH Ba) The LDP has been reviewed against the | 6a) - Noted Ba) Noted.
Department Local Planning Strategy and Local Planning
of Planning, Scheme No. 4, and it is generally consistent
Lands and with both
Heritage
[Sls}] The LDP proposes 8 building envelopes | 6b) - Noted - The reference to 100 | gp) The 2026 LDP plan has been
Land Use containing 32 accommodation units and | visitors and staff is included at updated to include a new 8.4
Planning staff accommodation. The covering letter | multiple references within the LDP (under Bushfire Management)

stating:
The fotal number of staff
and tourists will not
exceed 100 fo comply
with acceptable
solutions in the Planning
for Bushfire Guidelines:
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Submission | Summary of Submission Applicant Comment Consultant Planner Comment
Altus Planning (Allerding and Associates) for the
Shire
6. DPLH the LDP does not currently stipulate a | specifically states that the maximum November 2024, noting
Department maximum of 100 pecple, and it is | number of wvisitors and staff that the maximum lolal
of Planning, recommended that this be included permitted on site is limited to 100 capacity of the on-site
Lands and and in section 1.4 of LDP shefier/s fs 100 persois.
Heritage submission and in CONTEXT and
3.1 Supperting reports.
Land Use
Planning If eritical, express reference to a limit
of 100 person can referenced in
(continued) condition 131
6c) The proposed development may have | 6¢) - Noted- The LDP has already 6¢) Refer to Submission 1 regarding
implications for the onsite disposal of | been referred to the Department of comments from the Department
effluent in accordance with the Governmeni | Health who advised they had no of Health.
Sewerage Policy 2079, and if not already | objection to the LDP subject to
done it is recommended that the LDP is | conditions already agreed to by
referred to the Department of Health for | DHID
comment.
6d) The Department’s Coastal Policy team has | 8d) - Noted. 6d) Refer to submission 7.
provided comment on the LDP and its
advice is attached. It is acknowledged that
you have already received comment from
the Department’s Bushfire Policy team, and
a copy of this advice as well as that of DFES
is also attached
7. DPLH 7a) Thank vyou for referring the Local | 7a) - Noted. 7a) Noted
Department Development Plan (LDP) at Lot 304 Sunday
of Planning, Island Bay, Dirk Hartog Island (February
20
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Submission

Summary of Submission

Applicant Comment
Altus Planning

Consultant Planner Comment
(Allerding and Associates) for the
Shire

Lands and
Heritage
Coastal

Policy Team

7. DPLH
Department
of Planning,
Lands and
Heritage
Coastal
Policy Team

{continued)

7b)

7c)

2025) for advice regarding State Planning
Policy 26 — State Coastal Planning Policy
(SPP2.6).

It is noted in both your email and the letter
from the Shire reference is made to
comments from 11 February 2015.

For reference, please note that comments
on an LDP (18 May 2020) were also
provided June 2020 (Attached)

The 2025 LDP comprised various
documents, including Coastal Risk
Management Reports (Danara 2014, 2019,
2021) and additional related
correspondence (2023, 2024), Draft
ForeshorefAccess  Management  Plan
(December 2024)

The subject site is anticipated to be
impacted by both erosion and inundation
over the 100-year planning timeframe. The
adaptation response for erosion is to avoid
present day erosion, and transition to
managed retreat following sustained coastal
erosion, anticipated from around 2070. The
adaptation response for inundation is to
avoid, by siting development above of the
+4.Ym AHD contour.

This is an entirely new submission
as requested by the Shire of Shark
Bay.

7b) - Noted.

7e) - Noted - The site of Lot 304 is
an area identified in the Damara
Repoaort as subject to coastal hazards
in the 100- year timeframe as
discussed in Section 5.1 of the LDP
report. The

proposal is for building envelopes to
be located landward of the AHD 4.7
m contour consistent with one-
hundred-year forecasts.

7b)  Noted.

7c) The comment by DPLH and the
Applicant's response that the
building envelopes are located
landward of the 47m AHD
contour are noted and this is
stated in the Management Plan
and Environmental Report. The
Damara report also refers to the
building envelopes being In
areas outside of the +4.7m AHD.
The 2026 LDP has been
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foreshore reserves should be in public
ownership and planning for coastal
foreshore reserves should ensure the
provision of a coastal foreshore reserve
which provides the values, functions, and
uses currently provided are still available at
the end of the planning timeframe.

a coastal foreshore reserve, This is
an offshore island that is also a
National Park and Woerld Heritage
property administered by DBCA and
the Malgana.

Submission | Summary of Submission Applicant Comment Consultant Planner Comment
Altus Planning (Allerding and Associates) for the
Shire
amended to require minimum
7. DPLH finished floar levels of 4 7Tm AHD.
Department
of Planning, | 7d)  As set out in SPP26 Clause 5.5 (ii), where | 7d) - Noted Such a notification | /¥ 1he 2026 LEP has been updated
Lands and a coastal hazard risk assessment identifies | would only impact current or future nOOtQC uce the Toflowing acvice
Heritage a level of risk that is unacceptable, | landowners, none of whom would be At that time of
Coastal adaptation measures need to be prepared to | permanent residents. The need far Development  Approval
Policy Team reduce those risks down to acceptable or | such a notification is less critical for being granted, the
tolerable levels. Clause 5.5 (i) requires that | an ecotourism development. following notification isto
(continued) where a coastal hazard risk is identified this be placed on title:
should be disclosed to those affected by way “/ULNERABLE
of a vulnerable coastal area notification on COASTAL AREA — This
the certificate of title. lot is located in an area
likely to be subject to
coastal erosion andfor
inundation over the next
100 years from the date
this notification is
registered
Te) And as set out in Clause 5.9, coastal | 7e) - Noted — However, Lot 304 not | 7¢) The configuration is such that Lot

304 does not abut the high water
mark. Reserve 50325 separates
Lot 304 from the high water park
of Sunday Bay.
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Submission | Summary of Submission Applicant Comment Consultant Planner Comment
Altus Planning (Allerding and Associates) for the
Shire
7. DPLH 7f) The 2025 LDP is insufficient in its response | 7f) - Disagreed — Section of 5.1 of | 7f) Clause 57 (1) of the Deemed
Department to coastal hazard risk and SPP2.6, in | the LDP report states: Provisions is that an LDP is to
of Planning, particular the need for development to be have effect for a period of _10
Lands and time-limited, the triggers for managed | ‘The Damara CHRMAFP report gears or another  period
. } . etermined by the Local
Heritage retreat and the requirement for the ceding of | prepared in compliance with SPP Government
Coastal the coastal foreshore reserve as a | 2.6 recommends that the fong-term
Policy Team consequence of retreat being implemented, | pathway for development is to avoid In the event that the Council
and the requirement for a notification on title | erosion and inundation risk until not suppert the LDP, it is
{continued) to be applied. Itis necessary to ensure these | viable, then moving info managed recommended that the 2026 LDP
requirements are captured in the LDP, as | retreat phase before the ocean be updated to state that any
- . . Development Approval will be
the scheme provisions in Special Use 14 | fevels forecast are achieved. time limited to 31 December
(SU14) of the Shire of Shark Bay Local | The Damara Report identifies that 2089 and include a condition that
Planning Scheme Mo.4 are also insufficient | erosion risk management js fo be the development shall be
in this regard. focused on beach access and dune removed after expiry of the
management until retreat is required approval  and  the land
{o be implemenied. rehabiltated to the specification
The recommendations of this report ?h?l::ct;::::gg;l ;;sthe Shire, at
will be followed and monitored by
management and addressed af the
DA level when appropriate as an
ongoing requirement for managing
the sife”
These are matters that can be
further addressed at DA stage.
79) Recommended LDP conditions: 7g) - Mot Agreed — To be addressed | 79} In the event that the Council
at DA stage. If a time-limit condition suppert the LDP, it s
23
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Submission

Summary of Submission

Applicant Comment
Altus Planning

Consultant Planner Comment
(Allerding and Associates) for the
Shire

7. DPLH
Department
of Planning,
Lands and
Heritage
Coastal
Policy Team

(continued)

To comply with the requirements of SPP2.6
the LDP is to be amended to include the
following provisions

1.

Development approval shall be
limited to a period of not more than
45 years from the date of approval,
at which point the approval will
lapse and:
i) The development
removed; and
i) The land shall be rehabilitated to
its pre-development condition, to
the specifications and satisfaction of
the Shire, at the landowners cost.

shall be

Any development approval granted
in respect of the Condition 1 shall
cease to have effect and:
i) The development
removed; and

1) The land shall be rehabilitated to
its pre-development condition, to
the specifications and satisfaction of
the Shire, at the landowners’ cost,
when the most landward part of the
Horizontal Shoreline Datum s
within 30 metres of the most
seaward part of the development.

shall be

is considered appropriated at the
time, it can be based on trigger
points based on sea level rise and/for
erosion events, if and when they
require, not a specific timeframe.

1) Not agreed — as above, specific
trigger points can be crafted in lieu
of a specific date  which
coincidentally was previously
suggested as 50 years.

2) Not Agreed — in respect to a
specific timeframe in condition 1

iy Noted

i) Rehabilitation to pre-
development conditions
may not be possible nor
practicable.
Specifically, to
accommedate the new
coastal structure any
degree of erosion may
result in a steeper coast
than it is presently.

recommended thatthe 2026 LDP
be updated to:

1. include a time limitation to 31
December 2069 and a note that
any Development Approval
would include a condition that all
development shall be removed
after expiry of the approval and
the land rehabilitated

2. Include at Clause 13.3 a note
outlining that any Development
Approval will be time limited until
31 December 2069 and will
include a condition that the
development shall be removed
after expiry of the approval and
the land rehabilitated to the
specification and satisfaction of
the Shire, at the landowners
cost;
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implemented by the applicant for 5 years
following practical completion of all
proposed works in the approved Foreshore
Management Plan.

implementation period would more
appropriately be dealt after the
consideration of the plan itself.

Submission | Summary of Submission Applicant Comment Consultant Planner Comment
Altus Planning (Allerding and Associates) for the
Shire
7. DPLH Rehabilitation should be
Department triggered when building
of Planning, retreat is no longer a
Lands and practical opticn.
Heritage
Coastal 3. Development of Lot 304 Sunday Island Bay, | 3) Noted. 3. In the event that the Council
Palicy Team Dirk Hartog Island, shall be in accordance support the LDP, the 2026 LDP
with the Damara report 16 December 2021 can be updated to include this as
(continued) (Ref: 281.03) with satisfactory a note at Clause 13;
arrangements being put in place for the
ongoing implementation of the actions
identified in the report.
4, Prior to the commencement of development | 4) Agreed — as stated in Condition 4 In the event that the Council
works a foreshore management plan for Lot | 10 of the LDP: support the LDP, the LDP could
304 Sunday Island Bay, Dirk Harteg Island be updated to require as part of
is to be prapared and approved to ensure | “A Foreshore Management Plan any development application,
the protection and management of the sites | may be required and referred to suomission of a Foreshore
! A h Management Plan, to be
environmental assets with satisfactory | DBCA for endorsement as a prepared  and  approved by
arrangements  being made for the | condition of development when DBCA.
implementation of the approved plan. development  applications  are
submitted to Council for approval.”
5. The Foreshore Management Plan shall be | 5) Not Agreed — If required, any 5 Clause 10.2 of the 2026 LDP

states that the foreshore
management plan (which is to be
approved by DBCA in
consultation with the Shire) is to
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Submission | Summary of Submission Applicant Comment Consultant Planner Comment
Altus Planning (Allerding and Associates) for the
Shire
7. DPLH detail the time frame for
Department implementation.
of Planning,
Lanfis and 6. A notification, pursuant to Section 70A of the | 6) Noted - to be imposed at DA 6. The 2026 LDP has been updated
Heritage Transfer of Land Act 1893 is to be placed on | stage. to include a note that details that
Coastal the certificate of title of the proposed at the time of development
Policy Team development lot advising of the existence of approval being granted, a
a hazard The nctification is to state as notification is to be placed on
(continued) follows: title.
“VULNERABLE COASTAL AREA —
This lot is located in an area likely to
be subject to coastal erosion andfor
inundation over the next 100 years
Advice Notes:
s | et S arien w3 |1 ursantio Ciause 57 @ cr e
, _ . . Deemed Provisions, an
grant, allowing the development to remain | relevant to the consideration of an extension to an LDP can be
until such time condition 2 occurs at which | LDP. However, it is acknowledged granted. Therefore, an advice
time the development will be required to be | that it may contain information that note to this effect is not required
removed in accordance with condition 2. may assist the Applicant at the time on the LDP.
of the development application.
2 In relation to Condtions 1 and 2, 2. The matters raised under advice
development may be relocated landward 1. MNoted. note 2 coukd be addressed at a
within the building envelopes. This will 2. Moted time if and when the LDP is
require reassessment of coastal hazards approved and if and when an
and updating of the Damara report 16 extension to the LDP is sought
December 2021 (Ref. 281.03) management
26
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Submission

Summary of Submission

Applicant Comment
Altus Planning

Consultant Planner Comment
(Allerding and Asscciates) for the
Shire

7. DPLH
Department
of Planning,
Lands and
Heritage
Coastal
Palicy Team

{continued)

actions and implementation requirements
The applicant is also advised that any
update that includes relocation landward of
development will need to include
assessment and provision of a coastal
foreshore reserve to be ceded back to the
Crown, free of cost, to ensure that there will
remain a sufficiently wide and useable
beach face and foreshore, which is publicly
owned and accessible, during the 100-year
planning timeframe,

3. Noted. Such matters would be

In relation to Condition 3, development | 3) Noted addressed at the Development
requirements include but not limited to: Application stage if and when the
- Development within the building LDP was approved by Council.
envelopes  shall be landward of
4.7m AHD; and
A detailed managed retreat plan

being submitted to the Shire of

Shark Bay.

4. Noted. Clause 10.2 of the 2026

In relation to Condition 4 the Foreshore | 4) Noted. LDP details that a Foreshore
Management Plan is required to be Management Plan is required
consistent with the Damara report 16 The matters raised in advice nate
December 2021 (Ref: 281 03) including but 4 could be dealt wth at the

- Development Application stage,
not limited to: if and when the LDP was
Monitoring and Management of Dunes and approved by Council.

beach access in accordance with

27
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Submission | Summary of Submission Applicant Comment Consultant Planner Comment

Altus Planning (Allerding and Associates) for the
Shire

7. DPLH Table 1: Levels of Dune Monitoring;

Department and

of Planning, | - Table 2 Trigger and management

Lands and Considerations for Lot 304 Beach

Heritage Access and Dunes.

Coastal

Policy Team

(continued)

8. Planning 8a)
Solutions on
behalf of
DIRK
HARTOG 8b)
LLC and
JANANA,
NOMINEES
PTY LTD

the
registered
proprietors of
Lot 305
Sunday
Island Bay,
Dirk Hartog
Island

This submission comprises an chjection to
the proposed LDP on behalf of the owners
of Lot 305. The basis for this objection is
outlined in the submission.

The propasal includes insufficient
information to enable the Shire to carry out
a full and proper assessment.

The documentation lacks clarity and
consistency which reduces the integrty of
the proposal and management plans. For
example, a specific land use should be
selected for the proposed building
envelopes rather than the envelopes being
referred to differently throughout. This will
ensure alldocumentation align and allow the
Shire and referral agencies to assess the
proposal correctly and impose suitable
conditions.

8a) Noted.

8b) Not agreed - the information
provided is in compliance with the
requirements provided for in SU14
conditions of Shire of Shark Bay
LPS No 4

8c) Noted - The LDP Condition 30
LAND USES provides the details of
what land use is proposed. The
proposal aligns with the ‘Ecotourism’
land use as defined in LPS4 and as
referenced in condition 1 of SU14.
The middle 'Special Use’ calumn of
SU14 alse mentions  numerous

8a) Noted

8b) Comment is provided in regard to
each point below

8c) The land uses are detailed in
Clause 3 of the LDP and there is
a list of discretionary land uses in
SU14 provisions of LPS4. The
2026 LDP has been updated to
state that the land use proposed
is Tourist Development
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Submission

Summary of Submission

Applicant Comment
Altus Planning

Consultant Planner Comment
(Allerding and Associates) for the
Shire

8
Planning
Solutions

{continued)

8d)

8e)

The LDP submission does not include
sufficient specialist reporting or
management plans to ascertain whether the
proposal can appropriately mitigate the
increased pressure on the island as a result
of increased visitors, boats and vehicles.

The suitability of the proposal with regard to
the provisions and requirements the SU14
conditions is questioned. As it stands, the
proposal appears to be a standard form of
holiday accommaodation, rather than a
development that truly pursues eco-tourism
in line with the SU14 objectives

Eco-Tourism

&)

The objective of the SU14 is to "provide for
eco-tourism  development’ and LPS4
defines ‘ecotourism’ as:

discretionary use which do not need
to be further defined or referenced.

8d) - Not agreed - The LDP is not an
application for development but
complies directly with SU14
requiring the preparation of an LDP
prior  to  commencement of
development. The Shire has advised
it will not consider any development
for ecotourism until an LDP is
approved

Be) — Not agree - The LDP is
submitted consistent with condition
1 of SU14 being an ecotourism
development which:

‘means ecologically sustainable
fourism with a primary focus on
experiencing natural areas that
fasters environmentally and cuiftural
understanding. appreciation and
conservation.”

8f) — Not agreed - the owverall
purpose of the proposal is to
facilitate, in broad terms, a Tourist

8d) Further comment on the reports
is provided in response to
submissions, in Table 3: Scheme
Assessment Table and in the
Officer Repart.

8e) There is a level of uncertainty
over the cumulative impact of
future development under the
LDP and whether this represents
ecological sustainable tourism
Refer to comment in Table 3:
Scheme Assessment Table and
in the Officer Report.

8f) There is a level of uncertainty
over the cumulative impact of
future development under the
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Submission

Summary of Submission

Applicant Comment
Altus Planning

Consultant Planner Comment
(Allerding and Associates) for the
Shire

8.
Planning
Solutions

{continued)

8g)

‘Ecofogically sustainable tourism with a
primary focus on experiencing natural areas
that fosters environmentally and culftural
understanding, appreciation and
conservation.'

Whilst the LDP contemplates 'Camping
Ground’ ‘Caravan park’, ‘Holiday
accommodation’ and ‘Tourism development’
as potential land uses (which are all ‘D' uses
under the SU14), a number of other land
uses and descriptions, such as 'chalet,
‘short term accommodation’, ‘'traditional
accommodation' are mentioned throughout
the LDP documentation. This ambiguity and
lack of detail regarding the type of
accommaodation proposed, as well as the
overall purpose of the development raises
the question of whether the proposal is
simply a standard form of holiday
accommodation, rather than a development
that truly pursues eco-tourism in linewith the
SU14 objective.

The use of the term ‘short term
accommodation'  throughout is also
misleading. Whilst uses that are considered
a form of short term accommodation such as
‘holiday accommedation’ are listed under
SU14, not all uses that contain ‘short term
accommodation’ in their definitions are listed
in SU14 as capable of approval at the site.
In our view, the D uses' for the site have

Development, has parameters that
are wholly consistent with an
ecotourism development

8g) — Noted —the phrase “Short term
accommodation” is used only in the
context of the LPS4 definition of
Taurist Development and the
phrase used on covenant 1(h) on the
certificate of title.

LDP and whether this represents
ecological sustainable tourism
Refer to comment in Table 3:
Scheme Assessment Table and
in the Officer Report

The terms of Camping Ground’,

‘Caravan park’, ‘Holiday
accommodation” and Tourism
Development’ are all

Discretionary land uses under
SU14 of LP34. The term ‘chalet’
and ‘short term accommodation’
are defined under LPS4 and
therefore are considered
acceptable terms to use in the
LDP.

8g) The use of the term short term
accommodation is considered
reasonable, particularly as this is
referred to in the definition of
Tourist Development under the
Scheme and as the term ‘short
term accommodation’ is defined
in the Scheme, it is considered
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Submission

Summary of Submission

Applicant Comment
Altus Planning

Consultant Planner Comment
(Allerding and Associates) for the
Shire

8.
Planning
Solutions

{continued)

8h)

Design
8i)

8))

been specifically chosen, and others
excluded, to ensure uses are suitable for the
site noting its environmental sensitivity and
isolated nature.

In summary, it is our view that the proposed
LDP does not sufficiently distinguish
between a standard tourism facility and eco-
tourism. In the absence of sufficient detail to
demonstrate how future development will
provide ecologically sustainable eco-
tourism, the LDP cannot reasonably be
considerad to satisfy the requirements of
SU14 and should not be supported. Further,
the specific land usels for the proposed
building envelopes should be clarified and,
following this, all LDP documentation and
management plans must be updatedto align
with the specified use/s. We understand that
some management reporting, such as
bushfire assessments, is likely to require
updating depending on the land use or
building class proposed,

The proposed LDP Design Guidelines exist
to guide future design and development on
the site, however following our review there
are several key concems with this
documentation, as outlined below.

The Design Guidelines should be drafted
with regards to the pnnciples of the State

8h) — Not agreed —in circumstances
where the proposal will be in a
remote location far from all essential
services, an appropriate standard of
health, safety and amenities are
provided commensurate with the
requirements of SU14.

The level of detail and justification
provided in this LDP goes well
beyond that of any comparable LDP
proposal.

This is not a development
application but a plan that provides
appropriate  and guidance and
parameters for such intended
development,

8i) - Noted

8]y — Not agreed - The design
guidelines have been professionally

an acceptable term to use in the
LDP.

8h) There is a level of uncertainty
over the cumulative impact of
future development under the
LDP and whether this represents
ecological sustainable tourism.
Refer to comment in Table 3:
Scheme Assessment Table and

in the Officer Report

8i) Comment is provided in regard to

each point below.

Refer to comment in Table 3:
Scheme Assessment Table and
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Submission

Summary of Submission

Applicant Comment
Altus Planning

Consultant Planner Comment
[Allerding and Associates) for the
Shire

8.
Planning
Solutions

{continued)

Planning Policy 7.0 Design of the Built
Environment {SPP7.0). They should set out
objectives (main geal or intent), standards
(quantitative measures), and guidance
(qualitative). The LOP should be updated to
provide this information in an appropriate
format that is consistent with SPP7.0.

prepared by designer Robin Adair
taking account of State Planning
Policy 7.0. SU14 does not provide
for the design guidelines to be in any
specific format

The Qualitative Objectives of the
LDOP are very clearly described in
Section 10 - Introduction (Sub
Heading) 'Objectives’ on page 4 of
the Local Development Plan Design
Guidelines Report B — February
2025

Specifically, Section 3.0 - Theme on
page 5, and Section 5.0 — Design
Considerations on page 8, Dot paint
3 and Dot point 7 (a) & (d). All of
Section 6.0 Bulilt Form. Section 7.0
Planning: Sub-section 7.1 'Building
Envelopes’, Section 80 -
Accommodation Design Details:
Sub-section 8.1 ‘External
Appearance’, Dot points 1,2 & 3,
Section 100 - General Design
Guideline Details, all of Clause ii,
‘Accommodation Details’, Clause
viv, '‘Colours’. Clause x ‘Common
Elements', Clause xiv ‘Design’,

in the Officer Report.  The
Design Guidelines are not
suppoerted in the current form.
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Submission

Summary of Submission

Applicant Comment
Altus Planning

Consultant Planner

Comment

(Allerding and Associates) for the

Shire

8.
Planning
Solutions

{continued)

ak)

The LDP does not provide clear and
measurable standards, such as building
heights, setbacks, or allowable materials,
which are essential to inform future
development proposals. The current Design
Guidelines are overly generic and could
easily apply to any site Any design
guidelines must be tailored to the specific
site context.

Clause xoovill, 'Scale’, Clause xlix
‘Theme', Clause Liv, ‘Visual'

Those Standards which are relevant
to the LDP have been noted in
Section 7.0 — Planning, Clause 7.6
‘Height Controls’ an page 11, also
Section 100 - General Design
Guideline Detalls, Clause xxlii ‘FFL'
and Clause xxvi ‘Height Controls',
xxxvii '‘Roofs’. Refer also to Clause
8k of Table 1. Schedule of
Subrmissions -Applicant's
Comments.

8k) - Not agreed - Building heights
addressed in 7.6 and 100 Dowvi)
Section 100 - General Design
Guideline Details, Clause xxiii ‘FFL"
Setbacks are as per the LDP
Conditions Plan and 7.2, 7.3 and
7.4

Materials are provided for in 10.0
(oox). Section 100 -  General
Design Guideline Details, Clause
xvii ‘Energy Efficiency’, Clause xxx,
‘Materials', Clause xxxvi, ‘Quality’.

8k) Refer to comment in Table

3

Scheme Assessment Table and

in the Officer Report
Design Guidelines are
supported in the current farm.

The

not
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and construction materials can  reduce
energy costs’ are advisory rather than
guiding in nature. Instead, the Design

The Design Guidelines are to guide
creative development with key

Submission | Summary of Submission Applicant Comment Consultant Planner Comment
Altus Planning [Allerding and Associates) for the
Shire
8 aly Terms such as ‘low scale' or ‘sympathetic' | 8) — Not agreed - The "Design | 81) The term low scale and
Planning used in the Design Guidelines are subjective | Guidelines” details allow for creative sympathetic are terms used in
Solutions and not clearly defined and the proposal | development proposals to  be SU14 of LPS4 and therefore 1t is
does not clearly §et ogt r_'low future provided  for  within specific con;ldered ;ppfopr\ate that the
. development can achieve this with regard to ) Design Guidelines also use
{continued} the natural character of Dirk Hartog Island. | Parameters. As described by the these terms. The term 'low
Shire Town Planning consultant in impact s defned in the
an earlier submission: restrictive covenant as “Means
"As we discussed there should be low impact on the environment
scope for different designs but with having regard io the number of
some key elements fo make sure a fouf_’fs_fs vising the Land and_fhe
cohesive development fs achfeved facilities . and Voﬂrer sefvices
3 provided for their use”.
in the fonger term”
Refer LDP submission re Condition
3(wi)
As noted under the LDP conditions
at 50, A visual impact assessment
may be required as a condition of
development when development
applications are submitted to
Council to demonstrate that any
development will not negatively
impact on World Heritage values or
detract from the scenic quality of the
land.
8m) Refer to comment in Table 3:
8mj  Statements such as ‘orientation, windows | 8m) - Noted Scheme Assessment Table and

in the Officer Report The
Design Guidelines are not
supported in the current form.

34

Confirmed at the Ordinary Council meeting held on the 29 April 2026 — Signed by the President Cr Stubberfield

125




ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING MINUTES

25 MARCH 2026

ATTACHMENT 4: SCHEDULE OF SUBMISSIONS - LOCAL DEVELOPMENT PLAN FOR LOT 304 SUNDAY ISLAND BAY

considered when designing building
envelope’ should be more specific and have
connection 1o the applicable coastal
setbacks. The guidelines should also refer
to SU14 conditions 3{ii) and 3(iv) which
relate to coastal setbacks and bushfire
management. The management reports
should be used to inform the Design
Guidelines so to establish standards for the
siting and design of any built form on site.
The Design Guidelines should serve the
purpose to inform any future development
and potential redevelopment, rather than
claiming that an issue was addressed at the
LDP stage without further detail.

Conditions Condition 3 {iii) and the
Design Guidelines.

The siting of the accommodation
units will be a complex procedure
and will be conducted by the
architect ance the LDP has been
approved,

The first matter to address will be the
identification, location and
barricading of any significant
landscaping clusters on each
building envelope. This will be
captured by drone photography and
uploaded into a CAD drawing file
and merged with the Survey Plan to

Submission | Summary of Submission Applicant Comment Consultant Planner Comment
Altus Planning (Allerding and Associates) for the
Shire
8 Guidelines should specify measurable | elements and not to limit ar specify
Planning standards, without this, it is unclear how | exacting specifications.
Solutions compliance with the guidelines would be
assessed. Only ‘Standards’ of the Design
{continued) Guidelines can be measured, and as
such, they are specified and exact,
each and every one of them, as
noted and described in the
submission. It should be obvious
how that can be easily assessed
8n) Statements such as ‘setbacks have been | 8n) — Not agreed - Refer LDP 8n) The setbacks are detailed in

Section 6 of the LDP stating that
the building envelopes are based
an an 11m setback line running

parallel  from  the

southern

boundary in accordance with the
BMP and that coastal setbacks
are to comply with SPP and the

Damara Report.

Refer to comment in Table

3

Scheme Assessment Table and

in the Officer Report
Design Guidelines are
supperted in the current farm.

The

not
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Submission

Summary of Submission

Applicant Comment
Altus Planning

Consultant Planner Comment
(Allerding and Associates) for the
Shire

8
Planning
Solutions

{continued)

80)

In summary, the LDP Design Guidelines are
broad and immeasurable and in their current
state, cannot appropriately guide and inform
future built form on the site. The Design
Guidelines should be updated to ensure
they are clear, and site specific and informed
by other technical reporting.

establish the correct contour
differential to suit the topography
and create the ‘light touch' on the
ground the submission refers toin its
Design Guidelines.

This drawing will then be used in
conjunction  with the Bushfire
Management Topographical
Drawing to identify suitable land
allocation pockets for the
accommodation units to be placed.
Other issues will be to establish
privacy between the units and
between the building envelopes,
which will then allow the initial space
planning design to  proceed.
Orientation will also be considered
with regard to solar azimuth and
seasonal altitude, and View lines will
also be an important factor.

80) - Noted

The Design Guidelines have been
specifically prepared for this site
Refer LDP submission 1.4.4 and
3(vi} and the response provided to
Clause 8(m).

80) Refer to comment in Table 3:
Scheme Assessment Table and
in the Officer Report The
Design Guidelines are not
supported in the current form.
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Submission

Summary of Submission

Applicant Comment
Altus Planning

Consultant Planner Comment
(Allerding and Associates) for the
Shire

8.
Planning
Solutions

{continued)

In summary, throughout the
Planning Solutions  submission,
there is a misunderstanding of the
intent of the Design Guidelines for
an LDP. An agenda of Design
Guidelines is established and
agreed to be suitable for the site by
interested parties and approved in
the LDP to provide information to the
architect to design the built form.
These are the architect's rule book,

The Design Guidelines provide
information  within  two  main
categories.

Standards which are relevant to the
site. Such as the Type and Class of
the development, Min  FFL
determined above AHD, Buwiding
size as a M2, the Height of the
Building, Setbacks from particular
relevant peints, and how the built
form will be sited with regard to the
natural topography, and
Landscaping requirements. Also,
Technical matters which have been
decided, such as visitor numbers,
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Submission

Summary of Submission

Applicant Comment
Altus Planning

Consultant Planner Comment
[Allerding and Associates) for the
Shire

8
Planning
Solutions

{continued)

Visual Impact

8p)

Condition 11 of the SU14 requires a Visual
Impact Assessment be submitted as part of
a development proposal. Condition 11 is
provided below:

‘A Visual Impact Assessment may be
required to demonstrate that any

Bushfire requirements and

procedures, Services, etc.

Qualitative  Objectives are the
‘wishes’ that interested parties have
agreed upon, which would be
suitable for the site, such as colours,
specific  malerials, conceplual
themes, scale, and accommodation
requirements, among others, within
this scope.

Both of these issues have been
professionally and  adequately
resolved in sufficient detail for the
LDP to be assessed. Any comments
which insinuate they have not been
in error and unprofessional in their
manner and language used Any
further disagreement on this matter
will require face-to-face discussion
under supervision.

8p) — Mot agreed - Contrary to this
submission from Planning Sclutions,
Condition 11 specifically states that
a visual impact assessment may be
required, Refer LDP Condition 5.0.

8p) The Applicant has provided
photo  mentages and  visual
impact aspects in supporting
Report C
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Submission

Summary of Submission

Applicant Comment
Altus Planning

Consultant

Planner Comment

(Allerding and Associates) for the

Shire

8.
Planning
Solutions

{continued)

development will not negatively Impact on
Woarld heritage values or detract fram the
scenic guality of the land.’

Whilst a ‘preliminary visual assessment’ has
been prepared by the proponent, it is not
consistent with the requirements or
methodology detailed in the WAPC's Visual
Landscape Planning in Western Australia: A
manual for evaluation, assessment, siting
and design’ (WAPC 2007). A full and proper
assessment, undertaken by a qualified
consultant in accordance with the WAPC
guidelines, should be prepared and
submitted. The preliminary visual impact
assessment (LDP, Appendix 21) includes
images that are not reproduced at a suitable
size and quality to allow proper
consideration of the visual impacts, and it is
unclear how viewpoints were selected
without objective measures, consideration
of topography and built form outline. The
WAPC  guidelines set out specific
requirements for photography, which ensure
that the wvisual impact assessment is
properly informed and verifiable

There is no requirement/stipulation
within SU14 for a visual impact
assessment to be prepared in
accordance with the WAPGC's Visual
Landscape Planning in Western
Australia.

The preliminary visual assessment
has been provided as an Indication
only until the LDP has been
approved confirming the location of
building envelopes.

Currently the location of the building
envelopes has not been approved
and therefare, design planning has
not commenced

When the LDP is approved more
detailed visual images can be
prepared that properly reflect any
development proposal similar to the
attached image prepared for a
previous proposal demonstrating
visual appearance.

Any request to undertake a visual
impact assessment dermnonstrates a
complete misunderstanding of the

Clause 11 of SU14 detalls that a
Visual Impact Assessment may
be required. If and when the LDP
is approved, a more detailed
Visual Impact Assessment is
considered more appropriately
required at the Development
Application stage, when the form
of the development is known.
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Submission

Summary of Submission

Applicant Comment
Altus Planning

Consultant

Planner Comment

(Allerding and Associates) for the

Shire

8.
Planning
Solutions

{continued)

8a)

We also refer to Council's resolution to
refuse the previous LDP at its meeting an 26
August 2020 We note that a Visual Impact
Assessment was requested by the Shark
Bay World Heritage Advisory Committee
and DBCA at that time. We understand this

LDP process, as it is impossible to
conduct a visual impact assessment
of a site when no building has been
designed. The LDP concerns the
approval of the building envelopes,
which are imaginary lines on the
earth’s surface and have no visual
impact themselves. This is not a
development application. There is
no built form to assess; it has nat
been designed, and therefore, no
hypothetical or rudimentary form can
be created to represent a massing
on the site, as the shape of the form
will always influence the visual
impact in some way. That is within
the jurisdiction of the architect to
create, and no one else to influence
beyond the requirements of the
Design Guidelines on the matter of
height, scale, size and impact {which
have all been clearly defined).

8q) - Not agreed - see alsa the
respanse at 8p)

Until the LDP is approved it is nat
possible to provide a specific visual
plan as the approved locations of

8q)

The DBCA submission received
in regard to this LDP
recommends a Visual Impact
Assessment be undertaken prior
to the approval of a Development
Application. This approach is
supported.
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8s) The LDP report outlines that development
will be staged; however, detailed information
is not included or the information that is
provided is ambiguous,

Condition 50, LDP submission
Condition 11 and 8p) above

Submission | Summary of Submission Applicant Comment Consultant Planner Comment
Altus Planning (Allerding and Associates) for the
Shire
8 formed one of the reasons for refusal of the | building envelopes has not been
Planning application as without a propervisual impact | assessed.
Solutions assessment, the proposal failed to
demonstrate that future development would | The LDP is nect a development
{continued) not have a negative impact on the World | application.
Heritage values. We see no reason why the
current application should be any different
ar) In summary, it is paramount that a full and | 8r) - Mot agreed - as provided for in | 8r) The images provided are
proper Visual Impact Assessment is | the LDP condition 5.0 and noted in considered to be satisfactory for
provided as part of the LDP to ensure the | section 1.4 Challenges within the the purposes of the LDP. If and
impact of the proposed building envelopes | Management Plan. \\A;_I'len the LDP is approved, a
. isual Impact Assessment will
can be assessed. The Visual Impact also be undertaken at the
Assessment must be undertaken in | Refer to Design Guidelines section Development Application stage,
accordance with the WAPC guidelines. A | 7.3 Planning and 10.0 {Liv.) General when the form of the
Visual Impact Assessment will assist with | Design Guideline Details. development s known.
the Shire’s assessment of the proposed
building envelopes and whether these
impact the “scenic guality of the land" in
accordance with the SU14 conditions. In the
absence of a proper Visual Impact
Assessment, we submit the LDP cannot
reasonably be approved.
Staged Development 8s) — Not agreed - refer LDP 8s) The development may be staged

based upon demand, for
example each building envelope
developed separately or staged
This is considered acceptable as
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Submission

Summary of Submission

Applicant Comment
Altus Planning

Consultant Planner Comment
(Allerding and Associates) for the
Shire

8
Planning
Solutions

{continued)

8t)

For example, the response to SU14
Condition 4 (refer to page 26 of the LDP
report) does not outline how the
development will be staged or when this
information will be provided. Further, a
number of statements in the LDP which
attempt to describe the proposed staging
are confusing and misleading and it appears
the proponent themselves are not certain
what staging is being proposed. This also
reduces the integrity of the LDP report and
overall proposal

We also raise concern with the amount of
ambiguous information in the proposed
Management Plan regarding staging. There
are equally concerning staterments made in
this report which raise issues of integrity. For
example, the following statement (from
Supporting Report A, page 12) does not
outline how staged development will allow
tracks and paths to be reviewed, and how
this relates to the objective of eco-tourism.
Instead, it is a broad sweeping statement
that does not provide any clear information
on staging or how the proposal achieves the
objective of eco-tourism

The LDP is specific that a Visual
Impact Assessment can form part of
a Development Application when the
LDOP is approved and the envelopes
are known.

8t) Mot agreed - refer LDP condition
12 and submission Condition 4.

The LDP is not and should not be, a
definitive development application
Staging is generic and details will be
provided within any development
application.

31 and 31iib  of the
Management Plan includes that
staged development will allow

continual review whether it be after
one or more  dewvelopment
applications,

stage development. If and when
the LDP is approved, the Shire
will assess and determine each
Development Application based
upon merit and assessment
under the Scheme and LDP

8t) Itis envisaged that the staging of
tracks and paths would be
dependent upan providing

suitable access and egress to
the proposed development and
in accordance with the Bushfire
Management Plan. Furthermore,
tracks and paths would be
staged such that only
tracks/paths required for the
stage subject of an Application
would be constructed. The
paragraph referred to in this
submission has been deleted in
the 2026 LDP.
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Submission

Summary of Submission

Applicant Comment
Altus Planning

Consultant Planner Comment
(Allerding and Associates) for the
Shire

8
Planning
Solutions

{continued)

8u)

‘Staged development will allow fracks and
paths fo be reviewed and ongoing
management and controf procedures to be
considered prior to commencing any stage
of any proposed development. in line with
this management, it is maintained that
development would achieve fts ecological
aim of being a susiainable ecotourism
destination.

In summary, we believe there is insufficient
informatian on staging to allow the Shire to
adequately assess the proposal. In our view,
the staging should be clarified as part of the
LDP process rather than be conditioned and
provided at a later stage This way future
development applications and management
plans can be prepared in accordance with
an approved staging plan, reducing ad hoc
or unorganised development of the site

Whatever the staging that is
established for future development
applications staging will allow for
continual review

Refer also to Management Plan

1.0 Introduction

2.0 General Information 2.1 Land
and 2.2 Ecotourism

3.0 Management Objectives 3.1.ii
Tracks
3.1.iii Other Associated Matters
3.1.ii.b Staged Development

4.0 Management 4.2 Strategy

5.0 Other Related Matters

5.4 Staging Management

8u) - Not agreed.

8u) It is considered that the LDP
content in regard to staging is
acceptable.
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transport of construction material.

The proposed LDP does not provide
sufficient information on waste generation,
volumes and streams which we believe is
crucial considering the environmental
values of the site and its isolated nature.
Whilst the LDP report states that the
proposal will “aim to be fow-waste” and
“visitors will be required to remove their
waste and rubbish when they depart’ more
detail is needed on how this will occur and
be managed. More detail is also needad on
how waste will be managed on site during a
stay, noting the “short term accommedation”
land use permits visitors to stay up to 2
months

In our view, this information should not be
conditioned as the details needed, such as
visitor numbers, are already known now (as
outlined in the LDP), and therefore the waste

The LDP is not a specific proposal
for development however it is a
requirement within the Management
Plan that visitors remove any waste
produced by them when they depart
the island irrespective of the period
that they spend at SIB.

Refer to Management Plan 3.4
Waste Disposal/Rubbish
Management.

Submission | Summary of Submission Applicant Comment Consultant Planner Comment
Altus Planning (Allerding and Asscciates) for the
Shire
8 Management Plan 8v) — Naot agreed - as required by
Planning 8v) Condition  3(i) of SU14 requires a | DBCA at their 8 camping locations, | 8v) The LDP provides a
Solutions Management Plan be submitted as part of | all rubbish must be removed by Management Plan which is
the LDP and that this plan should address | campers when departing the island. assessed in Table 3: Scheme
{continued) visitor access, servicing, maintenance, Assessment Table. The
waste disposal, effluent disposal, service | Refer Appendix 5 re waste management plan is  not
areas, rubbish management and the | calculations. supported

The LDP provides detail in
regard to waste generation and
the requirement for visitors to
take their rubbish with them
when returning to the mainland.

However, it is noted that the
accommodation could be utilised
for up to 3 months. Concern in
regard to removal of waste off
site is noted and has not been
satisfactorily addressed in the
LOP.

44

Confirmed at the Ordinary Council meeting held on the 29 April 2026 — Signed by the President Cr Stubberfield

135




ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING MINUTES

25 MARCH 2026

ATTACHMENT 4: SCHEDULE OF SUBMISSIONS — LOCAL DEVELOPMENT PLAN FOR LOT 304 SUNDAY ISLAND BAY

assumes an average drinking water usage
of 2.5 litres per person. Yve understand that
these numbers were drawn from the
Department of Health, Disability and Ageing,
and Health Direct guidelines. However,
these guidelines set this as the minimum
recommended water intake

While we appreciate that the LDP notes that
‘sufficient potable water will be transported to
site to meet any reguirements’, it would
appear that the impacts of these calculations
to the overall development were not
adeqguately considersd

and non-potable water will be
provided from cne of the sources
included in Management Plan. It
need not be anymore specific than
that for the purposes of an LDP -
there are numerous options and
sufficient water will be available.
Refer to 3.0 Management
Objectives 3.2.i Water.

Submission | Summary of Submission Applicant Comment Consultant Planner Comment
Altus Planning (Allerding and Associates) for the
Shire
8 generated by these users can be modelled
Planning and assessed Accordingly, an updated
Solutions Management Plan with this information
should be submitted so the Shire can
(continued) determine whether the proposed visitor
numbers can be accommodated and
managed on site and if the impact of this is
appropriate
8w) It is also noted that the Management Plan | 8w) — Not agreed - adequate potable | 8w) The 2026 LDP and Management

Plan has been updated in regard
to water supply. Section 8.2i of
the Management Plan now
details 8.25| per person, per day

for kitchen, tap and drinking
water.
Section 32ib of the

Management Plan states:
Each unit wilf have a
minimum of at feast fwo
x 50.000L or larger
capacity tanks would be
proposed fo be provided

Further to this, we question whether the in each building
needs for non-potable water, wastewater envelope for potable
and sewerage have also been waler.
underestimated.
45
Confirmed at the Ordinary Council meeting held on the 29 April 2026 — Signed by the President Cr Stubberfield 136




ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING MINUTES

25 MARCH 2026

ATTACHMENT 4: SCHEDULE OF SUBMISSIONS — LOCAL DEVELOPMENT PLAN FOR LOT 304 SUNDAY ISLAND BAY

Submission

Summary of Submission

Applicant Comment
Altus Planning

Consultant

Planner Comment

{Allerding and Asscciates) for the

Shire

8.
Planning
Solutions

{continued)

We also refer to the Shark Bay Terrestrial
Reserves and Proposed Reserve Additions
Management Plan No. 75 of 2012, Section
44 .1, which states the following

'Veficle access to Dirk Harfog Island
National Park is by a single vehicle barge
operated by the current pastoral lease

holders, which effectively limits the number

of vehicles that visit the island. In the past
the number of privale vehicles on the island
has been limited to 10 at any one time. The
number of private vehicles, including any
tour operator and service vehicles, on the
island at any one time will continue lo be
limited to a maximum of 10.

Any development of the freehold lots on Dirk
Hartog Island as eco-tourism
accommodation will lead tfo increased
numbers of visifors staying overnight on the
island. This cowld resuft in pressure for
increasing vehicle numbers on the island.
However, more vehicles are ikely to have a
negative impact on the track conditions and
potentially affect the ecological restoration
project,

Mo increase in vehicles has been
deemed necessary in line with
staging possibilities subject to future
planning when an LDP has been
approved,

The LDP be amended at Clause
9.2 to require 2 x 50,000L tanks

per building envelope and

therefore read as follows:
Development
Application(s) shall

demonsirate servicing of
building envelopes and
development  thereon
with water  supply
(potable 2 x 50 000L,
and fire fighting 50,000L
tank) per  building
envelope and eleciricity,
to the satisfaction of the
local government

However, the applicant has not
demonstrated that the water
supply will be secure and
sustainable for the life of the
development and contingencies
in the event that water was not
able to be supplied prior to tanks
running out.

In regard to the restriction of
vehicle access DBCA have
confirmed that currently,
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provide any detail on how the number of
vehicles would be restricted and potential
impacts to the track conditions and
ecological values be monitored.

As noted in the Management Plan No. 75,
any development, including eco-tourism
accommaodation, will inherently result in an
increased number of visitors and potential
increase in the number of visitors on the
island.

While Section 3.1.i of the Management Plan
for Lot 304 proposed that 'two wvehicles
would be permitted at each accommodation
unit', the fact that 32 accommodation units
are proposed would significantly exceed the
maximum of 10 private vehicles on the
island. While we acknowledge that not all
accommaodation units may be occupied at

requirement within SU14 to address
this within the LDP,

Vehicle access is totally controlled
by DBCA and the Malgana as joint
managers of the National Park and
is not within the control of DHID

DHID will comply with DBCA as
required and it may well be that no
cars are permitted.
For the time being, no increase in

vehicles has been deemed
necessary in line with staging
possibilities  subject to  future

planning when an LDP has been
approved

Submission | Summary of Submission Applicant Comment Consultant Planner Comment
Altus Planning (Allerding and Associates) for the
Shire

8 Management Plan No 72
Planning restricts wehicles to a maximum

Solutions of 20 vehicles per day.
{continued) The number of vehicles on Dirk
Hartog Island is controlled via the

barge booking system.
Bx) The Management Plan for Lot 304 does not | gx) - Not agreed - there is no | 8%) The number of vehicles on the

Island is controlled via the barge
booking system.

In regard to track conditions, the
tracks outside of Lot 304 form
part of the Naticnal Park.

The LDP does not demanstrate
that satisfactorily arrangements
are in place for the ongoing
maintenance of any upgrading of
vehicular access tracks through
the Dirk Hartog Island National
Park as a result in the potential
significant increase is usage as a
result of this development.
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provide comment on the advertised Lot 304
Sunday Island Bay, Dirk Hartog Island
Proposed Local Development Plan. We

level of information provided is
consistent with requirements under
SU14 of LPS4,

Submission | Summary of Submission Applicant Comment Consultant Planner Comment
Altus Planning (Allerding and Associates) for the
Shire
8. any one time, we view that the Management
Planning Plan for Lot 304 should undertake a
Solutions conservative approach and account for a
worst-case scenario demand for wehicle
{continued) access to the island.
8y) It is reasonable to request that the | 8y) - Not agreed - Cantral of the | 8y) It is understood that the vehicle
Management Plan be updated with input | number of private vehicles permitted access restrictions are controlled
from specialist consultants to dictate | on Dirk Hartog Island rests entirely by the barge operator In
measures to comply with vehicle | with DBCA and the Malgana who consultation with DBCA.
restrictions, how private wvehicle access | jointly manage the National Park,
would be managed at peak demand, A number of the tracks within the
monitoring to track and ecological National Park that provide
conditions, and potential  mitigation access to Lot 304 are also used
measures. by other visitors to Dirk Hartog
Island, residents of Dirk Hartog
and staff The LDP does not
demaonstrate that satisfactorily
arrangements are in place forthe
ongeoing maintenance of any
upgrading of wehicular access
tracks through the Dirk Hartog
Island Natienal Park as a result
of this proposal.
8z) We appreciate the opportunity to review and | 8z) - Not agreed — the significant | 82) These comments are responded

to above.
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Submission

Summary of Submission

Applicant Comment
Altus Planning

Consultant Planner Comment
(Allerding and Associates) for the
Shire

8
Planning
Solutions

{continued)

express concern around the insufficient
information and ambiguity of the reporting
submitted by the proponent, specifically with
regards to the following items

- The

- The

proposed LDP does not adequately
distinguish between a standard tourism
facility and eco-tourism, with little detail
provided that demonstrates how future
development will provide ecologically
sustainable eco<tourism

Design Guidelines are brcad and
immeasurable. These should be
drafted with regards to the principles of
the SPP7.0, be informed by specialist
technical reporting, and be clear,
measurable and site-specific. In their
current form, the Design Guidelines
are not able to appropriately guide and
inform future built form on the site,

‘preliminary visual impact assessment’
provided does not follow the WAPC
Yisual Landscape Planning in Western
Australia: A manual for evaluation,

assessment, siting and  design’
guidelines and fails to offer a
comprehensive evaluation of the
proposed development's visual

- The LDP is not an
application far
development  but  in

essence a highly detailed
application for approval
of building envelopes
meeting SU14 Condition
3 addressing each of the
sub conditions(i) to(vi)
and conditions 4) to 12)

- The Design Guidelines
have been professionally
prepared by Designer
Robin Adair and comply

with SPPY.0
requirements,

- Until the LDP is
approved, there is no
appropriate guidance to
identify and finalise
building envelopes.
Accordingly, it i not
possible  to  properly
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Submission

Summary of Submission

Applicant Comment
Altus Planning

Consultant Planner Comment
(Allerding and Associates) for the
Shire

8.
Planning
Solutions

{continued)

impacts. We support the Shark Bay
World Heritage Advisory Committee
and DBCA's views that a
comprehensive Visual Impact
Assessment is essential to assess
whether the building envelopes will
negatively affect the scenic quality of
the land and the World Heritage
values.  Without this  thorough
assessment, the LDP cannot be
reasonably approved.
The waste management component of
the Management Plan is insufficient, as
lacks specific details on waste generation
and management practices. A Waste
Management Plan beyond aspirational
objectives should be submitted, which
provides modelled data based on the
anticipated visitation patterns, along with
appropriate mitigation measures tailored
to the site context.

Additional information regarding the
staging of the development is needed to
ensure subsequent development
applications and management plans are
proposed appropriately.

prepare  any  visual
impact assessment as
the location and form of
any development is not
definitively known. Any
attempt at concepts may
not be realistic and could
be prejudicial to the DA
stage.

- Waste management has
been  comprehensively
dealt with within the
Management Plan and
mirrors the requirements

of DBCA at their camping
sites.
- Staging s

comprehensively  dealt
with  throughout  the
management plan. Until
the LDP is approved and
planning proceeds,
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Submission

Summary of Submission

Applicant Comment
Altus Planning

Consultant Planner Comment
(Allerding and Associates) for the
Shire

8.
Planning
Solutions

{continued)

- Inits current state, the LDP includes
insufficient information and does not
reasanably satisfy the requirements of
SU14_ It should not progress until these
aspects are clarified and additional
reporting provided.

details of staging cannot
be finalised

Wholly disagreed; the
LDP is comprehensive
and appropriately
justified. Any alternative
approach would make
the separate LDP and
Development application
indistinguishable in terms
of the level of detail
appropriate for each.

g The Department of Biodiversity, Conservation and
Department | Aftractions (DBCA) provides the following advice
of relating to the department's responsibilities under
Biodiversity the Conservation and Land Management Act 1984
Ccnser\fatic;n (CALM Act) and the Biodiversity Conservation Act
2016 (BC Act).
and
Attractions Joint management and management planning
(DBCA) Noted.
DHINP is jointly vested and managed by DBCA and
the Malgana Aboriginal Corporation (MAC) through
the CALM Act under a joint management agreement
that provides for a joint management body to inform
9 and guide the management of DHINP. The change
DBCA to joint management has implications for how future
activities are considered and assessed by the new
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Submission

Summary of Submission

Applicant Comment
Altus Planning

Consultant

Planner Comment

(Allerding and Associates) for the

Shire

{continued)

management structure and future joint management
plan.

a)

A statutory joint management planning process
is currently being undertaken by DBCA and
MAC to determine the future uses, protection
and management of DHINP. The overall
objectives of the joint management planning
process are to conserve biodiversity, protect
cultural heritage wvalues and accommodate
sustainable visitation and recreation consistent
with the values of the DHINP.

The joint management planning process
includes a public consultation period and DBCA
encolrages the propanentto fully engage in this
process regarding future land use proposals that
affect DHINP.

Given Lot 304 is a land locked property within
BHINP, potential impacts outside Lot 304 should
be considered, including the potential threats to
the ecological, cultural, and landscape values of
CHINP.

a) Noted - More formally, the
applicant is uncertain as to what is
meant by the public consultation
referred to by the DBCA. If it is
something beyond this referral, we
would appreciate further feedback
ahead of any future development
application (which, importantly, will
also be publicly advertised and
referred to relevant agencies).

b) Noted - The LDP has considered
impacts and potential threats
outside of the Lat 304 property
boundaries including all aspects of
ecological, cultural and landscape
values, and to the extent necessary
fora LDP.

However, as the DHINP has been
operating for more than 20 years
with minimal impacts and no change
to vehicle numbers is proposed,

9a)

9b)

It is noted that OBCA intended to
undertake public consultation in
regard to the joint management
of DHINP.

The need to consider potential
impacts upon the wider DHINP
are noted and have been
considered in the context of this
beinga LDP. Furthermore, ifand
when the LDP is approved,
detailed assessment of any
future dewvelopment would be
undertaken at the Development
Application stage, noting that any
Development Application would
be referred to DBCA for
comment.
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Submission

Summary of Submission

Applicant Comment
Altus Planning

Consultant Planner Comment
(Allerding and Associates) for the
Shire

9.
DBCA

(continued)

then there should be no change to
potential threats posed.

Potential impacts outside Lot 304
are:

e Vehicle traffic on extemal

tracks

e Pedestrian traffic on paths &
coast

e Introduction/spread of

pests, weeds & diseases

The LDP implies a theoretical
maximum of 64 vehicles associated
with developments on Lot 304. At
expected occupancy of 60% this is
likely to be less than 38 vehicles at
any one time. When factoring in the
likely number of people per vehicle
and the proportion of guests who
arrive by boat, the true number of
vehicles is likely to be less still.

Pedestrians will be given clear
instruction on the need to keep to
formed paths both within and
outside Lot 304.
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Submission

Summary of Submission

Applicant Comment
Altus Planning

Consultant Planner Comment
(Allerding and Associates) for the
Shire

9.
DBCA

(continued)

Town Planning Scheme Special Use Zone 14:

¢

The environmental repart contained in the LDP
does not appear to adequately address
Condition 3(v) of the Special Use Zone 14
(SU14) in LP34, in relation to not compromising
the high conservation values and protecting the
ecological values and special attributes of the
island.

The DHIBIP, the LDP and the
Environmental Review all contain
detailed procedures to minimise the
risk of introduction or spread of
pests, diseases and weeds. This
includes physical inspections of all
vehicles and boats amiving at the
accommodation units. This exceeds
the level of scrutiny given to visitors
arriving at the island under DBCA
permits, who are effectively
unmonitored and unsupervised.

These management measures will
be further developed and refined
before  any  development s
undertaken, providing  multiple
apportunities for DBCA and other
agencies ta review and optimise
them.

¢} Disagreed - This appears to be a
general complaint about the ER, not
a useful critigue. Condition 3} (v)
includes specific instructions as to
the areas must be included within
the Environmental Report. All of
these and more have been

9¢) The Environmental Report and
the LDP have been updated after
advertising.

One of the major changes to the
LDP is to source all water from
the mainland and not rely on
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Submission

Summary of Submission

Applicant Comment
Altus Planning

Consultant Planner

Comment

(Allerding and Associates) for the

Shire

el
DBCA

{continued)

addressed in the ER. If DBCA
cansiders the report lacking, it would
be helpful to state where it is lacking
in order for any deficiencies to be
rectified.

With that said and more specifically

e The LDP is not and should
not, be an application forthe
completed dewvelopment of
the site.

« The LDP is a completely
new submission for
approval of eight (8) building
envelopes located within Lot
304 with supperting
documentation as required
under conditions outlined in
SU14 and as requested by
the Shire of Shark Bay

« Condition 3) (v) specifically
addresses the areas that
must be included within the
environmental reporting to
demonstrate that the LDP
and proposed use and or
development will have a low
impact on the natural

water from Two Wells for this
development.

The updated Envircnmental
Report, prepared by Bailey
Environmental Services and
dated 23 January 2026 now
concludes that “the development
of visitor accommodation on Lot
304 as proposed in the LDP can
be undertaken in accordance
with the Shire of Shark Bay LPS
No. 4 with little or no adverse
impacts on the ecological values
and special attributes of Dirk
Hartog Island or its surrounding
waters.”

It is considered that the LDP
does not provide sufficient
information that a sustainable
supply of water can be provided
from a barge to Lot 304, through
the National Park, which could
affect the conservation values of
the National Park. Further it has
not been demonstrated that
effluent disposal areas are more
than 100m from the high water
mark, thus potentially impacting
upan the high conservation
values and ecological values and
special attributes of the island,

55

Confirmed at the Ordinary Council meeting held on the 29 April 2026 — Signed by the President Cr Stubberfield

146




ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING MINUTES

25 MARCH 2026

ATTACHMENT 4: SCHEDULE OF SUBMISSIONS — LOCAL DEVELOPMENT PLAN FOR LOT 304 SUNDAY ISLAND BAY

Submission

Summary of Submission

Applicant Comment
Altus Planning

Consultant Planner

Comment

(Allerding and Associates) for the

Shire

9
DBCA

(continued)

environment, not
compromise  the high
conservation values and
have regard to the need to
protect  the ecological

values and special
attributes of the island.
« No development is

proposed by the LDP,
rather, it provides a
framework, and an
indication of the parameters
that future development
may have, and will be
subject to future
applications that will contain
additional details for
assessment and
determination

+ In summary, the proposed
use is consistent with SU14
and the accompanying
reports  have adequately

and appropriately
addressed SU14 Condition
3(V).
d) For example, the LDP Management Plan | d)Noted -
Supporting Report A - Visftor Access addresses
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Submission

Summary of Submission

Applicant Comment
Altus Planning

Consultant Planner Comment
(Allerding and Associates) for the
Shire

9
DBCA

(continued)

access to, and within Lot 304, but fails to
acknowledge the potential impacts of
approximately 64 additional vehicles accessing
DHINF on a daily basis, including impacts such
as the introduction of weeds, pests and disease,
incidents of wehicles colliding with fauna,
including threatened species, increased risk of
vehicle collision accidents, given the nature of
tracks, and increased degradation of vehicle
tracks,

+ The claim of 84 vehicles a
day makes no sense given
several considerations
including a minimum of 3
night's stay. Therefore, it
would be practically
impossible to achieve such
vehicle numbers on a daily
basis.

¢ The LDP is premised on the
DBCA limiting the wvehicle
number to 20 per day or
whatever they choose in the
future. The application does
not impede that authority by
the DBCA.

+« Further details on visitor
impacts are addressed in
section 441 of the
environmental report.

Sd) Supporting Report A of the LOP
has been updated to outline that
vehicle numbers are controlled
by the barge operator and that
"Advance bookings are always
essential as the DBCA permits
no more than 20 vehicles on the
island at any one time. Nathing in
this  Application varies or
overrides this current restriction.”
Therefore, the Application does
not propose to exceed the
current restriction in terms of
vehicle numbers imposed by
DBCA.

Howthe barge cperator allocates
the 20 wvehicle allowance
between residents, National
Park staff, visitors and guests of
the other accommodations an
the island is not detailed in the
LDP, butitis presumed that once
the 20 vehicle limit is reached, no
further bookings are permitted.

In the event that DBCA
increased permissible wvehicle
numbers on the island, this could
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Submission

Summary of Submission

Applicant Comment
Altus Planning

Consultant

Planner Comment

[Allerding and Associates) for the

Shire

9.
DBCA

{continued)

e)

It should be noted that there is currently a limit
of 20 vehicles in the national park.

The LDP does not address how visitor access
within DHINP will be limited andfor managed to
support the intent for sustainable tourism and to
be consistent with the objectives of the national
park and World Heritage Area.

Itis recommended that the LDP clearly articulate
the values associated with the national park and
assess the proposals likely impact on those
values,

e) Noted -

The number of wehicles
permitted on DHI s
acknowledged as limited to
20, this application does not
propese to change that or
the authority of the DBCA in
that regard.

It is interesting to note that
in October 2016, for a five-
day pericd with DBCA
approval, more than one
hundred wvehicles were
present on DHI for the 400-
year celebration of Dirk
Hartog's landing on the
island in 1616.

Review of this period
confirmed that the road
structure was suitable and
capable of handling the

Je)

then potentially result in more
vehicles associated with any
development on Lot 304 being
on the island

Refer comment 9d) above.

In regard to visitor access within
DHINP, the guests of Lot 304
would be bound by the same
restrictions andfor management
as any other person visiting the
DHINP

As outlined in the Management
Plan, wisitors would be taken
through a wisitor induction upon
arrival. As outlined in Clause 4.4
of the Management Plan, the
visitor induction would include
information regarding the
national park. Appendix 7 in
Supporting Report C further
detalls that visitors would receive
a pre visitation briefing via
information brochures and an

volume of traffic without onsite induction. It further states

detrimental effect to the that wvehicular access would be

island's infrastructure or limited and each accommodation
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Submission

Summary of Submission

Applicant Comment
Altus Planning

Consultant Planner Comment
[Allerding and Associates) for the
Shire

9.
DBCA

{continued)

ecological walues and
special attributes.

s Whilst the perod of
occupancy was limited it
provided valuable evidence
suppoerting the ability of the
land to absorb additional
vehicle traffic on the land
and landscape,

e The LDP acknowledges the
DHIBIP and confirms that
the proponent will comply
with it.

s Chapter 2 of the ER details
the  environmental and
heritage wvalues of the
national park. Chapter 4
examines In detail the
potential impacts on those
values and documents the
proposed management
measures. If the DBCA has
specific concerns with this
analysis it would be helpful
to identify them so that they
can be addressed but it
would be appear they are
merely  broad, generic
comments.

unit would have an information
sheet regarding access beyond
Lot 304

In regard to the use of existing
tracks, the LDP does not detall
satisfactory arrangements with
DBCA in regard to any upgrading
and/or maintenance of the tracks
within the National Park that are
utilised for wvehicular access to
Lot 304,
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people for the accommodation units on Lot 304,
The expected occupancy rates noted in the LDP
are 60 per cent for 0.6 of the year. This equates
to 60 people per day staying at the
accommodation for 219 days of the year,
resulting in an additional 13,140 visitors to the
island each year, more than four times the
current average number of visitors per year.

including any staff permitted on

the site is limited to 100 in

compliance with a BMP.
The calculation of 13,140
visitors is somewhat absurd
as it assumes that all
visitors would be day-
trippers (also rendering the
need for accommedation as

Submission | Summary of Submission Applicant Comment Consultant Planner Comment
Altus Planning (Allerding and Associates) for the
Shire
9. Visitor Numbers
DBCA 0 The LDP the total  direct f) Noted - 9f) Refer to comment at S¢) - 9g)
e ocusses on the total area of direc « The LDP documentation abave.
(continued) disturbance on Lot 304 proposed by the and information  provided
development of 32 accommodation units, ) P _ The  Environmental Report
however, the LDP does not address the broader within the LDP  complies concludes that “the development
impacts that will result from the increased directly with the of visitor accommodation on Lof
numbers of visitors to DHINP and the impact of requirements of SU14. 304 as proposed in the LDP can
increased visitation on DHINP's values. *« The number of be undertaken in accordance
accommeodation units with the Shire of Shark Bay LPS
allowed on the site is limited ‘r"\:::)pairsw;? !.{'::ﬁ:cz;o;{']fca?i;i:;i
by covenants to 33. and special attributes of Dirk
Harlog Island or its surrounding
waliers.” However, the LDP does
not satisfactorily demonstrates
that the proposal could be
undertaken without an adverse
Impact on the natural
environment.
g) The LDP proposes a maximum capacity of 100 | g) Moted - The number of persons | gg) Refer to comments 9¢) — 9f).

The number of visitors to be
accommodated annually on Lot
304 can not be accurately
predicted. The visitor numbers
would be partly constrained by
the availability of the barge
and/or means of transport to and
fram the Island. The
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Submission | Summary of Submission Applicant Comment
Altus Planning

Consultant Planner

Comment

(Allerding and Asscciates) for the

Shire

9. meaningless), it ignores the
DBCA minimum 3-night stay, it
ignores the overall limit of
(continued) vehicle numbers on the
island and is assumes all
accommodation units

permitted under the
covenants were completed
and occupied.

« The LDP documentation
clearly states that any future
proposed development will
be staged (over a number of
years) to allow ongoing
review and limits to
development if required to
meet environmental
objectives.

+ The role of accommodation
at SIB is in accordance with
one of DBCA's roles to allow
access to national parks by
visitors for the enjoyment of
the location's attributes

« In particular, it is proposed
that any future facilities
proposed at SIB are
expressly promoted for eco-
tourism.

development may
staged.

also be
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k)

The LDP Environmental Report states that
groundwater used for showers and toilets will be
sampled at six monthly intervals. However,
insufficient baseline data on groundwater quality

source for water in the first
instance  will be that
transperted to the site from

Submission | Summary of Submission Applicant Comment Consultant Planner Comment
Altus Planning (Allerding and Asscciates) for the
Shire
9 h) Given Lot 304 is land locked by DHINP, it is h)} Being accommodated on | 9h) MNoted Arrangements for DHINP
DBCA assumed that all visitors will visit DHINP. Annual Lot 304  automatically visitor passes is not a matter
visitation is currently estimated at 2690 visits per includes visitation to the relevant to this LDP, however, it
. year. : Is agreed that in order to access
(continued) national park. Lot 304, guests and staff would
require a DHIMP pass.
i) The impact on DHINP's values, particularly i} The careful management of | i) Refer to comments 9¢) — 9h)
those in proximity to Lot 304, has the potential to the site and its visitors, as
be significant. proposed within the LDP Council  must consider the
documentation, will ensure comments and concerns of
that the particular DHINP DBCA in regard to potential
values are identified impacts of the DHINP and the
rotected and promoted tc; wider Shark Bay World Heritage
: ) ) ) P - ) .p Property Special Control Area
Consistency with previous Environmental Protection ecotourism visitors and the LDP as presented,
Authority advice (March 2015 including the Environmental
Report.
Further comment is provided in
the Officer Report.
j) Based on DBCA's review of the LDP and ) Disagreed for the reasons | 9} Eaf’h F’“he matters is responded
supporting documents, the Environmental below. to individually below.
Protection Authority (EPA) recommendations for
addressing the broader impacts on DHINP have
not been adequately considered.
k) Moted - however the primary 9k) The LDP now proposes a water

supply from the mainland,
however the LDP is not
supported as the LDP does not
satisfactorily demonstrate that
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Summary of Submission

Applicant Comment
Altus Planning

Shire

Consultant
[Allerding and Associates) for the

Planner Comment

9
DBCA

(continued)

and quantity is included in the LDP, and the
current understanding appears to rely on
anecdotal evidence.

The EPA’s March 2015 advice recommended
conditions be applied to the proponent as part of
any well access agreements. This included
conditions requiring the proponent to provide
quarterly water quality data to the then
Department of Parks and Wildlife (now DBCA) to
demanstrate the future sustainahility of the water
supply from existing wells within DHINP. The
proposed six-monthly sampling regime is
therefore inconsistent with the EPA’s previous
advice

the mainland. If well water is
to be used as a secondary

option,  the  anecdotal
evidence from 50 years of
onsite  experience  and

records maintained by one
of the proponents of the
LDP is that is safe and
plentiful Furthermore, there
is no other restriction to
access to water on DHI,

terms, it should be
assumed that water should
be brought it.

To be unequivocally clear,
groundwater will not be the
primary source of water, it
was merely presented as
an option If appropriate at
the time, but in no uncertain

Reference should be made
to the following sections of
the LDP:
ER 3.8 Water Supply

ER 471
Levels

Groundwater

sourcing  water from  the
mainland will provide a secure
ongoing  sustainable  water
supply for the life of the
development.

Given that the 2026 LDP has
been amended to source all
potable water from the mainland,
the requirement to undertake
quarterly water quality data at
Two Wells is not supported
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Comment

{Allerding and Associates) for the

Shire

9
DBCA

(continued)

MP 3.21.B Non-Potable
Water

Should there be any later
attempt at using
groundwater, then the
sampling regime will be as
per the EPA’s previous or
updated advice and
requirements.

As above, however, access
to water has already been
granted and a registered
water easement for the
transport of water from
wells has already been
signed with the State to
allow access. There is no
restriction to access to
water on DHI.

As above, in the event that
it is decided to use water
from existing wells then
quarterly water data can be
provided
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with the guidelines, Visual Landscape Planning
in  Western Australia, published by the
Department of Planning (2007) and in
censultation with Parks and Wildlife." No
consultation with DBCA has accurred in relation
to a visual impact assessment.

submission from the EPA
submission of 2015 and
2019.

s The LDP is an application
for the approval of eight (8)
building envelopes in
compliance with the Shire of
Shark Bay request following
their rejection of a previous
application in 2019 for a
completely new submission
with any future
accommodation to  be
located in clusters and not a
repeat of the original LDP

submission.
e Until the LDP is approved -
Locating proposed

envelopes for CLUSTERS
as requested by the Shire of
Shark Bay no detailed
planning for development
has been/fcan be

undertaken.

Submission | Summary of Submission Applicant Comment Consultant Planner Comment
Altus Planning (Allerding and Associates) for the
Shire

9. I} DBCA notes that the visual impact document I} Noted - 9l A more detailed Visual Impact
DBCA included in Appendix 21 is preliminary. In March e However this is not an Assessment is considered more
2015, the EPA recommended for a previous applicat\clun for any appropriately reguired at the
(continued) development proposal an Lot 304, that ‘prior to development and this LDP Development Application stage,
approval of the development application a Visual ; P when the form of the

Impact Assessment be undertaken consistent is a completely new

development is known.
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Submission

Summary of Submission

Applicant Comment
Altus Planning
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(Allerding and Associates) for the
Shire

g
DBCA

{continued)

+ Until the LDP is approved it
Is not possible to prepare
any visual impact
assessment as the areas for
any development are
unknown  howsver  the
matter has been addressed
under Condition 11 of the
LOP submission, Section
48 of the ER - Visual
Impacts and LDP
Conditions 5.0.

+ As suggested a wvisual

impact assessment
would/can be included with
any development
application once the
location of building
envelopes has been
approved.

MNoted - As no development is
proposed by this LDP, no visual
impact assessment has been
undertaken.

+ Condition 5 sub point 2 of
the LDP acknowledges and
confirms the EPA 2015
notes and states

The 2025 LDP as advertised
included in Supporting Report C
“visual impact aspect’ images
which provided photomontages
of the Lot 304 from wvarious
vantage points, A more detailed
Visual Impact Assessment is
considered more appropriately
required at the Development
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Summary of Submission

Applicant Comment
Altus Planning

Consultant

Planner Comment

(Allerding and Associates) for the

Shire

9
DBCA

{continued)

Access through DHINP and increased vehicle

numbers

m) The Shark Bay Terrestrial Reserves and

Proposed Reserve Additions Management Plan
MNo. 72 {2012} outlines strategies for managing
visitor numbers to DHINP, with a focus on
protecting the park's significant values by
maintaining low visitation levels

The plan, which is currently under review,
previously set a maximum of 10 private vehicles
permitted on the island at any one time
(subsequently revised by DBCA to 20 private
vehicles). While wvehicle numbers are being
considered as part of the review process, the 20-
vehicle limit provides a useful basis for
determining appropriate limits to support the
ongoing protection of DHINP's significant
biodiversity and conservation values, including
fauna reintroduced under the Dirk Hartog Island
MNational Park Ecological Restoration Project.

“a visual impact assessment
may be required as a
condition of development
when development
applications are submitted
to Council to demonstrate
that any development will
not negatively impact on
World Heritage wvalues or
detract from the scenic
quality of the land”,

Noted.

Noted - The current limit to
vehicle numbers has been
taken account of and no
request for  increased
numbers of wehicles has
been contemplated in line
with  proposed  staging
referred to in the LDP
submission.

am)

Application stage, when the form
of the development is known

The assessment of the 2026
LDP gives due consideration to
Management Plan No. 72

The 2026 LDP has been
modified to take into account the
20 wehicle restriction to the
DHINP. The Supporting Report
A of the LDP details that vehicle
numbers will be controlled via the
barge booking process.
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Submission

Summary of Submission

Applicant Comment
Altus Planning

Consultant Planner Comment
(Allerding and Assocciates) for the
Shire

9.
DBCA

(continued)

n)

p)

A range of strategies, including the continuation
of limiting vehicle numbers in the park, is being
considered in the joint management planning
process, to manage visitor and vehicle impacts.
In addition, the development of a monitoring
program is being considered, to determine the
impacts of current and future vehicle numbers
and consider future management actions to
mitigate potential impacts.

Previous advice from DBCA has recognised that
the LDP will include pedestrian and vehicle
construction access through the national park.
Since that advice was issued, the management
of DHINP has transitioned to joint management
under an Indigencus Land Use Agreement
(ILUA) with the Malgana Abariginal Carporation.
Under the joint management agreement, the
Joint Management Body (JMB) has a formal
management role, including providing advice on
leases and licences for access or activities in
DHINP As such, previous advice from DBCA on
earlier versions of the LDP will likely be revisited
to ensure the advice remains appropriate and
reflects the aspirations of Traditional Owners

Foreshore access

Should the proponent wish to include vehicle
access to the beach/fforeshore as part of the
project, it is recommended that consultation is
undertaken with DBCA. Any proposal that

n) MNoted.

o} Noted - However, the
current LDP propeosal is new
and revised, and should be
considered on its merits. To
avoid any confusion the
DBCA  could expressly
states where their position
has changed for the benefit
of the proponent, otherwise
such statements are of little
value.

p) MNoted - Nothing in the
application suggests or
promotes vehicle access to
the beach or foreshore

MNoted. The 2026 LDP has been
assessed based upon the 20
vehicle limit.

9n)

90) The change in management of
DHINP is noted and accepted
Comments received from DBCA
were provided on behalf of the
Joint Management Body. Any
Development Application will be
referred to DBCA, noting that
comments on any future
development application will be
from the Joint Management
Body.

Sp) If and when the Council approve
the LDP, it is recommended that
the Applicant further consult with

DBCA in relation to any draft
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Submission

Summary of Submission

Applicant Comment
Altus Planning

Consultant Planner Comment
(Allerding and Associates) for the
Shire

9.
DBCA

(continued)

impacts DHINP or the Shark Bay Marine Park is
subject to consideration and approval by DBCA.

Conservation significant fauna

q) The Dirk Hartog Island National Park Ecological
Restoration Project (DHINPERP), commenced
in 2011. The project has resulted in the complete
removal of stock, feral herbivores and predators
enabling recovery of vegetation and the
reintroduction of native mammals, many species
of which no longer occur on the mainland.

noting that existing visitors
to the beach do exactly that.
Reference should be made

to:
- ER3.12 - Access
- MP 489 - Foreshore
Access
q) Noted There's no
identifiable impact of

threatened fauna based on
the studies included in this
LDP proposal, noting:

+ Any increase in vehicle
numbers is  controlled
entirely by DECA,

+« The proponent has
accepted the limitation on
vehicle numbers and has
included no application for
any increase in line with its
proposal for staging.

* The proponents have
agreed to comply with the
DHIBIP

+ Refer:

- MP 4.7 Biosecurity

Foreshore Management Plan
and Access Management Plan

9q) MNoted.
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Submission | Summary of Submission Applicant Comment Consultant Planner Comment
Altus Planning (Allerding and Associates) for the
Shire
9. - ER 412 Biosecurity
DBCA Management
- ER 452 \Weeds and
(continued) Disease
1) DBCA has identified that an anticipated increase r} The LDP has net proposed | 91 Given that vehicle access to Lot
in wisitor and vehicle numbers and access to any increase in vehicle 304 is limited to vehicles entering
DHINP, poses a risk to the ongoing success of numbers in line with its by the barge, and if DBCA
the DHINPERP, including maintaining the proposed  staging  and continue to  enforce the 20
existing biosecurity standards. . vehicles then the LDP would not
The LDP and supporting documents do not review proposed within the result in an increase in vehicle
provide an assessment of the potential impacts LDP. numbers beyond that currently
associated with increased visitation and vehicle The documentation permitted. The LDP supporting
numbers within DHINP or the management of prepared for the LDP is documents refer to the Dirk
potential impacts on fauna. based upon the current Hartog  lsland  Biosecurity
number of vehicles Implementation Plan.
- Supporting Report A of the 2026
permitted and no LDP has been modified to state
indication/correspondence that it is intended that the
has been provided by DBCA development will comply with the
that this may change. 20 vehicle limit. See previous
comments.
s) Threatened fauna are protected under the BC s) Noted.
Act. Any activity that may directly or indirectly 9s) Noted.
result in the taking of a threatened species,
defined under Sectian 5 of the BC Act, requires
Ministerial authorisation under Section 40 of the
BC Act. Ministerial authorisation may be
required for the take of threatened fauna
It is recommended the proponent(s) cantact
DBCA's Species and Communities Program
{speciesandcommunities@ dbca.wa.gov.au) to
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Submission | Summary of Submission Applicant Comment Consultant Planner Comment
Altus Planning (Allerding and Associates) for the
Shire
9 discuss if a Ministerial autharisation is required
DBCA for the potential inadvertent take of threatened
fauna through the development and operation of
" the accommodation units and associated
{continued) increases in visitation to DHINP.
Bushfire management
t) A DBushfire Management Plan (BMP) and ) Noted. Refer to: 9t) Noted.
Bushfire Emergency Plan (BEP) hawe been - ER 49 Bushfire
prepared for the site. The proponent should be Management
aware that the responsibility for managing any . MP 572 Fire Risk
bushfire emergency on private property rests Management
solely with the landowners. Future development
should not place any reliance upon or impose
additional expectations on the management of
adjacent land administered by DBCA
Wind turbines
u) Noted — Refer to MP 2.2.11 | 9u) The Design guidelines of the
u) Given the occurrence of migratory birds, some - Power LDP refers to wind turbines not
of which are listed as threatened under the BC . — exceeding the height of the
Act, DBCA suggests that the LDF addresses the + Thisis notan application for accommodation units and being
potential impacts from wind turbines on development and although discretionary.
migratory birds wind turbines have been
included for future possible Notwithstanding, the design
inclusion in any guidelines in their present form
development  application, are not supported
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Summary of Submission

Applicant Comment
Altus Planning

Consultant Planner Comment
(Allerding and Associates) for the
Shire

9.
DBCA

(continued)

their inclusion has not been
confirmed.

« The applicant has already
confirmed with the Shire that
any propesal for wind
turbine would be for low
profile next generation
turbines that would be
incorporated into  future
building designs and not
stand-alone wind towers

o Wind turbines wil never
exceed the height of the roof
line, and they wil be
incorporated  within  the
profile of the verandas.

e The turbines currently
envisioned are efficient but
are of a compact scale, and
not particularly high, and will
not exceed any roof line of
the developments. Ifthere is
concern at the time there
might be an impact, then
that can be dealt with at the
time. Otherwise, there is no
suggestion at all that they
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9.
DBCA

(continued)

would be of a number and
scale that would have an
effect on migrating birds.

e In summary, wind turbines
would only be an option at
this stage, and not critical to
the development.
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Submission

Applicant Comment
Altus Planning

Consultant Planner Comment and

Assaociates) for the Shire

{Allerding

10. Department of Fire and Emergency
Services (DFES)

10a)

The new State Planning Policy 3.7 Bushfire
(SPP 37) and asscciated Planning for
Bushfre Guidelines (Guidelines) were
published on 24 September 2024 and
became operational for applications lodged
with decision makers from 18 November
2024. On this basis, OFES has assessed the
above application under the new planning
framework, as well as DFES' role and
responsibilities as Hazard Management
Agency for Fire in Western Australia.

10a) — acknowledged

10a) Noted

10b)

It is the responsibility of the proponent to
ensure the proposal complies with relevant
planning policies and building regulations
where necessary. This advice does not
exempt the applicant/proponent  from
ohtaining approvals that apply to the
propasal including planning, building, health
or any other approvals required by a relevant
authority under written laws.

10b) — acknowledged

10b) Noted.

10c)

Tourism land uses such as short stay
accommodation, are considered a vulnerable
land uses and are assessed under Bushfire
Protection Criteria 8.

Vulnerable land uses located in designated
bushfire prone areas require special
consideration, especially as visitors may be
unfamiliar _with their surroundings and

10c) acknowledged and comprehensively
assessed in the BMP and BEP

The BMP does not downplay risk, it
assesses the risk thoroughly using the
correct methodology and responds to all

issues. Thereis no extreme hazard around
the site, it is surrounded by 50% moderate
hazard and 50% low hazard (see Figure 5).

10c)  Agreed that the land use is a vulnerable land use

as defined under SPP3.7.

The 2026 Bushfire Management Plan (BMP)
provides an assessment under the Bushfire
Protection Criteria 8 (refer Table & of the BMP).
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Objective 5.1, the BMP and BEP sets out
the thorough methodology taken to make a
determination. For example, additional
assessments were undertaken that were
not required under SPP 3.7 including

s Undertaking a Bushfire Hazard
Level (BHL) assessment using
the methodology cutlined in the
Planning for Bushfire Guidelines
(Sept. 2024) in Appendix A,
Section A.2. The purpose of the
Bushfire Hazard Level (BHL)
assessment was to provide a
broad brush understanding of the
potential intensity of a bushfire in
the landscape near the site. The
pre-development site and all
vegetation classes within 2
kilometres were assessed
including slopes where contour
data was available and measured
on-site where accessible.

« The vegetation classification map
within 2 kilometres of the site is
mapped in Figure 4 and the
subsequent Bushfire Hazard
Assaessment Level map is found
in Figure 5 on the BMP.

« The DFES apinion that the
hazard is ‘extreme’ has been
assessed in this proposal
and the hazard is actually
“moderate”.

e« The site s exposed to a

Submission Applicant Comment Consultant Planner Comment (Allerding and
Altus Planning Associates) for the Shire
bushfire impacts. In terms of compliance with SPP 3.7 Policy
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Submission Applicant Comment
Altus Planning

Consultant Planner Comment (Allerding
Associates) for the Shire

and

landscape scale fire only on west
interface, with the coast in close
proximity to the south, east and
north which restricts a large
landscape scale fire developing.
Figures 4 and 5 in the BNMP
clearly show this outcome.

+ The pre-dominant wind direction
at the site is from the SW, so this
is across the ocean

* The vegetation and fine fuels
surrounding the site are largely
disconnected, mineral earth and
sand can be seen in all 84
vegetation classification photos
contained within the report.

« The DRAFT DBCA Emergency
Response Plan (ERP) for Dirk
Hartog Island recognises the
unique situation on Dirk Hartog
Island and identifies themselves
as the likely Hazard Management
Agency and First Responders for
any issue within the National
Park. This plan also rates the
likelihood of bushfire on Dirk
Hartog Island as "highly unlikely”.

« The only permanent residents
on the island are Kieran and
Tory Wardle at Dirk Hartog
Island Lodge. After a meeting
with the DBCA Fire Officer in the
Denham DBCA office, it was
discussed that a large fire on
Dirk Hartog Island is unlikely
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Submission Applicant Comment Consultant Planner Comment ({Allerding and
Altus Planning Assaociates) for the Shire

due to the low numbers of
potential ignition sources, the
narrow arrangement of
flammable vegetation broken up
by sand dunes and the
surrounding beaches  and
oceans where fires  will
extinguish. It is also likely any
emergency response will use
resources already on the island
owned by the landowners such as
the wvehicle barge and other
marine assets. These are the
only people on the island and
consulting, training and
working together with the local
HMA achieves the best
outcomes.
Given the DFES' position is not
consistent with the Policies and
Guidelines and their conclusions
are not consistent with the finding of
‘moderate’ hazard, this warrants
further discussion with the Shire's
consultant, if required.

10d) 10d) acknowledged 10d)  The November 2024 SPP3.7 Guidelines allow “
DFES has previously reviewed a proposed as a contingency measure for vulnerable land
Local Development Plan for the site on 17 The current application for a LDP is an uses, an on site shelter where demonstrated
March 2020 and 3 July 2020 (reference | extensively updated and improved version, appropriate, as a last resort option (Bushfire
D05848), as well as March 2024 (reference | taking on board feedback from DFES (and Protection Criteria 8: Element 3: Vehicular
D33365). DFES has advised that the proposal others) at that time. access) and under acceptable solution A3.5 an
does not comply with the intent of Element 3 — on site shelter can be used where the proposed

Vehicular Access (referencing Version 1.3 of | There are no publicly gazetted roads on
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the Guidelines, later assessed as part of
Element 5 referencing V1.4 of the
Guidelines), as the proposal could not
address the performance principle due to the
inability for safe and efficient evacuation from
theisland. Further, DFES is not supportive of
the proposal for an on-site shelter in lieu of
providing suitable access to and from the
island. The assessment against the current
Guidelines (2024) maintains this position as
the BMP does not provide an Outcomes-
based solution to the non-compliance.

the island. The CALM Act part 1, section 3
states that a “Public Road” means a road
as defined in the Road Traffic
(Administration) Act 2008 which states:

‘a public road means any highway, road or
street open to, or used by, the public is a

public road’. Accordingly, there is no
reference as to whether it is or is not
gazetted.

The island is foremost a National Park,
the public drive on the National Park
tracks in suitable vehicles and enjoy the
island as a remote, eco-destination. The
2023 report commissioned by the
Department of Biodiversity Conservation
and Attractions (DBCA) titled “Dirk Hartog
Island - Recreation and Tourism
Opportunities Analysis” identified an
increase in interest of the island and
strong visitation numbers to coastal
tourism destinations and the island’'s
ecological restoration project. Drivers of
future growth in visitation to the island
include development of ecotourism
accommodation on freehold land and
additional  recreation and  tourism
infrastructure within the National Park, it
is home to a unique growing sanctuary
(i.,e. the return to 1616 Ecological
Project).

An outcomes-based approach can be

included in an updated BMP,

conditioned as part of any approval of

the LDP and state as requirement for the

submission of any subsequent DA.

development has a capacity of up to a maximum
of 100 guests and employees at any one time.

However, it is noted that there are no public roads
providing access to Lot 304 and no right of
carriageway registered on title for access from
the barge to the Subject Site. The LDP does not
detail any arrangements in place for the ongoing
maintenance and upgrading to the access tracks
through the National Park if required. The Shire
can not take responsibility for ongoing
inspections and oversight of the on site shelters
for the life of the development, and therefore the
use of on site shelters is deemed not suitable.

Refer to further comment in the Officer Report
and Table 3 Scheme Assessment Table.
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The tracks and passing areas are
suitable to the small number of visitors
on the island. Furthermocre, the 4WD
vehicles that access the island and the
low shrub vegetation permits multiple
passing bays across the entire

island track network

Most traffic will be travelling in the same
direction during a bushfire event,
minimising passing issues and there will

likely not be heavy duty fire appliances
ever on the island during a "no notice fire
event”. The current vehicle barges cannot
transport large fire appliances and they
would be restricted for access on the
island track network itself. Any fire
fighting is likely to be undertaken with
Light 4WD fire units only

To conclude that nowhere without a
gazetted public road cannot
accommaodate a tourism experience and
accommadation is locking out any tourism
development on Aboriginal land, cattle
stations and other land tenures that do not
have gazetted roads of which there are
many in Western Australia.

It should be noted that in 2020 the Shire
notified DHID as follows:

“the Shire supports the use of existing
tracks on the island for emergency access.
Most of the existing tourist routes in the
Shire are remote, some are serviced by one
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road in and out, and the Shire already
supported use of the existing tracks on Dirk
Harteg Island for development on nearby
Lot 62 and 303. The issue of vehicular
access is not an impediment to bushfire
management of future development of Lot
304 from a Shire perspective”.

The BMP outlines the DBCA managed
tracks are suitable for all visitors to the
island and allow all weather access in
suitable 4WD vehicles. The type of
vehicle that comes to the island is suitable
to the vehicle access on the island.

This information can be added via a
condition of approval, if necessary, to an
updated BMP to demonstrate that vehicle
access to this unigue destination is
suitable for this scale of development in
this unigue location.

Ultimately, guests at the facility will be
directed by the Site Manager (whao will
also be a trained fire warden) who must
exercise some discretion depending on
the circumstances at the time. In some
instances, it may be to temporarily move
to a safer destination on the island {1.e.
north or south) or to the vehicle barge
departure points provided, if it is safe to
do so.

Regarding the on-site shelter, the
Guidelines clearly state this is an
acceptable solution for this scale of
development at this location and this is
reaffirmed by the comments made by
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the DPLH Bushfire Team.

The benefit of shelters is that they are
engineered and purpose built to provide
protection against life threatening radiant
heat during the passage of a bushfire

The shelters are an additional rescurce
far government and visitors and will
benefit anyone on the island during a
bushfire emergency. They will provide a
suitable Incident contrel area for fire
fighting cperations as the supply of water
in the large water tanks will be a huge
positive fire suppression asset.

A small fire may be a quick event as the
fire runs into a low fuel area such as the
ocean or a sand dune, and evacuation
of the island is not required.

Compliance for A3.2, A3.3a and A3.4
cannot achieve acceptable salutions, this
1s recognised in Acceptable Solution A3.5
which states “where the proposed
development has a capacity of up to a
maximum of 100 guests and employees
at any one time, an on-site shelter is to be
provided in accordance with A2.5.

As per clause B5.3.1 in the Guidelines
which states: where a vulnerable land use
(other than a school) cannot achieve
compliance  with the  acceptable
solutions for a vehicle access to two
different suitable destinations, a shelter
on-site for up to 100 visitors and
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employees can be proposed as an
acceptable solution.

Full compliance is therefore achieved
and the Guidelines state an outcomes-
based approach is not required

Like any visitors to any tourism facility,
this is no different, the facility manager
has a duty of care to all visitors at the site
and as a training fire warden they would
expect vwisitors to comply with all
directions from the site manager who will
be liaising with the Hazard Management
Agency.

All guests who use the facility will have a
4AD vehicle suitable to the conditions
on the island. They will need a suitable
vehicle to enjoy the island and its
attractions. This will be obvious in pre-
booking information for all visitors.

It is difficult to imagine someone being
obstructive in a remote location, however If
something becomes a police matter, this is
outside the capacity of this BMP to fully
resolve. Good relationships with local police
and emergency services will be the best
buffer to issues such as this for the site
manager.

Otherwise, the BEP can be updated, if
required, to indicate:

+  Guestsivisitors must have 4-wheel
drives cnly (recommended no clder
than 10 years)

+ {(Caretaker to have a 7 or 9 person
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vehicle to accommodate those with
any medical conditions at the time
or are intoxicated, etc. In all other
instances, guests will be driving in
their own vehicles.

Such changes can be conditioned.

10e)

Consequently, and in accordance with our
advisory role, DFES has highlighted in the
assessiment below the residual bushfire risks
associated with the tourism development and
compliance with the bushfire protection
criteria to assist decision making.

DFES notes that the proposed on-site
shelters should not be supported as a
solution to two different evacuation routes.
This is further discussed below.

10e) — acknowledged but not agreed

As stated by the DPLH Bushfire Team:
“There is a significant amount of
information regarding shelters within the
Bushfire Guidelines to provide guidance
for LGs, importantly the Shire should be
aware that management of the shelters
will be enforceable through a condition of
the  Development  Approval, and
construction will need to be signed off by
a certified fire engineer.”

Compliance for A3.2, A3.3a and A34
cannaot achieve acceptable solutions, this
is recognised in Acceptable Sclution A3.5
which states ‘“where the proposed
development has a capacity of up to a
maximum of 100 guests and employees
at any one time, an on-site shelteris to be
provided in accordance with A2.5.

As per clause B531 in the Guidelines
which states: where a vulnerable land
use (other than a school) cannct
achieve compliance with the
acceptable solutions for a wvehicle
access to two different suitable
destinations, a shelter on-site for up to
100 wisitors and employees can  be

10e) The November 2024 SPP3.7 Guidelines allow
“as a contingency measure for vulnerable land
uses, an on site shelter where demonstrated
appropriate, as a last resort option.” The Shire
cannot take responsibility for ongoing inspections
and aversight of the on site shelters for the life of
the development, and therefore the use of on site

shelters is deemed not suitable.

Refer to the Officer Report and Table 3: Scheme
Assessment Table for further assessment of the

an site shelter/s.

10
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proposed as an acceptable solution.
Full compliance is therefore achieved
and the Guidelines state an outcomes-
based approach is not required

Like any wvisitors to any tounism facility,
this is no different, the facility manager
has a duty of care to all visitors at the site
and as a training fire warden they would
expect visitors to comply with all
directions fram the site manager who will
be liaising with the Hazard Management
Agency.

All guests who use the facility will have
a 4WD vehicle suitable to the conditions
on the island. They will need a suitable
vehicle to enjoy the island and its
attractions. This will be obvious in pre-
booking information for all visitors.

It is difficult to imagine someone being
abstructive in a remote location, however
ifsomething becomes a police matter, this
is outside the capacity of this BMP to fully
resolve. Good relationships with local
police and emergency services will be the
best buffer to issues such as this for the
site manager.

Otherwise, the BEP can be updated:
s Visitors must have 4-wheel drives
only {recommended no older than
10 years)
s Caretaker to have 7 or 9 person
vehicle to accommodate those with

11
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any medical conditions at the time
or are intoxicated, etc. In other
instances, guests will be driving in
their own vehicles.

10f) 10f) acknowledged and comprehensively | 10f) It is agreed that the intent of SPP3.7 is to reduce
The intent of SPP 3.7 is to reduce and mitigate assessed in the BMP and BEP. and mitigate the risk of bushfire to people. It is
the risk of bushfire to people and property noted that the November 2024 SPP37Y
which is prescribed through demonstrating Guidelines allow as a contingency measure for
compliance to the policy objectives of vulnerable land uses, an on site shelter where
SPP 3.7. demonstrated appropriate, as a last resort

option.” The Shire cannot take responsibility for
ongoing inspections and oversight of the on site
shelters for the life of the development, and
therefore the use of on site shelters is deemed
not suitable.

Further assessment under SPP3.7 is provided in
the report and Table 3: Scheme Assessment

Table.
Policy Measure 7.1 ii. c. Preparation of a BAL Contour Map
Issue: Method 2
10g) 10g) Not agreed 10g) It is noted that the BMP proposes retaining roots
The proposed APZs have the potential to of the vegetation to assist with soil stabilisation
introduce significant scil erosion in this location | The issue of soil erosion at the site is however, the potential for soill erosion is a
due to the removal of wegetation, and | important to understand and has been concern, particularly if areas are cleared within
therefore, the soil should be protected from | considered in the BMP. Technical accepted the APZ.
erosion using a non-combustible ground | Australian Standard methodology was used
covering to assess the BAL ratings and predicted

radiant heat flux outcomes on each building
including the on-site shelter, this was
specifically done to ensure the appropriate
size Asset Protection Zone was designated
and that minimises the area of impact.

12
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The numbers used in the model are
conservative, for example, the default
vegetation height of 1.5 metres was used in
the model instead of the 30cm high
vegetation that is dominant on and around
the site. Expected fire behaviour will be
significantly less because of the significantly
lower ground cover vegetation and expected
lower fuel loads when compared with the
default 15 ttha incorparated into the mode!

1. Technical modelling has been
undertaken to minimise the size of the
APZ and minimise disturbance

2 The APZ will nat be entirely cleared of
vegetation, as per the 'Guidelines' the
APFZ will have minimal fine fuels.

3. Pruning and fuel maintenance of living
plants will result in the root structure of
plants staying intact and low fuel and
existing non-combustible materials on-
site will break up fuel continuity and
reduce the likelihcod of the APZ
vegetation supporting a bushfire.

Therefore, it is submitted that additional non-
combustible ground covering is not required.
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Proposed Method 2 does not appear to use the
slope bands but  rather individual
measurements of slope. In addition, no
measured site slope is provided for the
calculations; these omissions are considered
outside of the AS3959:2018 methodology and
would need to be amended or demonstrated as
justified through a proposed performance
solution.

Method 2 is not valid, for Class C Shrubland @
1200K flame temp to achieve 10 kW m2, the
following needs to be achieved:

Based on the training and considerable
experience of our bushfire consultant, the
suggested approach is not warranted.

In his own words he states as follows:

Clause B4, Step 3 — EFFECTIVE SLCPE
UNDER CLASSIFIED VEGETATION found
in Appendix B of the Australian Standard
AS3959 states to “Determine the effective
slope (in degrees) under the classified
vegetation in accordance with Clause 2.2.5.
Clause 2.2.5 states “..for each vegetation
type classified in Clause 2.2.3, the effective
slope of the land under the classified
vegetation shall be determined in degrees...”
It does not state that it shall be determined in
increments of 5 degrees, that methodology is

Effective Slope | Site Slope | Separation used in method 1 simpliied BAL
A by practitioners that are not

Upslope /flat | 0-5d 330 nents by p

pelope i um‘oﬁ,ﬁ’ees m qualified or accredited to wuse more
0-5 degrees 1-5 degrees 365m compllc_aled_melhod 2 methodology found in
downslope downslope Appendix B in AS3959,
5-10 degrees 2-5 degrees 41.0m " .
down slope downslope If the DFES comments regarding this

methodology are related to a recent DFES
internal  decision, this requires further
discussion because it is not consistent with
my understanding.

The methodology | have used in this
assessment, | have used for over ten years
on local and state govemment projects,
public and private school assessments, aged
care homes and muttiple vulnerable land use

10g)

The use of Method 2 is supported by DPLH
Bushfire team (see submission 11 below). The
Shire's building surveyor would accept Method 2
if supported by the BMP. The Shire has not
undertaken a peer review of the Method 2
assessment.

Given that the justification provided by the Level
3 bushfire consultant in regard to the use of
Method 2 and given that a Method 2 assessment
is accepted by DPLH and the Shire’s building
surveyor, this is considered to be an acceptable
methodology. Notwithstanding, a peer review of
the Method 2 assessment has not been
undertaken.

It should be noted that moving the building
envelopes in order to provide: a minimum ground
level of 4.7m AHD (in response to coastal
setbacks); and/or a minimum setback of 100m
from the effluent disposal areas to the high water
mark would result in a reassessment under
Method 2.

14
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proposals without issue. The method 2
calculator licensed from the Fire Protection
Association of Australia (FPAA) used in this
analysis provides individual slope numbers to
be inputted into the madel

The precautionary principle has been
adopted in this assessment regarding the
inputs for effective slope. The maximum
slope was measured over the 150-metre
perimeter zone In the direction of fire runs
and was inputted in the model rather than
simply the maxmum slope nearest to the
buildings.

The ‘Active’ DPLH document titled “Bushfire
Management {Plan Guidance for the
Dampier Peninsula (February 2022) contains
the same AS3959 methodology to determine
Safer Sheltering Places for locals and
tourists at multiple sites north of Broome.
(see:
https:/fwwaw wa gov. aulsystemffiles/2022-
02/Bushfire-  Management-Plan-Guidance-

far-the-Dampier-Peninsula.pdf) | was
engaged by DPLH to undertake this specific
work.

If the difference of opinion remains, this
warrants further discussion in person at a
meeting.

15

Confirmed at the Ordinary Council meeting held on the 29 April 2026 — Signed by the President Cr Stubberfield 182



ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING MINUTES

25 MARCH 2026

ATTACHMENT 6 — BUSHFIRE SUBMISSIONS (DFES & DPLH) - LOCAL DEVELOPMENT PLAN FOR LOT 304 SUNDAY ISLAND BAY

Submission

Applicant Comment
Altus Planning

Consultant Planner Comment and

Assaciates) for the Shire

{Allerding

DFES notes that the grouping of all proposed
buildings together would result in a larger
single APZ which would require less vegetation
madification and provide greater protection for
a centrally located shelter

DFES recommends the BMP be modified.

Regarding the comments of grouping of all
proposed buildings and having one shelter,
although the area of impact would be
reduced this would have negative
repercussions for the LDP which would be
inconsistent with the Shire's expectations
and advice as to how they preferred the LDP
to be submitted with development in clusters
and not adjacent to each other as previously
submitted. Some downsides include:

. people would have to relocate a
significantly greater distance to access
the shelter,

. pecple would be accommedated

further from on-site staff and

. staging the development would be
more complex

. Shelter size required would be out of
context

Having clusters means each development
node is located around a water supply, a
shelter and staff assistance.

Refer to Table 8 of the Guidelines relative to
Built Form Design and Layout 2 - buildings
are sufficiently separated from each other to
limit the potential for building to building
ignition.

10g) It is agreed that one shelter would likely reduce
the amount of area that would require less
vegetation moedification. However, the LDP as
submitted is to be assessed.

There is a distance of approximately 1 kilometre
between the western and eastern most building
envelopes so guests would be required to travel
up to 500 metres to a central shelter.

Figure 8A of the BMP shows the Asset Protection
Zones (APZ) around each building envelope
Noting that there are areas between each APZ
where vegetation would be retained.

The proposal could require clearing or
disturbance to up to 3.51 hectares of land to
accommodate the building envelopes and APZ,
this represents aver 30% of the lot that could be
disturbed to accommodate this development.
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Site layout should consider the potential for
building to building ignition and separate
buildings, or groups of buildings to limit risk.
The site layout should be rationalised to limit
building to building ignition, employing built
form separation.

Policy Measure 7.1 ii. e. Compliance with Bushfire Protection Criteria 8: Development — Vulnerable Tourism Land Uses and Day

Uses

10h)

Element: Location
Policy Objective 5.1 — hazard management
agency objection

Although SPP 3.7 states that Element 1:
Location is not applicable for development
applications in Area 2, DFES, as the Hazard
Management Agency for WA, objects to a
planning proposal that is inconsistent with
policy objective 5.1 which seeks to avoid
bushfire risk (in the first instance).

DFES is of the opinion that policy objective 5.1
cannot be achieved at this location. The
proposed development is on a lot that has, and
is surrounded by, an extreme hazard that, in
the opinion of DFES, cannot be adequately
managed/mitigated to an acceptable level and
is inappropriate for the vulnerable tourism land
use at this location.

DFES notes that this position has been
maintained since the initial referral due to the

10h) Not Agreed.

SPP 3.7 states that Element 1: Location is
not applicable for development applications
in Area 2. This is deliberate and as the
Explanatory note for the State Planning
Policy 3.7 Bushfire and the Planning for
Bushfire Guidelines states in Section 3 for
Tourism Land Uses states:

“The broader landscape assessment is not
required for tourism land uses, recognising
that many are remote and nature-based”.
This is the deliberate policy to accommodate
remote tourism based developments that can
mitigate risk to acceptable levels.

Policy Objective 5.1 seeks to avoid bushfire
risk in the first instance, but where
unavoidable, manage and/or mitigate the risk
to people, property and infrastructure, to
ensure the risks are acceptable and
appropriate to the land use and location.

10n)

It is acknowledged that the LDP is located in an
area that presents a landscape that represents a
bushfire risk, however as outlined by DPLH
(submission 11), Element 1. Location is not
applicable.

The November 2024 SPP3.7 Guidelines allow
“as a contingency measure for vulnerable fand
uses, an on site shelter where demonstrated
appropriate, as a fastresort option.” However, the
Shire can not take responsibility for ongoing
inspections and oversight of the on site shelters
for the life of the development, and therefore the
use of on site shelters is deemed not suitable.

17
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lack of vehicular access, and the remote nature
of the site.

The BMP does not comply

Dirk Hartog Island is obviously unigue and
poses significant challenges creating tourism
opportunities in a world heritage area and
managing bushfire risk

This is why the BMP does not downplay risk,
it assesses the risk thoroughly using the
correct methodology and responds to all
issues. There is no extreme hazard around
the site, it is surrounded by 50% moderate
hazard and 50% low hazard (see figure 5).

In terms of compliance with SPP 3.7 Policy
Objective 5.1, the BMP and BEP sets out the
thorough methodology taken to make a
determination. For example, additional
assessments were undertaken that were not
required under SPP 3.7 including:

. Undertaking a Bushfire Hazard Level
(BHL) assessment using the
methodology outlined in the Planning
for Bushfire Guidelines {Sept. 2024} in
Appendix A, Section A.2. The purpase
of the Bushfire Hazard Level (BHL)
assessment was to provide a broad
brush understanding of the potential
intensity of a bushfire in the landscape
near the site. The pre-development
site and all vegetation classes within 2
kilometres was assessed including
slopes where contour data was
available and measured on-site where
accessible.

18
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within 2 kilometres of the site is
mapped in Figure 4 and the
subsequent Bushfire Hazard
Assessment Level map is found in
Figure 5 on the BMP.

. The DFES opinion that the hazard is
‘extreme’ has been assessed in this
proposal and the hazard is actually
“moderate”.

. The site is exposed to a landscape
scale fire only on west interface, with
the coast in close proximity to the
south, east and narth which restricts a
large landscape scale fire developing
Figures 4 and 5 in the BMP clearly
show this outcome.

. The pre-dominant wind direction at the
site is from the SW, so this is across
the ocean

. The wegetation and fine fuels

surrounding the site are largely
disconnected, mineral earth and sand
can be seen in al 84 vegetation
classification photos contained within
the report.

. The DRAFT DBCA Emergency
Response Plan (ERP) for Dirk Hartog
Island recognises the unique situation
on Oirk Hartog Island and identifies

Submission Applicant Comment Consultant Planner Comment {Allerding and
Altus Planning Assaciates) for the Shire
. The wegetation classification map
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themselves as the likely Hazard
Management Agency and First
Responders for any issue within the
National Park. This plan also rates the
likelihood of bushfire on Dirk Hartog
Island as “highly unlikely”

. The only permanent residents on the
island are Kieran and Tory Wardle at
Dirk Hartog Island Lodge. After a
meeting with the DBCA Fire Officer in
the Denham DBCA office, it was
discussed that a large fire on Dirk
Hartog Island is unlikely due to the low
numbers of patential ignition sources,
the narrow arrangement of flammable
vegetation broken up by sand dunes
and the surrounding beaches and
oceans where fires will extinguish. It is
also likely any emergency response
will use resources already on the
island owned by the landowners such
as the vehicle barge and other marine
assets. These are the only people on
the island and consulting, training and
working together with the local HMA
achieves the best outcomes.

Given the DFES’ position is not consistent
with the Policies and Guidelines and their
conclusions are not consistent with the
finding of ‘moderate’ hazard, this warrants
further discussion at a meeting, if required

101)

10i) Not agreed.
As stated by the DPLH Bushfire Team,

101) As outlined by the DPLH Bushfire Team, and as
detailed in 8.2 of the Bushfire Guidelines, the
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Element: Siting and Design
A2.1b - not demonstrated

The BAL ratings cannot be validated for the
reason(s) cutlined in the above table

It has not been demonstrated that the shelter
buildings can achieve 10kW/m?.

Madification to the BMP is required

the management of the shelters will be
enforceable through a condition of the
Development Approval, and construction
will need to be signed off by a certified fire
engineer. Accardingly, this level detail
can be provided andfor resclved at that
time.

In his own words, our bushfire consultant
states as follows:

Based on my training, qualifications,
accreditation and considerable experience,
the correct Australian Standard methodology
has been used to determine the BAL ratings
and predicted levels of radiant heat flux on
the proposed shelters.

Therefore, from my perspective, the BAL
ratings are wvalidated, and the shelter
buildings do achieve 10kK\W/m?.

As stated above, the methodeology | have
used in this assessment, | have used for over
ten years on local and state government
projects, public and private  school
assessments, aged care homes and multiple
vulnerable land use proposals without issue.

These matters can be ultimately resolved at
DA stage.

construction of the shelter would need to be
signed off by a certified fire engineer, accredited
with Engineers Australia. This would be
undertaken at the development application stage.

Motwithstanding, subsequent advice has been
received from DPLH that the Shire would be
required to oversee the ongoing inspections and
oversight of the on site shelter/s for the life of the
development The Shire does nat have the
resources to oversee the ongoing inspections of
the shelters. Therefore the use of on site shelters
Is not supported.

10j)

Element: Siting and Design
A2.3 and A2.4 — not demonstrated

10]) Not agreed.

Any final foreshore management should
ultimately not be matter of concern to DFES

10j) The LDP does not relate to land outside of Lot
304  The BMP proposes that all APZs are

contained within Lot 304,
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DFES notes that it is unclear if the foreshore
management proposed will comply with other
relevant policies. The decision maker should
be satisfied that these works will comply with
all relevant frameworks.

The BMP states that full compliance is
achieved with A2.4, however then states that a
Landscape Management Plan (LMP) has not
been prepared for the site. The decision maker
should be satisfied that a LMP is not required,
should the proposal be approved without one.

Modification to the BMP is required.

subject to there being no conflict with the
BMP.

A foreshore management will be informed by
a number of existing documents including:

. Local Development Environment
Report (Bayley Environment Services)

. Site and Soil Evaluation (Land
Assessment Pty Ltd)
. Coastal Risk Management Reports

(Damara Pty Ltd, 2014, 2019 C 2021)

Moreover, the final Landscape Management
Plan should be more appropriately prepared
following approval of the LDP when building
envelopes are confirmed. It goes without
saying that the Landscape Management Plan
should not be inconsistent, or in conflict, with
any bushfire planning controls.

Having this amount of detail foran LDP would
be completely inappropriate. DFES are, in
effect, wishing the assess the complete
development application, not an LDP to
guide it.

Clause 10.2 of the 2026 LDP requires a
Foreshore Management Plan be prepared and
approved by DBCA prior to the commencement
of development.

The APZ does hot extend into the National Park.

The 2026 LDP also proposes that a Landscape
Vegetation Management Plan be prepared for
each building envelope and/or asset protection
zone. However this has not been provided for the
LPD.

If the LDP was approved, the Foreshore
Management Plan for the foreshore area would
have to ensure that any revegetation proposed
does not result in the BAL exceeding what is
detailed in the BMP.

10k)
A2.5 — not demonstrated

The BMP includes some spelling inaccuracies

when referencing the Building Code of
Australia and the ABCB Design and

10k} — Not agreed.

The final BMP can be updated to ensure all
references to the Building Code of Australia
and the ABCB Design and Construction of
Community Bushfire Refuges Handbook are
accurate. These matters can be conditioned.

10K)

If approved, the BMP can be updated to correct
any references that are inaccurate.

The use of on site shelters is a solution that is
provided for in SPP3.7. However, subsequent
advice has been received from DPLH that the
Shire would be required to oversee the ongoing
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Construction of Community Bushfire Refuges
Handbook, The BMP should be updated to
ensure all references to this document are
accurate

DFES notes that the use of an on-site shelter
is not considered a suitable response to the
lack of two compliant accesses to two
destinations. DFES understands the isolated
nature of the site, and the proposed responses
including evacuation priar to high Fire Danger
Index (FDI) days, however it is unclear how this
will work in practice,

DFES notes that any evacuation occurring via
private vehicle requires tourists to cooperate
with the request, be in a suitable condition to
drive, have vehicles in working order, and will
require tourists to find alternate
accommadation when they reach the
mainland. It is also unclear how compliance
with any conditions regarding the scheduled
evacuations will be enforced.

The decision maker should be satisfied that the
above concerns are adequately addressed
Maodification to the BMP is required

As for the on-site shelters, as stated by
the DPLH Bushfire Team:

“There is a significant amount of
infarmation regarding shelters within the
Bushfire Guidelines to pravide guidance
far LGs, impartantly the Shire should be
aware that management of the shelters
will be enforceable through a condiion of
the Development  Approval, and
construction will need to be signed off by
a certified fire engineer.”

Compliance for A3.2, A3.3a and A3 .4 cannot

achieve acceptable solutions, this is
recognised in Acceptable Solution A3.5
which  states “where the proposed

development has a capacity of up to a
maximum of 100 guests and employees at
any one time, an on-site shelter is to be
provided in accordance with A2 5

As per clause B5.3.1 in the Guidelines which
states: where a vulnerable land use (other
than a school) cannot achieve compliance
with the acceptable solutions for a wehicle
access to two different suitable destinations,
a shelter on-site for up to 100 visitors and
employees can be propesed as an
acceptable solution.

Full compliance is therefore achieved and the
Guidelines state an outcomes-based
approach is not reguired.

inspections and oversight of the on site shelter/s
for the life of the development. The Shire does
not have the resources to oversee the ongoing
inspections of the shelters. Therefore the use of
shelters is not supported and accordingly, the
BMP is not supported.
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Like any visitors to any tourism facility, this is
no different, the facility manager has a duty
of care to all visitors at the site and as a
training fire warden they would expect
visitors to comply with all directions from the
site manager who will be liaising with the
Hazard Management Agency.

All guests who use the facility will have a
4WD vehicle suitable to the conditions on the
island. They will need a suitable vehicle to
enjoy the island and its attractions. This will
be obvious in pre- booking information for all
visitors,

It is difficult to imagine someone being
obstructive in a remote location, however if
something becomes a police matter, this is
outside the capacity of this BMP to fully
resolve. Good relationships with local police
and emergency services will be the best
buffer to issues such as this for the site
manager.

BCA will be wupdated and correctly
referenced.

Ctherwise, the BEP can be updated:
. Gueststvisitors must have 4-wheel
drives only (recommended no older

than 10 years)

. Caretaker to have 7 or 9 person
vehicle to accommodate those with
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any medical conditions at the time or
are intoxicated, etc. Otherwise, guests
will be driving in their own vehicles
100) 10l) — Not agreed. 100} It is agreed that there are no public roads on the
Vehicular Access Island.  There is no right of carriageway

A3.1-A3.8 - does not comply

The BMP confirms that the proposal is not
capable of compliance with this clause as no
public roads are present on the island. On this
basis, it is unclear how compliance is possible
with any of the acceptable solutions for
Element 3 as none of the tracks/driveways
comply with the reguirements of Table 10.

There are no publicly gazetted roads on the
island The CALM Act part 1, section 3
states that a "Public Road” means a road
as defined in the Road Traffic
(Administration) Act 2008 which states:

‘a public road means any highway, road or
street open to, or used by, the public is a
public road’. Accordingly, there is no
reference as to whether it 1s or is not
gazetted.

The island is foremost a National Park, the
public drive on the National Park tracks in
suitable vehicles and enjoy the island as a
remote, eco-destination.

It should be noted that in 2020 the Shire
notified DHID as follows:

‘the Shire supports the use of existing
tracks on the island for emergency access.
Most of the existing tourist routes in the
Shire are remote, some are serviced by one
road in and out, and the Shire already
supported use of the existing tracks on Dirk
Hartog Island for development on nearby
Lot 62 and 303. The issue of wehicular
access is not an impediment to bushfire
management of future development of Lot
304 from a Shire perspective”,

registered over the National Park providing
access to Lot 304 Howewver, there are existing
tracks through the Mational Park that provide
4WD access to Lot 304, The applicant has not
provided any written agreement with DBCA in
regard to maintenance responsibilities for the
access tracks.
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The 2023 report commissioned by the
Department of Biodiversity Conservation and
Attractions (DBCA) titled “Dirk Hartog Island
- Recreation and Tourism Opportunities
Analysis” identified an increase in interest of
the island and strong visitation numbers to
coastal tourism destinations and the island's
ecclogical restoration project.
Drivers of future growth in visitation to the
island include development of ecotourism
accommodation on freehold land and
additional recreation and tourism
infrastructure within the National Park, it is
home to a unigue growing sanctuary (i.e. the
return to 1616 Ecological Project).
10m}) 10m} — Noted 10m) Refer to comments at 10l)
Vehicular Access
Al.1-Al.B — does not comply An  outcomes-based approach can be
included in an updated BMP, if necessary.
The BMP does not address the requirements of | The tracks and passing areas are suitable to
an autcomes based approach as required by | the small number of visitors an the island
the Guidelines Clause 2.2.1b, which requires | Furthermere, the 4WD wvehicles that access
that the practitioner: the island, and the low shrub vegetation
» ‘Address the acceptable permits multiple passing bays across the
solutions to the greatest entire island track network.
extent possible
* identify the non-compliance with the | Most traffic will be travelling in the same
acceptable solutions and why these | direction during a bushfire event, minimising
cannot be achieved passing issues and there will likely not be
¢ detail how the design considers gea_vy du‘iy fire app\iances everon the island
bushfire risk and where additional uring a "no notice fire event”. The current
26
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or alternative  bushfire risk

management measures have been
included to reduce the risk

* detail if there are any community

net-benefits, such as
improvements to the public road
network

* include written evidence such as
publications or State Administrative
Tribunal decisions to support the
strategic planning proposal,
subdivision or development
applications (where available)

* outline how the policy
outcomes have been achieved

* outine why approval s
warranted by the decision
maker in this instance '

vehicle barges cannot transport large fire
appliances, and they would be restricted for
access on the island track network itself. Any
firefighting is lkely to be undertaken with
Light 4WD fire units anly

To conclude that nowhere without a gazetted
public road cannot accommodate a tourism
experience and accommodation is locking
out any tourism development on Aboriginal
land, cattle stations and other land tenures
that do not have gazetted roads of which
there are many in Western Australia.

The BMP outlines the DBCA managed tracks
are suitable for all visitors to the island and
allow all weather access in suitable 4WD
vehicles. The type of vehicle that comes to
the island is suitable to the vehicle access on
the island

This information can be added, if necessary,
to an updated BMP to demonstrate that
vehicle access to this unique destination is
suitable for this scale of development in this
unique location

10n)
Vehicular Access
A3.1-A3.8 — does not comply

Further, DFES does not accept an on-site
shelter as a suitable alternative to two access
routes. In particular, the proposed on-site
shelters have not demonstrated how the

10n) — Not agreed

As for the on-site shelters, as stated by
the DPLH Bushfire Team:

“There is a significant amount of
information regarding shelters within the
Bushfire Guidelines to provide guidance
for LGs, importantly the Shire should be
aware that management of the shelters

10}

On site shelters are permissible under SPP3.7,
however as the Shire does not have the
resources to take responsibility for overseeing
ongoing inspections of the shelters, use of the
shelters in not supported.

As on site shelters are not accepted, it is agreed

that the existing vehicular access arrangements
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outcomes-based approach for Element 3 has
been achieved. Specifically, the proposed on-
site shelters do not address how safe and
efficient evacuation of patrons can occur, and
the shelters are proposed as the primary
response due to the locaton of the
development instead of a last resort as required
by Outcome 3.

will be enforceable through a condition of
the Development  Approval, and
construction will need to be signed off by
a certified fire engineer.”

The Guidelines clearly state on-site shelters
can be an acceptable solution dependent on
the scale of development and the location.

The benefit of the shelters is that they are
engineered, and purpose built to provide
protection against life threatening radiant
heat during the passage of a bushfire.

The shelters are an additional resource for
government and visitors and will benefit
anyone on the island during a bushfire
emergency. They will provide a suitable
Incident control area for firefighting
operations as the supply of water in the large
water tanks will be a huge positive fire
suppression asset.

A small fire may be a quick event as the fire
runs into a low fuel area such as the ocean
or a sand dune, and evacuation of the island
is not required.

are not an acceptable solution for evacuation in
the event of a bushfire.

100)
Vehicular Access
A3.1-A3.8 - does not comply

DFES notes that it is unlikely that an
Cutcomes-based Approach would provide any
benefit in this scenario as there is no

100) — Not agreed as above.

100)

The BEP details primary and secondary off site
locations for evacuation and transport
arrangements, in addition to the option of an on
site shelter. It is recommended that the BMP not
be accepted as shelters are not supported In the
absence of on site shelters being supported,
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opportunity to provide safe and efficient
access/egress for evacuation as well as
emergency response given the nature of the
site.

vehicular access is not satisfactory as the only
means of evacuation in the event of a bushfire.

Policy Measure 7.4 Vulnerable land uses

10p)

On-site shelters are not a substitute for two
access routes which provides safe and efficient
access and egress for the community, while
simultaneously providing a safe and effective
operational environment for emergency
services personnel.

A building designated as a bushfire shelter
must comply with ABCB Design and
Construction of Community Bushfire Refuges
(2014). DFES notes that some references to
this document in the BMP include spelling
inaccuracies which may create confusion. It is
recommended that the BMP is modified to
remove these inaccuracies.

It should be noted that seeking refuge in an on-
site building is only appropriate where there is
an imminent threat of bushfire that could result
in a loss of life and it is no longer safe to
evacuate. It should be emphasised that a
shelter is not a standalone solution to
mitigating risk to people safety.

10p) - not agreed as per the comments by
the DPLH Bushfire Team.

As per clause B5.3.1 in the Guidelines which
states: where a wvulnerable land use {(other
than a school) cannot achieve compliance
with the acceptable solutions for a vehicle
access to two different suitable destinations,
a shelter on-site for up to 100 visitors and
employees can be proposed as an
acceptable solution.

All on site shelters will comply with ABCB
Design and Construction of Community
Bushfire Refuges (2014).

Seeking shelter in an on-site building when
directly threatened by a bushfire is
recommended. If that building is engineered
to resist ignition and be suitable for sheltering
people then that is an additional positive risk
mitigation strategy.

The BMP does not attempt to state that the
shelters are a stand-alone solution to
mitigating risk to people’s safety. There are
many levels of risk mitigation proposed
including:

10p)

Any shelter would be required to meet the
requirements of ABCB Design and Construction
of Community Bushfire Refuges (2014) and be
certified by a suitably qualified engineer.

The use of on site shelters is not supported as the
Shire does not have the resources to oversee the
onhgoing inspection for the on shite shelters nor to
confirm compliance with the requirements of
ABCB Design and Construction of Community
Bushfire Refuges (2014). It is recommended that
the BMP not be accepted as shelters are not
supported. In the absence of on site shelters
being supported, vehicular access is not
satisfactory as the only means of evacuation in
the event of a bushfire.
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. Suitable APZ around all buildings.

. Fire warden training staff at each
cluster — i.e. Controlled site, people
are not left without communications or
advice.

. Significant water tanks dedicated for
fire suppression.

. Pre-arrival trip advice on bushfire risk
and mitigation strategies.

. Induction on arrival
. On site residential management.

. Evacuation if safe to do so.

10q) 10q) Acknowledged as per the points above. | 10q)  Refer to previous comments above.

Recommendation — HMA objection, not
compliant with Policy Objective 5.1

The development application is not compliant
as it does not satisfy Policy Objective 5.1. The
proposal is intensifying land use in a bushfire
prone area with only one point of access and
egress, which requires the use of a barge.

Notwithstanding the above, if the decision
maker is inclined to approve the proposal, it is
considered  critical  that the  bushfire
management measures within the BMP are
maodified, to ensure they are accurate and can
be implemented to reduce the vulnerability of
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the development to bushfire in the context of its
broader location.

The above assessment of compliance with
SPP 3 7 is provided to assist decision making

11. Department of Planning, Lands and
Heritage
DPLH Bushfire Team

11a)
DPLH provide the following comments on
DFES advice.

11a) Acknowledged.

T1a)

Noted.

11b)

DFES notes that the propesed on-site shelters
should not be supported as a solution to two
different evacuation routes.”
- This is a DFES position, however, is
contrary to SPP 3.7 Bushfire
- There is a significant amount of
information regarding shelters within
the Bushfire Guidelines to provide
guidance for LGs, importantly the
Shire  should be aware that
management of the shelters will be
enforceable through a condition of the
Development Approval and
construction will need to be signed off
by a certified fire engineer.

11b) Agree with DPLH comments and this
critical in evaluating DFES comments on the
same issue.

11b)

It is noted that shelters are permitted under the
Bushfire Guidelines and thatthey are enforceable
as a condition of Development Approval.

It is noted that on site shelters are an acceptable
solution in regard ta bush fire and therefore the
concept of using on site shelters is capable of
approval. However SPP 3.7 Guidelines require
that the local government oversee the
maintenance and annual testing of the on site
shelters.

Given that the Shire does not have the resources
to oversee the maintenance and annual testing of
the on site shelters, and given there is no
agreement between the Applicant and the Shire
in regard to maintenance and annual testing of
the on site shelters, the use of on site shelter/s is
not supported.

11c)
Element Location

11¢) - agreed in
response.

respect to the DFES

11c)

It is noted that DPLH advise that the BMP is
compliant with Element 1 The Guidelines
require passing bays every 200 metres for private
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DFES comment - incorrectly quotes SPP
objective 5.1, which states “5.1 Avoid the
bushfire risk in the first instance, but where
unavoidable, manage and/or mitigate the risk
to people, property and infrastructure, to
ensure the risks are acceptable and
appropriate to the land use and the location”.

DFES incorrectly state that the application
does not comply with Element 1
Location. There is no requirement for
assessment of Element 1 location within the
Guidelines and therefore the BMP complies.
Vehicular access — is obviously challenging
and limited to 4wd private tracks.

The BMP does state that these have been
considered as private internal access routes
which in accordance with the Guidelines
include passing bays every 200m. This is
arguably the minimum requirement to satisfy
the Guidelines.

There appears to be 2 points that provide
barge crossing to the mainland.

Regarding passing bays, the island network
of tracks does not have specific passing
bays, however 4WD vehicles can pass each
other along most of the access tracks as a
vehicle simply pulls to the side (and off the
track) and the other oncoming vehicle drives
passed. This can be achieved because the
vegetation is mostly low shrubland and
vehicles can push off the track and make an
unofficial passing bay. This is how currently
AWD wvehicles pass each other on the track
network all over the island.

internal access routes, and passing bays have
been provided for on the access tracks within Lot
304. However, the Applicant has not provided
approval from DBCA for ongoing access and
maintenance and/or upgrading of access tracks
between Lot 304 and the barge.

11d)

General comment: The BMP correctly states
that there needs to be an element of self
resilience, due to the isolation and the lack of
vehicular access. With this in mind, my view is
that emergency procedures for the Island
should be coordinated by the DBCA and the
Wardles, who | understand are the only
permanent residents, and are likely to be the

11d) - agreed.

However, it has the challenge of working with
DBCA to work together and ensure plans are
consistent with each other.

We are confident this can be done. It is
logical and sensible.

11d)

In addition to DBCA and the Wardles, the
emergency procedures would also need to be
coordinated and agreed to by the barge operator.

It is agreed that the BMP and BEP should be
consistent with DBCA’s ERP such that the BMP,
BEP and ERP can be implemented in the case of
an emergency. However the BMP and BEP is not
supported given that the Shire does not have the
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ones implementing any emergency procedures
for the Island.

The BMP states that there is a draft DBCA
Emergency Response Plan (ERP) and | stress
the importance of ensuring this ERP is finalised
and covers evacuation of the Island in the
event of a bushfire. This needs to be agreed
and understood by the Wardles and should be
consistent with the BEP prepared for this site.

resources to oversee the maintenance and
annual testing of the on site shelters.

11e)

General comment. We have been in
discussions regarding method 2 assessments,
such as the one undertaken for Lot 304 by
Rohan the bushfire consultant. There is some
ambiguity in the current AS3959 Construction
standards in bushfire prone areas, and |
understand that the intention will be to clarify
this in the next version, due out soon.

11e) - acknowledged.

We are not sure what is the implication of this
is timing wise. A decision-maker should
assess and determine the application on
information applicable at the time.

1e)

The revisions to AS3959 are open for
consultation until 20 November 2025 and at the
time of writing this report, have not been finalised.

Noting that the BMP and BEP are not supported,
this is not a matter that requires resolution.

11f)

It is recommended that the Shire seek the
advice of their building surveyor. If they are
support of the method used, then | suggest this
is sufficient. This is our interpretation below,
which is consistent with the Building
Commission (Dept. of Local Government,
Industry Regulations and Safety).

As currently written, Paragraph B4 — Step 3 of
Appendix B in AS 3959-2018 (incorporating
Amendments Nos 1 and 2) for calculating the
effective slope under vegetation may appearto

11f) — acknowledged.

The methodology used in this assessment
has assessed all slopes in both the
surrounding landscape and around each
individual safer shelter building. Where there
is more than one slope within the classified
vegetation, each slope has been individually
assessed and the worst case effective slope
and worst case Bushfire Attack Level has
been applied.

ED)

It is noted that the assessment has been
undertaken under Method 2. Clarification has
been sought from the City of Greater Geraldton,
and their advice is that they rely on the expertise
of the bushfire assessor providing the report. A
peer review of the Method 2 assessment has not
been undertaken by a qualified bushfire
consultant.

It is noted that in the case of a BMP using method
2 assessment that was lodged with the City of
Busselton, the City sought independent review of
the Method 2 assessment by a suitably qualified
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ATTACHMENT 6 - BUSHFIRE SUBMISSIONS (DFES & DPLH) - LOCAL DEVELOPMENT PLAN FOR LOT 304 SUNDAY ISLAND BAY

Submission Applicant Comment Consultant Planner Comment (Allerding and
Altus Planning Assaociates) for the Shire

be somewhat open to interpretation at the bushfire consultant. There has been no peer

moment. review of the Method 2 assessment.

Paragraph B4 states that you “determine the Notwithstanding, the BMP and BEP are not

effective slape (in degrees) under the classified supported given that the Shire does not have the

vegetation in accordance with Clause 2.2.5", resources to oversee the maintenance and

annual testing of the on site shelters.
The substantive language within Clause 2.2.5
of AS 3059 states “For each vegetation type
classified in Clause 2.2.3, the effective slope of
the land under the classified vegetation shall
be determined in degrees, along with whether
it is upslope or downslope in relation to the site
(see Figure 2.3)

Where there is more than one slope within the
classified vegetation, each slope shall be
individually assessed and the worst case
Bushfire Attack Level shall apply.”

Clause 225 also includes, what is best
described as, ‘further information” being:
"Effectively slope of the land under classified
vegetation is presented in degrees within
Tables 2.4 and 2.7. As fires travel slower down
a hill, all classified vegetation that is upslope
will assume a value of 0° (i.e. flat land). Table
2.2 provides comparisons between degrees,
slope ratios and percentages”,

It should be noted that nowhere in clause 2.2 5
does it say that you must determine slope
using Tables 2.4 to 2.7 In a Method 1
assessment, it is Clause 2.2.6 that directs you
to determine the BAL selecting the relevant FDI
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ATTACHMENT 6 - BUSHFIRE SUBMISSIONS (DFES & DPLH) - LOCAL DEVELOPMENT PLAN FOR LOT 304 SUNDAY ISLAND BAY

Submission

Applicant Comment
Altus Planning

Consultant

Planner Comment (Allerding and

Associates) for the Shire

table from Tables 2.4 to 2.7 as determined at
Clause 2.2.2, and then using the relevant FDI
table determine the BAL for each vegetation
determined at Clause 2.2 3, the distance from
the site determined at Clause 2.2.4 and the
effective slope determined at Clause 2.2.5.

As such, our general view of the 2018 edition
of AS 3959 is that it is open for a building
surveyor (or other decision maker) to accept a
Method 2 assessment using the determined
slope in degrees (for example 37), so long as
there is not more than cne slope within the
classified vegetation .

Where there is more than one slope within the
classified vegetation (for example 1° and 47,
then the assessment should use the worst
case (in the example, this would be 4°).

11g)

Interpretation issues around determining the
effective slope for Method 2 assessments is
not new. The proposed consultation draft of AS
3958 — 2024 included draft text for determining
effective slope in a Method 2 in an attempt to
clarify the situation.

Should this draft wording be accepted by
Standards Australia in 2024 edition of AS 3959,
and that edition becomes the Standard
referenced in the next edition of the NCC, then
the value ranges in Table B 1 would be a
considering factor when determining the
effective slope under the classified vegetation

11g) — acknowledged.

As per the above, if this remains a sticking
peint, and the planning process is waiting for
future documents to be endorsed, there is no
issue having a condition imposed on the
development to re-assess all slopes using
the new methodology at DA stage.

Our bushfire consultant is confident, the only
implication of a change to the methodology to
default 5 degree slopes would be a small
increase of the APZ dimensions of 2-3
metres radiating out from the centrally
located shelter building.

119)

As outlined abowve, the Shire has not undertaken
a peer review of the Method 2 assessment,
Given that the Shire does not have the resources
to oversee the maintenance and annual testing of
the on site shelters this is not a matter that
requires resolution. If and when the LDP is
approved by the Council, this is a matter that
could be further addressed at the Development
Application stage.
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ATTACHMENT 6 — BUSHFIRE SUBMISSIONS (DFES & DPLH) - LOCAL DEVELOPMENT PLAN FOR LOT 304 SUNDAY ISLAND BAY

Submission

Applicant Comment
Altus Planning

Consultant Planner Comment (Allerding
Associates) for the Shire

and

for a Method 2 assessment, unless there was
a consistent slope.

As yet the new AS395S¢ has not been
endorsed

This is not fatal to the consideration of the
LDP and can be accommodated at DA stage
to re-assess the proposal again. Of course,
the current proposal is simply indicative so
there will likely be some layout changes in
any event.
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12.0 COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT

12.1

COMMUNITY ASSISTANCE GRANTS — SIGNIFICANT EVENT SPONSORSHIP FUNDING
2025/2026 — SHARK BAY SPEEDWAY CLUB
GS00001

AUTHOR
Community Development Officer

DISCLOSURE OF ANY INTEREST
Nil

Moved Cr Bellottie
Seconded Cr Johns

Council Resolution
That Council:

Approve funding of $5,000 to the Shark Bay Speedway Club under the
Community Assistance Grants — Significant Event Sponsorship Funding to
support traffic management and live entertainment for the 2026 Far Western
Championship.

7/0 CARRIED
FOR: Cr’s Bellottie, Cowell, Fenny, Johns, Ridgley, Smith and Stubberfield
AGAINST: Nil
ABSENT: Nil
BACKGROUND

The Shire of Shark Bay commenced advertising the 2025/2026 Community Assistance
Grants following Council’s endorsement of the Annual Budget on 27 August 2025. The
funding pool for the Significant Event Sponsorship Funding is available for the duration
of the financial year and funding is to be allocated at Council’s discretion. The
Significant Event Sponsorship Funding supports current major events and future
innovative events that attract additional funds into town and recognises the positive
economic and social value that these events bring to the Shark Bay Community.

An application from Shark Bay Speedway Club was received on 18 March 2026,
seeking event sponsorship funding to contribute towards the 39" Far Western
Championship in July 2026.

The Shark Bay Speedway Club previously received $3,200 funding from the
Community Assistance Grants Significant Event Sponsorship Funding in May 2024 for
trophies, prizes and staffing costs to run the bar.

COMMENT

Significant Event Sponsorship Funding supports current major events and future
innovative events that attract additional funds into town and recognises the positive
economic value that these events bring to the Shark Bay community. The Shark Bay
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Speedway Club successfully hosts multiple races in Shark Bay each year. These race
meets are supported by the local community and visiting competitors, with high
attendance and participation.

Council has previously provided in-kind support to the Speedway Club via the use of
Shire Equipment, such as the Loader, Grader and Water Cart. The Club has become
more self-sufficient and has purchased their own grader, loader and water truck. This
has reduced reliance on Shire support and minimised wear and depreciation on Shire
plant and equipment.

GRANT APPLICATION DETAILS

Group: Shark Bay Speedway Club

Amount requested: $5,000* (pending TMP quote)

Project: 2026 Far Western

Funding category: Funding for a specific event or program

Strategic Community Plan (category): Economic and Social

The application states that the Shark Bay Speedway Club currently has 30 members.
The Club is holding 6 race meets in 2026, including the 39th Annual Far Western
Championship. The Club welcomed 72 nominations in 2025 and 89 nominations in
2024. The Shark Bay Speedway Club is driven by a volunteer committee of 8 local
community members.

The application describes the Far Western as the club’s annual blue-ribbon event
which attracts a large number of drivers, friends, pit crew and racing fans to Shark Bay.
Visitors contribute financially to businesses in Shark Bay throughout this event creating
a strong economic impact. To further boost the Shark Bay local economy and ease the
burden of a volunteer shortage, the event organisers will also be looking to employ
local bar staff, to further boost the economic impact of this event.

The Club is seeking assistance to cover the cost of a Traffic Management Plan to
enable the formal closure of Knight Terrace for the annual street parade held prior to
the event. In previous years, traffic management has been implemented without a full
road closure. The proposed closure would allow for enhanced participation and safety
measures, including the ability for junior racers to remain seated in vehicles on
transport trucks and for sprint cars to be operated under controlled conditions during
the parade.

In addition, the Club has requested support for the provision of live entertainment
following race events as part of the broader event program.

Fuel Management

To minimise potential impacts on local fuel supply, the Club has advised that they will
require all out-of-town participants to bring their own fuel. The Club will also liaise with
local fuel providers in advance to support adequate stock planning and avoid disruption
to normal community and school holiday demand.

The grant application includes:
o Two project referees; Malcolm Chen (Owner of Shark Bay Pharmacy) and Bec
Moroney (Shark Bay School and Shark Bay P & C)
¢ Quotes and Estimates (Traffic Management Plan Quotation has not been provided
to the Speedway club at the time of this document going to print)
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e Current Bank Statement — refer to ‘Confidential Attachment’
Officer Recommendation:

The Shark Bay Speedway Club have consistently demonstrated their ability to attract
competitors and visitors to Shark Bay each year, providing a social and economic boost
for our community. The Club is well supported by the Shark Bay community and
provide opportunities for local businesses and community groups to be involved in the
Club’s success.

It is recommended that Council approve $5,000 to the Shark Bay Speedway Club to
support the 39" Far Western Championship in 2026.

Should Council approve the Shark Bay Speedway Club application, the Shire’s
Community Development Officer will ask Shark Bay Speedway Club to acknowledge
the sponsorship that the Shire is providing by including the Shire’s logo and the words
“Proudly supported by the Shire of Shark Bay” in any promotional materials (e.g.
printed materials, signage and social media).

LEGAL IMPLICATIONS
There are no legal implications associated with this report.

POLICY IMPLICATIONS
These recommendations comply with current Policies made by Council 2.2 Financial
Assistance/Donations.

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

An amount of $50,000 is included in the 2025/2026 adopted budget for Community
Assistance Grants which includes Round 1 (larger events), Round 2 (equipment/small
project) grants and Significant Event Funding.

To date Council has approved $20,995.45 in Round 1 funding, Round 2 funding has
not yet been closed, and this application is the first to be received for Significant Event
funding this financial year. This leaves $29,004.55 for the remainder of the year.

If this application is successful there will be approximately $24,000 left in the
Community Assistance Grants fund.

It is anticipated that an application will be received from the Shark Bay Community
Resource Centre to support live entertainment during the Shark Bay Fiesta. Round 2
funding is generally limited to $10,000, with a limit of $1,000 for any one application.
With these considerations, it is not anticipated that the full budget allocation will be
expended.
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STRATEGIC IMPLICATIONS
Social Objective: A safe, welcoming and inclusive community
Economic Objective: A progressive, resilient and diverse economy

RISK MANAGEMENT

As per the lease agreement, Administration has recently updated our records with a
copy of the Speedway’s public liability and property insurance policies to ensure these
are current and adequate.

VOTING REQUIREMENTS
Simple Majority Required

SIGNATURES

Executive Manager Community Development M Fanali
Chief Executive Officer P Chapman
Date of Report 18 March 2026
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Shire of Shark Bay
Community Assistance Grants

APPLICATION FORM

Please complete and return the signed application form to the Shire of Shark Bay with the
advertised timeframe. Late submissions will not be considered

Applications to be addressed to: Chief Executive Officer
Shire of Shark Bay
PO Box 126
Denham WA 6537

Applications can be delivered: Shire of Shark Bay
65 Knight Terrace
Denham WA 63537
Email: cdo@sharkbay.wa.gov.au

For further information, please contact the Community Development Officer on 9948 1218

Please ensure you have read the Shire of Shark Bay Community Assistance Grants — Guidelines
before completing the application form to confirm your organisation’s eligibility.

FUNDING ROUND

Please indicate which funding round you are applying for:

0 Round 1 - Community Projects Year:
[ Round 2 - Equipment and minor projects Year:
M Significant Event Sponsorship Funding Year: 2026

ORGANISATION DETAILS
Shark Bay Speedway Club

PO Box 53 Denham WA 6537

Organisation Name

Postal Address

Tiaza Sellenger

Contact Person

Position/Title Secreta ry
T 0407 129 487
elephone
E-mail sharkbayspeedwayclub@outlook.com
Shire of Shark Bay Community Assistance Grants — Application Form Page 1of 6
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What category best describes your organisation?

W Sporting Club
Community Group
Not-for-profit organisation
Other:

O oo

Which of the following best describes your organisation’s status?
YES

e |ncorporated

e GST Registered

e Have a current Association Constitution

Hhkh

HINE
OG0 3

Australian Business Number (ABN): 5800 4288 176

Please note the Shire of Shark Bay requires applicants to have an ABN. Applicants who do not have one
may be subjected to withholding tax of 48.8%. If you are unsure, please contact the Shire to discuss how to
best proceed.

Bank details

Account Name: Shark Bay Speedway Club Inc

Bsp: 066 512

Account Number: 1070 7409

FUNDING DETAILS

Project title: 2026 Far Western Championship

. I The Shark Bay Speedway Club will deliver its annual Far Western event, enhancing the street parade through
Project description: ¥ Spesdway s . 9

a formal road closure and providing post-race live entertainment. The event attracts significant visitation, supports local businesses

and creates local employment opportunities, strengthening its long-standing role as a key community and tourist event. The Shark Bay Speedway Club

currently has 30 member. The Club is holding 6 race meets in 2026, including the 39th Far Western Championship. The club welcomed 72 nominations in 2025

and 89 nominations in 2024. The Shark Bay Speedway Club is driven by volunteer committee of 8 local community members.

Date(s) the project will take place: Friday 10th July 2026 and Saturday 11th July 2026

Location(s) where the project will take place: Knight Terrrace Denham & Shark Bay Speedway Club

Total project funds requested (including GST if applicable) $5000

Shire of Shark Bay Communily Assistance Grants — Application Form Page 20f 6
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Has your organisation previously received funding from the Shire of Shark Bay?
m Yes
[1 No

If Yes, Previous funding amount received: $ 3200 ex GST

Round / Year funding was received: 2023/2024
Significant Event 37th Far Western Championship

Funded project:

Has your organisation acquitted all previous Shire of Shark Bay funding?

W Yes
] No

If No, please outline why?

Please Note: Your organisation is not eligible to receive new funding from the Shire of Shark Bay, until
previous Shire of Shark Bay funding has been acquitted.

PROJECT DETAILS
What is the funding to be used for?
1 Leveraging a grant from a State or Federal agency

1 Purchasing goods and services (i.e. equipment and/or engaging a professional for the purpose
of instruction)

If your funding application involves purchasing equipment, can the equipment be used by other
community groups in the future?

[ Yes
[ No

] Infrastructure (i.e. significant construction or improvement of facilities). Please include Planning
Approvals from the Shire

W Funding for a specific event or program

[l Prize money.

Does the project meet the objectives of the Shire of Shark Bay Strategic Community Plan
2020-20307 Copy of the Plan can be found on the Shire’s website.

W Economic A progressive, resilient and diverse economy

[ Environment Help protect our unique natural and built environment

m Social A safe, welcoming and inclusive community

Shire of Shark Bay Community Assistance Grants — Application Form Page 3of 6
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Outline the project goals and how they will benefit Shark Bay community (minimum of one objective):

Economic:

25 MARCH 2026

The project aims to enhance the Far Western Event to increase visitation, extend visitor stay and improve overall event experience. By attracling competitors

support crews and spectators, the event drives spending across accommodation, hospitality and retail sectors. The initiative will also create local

employment opportunities through the engagement of bar staff and event support role. Strengthening the event's appeal supports repeat visitation and contributes

to the sustainability of local businesses, reinforcing the event's role as a key economic driver for the Shark Bay community. To minimise potential impacts on local

Environment:

fuel supply, the Club will require out-of-town participants to bring their own fuel. The Club will also liase with local fuel providers in advance

to support adequate stock planning and avoid disruption to normal community and school holiday demand.

Social:

The project aims to strengthen community connection and participation through an enhanced Far Western Event program. The street parade and live

entertainment provide inclusive, family-freindly opportunities for residents and visitors to come together, fostering community price and social

cohesion. The even supports local volunteers, celebrates speedway culture and creates shared experiences that contribute to community

well being and a strong sense of place within Shark Bay.

Please list other organisations involved in this project (if applicable)

Name of Organisation

Project Involvement

Shark Bay Hotel

provides in-kind accommaodation for race officials and promoters

Shark Bay Hotel & Cellarbrations

provision of wholesale liquor

Project Referees:

Please provide two referees (thaf is nof associated with your organisation) that are in support of

your application, alternatively you can attach letters of support.

Name Phone

Email Organisation and position held

Malcolm Chen |0422 507 503

Shark Bay Pharmacy

Rebecca Moroney | 0409 331 728

Shark Bay School

Shire of Shark Bay Community Assistance Grants — Application Form
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SIGNIFICANT EVENT — ONLY

All Significant Event applications will be required to do a presentation to Council about their project,
prior to consideration of the grant application. Please speak with the Shire of Shark Bay
Community Development Officer for more details and to secure a time. Council meets on the last
Wednesday of each month.

If your project is a Significant Event will it attract additional visitors to town? If so, how many
additional visitors are you planning for?

[J 50-100

L[] 100-200

[J 200-300

W Owver 500

Will you be charging an entry fee to attend the event?

W Yes
[J No

$30 adults, Concession $25, Kids(10-15) $15, under 10 free
If Yes, how much?

Please ensure this is shown as income in the budget below

PROJECT BUDGET

Please provide a total event/program budget outlining all funding sources (eg Shire of Shark Bay
funds, your organisation contribution and other funding sources where applicable). Please attach
quotes/evidence of cost for every expenditure item listed.

Expenditure ltem Shire of Shark *In-Kind ($) | Other Other Funding
Description (i.e. Bay Grant ($) Funding/Income | Organisation Name
materials, equipment, Amount ($) (your organisation or
advertising, catering, external)

prizes)

Traffic Force TMP $2000 Pending written quote | Shire of Shark Bay
Traffic Management $2450 Pending TMP|Shire of Shark Bay
DoubleGee Entertainment $550 Shire of Shark Bay

Total B,OOO $ $

*In-Kind value: Number of volunteers x hours worked directly on project x $25 per hour
Shire of Shark Bay Community Assistance Grants — Application Form Page § of 6
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Will any of your expenditure items be spent locally with Shark Bay businesses?

L Yes
W No

Please describe which business(es) you will be spending money with and how much will be spent

with each business.
Live Entertainment is from Geraldton. Unfortunately TMG plan can not be done by local business

PART 6 — ADDITIONAL INFORMATION

Please attach a copy of the following:

o Organisation’s most recent (Audited) Financial Statement

¢ Quotations for expenditure items

PART 7 — DECLARATION

| hereby certify that I am the authorised person to sign on behalf of the organisation and that the
information is correct. | have read, understand and agree to abide by the conditions set out in the
Shire of Shark Bay Community Assistance Grants guidelines.

NAME Tiaza Sellenger

SIGNATURE

POSITION IN ORGANISATION Secretary

DATE 18/03/2026

Shire of Shark Bay Communily Assistance Grants — Application Form Page 6cf 6
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DoubleGee Entertainment

Georgina Goss Mob: 0402-450213
Entertainment Consultant

2 Timor St, Duncraig, W.A. 6023 Email: doublegee99@icloud.com
ABN: 55 786 011 971 Booking Confirmation

BookingID GG24142

Shark Bay Speedway Club

Attention:- Tiaza Sellenger, Jamie Burton or Sue McGiveron
sharkbayspeedwayclub@outlook.com
Act Name Johnny David
venue Shark Bay Speedway

Day of Performance

Performance Times

Instructions to Act

Posters

Employer to provide

Method of Payment

Deposit
Balance

Total Fee inc. GST

Saturday Date 11/7/2026
8:30pm - 11:30pm

Please mail Posters to venue A.S.A.P., Provide own production.

Act to send

Accommodation (family room if possible) at Shark Bay Hotel, & an evening
meal for (1) plus some liquid refreshments for act on Friday please.

Direct deposit to Doublegee, Bankwest, BSB=306074, A/C=0889982

3 Due by:-
550
550 (Tax Invoice to follow)

(This contract constitutes an agreement between the payer and the artists. Doublegee Entertainment executes this

as a duly authorised agent, but is not a party to this agreement and accordingly will not be liable for any default by
either party. Deposits are not refundable. 14 Days Notice of Cancellation required in writing. If not queried in writing
within 10 days from date of contract, all matters stated remain as written and are therefore agreed to. In the event of

the payer failing to terminate this agreement as aforesaid, it shall remain in force and the performer shall be entitled

to the fee as specified above, notwithstanding any purported termination other than in writing as aforesaid by the payer.)

Authorised by

Any subsequent bookings for the above Act by the above Employer/A/enue are to be booked
through Entertainment Consultant:- Georgina Goss (Mb:0402-450213)

Date7/12/2025

Tiaza Sellenger
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13.0 GOVERNANCE

13.1

ELECTORAL REFORM CONSULTATION
GV00001

AUTHOR
Chief Executive Officer

DISCLOSURE OF ANY INTEREST
Nil

Moved Cr Fenny
Seconded Cr Ridgely

Council Resolution

That Council support the following Western Australian Local Government
Association advocacy positions:

a) Voluntary participation in Local Government Elections; and

b) Councillors serving four (4) year terms with elections every two (2) years
and half of the Council positions spilled at each election.

7/0 CARRIED
FOR: Cr’s Bellottie, Cowell, Fenny, Johns, Ridgley, Smith and Stubberfield
AGAINST: Nil
ABSENT: Nil

Background

In June 2025, Hon Hannah Beazley MLA, Minister for Local Government, expressed
support for a four-year election cycle, citing concerns about voter fatigue and the
rising costs of conducting biennial elections. These messages were repeated in
Minister Beazley’s address at WALGA'’s 2025 Local Government Convention, which
also raised the possibility of compulsory voting. These comments have prompted
renewed interest and discussion across the sector.

WALGA has contacted both the Department of Local Government, Industry
Regulations and Safety (LGIRS) and the Minister's office seeking details of any
consultation on these matters, but no further information has been provided.
WALGA is seeking to obtain sector feedback in advance of expected State
Government reform proposals to ensure the sectors views are reflected in WALGA'’s
engagement.

Comment

WALGA is requesting Council-endorsed Local Government feedback to inform their
sector advocacy on Local Government electoral reforms expected to be proposed by
the State Government, specifically:
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o Full spill elections every 4 years; and
e Compulsory voting at Local Government elections.

These options/reforms have been raised in statements by the Minister for Local
Government, Hon Hannah Beazley MLA, however no formal proposals have yet
been provided for consultation. Whilst WALGA has relevant advocacy positions, they
are seeking early sector engagement to ensure their positions reflect the sectors
current views to enable timely, well-informed and effective engagement on the
anticipated State Government reform proposals.

Statutory Environment
There are no known statutory environment implications relative to this report.

Policy Implications
There are no known policy implications relative to this report.

Financial Implications
There are no known financial implications relative to this report.

Strategic Implications
There are no known strategic implications relative to this report.

Risk Management
Whilst not compulsory, there is the potential for reputational risk by not contributing to
sector wide issues.

Consultation

Councillors

Attachments

Attachment — WALGA INFOPAGE - Sector Consultation — Electoral Reform
Discussion Paper

Attachment — WALGA Electoral Form Discussion Paper.

Voting Requirements
Simple Majority Required

Signatures
Chief Executive Officer 9P Chapman
Date of Report 19 March 2026
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WALGA

INFOPAGE

To: All Local Governments From: Kirsty Martin,
Executive Manager Member Services

Date: 13 February 2026
Subject: Sector Consultation — Electoral Reform Discussion Paper
Operational Area: Governance

Local Governments are requested to provide Council-endorsed
feedback to inform WALGA's advocacy on Local Government
electoral reforms expected to be proposed by the State

Koy bssues: Government, specifically:

+  full spill electioms every 4 years; and
* compulsory voting at Local Government elections

Action Required: Response to WALGA by 4:00pm Friday 27 March 2026

WALGA is undertaking sector engagement regarding Local Government electoral reforms
expected to be proposed by the State Government.

In June 2025, Hon Hannah Beazley MLA, Minister for Local Government, expressed
support for a four-year election cycle, citing concerns about voter fatigue and the rising
costs of conducting biennial elections. These messages were repeated in Minister
Beazley's address at WALGA's 2025 Local Government Convention, which also raised the
possibility of compulsory voting. These comments have prompted renewed interest and
discussion across the sector.

WALGA has contacted both the Department of Local Government, Industry Regulations
and Safety (LGIRS) and the Minister's office seeking details of any consultation on these
matters, but no further information has been provided.

By proactively progressing this consultation, WALGA is seeking to obtain sector feedback
that will ensure WALGA's positions reflect the sector's current views and enable timely,
well-informed and effective engagement with the anticipated State Government reform
proposals.

Attached to this Infopage is a brief Discussion Paper. The Discussion Paper cutlines some
example considerations that Local Governments may choose to address when preparing
their feedback. It is not intended to present an exhaustive or prescriptive list.

Local Governments are requested to provide Council endorsed responses to the
Discussion Paper by 27 March 2026. This feedback will inform an item to be presented to
State Council.

For more information, please contact Kirsty Martin on 9213 2051 or Felicity Morris on 9213
2093. Please send responses to governance@walga.asn.au
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WALGA

Electoral Reform Discussion Paper

1. Background

1.1 Purpose

The purpose of this discussion paper is to reguest Council-endorsed Local Government feedback to
inform WALGA's advocacy on Local Government electoral refarms expected to be proposed by the
State Government, specifically:

®  full spill elections every 4 years; and
* compulsory voting at Local Government elections

These options have been raised in statements by the Minister for Local Government, Hon Hannah
Beazley MLA, but no formal proposais have yet been provided for consultation, While WALGA has
relevant advocacy positions (discussed further below), the purpose of this discussion paper is to
undertake early sectar engagement to ensure WALGA's positions reflect the sector's current views
and enable timely, weall-informed and effective engagement with the anticipated State Government
reform proposals.

1.2. WALGA existing advocacy positions

12.1. Elections

WALGA has established advocacy positions refiecting the sector's support of waluntary voting and
electizgns of half the offices on Council every two years. These advocacy positions are provided in
Appendix 1.

In late 2024 WALGA conducted a review of its Elections Advocacy Positions to ensure they reflectad
the sectar’s contemparary view.

Local Government responses at that time indicated strong (98%) support for half spills every two
years, which was reflected in the adopted Advocacy Position 2516 Electionsg

While voluntary voting was supported by an overall majority of responses (74%), compulsory voting
was supported by a majority (64%) of metropolitan respondents and a majority {614} of Class 1and
2 respondents.

State Council requested that the WALGA secretariat undertake further investigation of the
implications of compulsory and woluntary participation in Local Gowvernment elections before
reporting back to State Council.

In the interim, Advocacy Position 2.5 1¢ ] = was ratained,
expressing support for voluntary voting with a note that further wark was being undartaken.

This investigation was ongoing when the Minister for Local Government raised the prospect of
further Local Government election reform.

A State by State comparison of electoral statistics is provided in Appendix 2.
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2. Election Frequency

Current situation

Western Australia holds biennial electians, with half of the offices on Council elected every two years
for four-year terms. All other Australian jurisdictions hold full spill elections every four years (four:
wear terms).

Considerations
Considerations include:

*  Yoter participation and fatigue

*  Continuity, knowledge retention and mentorship for new Council Members
*  Stable whole-of-Council mandate and collective accountability

*  Capacity for candidate recruitment

*  Administrative reguirements

*  Extraordinary vacancies and backfilling

& Timing and transitional arrangements

Re-election rates
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WALGA has analysed the compasition of Councils following the last two Local Government elections
in other Australian jurisdictions, all of which hawe full spill elections. & comparison of available data
on re-election rates is included as Table 2 in Appendizx 2.

This data suggests that on average, re-elected Council Members make up betwean 47% and 57%
of Council following full spill alections.

By comparing ower 700 consecutive ordinary elaction results, tha review identified nine occasions
when the membership of Council following an aordinary election was 100% different from the Council
following the previous ordinary election. Howewver, four of thess local governments hald mid-term
extraordinary elections, meaning the changes in membership cccurred over two or more elections
within a four-year period.

Costs

In one respect, a change to a four-year cycle would reduce costs by reducing the number of
glactions. Howeaver, the cost of each election may increase. The WAEC uses the number of vacancies
to inform quotations for the canduct of elections. Full sgill elections would double the number of
vacancias, with possible increased costs associated with printing and postage and increased
staffing for the count.

WALGA cannot definitively determine an overall cost impact to Local Government without the
requisite cost-modelling from the WAEC. WALGA has requested that the WAEC provide this
modelling to LGIRS. The cost impact of a change in election fraguency may also vary between Local
Governments.

Questions

1 Does your Local Government support half spill elections every bwo years or full spill elections
avery four yaars?

2. What are the key considerations informing this view?

3. I full spill elections every four years were introduced, what transitional arrangements and
conseguential amendments may be required?

4. Any other comments?

3. Compulsory or Voluntary Voting

Current situation

Woting in Local Government elections is voluntary in Weastem Australia and South Australia. All other
Awstralian jurisdictions have compulsory voting.

Considerations
Considerations includa:

*  oter participation and democratic legitimacy
*  Noter engagement, awaranass and/or fatigue
*  Administrative and enforcement requiremants
*  Application to owner and cccupier ralls

Participation rates
A comparison of available participation data is included as Table 2 in Appendix 1.

Costs
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The WAEC uses expected participation rates to inform guotations for the conduct of elections. It is
ikely that an increased participation rate would increase election costs through higher reply-paid
charges and increased staffing for the count. However, in-person elections become more cost
effective than postal elections at higher participation rates.

WALGA cannot definitively determine an owverall cost impact to Local Government without the
requisite cost-moadelling from the WAEC, WALGA has reguested that the WAEC provide this
modelling to LGIRS. The cost impact of compulsory voting may also be different for each Local
Government depending on their current participation rates and methods for holding elections, and
wheather these would change significantiy.

Tasmania implemented compulsory voting in Local Government elections in 2022 Local Government
Association Tasmania (LGAT) advised that this resulted in reasonably significant cost increases. The
Tasmanian Electoral Commission reported a $9.32 per elector cost for the first compulsory Local
GCovernment elections in 2022, a 35% increase from $56.92 in 2018. An analysis of the factors
cantributing to this increase is not available and it may be challenging to draw direct comparisons
between Tasmania and Wi,

It is likely that the cost impact of compulsory voting would be moderated if elections also transition
to a 4 yearly cycla.

Queastions

5. Does your Local Government support compaulsary woting or woluntary woting in Local
Government elections?

G [ the frequency of Local Government elections were changed to every 4 years, would your Local
Government support compulsany or voluntary voting?

& What are the key considerations informing this view?

8. Any other comments?
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MOTIONS OF WHICH PREVIOUS NOTICE HAS BEEN GIVEN
There were no motion of which previous notice haven been given for the March 2026
Ordinary Council meeting.

QUESTIONS BY MEMBERS OF WHICH DUE NOTICE HAS BEEN GIVEN
There were no questions by members of which due notice have been given for the
March 2026 Ordinary Council meeting.

URGENT BUSINESS APPROVED BY THE PERSON PRESIDING OR BY DECISION
There was no urgent business items presented to the March 2026 Ordinary Council
meeting.

MATTERS BEHIND CLOSED DOORS
There were no confidential items presented to the March 2026 Ordinary Council
meeting.

DATE AND TIME OF NEXT MEETING

The next Ordinary meeting of the Shark Bay Shire Council will be held in the Council
Chamber at the Shark Bay Recreation Centre, Francis Street, Denham on 29 April
2026, commencing at 1.00 pm.

CLOSURE OF MEETING
As there was no further business, the President closed the Ordinary Council meeting
at 1.48pm.
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