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27 October 2021

Tracey Shame
Legislative Council Committee Office of Western Australia
18-32 Parliament Place
WEST PERTH WA 6005

Dear Tracey,

I write in response to your letter of 14 October 2021 which requests the Shire's comments
with respect to a petition tabled with the Legislative Council by Astrid Serventy and an
accompanying letter from 'Preserve Gnarabup'.

Taken together, the material appears to make two requests:
I. That the Standing Committee inquire into whether development on Gnarabup

Headland is appropriate and should be approved.
2. That the Shire and the State Government support rezoning of the land to 'Parks and

Recreation' zone.

I will address each of these questions in turn.

There is an established and comprehensive process in train which will be utilised in order to
determine the suitability of the intended development on the subject land. The Shire has
been advised that this development application process, undertaken by the State
Government and administered by the State Development Assessment Unit, will involve
extensive public consultation and the detailed assessment of a raft of technical supporting
documentation by both the Shire and all relevant government agencies.

As mentioned by the Petitioner, the EPA have also been requested to review the proposal,
and this review, if it goes ahead will necessarily occur prior to the SDAU making a decision
on the development application. The Shire has been advised that the EPA process will also
include extensive public consultation and liaison with government agencies including the
Shire.

I believe it would be open for the Standing Committee to make a submission into either or
both of these processes, however whether or not that occurs, it would appear that there are
suitable checks and balances in place to allow a proper assessment of this proposal by
Government.

In respect to the second request, the Shire considered an amendment put forward by a
community member to rezone the subject land to Parks in Recreation on the 91h December
2020. Council resolved at that time not to support that request. The reasons for this are set
out in the attached Council report. You would be aware that the Minister for Planning has
the ability to direct that a Local Government initiate a Scheme Amendment, however I am
unaware as to whether the Petitioner has contacted Minister Saffioti in this regard.

Yours faithfully

^,,. o0 .
Stephanie Addison-Brown
Chief Executive Officer
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,,. 2.2 AMENDMENT No. 68 FORiNiTiATioN - TOURISM DEVELOPMENT SITES GNARABUP

LOCATION!ADDRESS

SHIRE OF AUGUSTA MARGARET RIVER
ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING 9 DECEMBER 2020

APPLICANT/LANDOWNER

FILE REFERENCE

REPORT AUTHOR

AUTHORISING OFFICER

An addendum providing Attachment I 'Gnarabup Site Plan' was published on 7 December 2020.

IN BRIEF

. The amendment proposes to rezone the subject land such that it no longer has any development
potential.

. The proponent is not the landowner, and is a member of a community group opposed to
development 'West of Wallcliffe Road' in Gnarabup.

. If the Shire initiates the Amendment and it is ultimately approved by the Minister for Planning, the
landowner will likely trigger a right to claim compensation from the Shire.

. A significant impact on the financial position of the Shire would result from this course of action
which would have serious financial consequences for the Shire and the community.

o The Amendment is inconsistent with the existing planning framework,
. A decision to support the Amendment would undermine the predictability, certainty and reliability of

the Shire's planning framework.

RECOMMENDATION

That Council resolves not to proceed to advertise the amendment.

Lot 783 Mitchell Drive, Lots 501.502 and 504 Reef Drive and Lot 503
Seagrass Place, Gnarabup

Gleeson CN

LND/,/68

Matl Cuthbert, Manager Planning and Development Services

Nick Logan, Director Sustainable Development and Infrastructure

SITE AND SURROUNDS

The subject land is five separate lots which take the form of seven distinct parcels which collectively
have a total area of just under seven hectares. The subject land has been so divided in accordance
with the Structure Plan which relates to the land and roads which physically divide the land have been
put in place accordingly. The subject land is the only privately owned freehold land located on the
western side of Walldiffe Road, which separates existing development from the foreshore reserve.

The land is vegetated with low coastal vegetation typical along the coastal strip which sits on the western
side of the Leeuwin Naturaliste Ridge. As can be seen at Figure I, vegetation has been removed in
some instances for access and fire management purposes,

BACKGROUND

The Shire's interactions regarding planning for the subject land date back approximately 30 years,
During this time, development of the land and of Gnarabup in general has caused significant community
concern and generated multiple legal proceedings. The expansive chronology of events is not detailed
here, due to the fact that it does not necessarily inform nor bind in any way Council's consideration of
the matter at hand, which is whether or riot to rezone the subject land such that it cannot be developed.

It is however of note that the Shire has never formally supported development 'West of Wallcliffe Road'
and that:

. The zoriing of Lot 783 for development was the decision of the Planning Minister in 1993.

. The creation of Lots 501 -504 was approved by the State Government (Western Australian
Planning Commission) in 2001.

. The Shire refused a development application over Lot 783 in 2004 however this decision was
overturned by the (then) Town Planning Appeal Tribunal (TPAT).
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The Structure Plan which sets out how development should occur on Lots 501-504 was approved
by the WAPC, without support from the Shire.
The zoriing of the subject land as it exists today, and the scheme provisions which relate, as
included within the Shire's current Local Planning Scheme No. , are reflestive of these past
decisions which were opposed by the Shire at the time,
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Figure I - SUI!leet Land

CONSULTATION AND ADVICE

If Council initiates the Amendment, it will be subject to a process of public consultation in accordance
with the Planning and Development (Local Planning Schemes) Regulations 2015,

The Shire's policy position with respect to consultation favours involving the community in the decision
making process wherever possible. In this case, there are effectiveIy two questions that would be
relevant to consider as part of any consultation process, being:

Do you support rezoning the subject land to prevent development; and
Do you support the Shire expending significant financial resources in order to secure that
outcome?

With respect to the second question, the complexity and breadth of information required to assess the
effect of this undertaking upon the Shire's financial position and operation of the Shire as whole highlight
that the ShirelCouncil are best placed to be able to make such a decision on behalf of the community.

It is recommended that if Council are of a mind to initiate the amendment and hence proceed with
advertising that they do so with the full expectation that the financial repercussions will be realised and
for those realities to be explained to the community for their consideration (see financial implications'
section of this report).

PLANNING FRAMEWORK
Local Planning Scheme No. I

Lot 783 is zoned 'Tourism'. Entry 'T2' at Schedule 12 of the Scheme, sets out specific requirements for
the land relevant to setbacks, height, materials, coastal access, vegetation retention and landscape
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impact. The density of development allowed by these provisions is 83 bedrooms. These zoriing
provisions reflect the form of development granted approval by TPAT in 2004.

Lots 501-504 are zoned 'Future Development'. Clause 4.29 of the Scheme requires that development
within this zone be consistent with a Structure Plan. The Structure Plan applicable to this land is that
endorsed by the WAPC in 2006 which can be found at Attachment I, The Structure Plan refers to
development being a mix of serviced apartments, commercial development, budget villas and
backpacker accommodation.
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Local Planninq Steteqy 2011.

The subject land is identified by the Strategy for tourism' purposes. Lot 783 and Lots 501-504 are
identified as 'key tourism sites' by the tourism component of the Local Planning Strategy,

Leeuwin Naturaliste Rid e Statement of Plannin Polic LNRSPP 1998

The subject land is located within the Gnarabup 'Development Investigation Area' and 'Coastal Node'
as identified by the LNRSPP. The function of a coastal node is explained as "composite tourisor, onday
accommodation and general residential use". The WAPC released the Leeuwin Naturaliste Sub
Regional Strategy in 2019, as a precursor to a review of the LNRSPP. The Sub Regional Strategy
identifies Gnarabup as a 'village' wherein further development is riot supported beyond land which is
currently zoned,

STATUTORY ENVIRONMENTILEGALIMPLICATIONS
Complex Amendment

The subject amendment, if initiated is likely to be a 'complex amendment' as defined by the Planning
and Development (Local Planning Schemes) Regulations 2075, because it is:
"an amendment that is not consistent with a local planning strategy for the scheme that has been
endorsed by the Commission"

The Regulations require that upon consideration of a complex amendment, the local government must
decide:

(a) to proceed to advertise the amendment to the local planning scheme without inodif^atIbn, ' or
(b) to proceed to advertise the amendment to the local planning scheme with modifications; or
(0) not to proceed to advertise the amendment to the local planning scheme.

Following a decision, the Shire will need to provide to the WAPC a copy of the amendment prior to
advertising. The WAPC will "examine the documents and advise the local government if the
Commission considers that any modification to the documents is required before the amendment to the
local planning scheme is adventsed. "

Section 75(2) of the Planning and Development Act 2005, enables an owner of land to make application
for an amendment to the scheme. It is typical that amendments would only be put forward by persons
with a direct financial interest in the land and this appears to be the intent of this section of the Act.
However, once an amendment is initiated it effective Iy becomes Council's amendment and there is
nothing in the Act or elsewhere which would prevent a community member from requesting that Council
amend its scheme. The Amendment is put forward such that Council can make a judgement as to this
and other elements of the proposal in coming to a decision as to whether it should be initiated or riot.

In'urious Affection

Under section 173(,) of the Planning and Development Act 2005 (PD Act) any person whose land is
injuriously affected by the making or amendment of a planning scheme is entitled to claim compensation
in respect of the injurious affection from the responsible authority (Shire),

Section I 74 of the PD Act provides that land is injuriously affected by reason of the making or
amendment of a planning scheme if that land is reserved for a public purpose and the scheme permits
development on the land for no purpose other than a public purpose. The extent to which land is
'injuriously affected' is the difference between the value of the land as so affected by the existence of
the reservation and the value of the land as riot so affected.



The PD Act prescribes 'triggers' as to when compensation for injurious affection can be sought. They
are at the time that:

(a) the land is first sold following the date of the reservation; or
(b) the responsible authority -

fry refuses an application made under the planning scheme for approval of development on the land;

flu grants approval of development on the land subject to conditions that are unacceptable to the
applicant.

Section 187 of the Act states that "Mere compensation for ^dunous affection is claimed as a result of
the operation of the provisions of section f 74(I), the responsible authority may at its option elect to
acquire the land so affected instead of paying compensation",
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or

DISCUSSION

There are several key points that require consideration as to whether it is appropriate to initiate the
Amendment which are discussed further below. They are:

What is the strategic and guiding policy direction for the land.
What is the preferable zoriing for the land taking into account environmental, social and heritage
factors.

What was the process which resulted in the land being zoned as it is today and what has
changed since,
What would the implications be for the Shire if the amendment was to be approved including
financial implications.

What is the oreferable zoriinq for the land?

Western Australia does not have the same history of supporting coastal development such as can be
found along the east coast of Australia. This reflects a culture which favours the wild and open coastal
landscape, where access is riot privatised, and beaches are riot 'overlooked' by development
Increasingly planning policy is influenced by a body of evidence relating to sea level rise and coastal
erosion processes that are a result of changing climatic conditions. These factors dictate that
development is appropriate Iy 'set-back' from the coast and that clear dividing lines are created between
public and private spaces.

With this in mind, Wallcliffe Road provides an existing and clear delineation between development and
the coast. A limitation on development 'West of Wallcliffe Road' would be reflective of the Shire's
position over a long period of time,

The role of land use olanninq

it is possible and in fact desirable for the Shire to reconsider the zoriing of all land from time to time to
ensure that it is reflective of contemporary values, objectives and policies. As evidenced via the high
levelof consultation occurring as part of the review of the Shire's Local Planning Scheme and Strategy,
decisions to change zoriing should not be made lightly,

The land use planning system is relied upon by all sectors of society to be consistent such that
investment and lifestyle decisions can be made without fear that circumstances can be changed in a
way which might be perceived to be irregular.

Through the 1990's and early 2000's, the zoriing of the subject land, the related structure plan and
scheme provisions have been fixed in place, in a publicly available manner and would have been a key
factor influencing the current owner's decision to the purchase the land.

The proposal arises, riot from a comprehensive and strategic review of the land throughout the Shire
but from a request by one resident in response to a development application that is likely to be made.
No matter how meritorious the amendment is deemed by Council to be, if initiated it would signal that
land use rights embodied within the zoriing of land within the Shire carry a risk of being detailed at any
given time based on community sentiment.

Financial Implications



The Shire is aware that the current owner of the land paid $55million in 2019. The value of the land at
this time would have reflected all of the various risks and opportunities which applied to the land such
as:

. The previous development approvals issued over Lot 783;

. The structure plan applicable to Lots 501-504;

. The zoriing of the land; and
o Whether or not the owner can achieve a new development approval for the land which reflects

current needs and aspirations.

If Council elect to progress with the amendment, the quantum of compensation that may become due
will be determined at the time that one of the trigger points is realised (see 'injurious affection').

If, in the intervening period the owner has achieved a new development approval from the State
Government and has progressed with other arrangements which add value to the land (for example a
management agreement with a major hotel chain to run the hotel), the compensation payable is likely
to be much higher The Shire has obtained preliminary advice from a valuer to infomi Council's
deliberation (see confidential Attachment).

The Shire has limited financial capacity to fund a claim which would, at a minimum, be equivalent to
25% of the Shire's total rate revenue for 2020-21 of $22,4 million. A once off increase to rates to raise
this amount would likely not be acceptsble to the community. Any claim greater than this lower amount
would have a proportionateIy greater impact upon rates should rates be used to fund any claim.

A loan could be drawn down to fund the purchase of the land. A $55 million loan would increase loan
principal outstanding by 65% from a projected balance of $8.5 million at 30/6/21 to $14 million. The
cash flow impact of servicing a loan of this magnitude is estimated to be $0.35 million per annum in
interest and principal repayments over 20 years at a fixed interest rate of 2.5%. This would result in an
increase of almost 30% to total annual loan interest and principal repayments or 1,670 of total rate
revenue. It would also negatively impact the Shire's future capacity to draw down loans in the future
for other projects due firstly to the cash flow impact of debt servicing costs for a non-income producing
asset and secondly the impact upon the Debt Service and other ratios used to assess future loan
applications.

The Shire's balance of Reserves at 30/6/21 is expected to be $142 million, however no reserves are
allocated for land purchases, The purpose of some reserves could possibly be changed, however,
sufficient funds could not be reallocated from reserves to fund the purchase price without negatively
impacting future projects and works for which these reserves were created, particularly, as the use of
reserves with a total projected value of almost $12 million are constrained by legislative or other
requirements. The balance of these reserves are set aside for critical infrastructure purposes.

As a large proportion of the Shire's capital works program is funded from external sources such as
grants, the amount of rate revenue allocated to the program is limited with only $4,4 million budgeted
for 2020-21 and over $12 million of this amount is required to match grants, Therefore, if the land
purchase is to be funded from capital works a maximum of $3 million could be reallocated from roads,
paths, drainage, carparks, buildings, parks & gardens, caravan parks and plant & equipment projects
across the Shire. This would impact significantly on the maintenance and renewal of the community's
assets,
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The Shire is aware that there is a community driven fundraising campaign which is ongoing however
no certainty can be provided as to whether a contribution would be made and if so, how much. It would
be prudent for Council to consider the full potential implications of this Amendment on the Shire's own
budget.

Environmental Implications

The proposal presents an opportunity to protect the coastal vegetation within the subject site from
development in perpetuity. Given the presence of Agonis Flexuosa across the site, it is possible habitat
for the crttically endangered Western Ringtail Possum. The proponent has also drawn attention to the
fact that karst (cave) systems located in similar coastal areas along the Leeuwin Naturaliste Ridge have
been found to home to rare fauna and flora including fine tree rootlets, microscopic fungi, aquatic
invertebrates, cave pools and streams".



The vegetation across the subject land has been degraded over time due to clearing for access and fire
management. Its function as part of a broader wildlife corridor is also eroded due to the construction of
roads which divide the land into three separate sections. The vegetation type is also well represented
within the conservation estate.
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The cost of protecting the subject land should be compared with the cost of protecting other land
throughout the Shire to determine whether or riot the compensation that would be paid to protect the
subject land represents appropriate value. Such an analysis would consider riot only the likely cost but
also the relative environmental significance of the subject land and other land throughout the Shire
which could realistically be purchased.

Aboriqinal Heritage

The proponent has highlighted the fact that Lot 503 is the site of a registered place of Aboriginal
Heritage, which is described as a 'Gnamma Hole' being a natural depression or rock pool which
provided a water source accessed by Aboriginal people. The Gnamma Hole is a 'lodged' rather than
'registered' site

In order for development to take place on Lot 503, the landowner would either need to avoid impacting
the site or make application to do so under section 18 of the Aboriginal Heritage Act 7972.

The Amendment provides an opportunity to protect the site from any impacts arising from future
development. However, it should be rioted that at this point, it is unknown as is whether or riot the
Aboriginal Cultural Material Committee would support the intended use of the land for tourism purposes
and under what conditions, A decision to rezone the land would pre-empt these detailed considerations,

Coastal processes,

The amendment report which accompanies the proposal identifies a concern regarding the impact of
sea level rise and the need for a public foreshore of greater width than currently provided, in order to
safeguard public beach access for the future.

Relevant to consideration of this issue is the Shire's Coastal Hazard Risk Management and Adaptation
Plan 2015 (CHRMAP). As can be seen from Figure 2, a wide coastal zone, which includes small portions
of the subject land, is located within areas identified to be subject to a low threat over a 100 year period.
The diagram could give the impression that there is a realistic expectation that the shoreline will, over
a 100 year period, move inland significantly. The report addresses this issue directly and states:

The following is noted in regard to these drawings:
. These plans provide an interpretation of areas exposed to coastal processes using the procedures

of the state coastal planning policy. These plans do not have the precision required to define the
erosion risk to individual properties.

. Allowances are not a prediction of the future shoreline POSitibn.
o Coastal hazards in the vicinity of limestone cliffs require further assessment by a geotechnical

engineer.
o Allowances for coastal processes have been determined using methods outlined in Schedule I of

Spp2.6. Allowances are based on available data at the time of study.
. Allowances have been rounded to the nearest 5 meters and have been offset from the vegetation

line.

. There is a high degree of uncertainty in the response of weakly 11th117ed sedimentary rock to sea
level rise during the f 00 year planning period,

The CHRMAP document does riot include a recommendation for Council to acquire land within the I 00
year coastal process allowance area for a foreshore reserve. However. if Council was of a mind to want
to achieve this, a process exists as established by the Planning and Development Act 2005 (SI9, ) for
this to occur, subject to the consent of the Governor.
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Figure 2: Excerpt from CHRMAP

Shire's role in the process

The Shire/Council has long history of opposing development West of Wallcliffe Road. Despite this, the
ability for the land to be developed has always been maintained owing to the fact that the subdivision,
structure planning and zoriing processes are controlled by the State Government who did not share the
Shire's views on development issues at the time.

Before initiating the amendment, Council should consider that notwithstanding what recommendations
the Shire may have made in the past, nor views which Council may today hold, a final decision with
regards to the zoriing of the land will be made by the Minister for Planning, if the Amendment is initiated.

The State Government's involvement should also be considered with respect to development which is
currently being actively pursued by the landowner. The ability for local governments to make decisions
with respect to development within theirjurisdictionis a responsibility conferred upon it by the State. In
some cases this delegation has been removed, such has been the case for larger scale developments
determined by 'Development Assessment Panels' since 2011.

In 2020 the State Government extended its involvement in the determination of development proposals
via changes to the Planning and Development Act 2005, which apply for the duration of the 'CoVID
recovery period'. The Shire understands that development upon the subject land will be determined via
the State Development Assessment Unit (SDAU) due to the proponent's election to proceed via this
approval pathway and given the value of the proposed development exceeds $5 million. Should the
Shire initiate the Amendment, this is unlikely to influence the outcome of the development assessment
process administered by the State Government. It is also diffcult to foresee an alternate State view on
the land's zoriing given the relatively recent endorsement of this zoriing and the inconsistency of the
proposed Amendment within the relevant policy framework.
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Timeline

At present, it is understood that the land owner is actively pursuing development approval via the SDAU.
In order for the land to become reserved, the following sequence of events would need to transpire:

. Council initiate the Amendment and advise the DPLH.

. SDAU agree to defer consideration of the development application (DA) pending the outcome
of the amendment.

. The Shire advertise the amendment and reconsider the proposal in light of submissions
received.

. Council recommend support to the WAPC/Minister of the Amendment.
o Minister approves the amendment.
. SDAU refuses the DA,

o Owner claims compensation.
. Shire pays compensation or purchases the land,

It would appear highly unlikely that the SDAU would defer consideration of the DA process. This means
while Council may elect to initiate the Amendment, an approval may ultimately be issued in the short
term, If this occurs, it would appear equally unlikely that the State would (in the face of its development
approval) support the Amendment.

Recommendation
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As discussed in this report, the Shire/Council have never formally supported the concept that
development should be located West of Wallcliffe Road. It is a reality however, and a consequence of
the statutory planning system which exists in Western Australia that such a decision does not rest with
the Shire. Whilst the Proponent's request of Council is to simply focus on whether or riot the proposed
zoriing is preferable to that which currently exists, a broader view is advised by staff and this leads to a
conclusion that:

. The amendment is highly unlikely to succeed due to the State Government's position with
respect to support for development in this location over 30 years,

. The proponent is understood to be actively pursuing development approval of the subject land
via the State Government and initiation of the amendment is highly unlikely to impact on that
process.

o If the amendment is approved by the Minister, it will lead to a sequence of events which will
ultimately require the Shire to pay compensation to the land owner of at least $5.5 million and
potentially a significantly higher amount.

o The financial consequences to the Shire of borrowing to fund the compensation would be
significant and would extend over 20 years'

. A cost benefit analysis has not been undertaken to evaluate the relative environmental, social
and financial value of protecting the subject land as compared to other land parcels, where the
same outcome could be achieved for the same or less investment.

. Initiating the Amendment will undermine any efforts by the Shire have to attract investment and
development by creating a perception that the local planning system is 'unreliable'

Alternatives

An option available to Council which would not trigger a right to compensation for 'injurious affection'
by the landowner would be to change the zoriing of the land and/or the specific provisions which relate
(to Lot 783) to attempt to influence the outcome of development on the land.

For example, the Shire could initiate an amendment to rezone all of the subject lots to 'Tourism' and
require that the current entry included at Schedule 12 ('T2') be rewritten in a way which limits future
development to that which is acceptable to Council.

If Council are of a mind to proceed in this direction, the subject amendment should not be initiated and
the CEO requested instead to prepare a separate Amendment. This is because the alternative so
described differs marked Iy from what the proponent has put forward in this instance and therefore such
an amendment would need to be prepared by the Shire.



A second alternative is for Council to only support the rezoning of the southern lots (501-504). This
would be on the basis that there may be a different opinion on the establishment of a five star hotel
offering in the Shire to the more traditional form on Lots 501-504, and this would allow the hotel proposal
on Lot 783 to be fully tested through the DA process.

STRATEGIC PLAN I POLICY IMPLICATIONS

Community Strategic Plan 2036 (CSP)
Corporate Business Plan 2020-2024
Key Result Area a Ensuring sustainable development
Community Outcome I : Clearly defined areas for growth, renewal and protection,
Strategic Response: Develop, review and implement spatial plans for key areas of focus for
development.
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FINANCIALIMPLICATIONS

Implications
The proposal if supported would have serious and far reaching financial implications for the Shire and
ratepayers as explained in detail in this report.

Long Term Financial Plan
Significant modifications to the long-term financial plan would be required in order to anticipate the
ongoing cost of borrowing funds to accommodate the 'purchase' of the land.

Whole of Lifecycle considerations
If Council elect to rezone the land there will be ongoing management costs associated with its
rehabilitation and bushfire management,

SUSTAINABILITYIMPUCATIONS
Environmental

Rezoning the land would provide an opportunity to rehabilitate and protect coastal vegetation.

Social

Community members have expressed strong preferences for and against future development of the
sites over many years and stages of planning.

Economic

Future development of the land in the manner intended has the potential to create local jobs in both the
construction and management phases.

ADVOCACY
Nil

IMPLICATIONS OF ALTERNATIVE RESOLUTION

Options for Council to consider are outlined in this report.

VOTING REQUIREMENTS

Simple Majority

RECOMMENDATION

That Council, in accordance with 37 ( I ) (c) of the Planning and Development Local Planning Scheme
Regulations 2015, not to proceed to advertise the amendment to the local planning scheme.

ADVICE To APPLICANT I PROPONENT
Nil

ATTACHMENTS

I, Gnarabup Site Plan (issued as an addendum on 7 December 2020)
2. CONFIDENTIAL Valuation Advice



RECOMMENDATION

CR KENNAUGH, CR DANIEL
That Council, in accordance with 37 (1) (c) of the Planning and Development Local Planning
Scheme Regulations 2075, riot to proceed to advertise the amendment to the local planning
scheme.
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Cr Godden moved the following procedural motion. '

PROCEDURAL MOTION I COUNCIL DECISION

CR GODDEN, CR CRISTOFFANINI OM20201237
That Council defers consideration of Amendment 68 until Ordinary Council Meeting of 27
January 202, .

Or Godden then foreshadowed the following alternative inotibn. '

FORESHADOWED ALTERNATIVE MOTION
That Council:

I . In accordance with Section 75 of the Planning and Development Act 2005, resolves to adopt an
amendment to the Shire of Augusta Margaret River Local Planning Scheme No. I for the purposes
of rezoning Lot 783 Wallcliffe Road, Lots 501,502 and 504 Reef Drive and Lot 503 Seagrass Place,
Gnarabup from 'Tourism' and 'Future Development' to 'Parks and Recreation'.

2. In accordance with Regulation 35(2) of the Planning and Development (Local Planning Schemes)
Regulations 2015, determines that the proposed amendment to the Shire of Augusta Margaret
River Local Planning Scheme No. I is a complex amendment given that it is:

"an amendment that is not consistent with a local planning strategy for the scheme that has been
endorsed by the Commission. "

LOST 314

CRS EARL, KENNAUGH, DANIEL AND MCLEOD VOTED AGAINST

Debate cont, hued on the primary motion.

PRIMARY MOTION I COUNCIL DECISION

CR KENNAUGH, CR DANIEL OM20201238
That Council, in accordance with 37 (1) (0) of the Planning and Development Local Planning
Scheme Regulations 2075, resolves riot to proceed to advertise the amendment to the local
planning scheme.

CARRIED 4/3

CRS MELDRUM, GODDEN AND CRISTOFFANINI VOTED AGAINST


