
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Minutes 

Ordinary Meeting 

Tuesday, 19 July 2016 
 

 
 
 



MINUTES – ORDINARY MEETING  TUESDAY, 19 JULY 2016 
 

 

Table of Contents 
 

PRESENT ............................................................................................................ 1 

1 ACKNOWLEDGEMENT OF COUNTRY ................................................. 1 

2 PRAYER.................................................................................................. 1 

3 PUBLIC ACCESS AND QUESTION TIME ............................................. 1 

4 APOLOGIES ........................................................................................... 4 

5 MAYORAL MINUTE................................................................................ 4 

6 CONFIRMATION OF MINUTES.............................................................. 4 

6.1 Ordinary Meeting Minutes - Tuesday, 28 June 2016 .................. 4 

7 MATTERS ARISING OUT OF THE MINUTES........................................ 5 

8 DECLARATION OF INTERESTS............................................................ 5 

8.1 Declaration of Interests - Ordinary Meeting 19 July 2016 ........... 5 

9 PETITIONS.............................................................................................. 5 

10 NOTICES OF MOTION ........................................................................... 6 

10.1 Notice of Motion (Cr Sandra Humphrys) - Greyhound 
Industry ....................................................................................... 6 

10.2 Notice of Motion (Cr Daniel Simpson) - Recreational Vehicle 
Friendly Park Woodburn ............................................................. 7 

10.3 Notice of Motion (Cr Robert Mustow) - Fixing Country Truck 
Washes program......................................................................... 7 

10.4 Notice of Motion (Cr Robert Mustow) - Meeting with Member 
for Page Mr Kevin Hogan MP ..................................................... 8 

10.5 Notice of Motion (Cr Robert Mustow) - Greyhound Industry ....... 8 

11 MAYOR’S REPORT ................................................................................ 8 

12 DELEGATES’ REPORTS ....................................................................... 9 

12.1 Delegates' Reports submitted to the July 2016 Ordinary 
Meeting ....................................................................................... 9 



MINUTES – ORDINARY MEETING  TUESDAY, 19 JULY 2016 
 

 
13 MATTERS DETERMINED WITHOUT DEBATE ................................... 12 

14 MATTERS FOR DETERMINATION...................................................... 12 

14.1 Internal Audit Committee Meeting held on Tuesday 5 July 
2016.......................................................................................... 12 

14.2 Priority Projects for Regional Development Australia................ 16 

14.3 Northern Rivers Livestock Exchange (NRLX) Statistics and 
Financial Performance as at 30 June 2016............................... 18 

14.4 Financial Analysis Report - June 2016...................................... 22 

14.5 Review of Policy 6.14 Investments ........................................... 26 

14.6 2016/2017 Revenue Policy Amendment - Waste Fees and 
Charges .................................................................................... 34 

14.7 Application for Change of Rating Category - Property ID 
124940 ...................................................................................... 36 

14.8 Quotation LGP VP51427 - Supply and Delivery of one 
16,000 litre Poly Water Truck and Spray Equipment (Plant 
165)........................................................................................... 38 

14.9 Transfer of Crown Road to Council Control and Road 
Closure of Unrequired Sections of Road Reserve - 
Mothersoles Road, Ellangowan ................................................ 41 

14.10 Request to close Council Controlled Road Reserve - Ivy 
Street, Rappville........................................................................ 44 

14.11 Richmond Valley Council Environmental Charter ..................... 46 

14.12 South East Queensland Waste Disposal Options ..................... 49 

15 MATTERS FOR INFORMATION........................................................... 51 

15.1 Northern Rivers Livestock Exchange (nrlx) bi-monthly 
update ....................................................................................... 51 

15.2 Grant Application Information - June 2016................................ 53 

15.3 Contractual Conditions of Senior Staff ...................................... 56 

15.4 Disclosure of Interest - Appointment of Designated Persons .... 57 

15.5 Customer Request Management System - Quarterly Update 
1 April to 30 June 2016 ............................................................. 58 

15.6 Write-off of Monies under Delegation - January to June 
2016.......................................................................................... 66 

15.7 Development Applications determined under the 
Environmental Planning and Assessment Act for the period 
1 June 2016 to 30 June 2016.................................................... 66 

15.8 Biodiversity Conservation Bill and Land Management 
Reforms - Submission............................................................... 71 



MINUTES – ORDINARY MEETING  TUESDAY, 19 JULY 2016 
 

 
16 QUESTIONS ON NOTICE..................................................................... 77 

17 QUESTIONS FOR NEXT MEETING (IN WRITING).............................. 77 

18 MATTERS REFERRED TO CLOSED COUNCIL.................................. 77 

19 RESOLUTIONS OF CLOSED COUNCIL.............................................. 77 

 



 

RICHMOND VALLEY COUNCIL  PAGE 1 

MINUTES OF THE ORDINARY MEETING OF RICHMOND VALLEY COUNCIL, 
HELD IN THE COUNCIL CHAMBERS, CNR WALKER STREET AND 

GRAHAM PLACE, CASINO, ON TUESDAY, 19 JULY 2016 AT 5.02 P.M. 

 

PRESENT 

Crs Ernie Bennett (Mayor), Robert Hayes, Sandra Humphrys, Steve Morrissey, 
Robert Mustow, Daniel Simpson and Col Sullivan. 
 
Vaughan Macdonald (General Manager), Simon Adcock (Chief Operating 
Officer), Angela Jones (Director Infrastructure and Environment), Ryan Gaiter 
(Chief Financial Officer/Manager Mid-Richmond) and Roslyn Townsend 
(Corporate Support Officer) were also in attendance.  
 
 

1 ACKNOWLEDGEMENT OF COUNTRY 

The Mayor provided an Acknowledgement of Country by reading the following 
statement on behalf of Council: 
 
"Council would like to show its respect and acknowledge all of the traditional 
custodians of land within the Richmond Valley Council area and show respect to 
elders past and present." 
 
 

2 PRAYER 

The meeting opened with a prayer by the General Manager. 
 
 

3 PUBLIC ACCESS AND QUESTION TIME 

3.1 PUBLIC ACCESS - ITEMS 10.1 AND 10.5 - NOTICES OF MOTION - 
GREYHOUND INDUSTRY 

 
The Mayor acknowledged that there were quite a number of people from the 
greyhound industry in the gallery and suggested that Council allow a 
representative to speak in Public Access. 
 
190716/1 RESOLVED    (Cr Mustow/Cr Hayes) 
 
That a representative from the greyhound industry be allowed to address 
Council. 
 
FOR VOTE - All Council members voted unanimously. 



MINUTES – ORDINARY MEETING  TUESDAY, 19 JULY 2016 
 

 

RICHMOND VALLEY COUNCIL  PAGE 2 

 
The Mayor invited a speaker to come forward.  Mr Darryl Armfield was the 
nominated speaker. 
 
Mr Armfield advised that as a greyhound trainer and owner he had invested in 
state of the art kennels and a training facility and along with many other people 
who owned or trained greyhounds, would be severely impacted by the ban. He 
spoke of the economic and social impact the ban would have on businesses and 
members of the community. Mr Armfield also estimated that the greyhound 
industry currently brings around $19 million annually into the community.   
 
The Mayor thanked Mr Armfield for his presentation. 
 
 
3.2 QUESTIONS – MS JILL LYONS 
 
Ms Lyons asked the following questions: 
 
Question 1 

“It appears the last time any commitment to a koala plan was last considered 
was in June 2008 when a report and a map was prepared by Dave Mitchell from 
the Australian Koala Foundation. The report which was adopted by Council 
suggested a number of recommendations (12), which were then considered as 
the minimum necessary to provide for the long-term viability of koala populations 
within the Council planning area. I will read out just three of the 
recommendations. 
 
1. To amend Local Environmental Planning documents to reflect the location 

and significance of identified Primary and Secondary Koala Habitat areas;  
4. Institute a Tree Preservation Order over the following Eucalypt species - 

the Forest Red Gum, Tallowwood, Swamp Mahogany, Grey Gum and Red 
Mahogany within the council Local Government Area  

9. Design and implement a long term program to restore and manage koala 
habitats, including the future possibility (given the more pressing need to 
secure remaining populations) of creating or enhancing ‘habitat links’ in 
suitable areas, in conjunction with local landholders, with a view to 
restoring ecological integrity and increasing the carrying capacity for koalas 
generally.  

 
The age of this document and the possible lack of follow up causes great 
concern that our precious koala numbers have quite possibly been greatly 
diminished through previous Council’s lack of commitment to carrying out these 
recommendations at the time of the study undertaken in 2008. 
 
Were any of the recommendations followed up and, if not, why not?  When can 
we expect Richmond Valley Council to develop a Comprehensive Plan of 
Management for the koalas that live in the Richmond Valley?” 
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The Director Infrastructure and Environment advised as follows: 
 
"In answer to the question, the recommendations which have been used as an 
example have not been followed up. However, Council has taken other 
measures to ensure our koala populations are protected. 
 
The Australian Koala Foundation Habitat Atlas is considered to be a broad brush 
mapping exercise which contains irregularities in mapping and in some instances 
omits important areas where koala colonies are present. 
 
Council engaged consultants to prepare a Koala Study that provides important 
initial baseline data which identified koala colonies which are considered as 
being potentially under risk or threat. 
 
Council incorporated environmental overlay mapping layers within the LEP which 
identifies the existence of important vegetation and likely fauna corridors which 
trigger the need for assessment should a Development Application be received 
over areas identified.  
 
In addition, State Environmental Planning Policy 44 – Koala Habitat Protection 
overrides any local planning instrument and its requirements are considered 
when assessing development applications. 
 
Council has and will continue to seek funding to undertake a Comprehensive 
Koala Plan of Management." 
 
Question 2 
“Last Friday a woman rang me regarding the large fig trees opposite the RTA in 
Casino and the removal of these trees to improve the saleability of the property. 
As these trees are the home of the micro bats and many of the females are 
pregnant, the removal of these trees would impact negatively not only on the 
bats hibernating in the bark but would also cause enough stress to the pregnant 
bats to abort or give birth to stillborn young.  
 
What is Council able to do to ensure these trees are not removed and would 
Council be liable for any costs lost by the owners of the property if they could not 
sell or sold at a loss due to the presence of the bats?”  
 
The Director Infrastructure and Environment advised as follows: 
 
"The proposal is to trim the trees and to provide a buffer between the premises 
on the property and the fig trees in which the flying foxes roost. The trees are not 
being removed. 
 
Council is not aware of any micro bats in the fig trees, at least in large numbers. 
The fig trees are used as a roost by the Little Black and Grey Headed Flying Fox  
 
Advice from the Office of Environment and Heritage confirmed level 1 and 2 
works such as trimming trees to provide a buffer can be done under Part 5 of the 
Environmental Planning and Assessment Act. 
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The Review of Environmental Factors (REF) was prepared under Part 5 of the 
Environmental Planning and Assessment Act and the trimming of the figs is in 
keeping with the existing REF.  
 
The consulting ecologists who prepared the REF identify that the time to do any 
works where Grey Headed Flying Fox roost is in the months May–July. 
 
Council has been facilitating the proposed works to create a buffer between 
flying fox camps and sensitive properties to ensure the process in managed 
appropriately. 
 
Council is not aware of any liability for any costs lost by the owners of the 
property if they could not sell due to the presence of flying foxes."  
 
 

4 APOLOGIES 

Nil. 
 
 

5 MAYORAL MINUTE 

Nil. 
 
 

6 CONFIRMATION OF MINUTES 

6.1 ORDINARY MEETING MINUTES - TUESDAY, 28 JUNE 2016 
 
A copy of the Minutes of the Ordinary Meeting, held on Tuesday, 28 June 2016, 
was distributed with the Business Paper. 
 
RECOMMENDATION 
 
Recommended that the Minutes of the Ordinary Meeting, held on Tuesday, 
28 June 2016, be taken as read and confirmed as a true record of proceedings. 
 
190716/2 RESOLVED    (Cr Morrissey/Cr Mustow) 
 
That the Minutes of the Ordinary Meeting, held on Tuesday, 28 June 2016, be 
taken as read and confirmed as a true record of proceedings. 
 
FOR VOTE - All Council members voted unanimously. 
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7 MATTERS ARISING OUT OF THE MINUTES 

 

7.1 QUESTIONS FOR NEXT MEETING IN WRITING (ORDINARY 
MEETING ITEM 17 - PAGES 74-75) 

 
Cr Hayes sought an update on the response to the question he asked at the last 
meeting concerning the sand on the Main Beach at Evans Head 
 
The General Manager advised that he had received emailed advice that day 
from the Department of Primary Industries and that Council staff were working 
with the Department on an agreed statement to release to the Richmond Valley 
community in the next couple of days. 
 
 

8 DECLARATION OF INTERESTS 

8.1 DECLARATION OF INTERESTS - ORDINARY MEETING 19 JULY 
2016    

 
Cr Bennett declared a pecuniary interest in Item 10.1 - Notice of Motion (Cr 
Sandra Humphrys) Greyhound Industry and Item 10.5 - Notice of Motion (Cr 
Robert Mustow) Greyhound Industry  (Relative owns greyhounds). 
 
Cr Hayes declared a non-pecuniary  (insignificant conflict) interest in Item 15.7 - 
Development Applications determined under the Environmental Planning and 
Assessment Act for the period 1 June to 30 June 2016 (Applicant for 
DA2016/0195, CDC2016/0021 and CDC2016/0022). 
 
 

9 PETITIONS 

Nil. 
 
 
 
 
The Mayor, Cr Bennett, having previously declared an interest in the following 
matter, retired from the meeting at this stage, the time being 5.14pm 
 
 
Cr Sullivan, Deputy Mayor, assumed the chair. 
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10 NOTICES OF MOTION 

10.1 NOTICE OF MOTION (CR SANDRA HUMPHRYS) - GREYHOUND 
INDUSTRY         

 

 
Cr Humphrys submitted the following Notice of Motion.   
 
Notice of Motion 
 
That Council: 
 
1. Write to the NSW Government to express its concern for the impact of the 

recently announced greyhound racing ban on those in the Richmond Valley 
community who participate in and/or rely on the greyhound industry for their 
livelihood who have been operating in line with its Codes and Standards. 

 
2. Assesses the economic impact of the ban on greyhound racing on the 

Richmond Valley economy and community, including loss of jobs. 
 
3. Offers support to the local greyhound industry members to assist them to 

prepare for the impact of the ban. 
 
4. Seeks that if the ban is to remain, a longer transition time be provided to 

enable industry participants to adjust. 
 
190716/3 RESOLVED    (Cr Humphrys/Cr Mustow) 
 
That Council write to the NSW Government and Local Members of Parliament 
(Mr Chris Gulaptis, Member for Clarence and the Hon Thomas George, Member 
for Lismore) to: 
 
1. Express its concern for the economic and social impact the recently 

announced greyhound racing ban will have on the significant number of 
families in the Richmond Valley community who participate in and rely on 
the greyhound industry for their livelihood and the flow on impacts to 
supporting industries the ban will have, in particular loss of jobs. 

 
2. Advise that an economic and social impact assessment will be prepared for 

Council’s consideration at its August meeting, which will then be provided to 
the NSW Government to inform its consideration of the ban and the support 
package it has committed to provide industry participants. 

 
FOR VOTE - All Council members voted unanimously. 
ABSENT. DID NOT VOTE - Cr Bennett 
 
 
Cr Mustow confirmed that he was withdrawing his Notice of Motion in Item 10.5. 
 
The Mayor returned to the meeting at 5.29pm and assumed the chair.  



MINUTES – ORDINARY MEETING  TUESDAY, 19 JULY 2016 
 

 

RICHMOND VALLEY COUNCIL  PAGE 7 

 

10.2 NOTICE OF MOTION (CR DANIEL SIMPSON) - RECREATIONAL 
VEHICLE FRIENDLY PARK WOODBURN         

 

 
Cr Simpson submitted the following Notice of Motion. 
 
Notice of Motion 
 
That Council provide in principle support to the interest expressed by the 
Campervan and Motorhome Club of Australia in establishing a Recreational 
Vehicle (RV) Friendly Park in Woodburn on the Crown Land south-west of the 
corner of the Pacific Highway and the Woodburn-Coraki Road subject to Crown 
Lands and other planning approvals and community consultation. 
 
190716/4 RESOLVED    (Cr Simpson/Cr Hayes) 
 
That Council provide in principle support to the interest expressed by the 
Campervan and Motorhome Club of Australia in establishing a Recreational 
Vehicle (RV) Friendly Park in Woodburn on the Crown Land south-west of the 
corner of the Pacific Highway and the Woodburn-Coraki Road subject to Crown 
Lands and other planning approvals and community consultation. 
 
FOR VOTE - All Council members voted unanimously. 
 
 

10.3 NOTICE OF MOTION (CR ROBERT MUSTOW) - FIXING COUNTRY 
TRUCK WASHES PROGRAM         

 

 
Cr Mustow submitted the following Notice of Motion.   
 
Notice of Motion 
 
That Council applies for funding under the Fixing Country Truck Washes 
program, which is a Federal and State Government joint initiative aimed at 
targeted key livestock routes to reduce effluent spills and improve road safety. 
With the forthcoming redevelopment of Council’s Northern Rivers Livestock 
Exchange, funding to upgrade the truck wash facilities would be timely. 
 
190716/5 RESOLVED    (Cr Mustow/Cr Morrissey) 
 
That Council applies for funding under the Fixing Country Truck Washes 
program, which is a Federal and State Government joint initiative aimed at 
targeted key livestock routes to reduce effluent spills and improve road safety. 
With the forthcoming redevelopment of Council’s Northern Rivers Livestock 
Exchange, funding to upgrade the truck wash facilities would be timely. 
 
FOR VOTE - All Council members voted unanimously. 
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10.4 NOTICE OF MOTION (CR ROBERT MUSTOW) - MEETING WITH 
MEMBER FOR PAGE MR KEVIN HOGAN MP         

 

 
Cr Mustow submitted the following Notice of Motion.   
 
Notice of Motion 
 
That Council seeks a meeting with the re-elected Member for Page, Mr Kevin 
Hogan MP to discuss his priorities and the election commitments he made for 
the next term of Government and identify other opportunities to work together for 
the benefit of the Richmond Valley community. 
 
190716/6 RESOLVED    (Cr Mustow/Cr Morrissey) 
 
That Council seeks a meeting with the re-elected Member for Page, Mr Kevin 
Hogan MP to discuss his priorities and the election commitments he made for 
the next term of Government and identify other opportunities to work together for 
the benefit of the Richmond Valley community. 
 
FOR VOTE - All Council members voted unanimously. 
 
 

10.5 NOTICE OF MOTION (CR ROBERT MUSTOW) - GREYHOUND 
INDUSTRY         

 

 
Cr Mustow submitted the following Notice of Motion.   
 
Notice of Motion 
 
That a report be submitted to Council which outlines the potential impact on 
Council and the Richmond Valley community from the decision by the NSW 
Government to ban greyhound racing from 1 July 2017. 
 
 
Note: Cr Mustow had advised, at the conclusion of voting on the motion in Item 
10.1, that he was withdrawing this Notice of Motion; therefore, the Notice of 
Motion has been withdrawn. 
 
 

11 MAYOR’S REPORT 

Nil. 
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12 DELEGATES’ REPORTS 

12.1 DELEGATES' REPORTS SUBMITTED TO THE JULY 2016 
ORDINARY MEETING         

 

 
RECOMMENDATION 
 
Recommended that the Delegates' Reports be received and noted. 
 
190716/7 RESOLVED    (Cr Morrissey/Cr Mustow) 
 
That the above recommendation be adopted. 
 
FOR VOTE - All Council members voted unanimously. 
 
 
 
Report 
 
Council delegates are required to report on meetings/forums attended on 
Council's behalf. 
 
The following information has been provided in regard to meetings/functions 
attended by Councillors. 
 
Submitted by Cr Mustow and Cr Sullivan 
 
Subject Matter of Attendance: Rous Water Council Meeting held at Lismore on 
15 June 2016. 
 
Precis/Summary of Issues Discussed/Considered:  
 
Summary of the main items of business were: 
 
1. Draft Operational Plan incorporating the 2016/17 Budget Estimates and 

Revenue policy 
 
Council adopted its 2016/17 Budget estimates and Revenue policy (producing an 
operating surplus of $24,600) and Operational Plan. 
 
2. Draft Drought Management Plan 
 
The current regional Drought Management Plan was adopted by Rous Water 
and the constituent councils in 2009. The plan does not reflect contemporary 
drought management practices that have evolved since it was adopted. 
 
A new draft Drought Management Plan has been prepared under the guidance 
of staff representing the five councils with the resultant comments being utilised 
in the development of the draft document. 
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It is not a statutory requirement for the plan to be publically exhibited but it is 
considered advantageous to do so. During the exhibition period, a copy is being 
referred to each constituent council and any organisation that the constituent 
councils identify as appropriate, i.e. Chamber of Commerce. 
 
The draft Drought Management Plan is on public exhibition until 20 July 2016 
and will be reported to the August Council meeting. A copy of the plan is 
available on Council’s website. 
 
3. Reconciliation Action Plan 
 
In August this year Council agreed to develop a Reconciliation Action Plan in 
conjunction with relevant Aboriginal stakeholders. The plan particularly focuses 
on an Aboriginal employment strategy. The draft Operational Plan 2016/17 
includes $55,000 for Reconciliation Action Plan initiatives, with $40,000 
separately provided, subject to Council’s future approval, in delivering Aboriginal 
employment strategies. The remaining $15,000 is available for facilitating the 
Reconciliation Action Plan Advisory Group meetings, including sitting fees, 
participation in NAIDOC, and Reconciliation Weed events and cultural 
awareness training. 
 
The Reconciliation Action Plan provides a practical, respectful and achievable 
initial platform of goals and actions for progressing reconciliation outcomes which 
recognise Rous Water’s existing, strong relationships with Traditional Custodians 
of Rocky Creek Dam, and enhances our ability to establish new relationships into 
the future. 
 
A copy of the final Reconciliation Action Plan is available on Council’s website. 
 
4. Development Servicing Plan for Bulk Water Supply 2016 
 
Following an exhibition period, Council resolved to adopt the Development 
Servicing Plan for Bulk Water Supply 2016, effective 1 July 2016. 
 
The Development Servicing Plan for Retail Water Supply Services 2009 will be 
revoked effective 30 June 2016. 
 
5. Information reports 

 
i) Investments – May 2016 
 
This report outlined all Council’s investments and borrowings as at May 2016. 
The total funds invested for May 2016 were $22,523,676 with a return of 2.01%. 
 
ii) Water production and usage – May 2016 
 
This report indicated that for the May 2016 period water consumption by 
constituent councils had increased by 5.82% when compared to the same period 
last year. Daily source usage during May 2016 averaged 30.036ML which was a 
slight increase from the April 2016 daily average of 29.66ML. Rocky Creek Dam 
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received 14mm of rainfall in May 2016. As at the date of the report Rocky Creek 
Dam was at full capacity.  
 
6. Woolgoolga to Ballina Pacific Highway upgrade – Rous Water pipeline 

relocations 
 
As part of the Woolgoolga to Ballina Pacific Highway upgrade project, Rous 
Water will undertake the relocation of infrastructure that is impacted by the 
project. Both Rous Water and Richmond Valley Council have existing assets 
located within the proposed project corridor that will be impacted by these works. 
Rous Water has several water mains that will be impacted along the length of the 
Woodburn to Broadwater project boundary. 
 
Rous Water and Richmond Valley Council have been working with Roads and 
Maritime Services in the design and documentation of the relocation of their 
respective infrastructure. This phase of the works is now complete. Rous Water 
has previously advised Roads and Maritime Services that it will undertake the 
works in association with the relocation of its infrastructure and that Roads and 
Maritime Services is to pay the full cost for the water pipeline relocations. Roads 
and Maritime Services has agreed to this arrangement. 
 
7. Letting Contract – St Helena trunk main – corrosion repairs 
 
The contract for this project has been awarded to Australian Prestressing 
Structures Pty Ltd (report dealt with in closed council). 
 
 
----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 
 
Submitted by Cr Morrissey 
 
Subject Matter of Attendance: Richmond River County Council Meeting held at 
Lismore on 23 June 2016.  (Cr Humphrys had submitted an apology for her 
inability to attend the meeting.) 
 
Precis/Summary of Issues Discussed/Considered:   
 
The main items of business were: 
 
1. Adoption of Operational Plan incorporating the 2016/17 Budget Estimates 

and Revenue Policy - no submissions had been lodged during the public 
consultation process. 

 
2. Notation of the record of investments for the month of May 2016. 
 
 
----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 
 
Submitted by Cr Sullivan 
 
Subject Matter of Attendance: Far North Coast Weeds Meeting held at Lismore 
on 27 June 2016. 
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Precis/Summary of Issues Discussed/Considered:   
 
The main items of business were: 
 
1. Adoption of Operational Plan incorporating the 2016/17 Budget Estimates 

and Revenue Policy - no submissions had been lodged during the public 
consultation process. 

 
2. Manager Weed Services report: 
 
i) Council endorsed the dissolution of the North Coast Weeds Advisory 

Committee. 
ii) Council noted the Operations report for April to May 2016. 
 
3. Notation of the record of investments for the month of May 2016. 
 
 
 

13 MATTERS DETERMINED WITHOUT DEBATE 

190716/8 RESOLVED    (Cr Humphrys/Cr Morrissey) 
 
That Items 14.1, 14.2, 14.3, 14.4, 14.8, 14.9, 14.11 and 14.12 be determined 
without debate. 
 
FOR VOTE - All Council members voted unanimously. 
 
 
 

14 MATTERS FOR DETERMINATION 

14.1 INTERNAL AUDIT COMMITTEE MEETING HELD ON TUESDAY 5 
JULY 2016         

 

 
RECOMMENDATION 
 
Recommended that the Minutes of the Internal Audit Committee Meeting held on 
Tuesday, 5 July 2016 be received and adopted.  
 
190716/9 RESOLVED    (Cr Humphrys/Cr Morrissey) 
 
That the above recommendation be adopted. 
 
FOR VOTE - All Council members voted unanimously. 
 



MINUTES – ORDINARY MEETING  TUESDAY, 19 JULY 2016 
 

 

RICHMOND VALLEY COUNCIL  PAGE 13 

 
Executive Summary 
 
The Internal Audit Committee provides independent assurance and assistance to 
the Richmond Valley Council on risk management, control, governance and 
external accountability responsibilities.  The Committee meets four times a year 
in accordance with the meeting plan which is adopted annually. 
 
At the meeting held on 5 July 2016 the Committee discussed the following items: 
 
1. 2016 Audit Strategy 
2. Internal Audit Reports undertaken since the last meeting being: 

• Tech One Post Implementation Review  
• Revenue Streams and Financial Controls Review 

3. Outstanding Action Items from previous reports 
4. Internal Audit Strategy and Plan 2016-2019 
5. Next meeting date - to be confirmed, November 2016 
 
Community Strategic Plan Links 
 
Focus Area 7 Governance and Process - Long term Goal 7.5 Sound Governance 
and Legislative Practices. 
 
Budget Implications 
 
Nil. 
 
Report 
 
The Minutes of the meeting held on 5 July 2016 are provided below. 
 



MINUTES – ORDINARY MEETING  TUESDAY, 19 JULY 2016 
 

 

RICHMOND VALLEY COUNCIL  PAGE 14 



MINUTES – ORDINARY MEETING  TUESDAY, 19 JULY 2016 
 

 

RICHMOND VALLEY COUNCIL  PAGE 15 

 



MINUTES – ORDINARY MEETING  TUESDAY, 19 JULY 2016 
 

 

RICHMOND VALLEY COUNCIL  PAGE 16 

 

14.2 PRIORITY PROJECTS FOR REGIONAL DEVELOPMENT AUSTRALIA         
 

Responsible Officer: 
Vaughan Macdonald (General Manager) 

 
RECOMMENDATION 
 
Recommended that Council nominates the Northern Rivers Livestock Exchange, 
the Nammoona industrial precinct, including the Casino Rail Freight Terminal, 
and the Northern Rivers Rail Trail as its top three projects to attract funding via 
Regional Development Australia, and other sources.  
 
190716/10 RESOLVED    (Cr Humphrys/Cr Morrissey) 
 
That the above recommendation be adopted. 
 
FOR VOTE - All Council members voted unanimously. 
 
 
 
Executive Summary 
 
The new Chair of Regional Development Australia (RDA), Don Page, has 
requested all councils to advise RDA of their top three projects which would 
contribute to the regional economy. Regional Development Australia is 
developing a new regional plan which will identify the key priorities for the region 
to inform funding bids by the RDA and for councils to have RDA support when 
seeking funding. 
 
Richmond Valley Council has identified the Northern Rivers Livestock Exchange, 
the Nammoona Industrial Precinct, including the Casino Rail Freight Terminal, 
and the Northern Rivers Rail Trail, as all three projects are best suited to RDA's 
criteria, which is focussed on regional economic activity to encourage growth and 
jobs. 
 
The economic growth of the region has been identified as a key objective for the 
Richmond Valley community within Council’s Community Strategic Plan, and 
these projects have been a source of significant optimism in regard to the 
opportunities they could bring. 
 
A Commercial-in-Confidence briefing document has been prepared for RDA 
Northern Rivers to support the nominated projects. 
 
Community Strategic Plan Links 
 
Focus Area 2 Local Economy - Long-term Goal: 2.1 Business, Industry and 
Agriculture (Strategy 2.1.9 Create an environment for business development, 
growth and opportunity through innovation and entrepreneurship development 
funding). 
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Budget Implications 
 
Council will use its current budget allocations as leverage to seek additional 
grant funding to enhance our ability to deliver exciting projects for the 
community. 
 
Report 
 
To ensure the Richmond Valley local government area is well positioned for the 
future - socially, environmentally and economically - Council has an important 
role to play in creating the right conditions for investment, employment and 
growth. A key to achieving this is to capitalise on as many opportunities as 
possible, including working with RDA to identify suitable sources of funding for 
local projects and initiatives.  
 
The Northern Rivers Livestock Exchange (NRLX) 
 

Commonly known as the Casino saleyards, the NRLX is a key business activity 
for Richmond Valley Council, and has been the major marketing centre for the 
beef industry on the Northern Rivers region since it opened in 1983. It regularly 
sees more than 100,000 cattle processed per year making it one of the busiest 
facilities in the State. The original design of the NRLX was adapted from an 
already 20-year-old design, which effectively makes the facility more than 50 
years old design-wise. Council has been working to upgrade the facility for many 
years with funding being the obstacle to starting the project. Ideally, the NRLX is 
in need of a full upgrade as significant operational, health and safety risks exist 
at the facility, in addition to increasing maintenance costs and desire of Council 
to ensure the highest standards of animal welfare. 
 
The Nammoona Industrial Precinct  
 

Situated on Reynolds Road, North Casino, the Nammoona Industrial Precinct is 
anticipated to generate employment, business activity and revenue for the local 
community. The precinct has been identified as a key industrial expansion zone 
in the Richmond Valley Council area, and is slowly but surely taking off. Not only 
do we see upgrades and expansions to the Northern Rivers Livestock Exchange, 
the Nammoona Waste Facility and the Northern Co-operative Meat Company, 
the precinct is also home to Boral Timber and Riverina Stock Feed. Council is 
also actively pursuing new technology investments in the waste-to-energy sector 
for this precinct. About 60 hectares of vacant industrial land has been zoned in 
anticipation of opportunities which an intermodal facility could also deliver to the 
precinct. 
 
The Casino Rail Freight Terminal  
 

The Casino Rail Freight Terminal is a proposed terminal facility located about 
five kilometres north of the township. On completion, the facility will consist of a 
rail freight terminal and a grain terminal, both of which have been granted the 
required development consents. The Casino Rail Freight Terminal project is a 
key component of Council’s vision for the Nammoona Industrial Precinct with 
projections showing 43 direct jobs and 78 flow-on jobs to the region, delivering 
an overall increase of $28.2 million to the local economy.  
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The Northern Rivers Rail Trail  
 

The Northern Rivers Rail Trail proposal provides an opportunity to develop a 
neglected and deteriorating local asset into a productive and attractive tourism 
drawcard for the local area.  The rail trail will create a link between the natural 
attractions of the Northern Rivers whilst providing sustainable economic 
opportunities for the communities of the region. The proposed trail is a shared 
path of 132 kilometres which will connect the towns and villages of Casino, 
Lismore, Bangalow, Byron Bay, Mullumbimby, Mooball and Murwillumbah, and 
be for use by pedestrians, cyclists and horse riders.  The rail corridor on which 
the trail will be constructed is currently disused and requires significant 
maintenance and provides little benefit to the community. 
 
Consultation 
 
Council gained valuable input for its signature projects by collecting ideas, 
information and feedback from the community, business and industry leaders, 
and staff via a number of reviews, meetings, and workshops. 
 
Conclusion 
 
Regional Development Australia has an important role in planning regional 
economic projects and Council's top three priority projects will feed into that 
planning.  
 
 
 

14.3 NORTHERN RIVERS LIVESTOCK EXCHANGE (NRLX) STATISTICS 
AND FINANCIAL PERFORMANCE AS AT 30 JUNE 2016          

 

Responsible Officer: 
Ryan Gaiter (Chief Financial Officer/Manager Mid-Richmond) 

 
RECOMMENDATION 
 
Recommended that Council note the performance of the Northern Rivers 
Livestock Exchange (NRLX) as at 30 June 2016. 
 
190716/11 RESOLVED    (Cr Humphrys/Cr Morrissey) 
 
That the above recommendation be adopted. 
 
FOR VOTE - All Council members voted unanimously. 
 
 
 
Executive Summary 
 
The throughput for the NRLX for the year ended 30 June 2016 was down 1.25% 
compared to 2014/2015.  
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Income from sales for the year is $852,440 which is 95% of the budgeted sales 
income for the year. Council has also earned $83,532 in interest from re-
investing the loan funds borrowed to upgrade the complex. 
 
Expenditure is at $954,167 or 98% of total recommended budget expenditure. 
Since drawing down the $3 million loan for the upgrade of the NRLX, Council has 
become liable for interest payments. These payments are made biannually, 
therefore the payment made in the first quarter related to both the first and 
second quarters. These borrowings have been re-invested until the upgrade 
commences therefore earning interest income as mentioned above. Council also 
is in receipt of the Local Infrastructure Renewal Scheme (LIRS) subsidy on this 
loan; that subsidy has equated to $88,117 in income for the 2015/2016 financial 
year.  There are no major concerns in any area of expenditure as at the end of 
the year.  
 
The NRLX operating result at the end of the fourth quarter is a $69,922 surplus 
including depreciation, against an adopted budget surplus of $64,567. The cash 
surplus as at 30 June 2016 is $223,272 against the anticipated year end cash 
result of a $217,918 surplus. 
 
Community Strategic Plan Links 
 
Focus Area 2 Local Economy - Long term Goal 2.1 Business, Industry and 
Agriculture (Strategy 2.1.2 Promote a broad agricultural base while ensuring our 
current position as the beef capital of NSW is maintained). 
 
Budget Implications 
 
As detailed in the report. 
 
Report 
 
This report provides an update of Saleyard throughput as at the end of June 
2016 and also monthly throughput from 2010/2011 to 2015/2016. 
 
The graph below indicates 29,817 head were processed through sales at the 
NRLX in the 2015/2016 June quarter, compared with 29,537 head for the same 
period in 2014/2015.  This is a very pleasing result, with an increase of 280 head 
for the quarter. This increase is mainly due to very strong prices and re-stocker 
demand nationally. Record prices have continued in an upward trend at the 
NRLX, giving confidence in ensure longevity of the NRLX as a regional facility. 
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Set out below are recorded figures and graphs for cattle. 
 
 2010/11 2011/12 2012/13 2013/14 2014/15 2015/16
July 9,879 7,093 7,760 8,027 9,361 10,878
August 8,568 7,754 6,899 5,320 5,237 8,774
September 9,425 7,397 6,345 4,869 7,965 8,144
October 6,214 7,559 7,054 5,286 6,147 4,899
November 7,473 9,966 6,737 5,203 5,667 6,781
December 8,867 6,144 3,959 4,487 2,645 3,805
January 10,240 9,834 6,248 4,664 9,744 6,487
February 12,240 15,977 9,675 6,991 12,808 10,509
March  20,270 20,672 16,538 16,084 15,866 13,572
April 10,947 8,014 7,457 12,311 9,069 8,620
May 9,793 10,642 8,444 10,370 10,730 8,390
June 10,680 9,305 9,164 9,332 9,738 12,807
TOTAL 124,596 120,357 96,280 92,944 104,977 103,666
 
The following graph shows total cattle figures per month by year. 
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Financial Implications 
 
The following table shows actual income and expenditure against the original 
budget for the financial year up to 30 June 2016. 
 
NRLX Income  
and Expenditure  

Actual 
30 June 2016 

Budget 

Income   
Fees & Rent 852,440 893,726 
Interest on Investment 83,532 58,500 
LIRS Subsidy 88,117 84,600 
Expenses   
Salaries and On Costs 294,343 307,788 
Materials and Contracts 74,703 51,800 
Interest on Loans 115,140 111,900 
Depreciation 153,350 153,351 
SRA Lease Agreement 0 5,125 
Electricity Charges 25,917 32,000 
Telephone Charges 5,422 7,100 
Insurance Charges 8,772 8,825 
Advertising Costs 9,224 11,993 
Printing and Stationery 984 513 
Licence Fees 6,100 6,458 
Subscriptions 490 5,740 
Security Charges 3,202 3,500 
Staff Training 1,227 2,000 
Software Licences 2,091 8,815 
Other General Expenses 5,303 0 
Internal Charges 247,899 255,351 
   

Net Operating Result 69,922 64,567 
 
As shown above, as at 30 June 2016 the NRLX operating result including 
depreciation is a surplus of $69,922.  With depreciation added back, the NRLX 
operating result is a $223,272 surplus.  Income is slightly higher than expected 
due to the higher than expected interest earned on monies invested. It is noted, 
at this stage, that these are unaudited figures and the result could vary slightly 
once end of year processes and audit have been completed. 
 
In relation to expenditure there are two items that need clarification. The first item 
is Interest on Loans. Since drawing down the $3 million loan for the upgrade of 
the NRLX, Council has become liable for interest payments.  These payments 
are made biannually; therefore the payment made in the first quarter related to 
both the first and second quarters and payments made in the third quarter relate 
to third and fourth quarters. The LIRS subsidy shown in income directly relates to 
the amount of interest paid on the $3 million loan. The majority of all other 
expense categories are within budget with those over being minor expenditure 
items. The largest category of expenditure outside of salaries is internal charges.  
This covers administration overheads, Council rates, internal plant charges and 
on-site sewerage charges.  
 
Conclusion 
 
This report provides information on monthly throughput of cattle at the NRLX.  
The figures shown in the report are a pleasing result with the surplus finishing 
higher than the budgeted surplus. These figures could change slightly once end 
of year processing and audit has been finalised, although this is not expected. 
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14.4 FINANCIAL ANALYSIS REPORT - JUNE 2016         
 

Responsible Officer: 
Ryan Gaiter (Chief Financial Officer/Manager Mid-Richmond) 

 
RECOMMENDATION 
 
Recommended that Council adopt the Financial Analysis Report detailing 
investment performance for the month of June 2016. 
 
190716/12 RESOLVED    (Cr Humphrys/Cr Morrissey) 
 
That the above recommendation be adopted. 
 
FOR VOTE - All Council members voted unanimously. 
 
 
 
Executive Summary 
 
The Financial Analysis Report gives an overview of Council's performance in 
regard to investment returns, investments made and reports the balance of 
Council's Investment Portfolio as at the end of the reported month. This overview 
is both a legislative requirement and essential in keeping Council up to date on 
the monthly performance of Council's investments. 
 
Council made four new term deposits for the period. Four term deposits also 
matured within the period.  
 
All investments are in accordance with Council’s Investment Policy. 
 
Council's cash and term deposit investment portfolio has maturity dates ranging 
from same day up to 181 days.  Deposits are made taking into account cash flow 
requirements and the most beneficial investment rates available at the time of 
making any investment. 
 
Council has maintained its investments with NSW Treasury Corporation during 
this period. The Hourglass Cash Facility Trust has $8,000,000 invested in it and 
the Hourglass Strategic Cash Facility Trust has $8,000,000 invested in it. As of 
30 June 2016 the Hourglass Cash Facility Trust is valued at $8,153,705.76 and 
the Hourglass Strategic Cash Facility Trust is valued at $8,155,896.09. 
 
Council's total Investment Portfolio at fair value as at 30 June 2016 was 
$31,731,591.13 against a face value of $31,421,989.28. Council also has 
$652,684.79 in General Bank Accounts and $120,994.55 in Trust Funds as at 
30 June 2016. 
 
Community Strategic Plan Links 
 
Focus Area 7 Governance and Process - Long term Goal 7.5 Sound Governance 
and Legislative Practices. 
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Budget Implications 
 
Year to date Council has earned $476,629.08 in interest and $316,701.85 in fair 
value gains for total revenue of $793,330.93 against a budget of $868,000.00 
which equates to 91.40%. 
 
Report 
 
The Financial Analysis Report aims to disclose information regarding Council’s 
investment portfolio. 
 
This report includes the provision of fair value for all Council’s investments. 
Council receives indicative market valuations on these investments monthly 
(where available) and this can be compared to the face value or original cost of 
the investment when purchased (where available).  The notion of fair value is to 
comply with Australian Accounting Standard AASB 139.  The market valuations 
of fair value valuations are an indication only of what a particular investment is 
worth at a point in time and will vary from month to month depending upon 
market conditions.  The fair value of Council's Investment Portfolio as at 30 June 
2016 was $31,731,591.13 against a face value of $31,421,989.28. 
 
The following graph shows a breakup of Council's investment portfolio as at 30 
June 2016: 
 

16%

34%
50%

Cash at Call (including
Bank Accounts) 
$5,074,674.07 

Term Deposits 
$11,000,000.00 

T Corp Investments 
$16,309,601.85 

 
 
The Reserve Bank of Australia (RBA) didn’t adjust the cash rate at its June 2016 
meeting, so the cash rate in Australia was 1.75% per annum at June 2016 month 
end. 
 
Council has a term deposit portfolio of $11,000,000 or 34.67% of the total 
portfolio composition. In terms of investment yields, interest rates available for 
investments during the period have decreased from the previous report; the 
average yield of the deposits decreased from 3.05% to 3.02%.  The short dated 
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deposit and cash position of the portfolio provides excellent liquidity to Council 
allowing flexibility to take advantage of higher interest bearing investments as the 
opportunities arise. Council has invested $16,000,000 with NSW Treasury 
Corporation. 
 
Council made four new term deposits during the month of June 2016. 
 
Financial Institution Investment 

Amounts 
Maturity Date Investment 

Rate per 
annum 

Days Invested 

Elders Rural Bank $1,000,000.00 4/10/2016 2.90% 120 
AMP Ltd $1,000,000.00 5/12/2016 3.05% 181 
Westpac Bank $1,000,000.00 18/10/2016 3.00% 120 
Beyond Bank $1,000,000.00 28/09/2016 2.95% 91 
 
Total term deposit maturities during the month ending 30 June 2016 included 
returning principal (in full) and interest, are shown in the following table. 
 

Financial 
Institution 

Investment 
Amount 

Maturity Date Investment Rate 
per annum 

Interest 
Received 

Auswide $1,000,000.00 6/06/2016 2.98% $7,429.59
ANZ Ltd $1,000,000.00 7/06/2016 3.05% $7,520.54
National Australia 
Bank 

$1,000,000.00 21/06/2016 3.08% $7,678.91

Beyond Bank $1,000,000.00 29/06/2016 3.03% $8,301.37
 
The following graph shows Council's term deposit maturities as at 30 June 2016. 
 

 
 
Conclusion 
 
Council is continually looking for ways to increase its investment performance. 
Consistent with Council’s Investment Policy a significant portion of the 
investment portfolio is now invested with New South Wales Treasury Corporation 
in the Hourglass Cash Facility Trust and Hourglass Strategic Cash Facility Trust 
with the aim of receiving higher returns.   
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14.5 REVIEW OF POLICY 6.14 INVESTMENTS         
 

Responsible Officer: 
Ryan Gaiter (Chief Financial Officer/Manager Mid-Richmond) 

 
RECOMMENDATION 
 
Recommended that Council adopt the revised Policy 6.14 Investments. 
 
190716/13 RESOLVED    (Cr Simpson/Cr Hayes) 
 
That: 
 
1. Council adopt the revised Policy 6.14 Investments. 
 

2. Council staff provide a report on the impact of divesting away from financial 
institutions that invest in fossil fuel industries. 

 
FOR VOTE - All Council members voted unanimously. 
 
 
 
Executive Summary 
 
Council undertook a NSW Treasury Corp (TCorp) review in 2015. It included an 
evaluation of Council’s current investment portfolio and recommended that 
Council consider alternative investment options allowed under the Local 
Government Act and the Ministerial Order to increase returns from its 
investments. 
 
A number of changes were implemented following this review and adopted by 
Council last year. Again a full review of Council’s policy has been undertaken 
which has resulted in the following changes/recommendations: 
 
• The viability of investing funds in TCorp medium and long term facility trusts 

has been assessed. Based on the performance of the short term TCorp 
facility trusts over the 2015/16 financial year and the reduced liquidity of the 
medium and long term investments, it is recommended that Council not 
pursue these types of investments at this time.  

• The funds to be held in Council’s higher interest bank accounts has been 
increased from $1,000,000.00 to $5,000,000.00. This amount is needed in 
short term funds to cover Council’s regular payment runs to creditors. 

• The diversification section of the risk management guidelines has been 
expanded for consistency. Previously funds were stated as being limited to 
25% of the portfolio with a particular institution though TCorp funds are able 
to hold a maximum of 40% of the portfolio.  

• Changes have been made to Council’s investment advisory section to 
reflect the new ‘needs basis’ approach as Council no longer utilises a 
contracted financial advisor. 

• Review the policy annually and report to Council. 
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Community Strategic Plan Links 
 
Focus Area 7 Governance and Process - Long term Goal 7.1 Generate Revenue 
to Fund the Operations of Council. 
 
Budget Implications 
 
With declining interest rates on term deposits it is believed that adding more 
flexibility to Council's Investments Policy will enable Council to improve its 
interest on investment earnings. 
 
Report 
 
Council has taken a conservative approach to investments since the Global 
Financial Crisis (GFC) of 2007/2008 which is consistent with the industry wide 
response to the impact of the GFC and the tightening of the Ministerial 
Investment Order. Due to the weakened economy and interest rate cuts by the 
Reserve Bank over the last few years, interest rates on current term deposits 
have remained at around to between 2.5 – 2.9%. This enabled Council to pursue 
other investment options culminating in investing in TCorp short term facility 
trusts. 
 
Investment Options 
 

Council’s approved Long Term Financial Plan 2017/26 forecasts that funds 
available for investment for that period will be in the range of $25-60 million. This 
provides the ability to invest funds for longer periods of time.  
 
Local Councils are required under the Local Government Act 1993 to limit 
investments to those outlined in the Ministerial Order on investments. The types 
of investments allowed are: 
 
• any public funds or securities issued by or guaranteed by, the 

Commonwealth, any State of the Commonwealth or a Territory 

• any debentures or securities issued by a council 

• interest bearing deposits with, or any debentures or bonds issued by, an 
authorised deposit-taking institution (excluding subordinated debt 
obligations) 

• any bill of exchange with a maturity date of less than 200 days; and if 
purchased for value confers on the holder in due course a right of recourse 
against a bank which has been designated as an authorised deposit-taking 
institution by the Australian Prudential Regulation Authority (APRA) 

• a deposit with the New South Wales Treasury Corporation or investments 
in an Hour-Glass Investment facility of the New South Wales Treasury 
Corporation. 
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For Council to achieve its goal of maintaining capital while achieving higher 
returns, the portfolio would need to include investments outside of normal 
banking institution term deposits as well as utilising investments that require 
longer terms.  
 
While investments exist that can potentially achieve this goal, it must be noted 
that in doing so Council will increase its exposure to downturns in the market, 
increasing short term risk of capital losses. 
 
Investment Performance 
 

Council’s investment performance for the last four years is set out in the table 
below.  
 

Year Average Portfolio Interest Revenue Variance from 
Previous Year 

2013 $30,711,270.02 $1,150,285.20 ($414,579.47)

2014 $26,360,424.61 $897,260.03 ($253,025.17)

2015  $26,425,370.42 $764,523.61 ($132,736.42)

2016 (to 31 May 2016) $30,723,471.26 $732,854.15 (includes 
TCorp fair value gains)

($31,669.46)

 
TCorp Hour-Glass Investments 
 

Over the past financial year Council has taken advantage of its ability under the 
Ministerial Order to invest funds with NSW Treasury Corporation Hour-Glass 
Facility Trusts. These investment products which provide a wider range of 
products, some with significantly higher risk but stronger performance over the 
last five years. 
 
As a public sector investment manager, TCorp maintains a prudent approach to 
managing investment risk. The NSW TCorp Hour-Glass Investments provide a 
range of investment choices to suit the desired investment period, return 
expectations and risk appetite. Hour-Glass investments provide exposure across 
asset classes including cash, fixed interest, property and shares and are 
managed with the specific needs and risk profile of NSW public sector investors. 
The Hour-Glass Investments withstood the Global Financial Crisis, remaining 
liquid at all times. 
 
The performance of these investments over the financial year has been slightly 
less than expected with the funds achieving the following returns: 
 
• Cash Facility Trust – 2.10% 
• Strategic Facility Trust – 2.08% 
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While this is a disappointing result for the 2016/17 financial year these funds are 
subject to fluctuations in value and have still performed well over a longer term 
(as indicated below). These investments should attract greater returns in future 
years: 
 

- 3 year return of 2.73% p.a. • Cash Facility Trust 
- 5 year return of 3.40% p.a. 

- 3 year return of 2.90% p.a. • Strategic Cash Facility Trust
- 5 year return of 3.64% p.a. 

 
While the TCorp Medium and Long Term Growth Facilities have performed 
significantly better, they have a higher risk profile and require a longer term 
investment of at least three and seven years. It should also be noted that at this 
time no NSW Councils are known to have invested in these Growth Facilities. It 
is not recommended Council consider these products due to their reduced 
liquidity and higher risk. 
 
Financial Advisors 
 

Council no longer holds grandfathered investments such as Collateralised Debt 
Obligations (CDOs) and as such no longer has a contracted investment advisor 
(previously this function was performed by Denison Financial Advisory). TCorp 
does offer this service to Council although this is being used on a needs basis 
rather than a contracted monthly arrangement and will result in a saving of 
approximately $45,000 to Council’s budget. 
 
Investment Holdings 
 

Council’s Investments Policy has been previously amended so Council can 
broaden its investments as set out in the following table: 
 
Investment Class Minimum Holding 

(%) 
Maximum Holding 

(%) 

Cash  10% 30% 

Bank Term Deposits 20% 90% 

TCorp Cash Facility 20% 40% 

TCorp Strategic Cash Facility 20% 40% 
 
It is recommended that these investment class holdings remain the same. 
 
Conclusion 
 
A full review of Council's Investments Policy has been undertaken as required 
annually. Some minor revisions have been made to the policy but the overall 
objective has remained the same.  A copy of the revised Policy is included 
below. 
 
 



MINUTES – ORDINARY MEETING  TUESDAY, 19 JULY 2016 
 

 

RICHMOND VALLEY COUNCIL  PAGE 30 



MINUTES – ORDINARY MEETING  TUESDAY, 19 JULY 2016 
 

 

RICHMOND VALLEY COUNCIL  PAGE 31 



MINUTES – ORDINARY MEETING  TUESDAY, 19 JULY 2016 
 

 

RICHMOND VALLEY COUNCIL  PAGE 32 



MINUTES – ORDINARY MEETING  TUESDAY, 19 JULY 2016 
 

 

RICHMOND VALLEY COUNCIL  PAGE 33 

 



MINUTES – ORDINARY MEETING  TUESDAY, 19 JULY 2016 
 

 

RICHMOND VALLEY COUNCIL  PAGE 34 

 

14.6 2016/2017 REVENUE POLICY AMENDMENT - WASTE FEES AND 
CHARGES         

 

Responsible Officer: 
Ryan Gaiter (Chief Financial Officer/Manager Mid-Richmond) 

 
RECOMMENDATION 
 
Recommended that Council adopt the amendments to the 2016/2017 Revenue 
Policy as outlined in this report and these amendments not be advertised inviting 
submissions. 
 
190716/14 RESOLVED    (Cr Simpson/Cr Humphrys) 
 
That the above recommendation be adopted. 
 
FOR VOTE - All Council members voted unanimously. 
 
 
 
Executive Summary 
 
After Council adopted the 2016/2017 Revenue Policy at its Ordinary Meeting on 
28 June 2016 an administrative error was discovered relating to landfill charges 
for commercial and industrial, general domestic and construction/demolition 
landfill charges. The NSW Environment Protection Authority (EPA) made 
changes to the classification of vehicle types and weights which required 
changes in the way the landfill charges were applied as reflected in the report 
below. The corrected charges do not represent a significant increase in the 
landfill charges from the 2015/2016 Revenue Policy. 
 
In addition to this, a new fee of $110.00 is required to be introduced for the sale 
of asbestos kits, which are available for sale at Council’s Casino and Evans 
Head offices.   
 
Community Strategic Plan Links 
 
Focus Area 1 Our Natural Environment - Long term goal 1.3 Environmental 
Protection (Strategy 1.3.2 Provide programs and services which protect and 
enhance our natural and built environment) and Focus Area 7 Governance and 
Process - Long term Goal 7.5 Sound Governance and Legislative Practices 
(Strategy 7.5.3 Provide financial and management information and reporting on 
time and with a high degree of accuracy). 
 
Budget Implications 
 
The advertised landfill charges were incorrect due to an administrative error.  
These charges require amendment as detailed in this report to avoid having any 
significant impact on the landfill budget. 
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A new fee is required to be introduced for the sale of asbestos kits. The fee of 
$110.00 charged for the asbestos kits covers the cost of the EPA waste levy, 
disposal costs up to 10m2 of non-friable asbestos and items in the kit. This fee 
allows for full cost recovery. 
 
Report 
 
Council adopted the 2016/2017 Revenue Policy at its Ordinary Meeting on 28 
June 2016. Subsequently, an administrative error was discovered regarding 
some of the landfill charges on page 30 of the Revenue Policy document. The 
EPA recently changed its classification of vehicle types and weights which 
required changes in the way the landfill charges were applied. Green waste 
charges had been incorrectly disclosed for the category of commercial and 
industrial, general domestic and construction/demolition landfill charges.  
 
The table below shows the landfill charges as advertised as well as the corrected 
charges for 2016/2017: 
 
Landfill Charges - Commercial and Industrial, 
General Domestic and Construction/Demolition 

Advertised 
Charge      

(per load) 

Corrected 
Charge      

(per load) 
Open Trucks  
Single rear axle, 2 rear wheels (or 4 small) $60.00 $120.00
Single rear axle, 4 normal sized rear wheels $120.00 $240.00
Tandem rear axle (bogie drive) $600.00 $1,200.00
Twin steer with twin rear axles $1,000.00 $2,000.00
Tipping semi-trailer $1,200.00 $2,400.00
  
Enclosed Trucks/Compacts  
Single steer with single rear axle $300.00 $600.00
Single steer with tandem rear axle $600.00 $1,200.00
Twin steer with tandem rear axle $950.00 $1,900.00
 
In comparison, the 2015/2016 landfill charges were classified as shown in the 
table below: 
 
Landfill Charges - Commercial and Industrial, General Domestic 
and Construction/Demolition 

2015/2016 
Charge      

(per load) 
Vehicles > 3 tonne and < 5 tonne GVM $195.00
Vehicles > 5 tonne and < 8 tonne GVM $600.00
Vehicles > 8 tonne and < 15 tonne GVM $1,200.00
Vehicles > 15 tonne and < 20 tonne GVM $2,000.00
Vehicles > 20 tonne GVM (Truck/dog-semi tippers) $2,400.00
Compactor vehicle – single steer/single drive $600.00
Compactor vehicle – single steer/bogey drive $1,200.00
Compactor vehicle – twin steer/bogey drive $1,900.00
 
Whilst there has been a change in vehicle classifications, there has been no 
significant increase in the actual landfill charges from 2015/2016 to 2016/2017.  
The advertised landfill charges for commercial and industrial, general domestic 
and construction/demolition were incorrect due to an administrative error and the 
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correct charges have now been updated and incorporated into the 2016/2017 
Revenue Policy. 
 
A new fee of $110.00 is required to be introduced for the sale of asbestos kits.  
Council has a responsibility to educate the community about the dangers of 
asbestos and the safe removal when carrying out minor renovations in the 
household. Asbestos kits have been designed to assist householders with the 
safe removal of non-friable asbestos. The kits contain all the items necessary to 
assist the householder to be safe when removing the asbestos. Householders 
can legally remove up to 10m2 of non-friable asbestos (also called bonded 
asbestos) without needing to engage a licensed removalist.   
 
This year North East Waste (Newaste) implemented a program to assist 
Northern Rivers regional councils better promote the safe removal of non–friable 
asbestos by providing a comprehensive kit of safety gear, materials to wrap the 
asbestos and educational information which a householder can purchase. The kit 
also includes a tip voucher for the disposal of 10m2 of asbestos at a total price of 
$110.00 per kit. The kits can be purchased at Council’s Casino or Evans Head 
Office. 
 
Conclusion 
 
Adoption of this report by Council will address the amendments required to be 
made to the 2016/2017 Revenue Policy.  This includes the correction of landfill 
charges due to an administrative error and the addition of a new fee of $110.00 
for the sale of asbestos kits.  
 
 

14.7 APPLICATION FOR CHANGE OF RATING CATEGORY - PROPERTY 
ID 124940         

 

Responsible Officer: 
Ryan Gaiter (Chief Financial Officer/Manager Mid-Richmond) 

 
RECOMMENDATION 
 
Recommended that: 
 
1. The rating category change application subject of this report be approved.  
 
2. Council write-back the amount of $3,732.61 of the general rate revenue for 

2015/2016. 
 
3. Council advise the applicant in writing of its decision. 
 
190716/15 RESOLVED    (Cr Simpson/Cr Hayes) 
 
That this matter be deferred pending further information being provided. 
 
FOR VOTE - All Council members voted unanimously. 
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Executive Summary 
 
Owners of rateable properties are able to apply in writing to Council at any time 
for a review of their rating category.  
 
The application subject of this report meets the relevant sections of the Local 
Government Act 1993. If Council approves the application subject of this report 
then this will result in $3,732.61 of the 2015/2016 general rate revenue being 
written-off.  
 
Community Strategic Plan Links 
 
Focus Area 7 Governance and Process – Long term Goal 7.5 Sound 
Governance and Legislative Practices. 
 
Budget Implications 
 
If Council approves the application subject of this report which meets the 
requirements of the Local Government Act 1993 in regard to rating category 
change, this will result in $3,732.61 of the 2015/2016 general rate revenue being 
written-off. 
 
Report 
 
The application received is for the 2015/2016 rating year.  The relevant sections 
of the Local Government Act 1993 relating to definitions and processes 
applicable for categorisation of a property for rating have been assessed and the 
application does comply in that regard. 
 
Conclusion 
 
The owner of the rateable property has requested that the property’s rating 
category be amended to residential from the business category. The application 
meets the relevant sections of the Local Government Act 1993 as the dominant 
use of the land is for residential purposes. It is recommended that Council 
approves the application for the change of rating category. This will result in 
$3,732.61 of the 2015/2016 general rate revenue being written-off.  
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14.8 QUOTATION LGP VP51427 - SUPPLY AND DELIVERY OF ONE 
16,000 LITRE POLY WATER TRUCK AND SPRAY EQUIPMENT 
(PLANT 165)         

 

Responsible Officer: 
Ryan Gaiter (Chief Financial Officer/Manager Mid-Richmond) 

 
RECOMMENDATION 
 
Recommended that: 
 
1. Council accept the quotation from Isuzu Australia that represents best value 

for Council for $254,374.00 (exclusive of GST). 
 
2. The Common Seal of Council be affixed to any documentation where 

required. 
 
190716/16 RESOLVED    (Cr Humphrys/Cr Morrissey) 
 
That the above recommendation be adopted. 
 
FOR VOTE - All Council members voted unanimously. 
 
 
 
Executive Summary 
 
Richmond Valley Council called for quotations through Local Government 
Procurement's Vendor Panel under reference number VP51427 for the supply 
and delivery of one 16,000 litre water truck and spray equipment. Quotations are 
for the replacement of one of Council’s existing water tankers, being plant 165, 
which is utilised on Council’s rural road network in both the Casino and Mid-
Richmond areas. 
 
Local Government Procurement (LGP) has been ‘prescribed’ by the NSW State 
Parliament to carry out group tenders on behalf of NSW local government. 
‘Prescribed’ means LGP is named in the Local Government (General) Regulation 
2005 (NSW) and as such a council does not need to go to tender if that council 
buys from a contract already set up by LGP. Councils can therefore procure 
goods or services from LGP contracts for values greater than $150,000 
(inclusive of GST), without the need to tender themselves. 
 
Five submissions for the quotation were received with the five respondents 
evaluated as conforming quotations. All respondents meet the minimum 
quotation specification requirements. 
 
This truck operates within the Infrastructure and Environment Department. 
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Community Strategic Plan Links 
 
Focus Area 6 Transport and Infrastructure - Long term Goal 6.1 Roads, Drainage 
and other Infrastructure Asset Classes. 
 
Budget Implications 
 
The quotation supplied by Isuzu Australia Limited represents the best value to 
Council at a cost of $254,374 excluding GST. Council has budgeted $268,000 
excluding GST for the replacement of plant 165 and this will be funded from the 
Plant Replacement Reserve. The existing plant item has a written down value of 
$83,000 excluding GST and the estimated disposal value is $81,000 excluding 
GST. 
 
Report 
 
Council uses prescribed entities under the Local Government Act 1993 for the 
purchase of heavy plant and machinery to streamline the procurement process 
for more efficient purchases. 
 
Quotations were called and closed on 23 June 2016. Quotations were received 
from the following companies: 
 
Quotation Company Quoted 

Amount  
(GST 

Inclusive) 

Assessed 
Quoted 
Amount 

Total Score 
Assessmen
t(out of 50) 

Recommended 
Tender 

Amount (GST 
Inclusive) 

Isuzu Australia limited $279,811.00 $279,811.00 50 $279,811.00 
Paccar DAF $314,534.90 $314,534.90 48  

Fuso Truck and Bus $320,670.00 $320,534.90 47  

Scania Australia $314,221.60 $314,221.60 47  
Southside Agencies  $375,067.00 $375,067.00 46  

 
Council’s Manager Infrastructure Services, Plant Superintendent and 
Coordinator Purchasing and Stores have been involved in the development of 
specifications and assessment criteria. 
 
Quotation Analysis 
 
The Quotations are ranked in order and the works are awarded to the successful 
quotation with the best advantage and price for the specific works required. 
 
Quotations were evaluated by the Evaluation Panel on the following 50:50 
method with price being 50% and the non-priced criteria being 50%. 
 
1. Pre-Evaluation Actions 
 
Council decided to call for quotations through Local Government Procurement's 
Vendor Panel. 
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An Evaluation Plan was prepared and endorsed by the Evaluation Committee 
prior to close of quotations. 
 
2. Initial Evaluation 
 
Four quotations were received prior to the nominated closing date and time. One 
quotation was late due to not allowing enough time when responding 
electronically but was accepted by the Evaluation Panel. 
 
All respondents submitted conforming quotations as per specifications. 
 
3. Evaluation of Non-Price Criteria 
 
The information submitted by the quotation responders was evaluated against 
the specified non-price criteria, in accordance with the Evaluation Plan.  
 
The non-price criteria for evaluation are as follows: 
 

• Operational Capabilities, 
• Mechanical assessment & Service Back up, 
• Work Health & Safety, and 
• Environmental (Co2) Output/Service intervals. 
 
The scores were weighted against each criterion and totalled as shown in the 
table below.   
 

Tenderer Total weighted score Rank 

Isuzu Australia limited 10 1 
Paccar DAF 9 2 
Fuso Truck and Bus 8.8 3 
Scania Australia 8.8 4 
Southside Agencies  8 5 

 
4. Selection of the Most Advantageous Quotation 
 
Total weighted scores were obtained for each of the seven quotationers by 
adding the total non-price score and price scores to multiply against each 
weighting. 
 
The quote with the highest total score from the conforming quotes was Isuzu 
Australia Limited and is identified as the most advantageous at this time. 
 
Consultation 
 
Consultation was required throughout the quotation process between the 
operator and Plant Superintendent for the suitability of the proposed vehicle. 
 
Conclusion 
 
It is recommended that Council accepts the quotation from Isuzu Australia 
Limited as it represents best value for Council, the quoted price being 
$254,374.00 (exclusive of GST). 
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14.9 TRANSFER OF CROWN ROAD TO COUNCIL CONTROL AND ROAD 
CLOSURE OF UNREQUIRED SECTIONS OF ROAD RESERVE - 
MOTHERSOLES ROAD, ELLANGOWAN         

 

Responsible Officer: 
Andrew Leach (Manager Asset Planning) 

 
RECOMMENDATION 
 
Recommended that: 
 
1. Council apply to Department of Primary Industries – Lands to transfer the 

Crown road reserve to Council’s control. 
2. Council facilitate the creation of a new road reserve along Mothersoles 

Road. 
3. Council authorise the fixing of Council’s Seal to any documents that are 

required to create the new road reserve. 
4. Council authorise the road closure application for sections of unrequired 

road reserve along Mothersoles Road. 
5. Council authorise the fixing of Council’s Seal to any documents that are 

required to close the unrequired sections of Mothersoles Road at the 
completion of the works. 

6. Council authorise the transfer of any sections of closed road as 
compensation to: 

• Lot 38 DP 755612 
• Lot 37 DP 755612 
• Lot 1 DP 127205 
• Lot 36 DP 755612 

 
190716/17 RESOLVED    (Cr Humphrys/Cr Morrissey) 
 
That the above recommendation be adopted. 
 
FOR VOTE - All Council members voted unanimously. 
 
 
 
Executive Summary 
 
Access to properties along Mothersoles Road, Ellangowan has been plagued by 
issues and conflicts relating to legal and physical access. Following discussions 
both amongst themselves and with Council, the property owners have submitted 
a request to Council to facilitate the dedication of a new road reserve and the 
construction of an improved road pavement to Council’s standard. The cost of 
these works will be shared by the property owners with the works being arranged 
by Council. 
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The existing Crown road reserve known as Mothersoles Road is required to be 
transferred to Council’s control to enable pavement works to occur. Only 
sections of this road reserve are required for the new road reserve alignment. 
Some sections of the unrequired road reserve can be closed and transferred to 
the adjoining property owners as compensation for opening a new road through 
their property. 
 
Community Strategic Plan Links 
 
Focus Area 6 Transport and Infrastructure – Long Term Goal 6.1 Roads, 
Drainage and Other Infrastructure Asset Classes. 
 
Budget Implications 
 
The costs associated with this road plan and construction will be paid for by the 
property owners. Following the construction of the pavement to a Class C 
standard, Council will maintain this road in the future. 
 
The cost for the application to transfer the road from Crown control to Council 
control is in the order of $100. This is able to be funded from within the existing 
budget provisions. 
 
Staff time will be utilised to project manage the road transfer and new road 
dedication plan. 
 
Legal costs associated with the new road opening and future sections of road 
closing are able to be funded from within the existing budget provisions. 
 
Report 
 
Mothersoles Road, Ellangowan is a Crown controlled road reserve running east 
off Tatham Ellangowan Road for approximately 2 km. The first 350 metres of 
Mothersoles Road passes through a Crown Reserve before joining with the 
Crown road reserve. This section of road is currently maintained by Council. 
Mothersoles Road continues with the majority of the road having been formed 
outside of the road reserve and serves as the only physical access for seven (7) 
properties. 
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Council has been in consultation with the property owners and has offered 
potential solutions to help achieve a suitable outcome. Following these 
discussions a letter has been received from the property owners requesting that 
Council facilitate the creation of a new road reserve and construction of an 
improved road formation over the existing access. The costs associated with 
both of these items would be borne equally by the benefitting property owners. 
 
In order to proceed with the construction of the new road pavement, a new road 
reserve needs to be created and the existing Crown road reserve needs to be 
transferred to Council control, as the Crown does not approve any construction 
works on its road reserves. 
 
Following the completion of the new Mothersoles Road reserve and roadworks, 
there will be sections of road reserve that will no longer be required. Some 
sections of the road reserve can then be closed and transferred to the adjoining 
property owner as compensation for the opening of the new road reserve 
through their properties.   
 
These properties include: 
 
• Lot 38 DP 755612 
• Lot 37 DP 755612 
• Lot 1 DP 127205 
• Lot 36 DP 755612 
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Any sections of unrequired road reserve not closed for compensation purposes 
may still be closed and sold to the adjoining property owner as per the current 
road closure practices under the Roads Act 1993. 
 
Consultation 
 
Council has been in contact with the property owners of Mothersoles Road and a 
letter signed by the property owners agreeing to Council facilitating the creation 
of the new road reserve and the construction of the improved pavement has 
been received. 
 
Council has also discussed this matter with Department of Primary Industries – 
Lands and they have agreed that this proposal is a good solution for the area. 
 
Conclusion 
 
The creation of a road reserve that allows physical and legal access to the 
properties along Mothersoles Road will resolve a longer standing issue for the 
area. 
 
The closure of the unrequired sections of Mothersoles Road will rationalise the 
use of land in that area. 
 
 

14.10 REQUEST TO CLOSE COUNCIL CONTROLLED ROAD RESERVE - 
IVY STREET, RAPPVILLE         

 

Responsible Officer: 
Andrew Leach (Manager Asset Planning) 

 
RECOMMENDATION 
 
Recommended that: 
 
1. Council consent to the closure of Ivy Street, Rappville as indicated in the 

report. 
 

2. All costs associated with the road closure be paid for by the applicants. 
 
190716/18 RESOLVED    (Cr Mustow/Cr Humphrys) 
 
That the above recommendation be adopted. 
 
FOR VOTE - All Council members voted unanimously. 
 
 
 
Executive Summary 
 
Council has received a request to close an unconstructed Council controlled 
road reserve, being Ivy Street, Rappville. The road is not required by Council for 
future use, but can be beneficially used by the applicants. 
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As the road has never been constructed, the road reserve will vest in the Crown 
upon closure. 
 
Community Strategic Plan Links 
 
Focus Area 6 Transport and Infrastructure – Long Term Goal 6.1 Roads, 
Drainage and other Infrastructure Asset Classes. 
 
Budget Implications 
 
The costs associated with this road closure will be paid for by the applicant. 
Council will not need to fund any of the expenses in relation to the road closure. 
 
Report 
 
Council has received a request from Mr P St Clair and Ms J Fitzpatrick seeking 
to close and purchase an unformed Council controlled road reserve in Rappville 
known as Ivy Street. The street runs west off Nandabah Street and is located 
adjacent to the southern side of the Rappville Hotel. The 20.115 metre wide road 
reserve is approximately 91 metres long. 
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The applicants own property on both the northern (Lot 15 DP 5405) and southern 
(Lot 14 DP 5405) sides of Ivy Street, and the property owner to the west (Lot 1 
DP 724193) of Ivy Street has supplied a letter offering no objections to the road 
closure and sale of the land.  
 
The closure of Ivy Street will not land lock any adjacent properties. 
 
Council has no services within the road reserve, neither do Telstra or Essential 
Energy based on a Dial Before You Dig search. There is a Telstra public phone 
box located on Nandabah Street adjacent to Ivy Street. The applicants have 
indicated that this phone box is not a concern for them and it does not need to be 
relocated at all. 
 
In accordance with the Roads Act 1993, as Ivy Street has never had any formal 
road pavement constructed upon it, when the road reserve is closed it will vest in 
the Crown. 
 
The current documentation published by the Department of Primary Industries – 
Lands indicates that a third party may initiate a road closure for an unconstructed 
Council road, as long as the application has the consent of the Council. This 
report forms the written consent of Council. 
 
Consultation 
 
Council has been in contact with the applicants in relation to their request both 
verbally and via written correspondence. 
 
Conclusion 
 
Ivy Street is not required as part of Council’s road network and the closure of this 
road can be used beneficially by the applicant. The closure of this road reserve 
will not impact on Council’s operational works. 
 
 
14.11 RICHMOND VALLEY COUNCIL ENVIRONMENTAL CHARTER        
 

Responsible Officer: 
Angela Jones (Director Infrastructure and Environment) 

 
RECOMMENDATION 
 
Recommended that: 
 
1. Council adopts the Richmond Valley Environmental Charter. 
 

2. The Charter is to be reviewed at least every 12 months. 
 
190716/19 RESOLVED    (Cr Humphrys/Cr Morrissey) 
 
That the above recommendation be adopted. 
 
FOR VOTE - All Council members voted unanimously. 
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Executive Summary 
 
Richmond Valley Council undertakes a range of environmental projects and 
activities consistent with its Natural Environment focus area in the Richmond 
Valley Towards 2030 Community Strategic Plan. Following a June 2015 
resolution of Council an Environmental Charter has been prepared. 
 
The proposed Environmental Charter sets out Council’s commitment to 
environmental sustainability in its operations and activities. There is growing 
demand for business, including local government, to demonstrate a responsible 
approach to its business activities and it is timely for Council to consider the 
adoption of an environmental charter. 
 
Community Strategic Plan Links 
 
Focus Area 1 - Natural Environment - Long term Goals 1.1 Preservation of 
Waterways, 1.2 Respond to Climate Change and 1.3 Environmental Protection. 
 
Budget Implications 
 
The adoption of the proposed environmental charter will not have any significant 
budget implications as there is no need for capital investment.  The principles of 
the charter will be incorporated into the daily activities of the organisation. 
 
Report 
 
Council is committed to the long-term care of the environment from which our 
community derives prosperity, enjoyment and quality of life. Council is also 
committed to its own sustainable practices and will continue to foster and support 
local and regional climate change initiatives in partnership with other councils 
and government bodies. As an organisation, we aim to ensure land use 
development preserves our country atmosphere and village lifestyle and we are 
committed to improving the region’s environment, including our rivers, creeks 
and coastal areas.  
 
Council does not currently have an environmental policy and/or statement which 
address its commitment to the environmental sustainability of its operations and 
activities. Given there is a growing demand for business, including local 
government, to demonstrate a responsible approach to business activities it is 
timely Council considered the adoption of an environmental charter.   
 
An environmental charter would guide this organisation’s future direction with 
regards to all environmental matters and demonstrate the organisation’s 
commitment in this domain.  It is an opportunity to make a difference in the way 
Council operates and integrate it into day to day operations. This can be 
achieved by simply incorporating the principles of the charter into the businesses 
and activities Council undertakes on a daily basis.  The benefits to Council of 
having an environmental charter are: 
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• Improves information for employees about their environmental roles and 
responsibilities 

• Assists in reducing incidents that may result in future liabilities 
• Assists in conserving energy and raw materials 
• Improves the monitoring of environmental impacts 
 
The benefits will not just be limited to Council’s internal operations though. By 
demonstrating commitment to environmental management, Council can develop 
positive relations with external stakeholders (investors, insurers, customers, 
suppliers, regulators and the local community) which in turn can lead to an 
improved corporate image, financial benefits and above all a minimisation of the 
impact that Council has on the environment. 
 
The proposed environmental charter is based on the principles of sustainability, 
giving due consideration to the natural environment for the daily activities the 
Council undertakes.  It is proposed to review the charter at least every 12 
months to ensure it remains current and is adaptable to changing needs and 
desires of the community. 
 
 

Richmond Valley Council 
Environmental Charter 

 
Richmond Valley Council is committed to the long term care of the environment 
from which our community derives prosperity, enjoyment and quality of life. 
Richmond Valley Council’s activities are based on the principles of sustainability, 
giving due consideration to the natural environment through the following: 
 
• Efficient use of water, energy and other resources, minimising waste and 

emissions where practicable and encouraging reuse and/or recycling of 
wastes. 

 
• Uptake of new and alternate technology opportunities such as renewable 

energy options, where they are shown to be economically viable. 
 
• Monitoring Council operations to assess potential impacts on the 

environment, addressing unacceptable risks in appropriate timeframes and 
ensuring that appropriate response plans are in place for environmental 
emergencies. 

 
• Council shall show due consideration for the environmental impacts of 

activities when planning Council works, assessing development 
applications and generally within proposals by the broader community. 
Consideration shall be based on a balance of environmental, social and 
economic factors. 

 
• Treating compliance with environmental legislation, licences and approvals 

as a minimum standard for Council activities and beyond that, aiming for 
continual improvement in environmental management. 
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• Keeping abreast of environmental legislation and proposed changes, and 
working effectively with environmental authorities to provide optimal 
outcomes for Council and the communities that we serve. 

 
• Ongoing training of employees and contractors to provide understanding of 

their responsibilities regarding the environment including potential impacts 
of their activities. 

 
• Providing education to the Richmond Valley Community to assist the 

community embrace continual improvement in environmental sustainability. 
 
 
Conclusion 
 
This report addresses Council's resolution of 23 June 2015, which requested 
Council give consideration to determining a broad positioning statement on 
environmental issues it has responsibility for or can influence within the 
Richmond Valley area. 
 
The adoption of an environmental charter would guide this organisation’s future 
direction with regards to all environmental matters and clearly demonstrate the 
organisation's commitment to sustainability.  It is an opportunity to make a 
difference in the way Council operates and integrate it into day to day operations 
bringing benefit to internal operations.  
 
 

14.12 SOUTH EAST QUEENSLAND WASTE DISPOSAL OPTIONS         
 

Responsible Officer: 
David Timms (Manager Infrastructure Services) 

 
RECOMMENDATION 
 
Recommended that: 
 
1. Council authorise the immediate take up of services with Veolia 

Environmental Services to transport mixed putrescible waste to South East 
Queensland under the terms and conditions of the original North Coast 
Regional Councils tender. 

 
2. This will be for an interim period of three months due to extreme 

circumstances as per section 55 (3)(k) of the Local Government Act 1993. 
 
3. The service is tendered during the interim period and the outcome 

considered at the October 2016 Ordinary Meeting. 
 
190716/20 RESOLVED    (Cr Humphrys/Cr Morrissey) 
 
That the above recommendation be adopted. 
 
FOR VOTE - All Council members voted unanimously. 
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Executive Summary 
 
In 2012 North Coast Regional Councils, of which Richmond Valley Council was a 
party, jointly went to the market for the transport and disposal of waste to South 
East Queensland. The successful tender was submitted by Veolia Environmental 
Services and several Councils in the region subsequently used and continue to 
use the service. Up until now Richmond Valley Council has not availed itself of 
the service. 
 
Council is now at a critical stage where there is a need to commence taking 
waste to South East Queensland to preserve limited landfilling space while 
Council assesses future options following the recent decision not to proceed with 
Cell 5. 
 
In line with section 55 (3)(k) of the Local Government Act 1993 and the extreme 
circumstances identified following a recent survey of Cell 4, Council intends to  
commence this service in accordance with the terms and conditions of the 
original tender for an interim period of three months. During this period a new 
tender will be called and presented to the October Meeting of Council. 
 
Community Strategic Plan Links 
 
Focus area 1 - Natural Environment - Long term goal 1.3 Environmental 
Protection (Strategy 1.3.2 Provide services and programs which protect and 
enhance our natural and built environment). 
 
Budget Implications 
 
The true cost or benefit to the budget is complex due to the number of variables 
to be dealt with including how Virgin Extracted Natural Material (VENM) costs 
might be impacted, how the introduction of Food Organics Garden Organics 
(FOGO) will reduce mixed waste for transportation and changes in recyclable 
materials, making costings unreliable at this time. The three month interim period 
will allow actual data to be gathered and used to accurately show real budget 
impacts. This move is necessary due to the uneconomical outcome of the Cell 5 
tender and aims to provide an improved business outcome than if the 
development of Cell 5 had proceeded. 
 
Report 
 
The North Coast Regional Councils of Lismore, Kyogle, Ballina, Tweed, Byron 
and Richmond Valley jointly went to the market for the transport and disposal of 
waste to South East Queensland. Byron, Tweed and Ballina Councils took up 
their options for the disposal of waste to South East Queensland under this 
arrangement with the successful tender submitted by Veolia Environmental 
Services.  
 
There have been a number of information sessions and discussions with Council 
over the past 12 months about the possible need for Richmond Valley Council to 
take waste to South East Queensland.  
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Council has held off on the Nammoona Cell 5 developments as costs to develop 
the site were considered too great for the limited life they would deliver. Cell 6 is 
now under investigation and time is needed to research and design the new 
landfilling footprint. In this respect Council is now at a critical stage and the 
interim approval to commence transporting to South East Queensland whilst 
preparing a new tender will save valuable landfill space. 
 
Consultation 
 
There have been a number of information sessions and discussions about the 
need for Council to take waste to South East Queensland over the past 12 
months.  
 
Conclusion 
 
Council is at a critical stage due to limited landfilling space at Nammoona Waste 
facility and urgently needs to commence transporting waste to South East 
Queensland to protect current airspace 
 
 

15 MATTERS FOR INFORMATION 

RECOMMENDATION 
 
Recommended that the following reports submitted for information be received 
and noted. 
 
190716/21 RESOLVED    (Cr Morrissey/Cr Sullivan) 
 
That the above recommendation be adopted. 
 
FOR VOTE - All Council members voted unanimously. 
 
 
 
 

15.1 NORTHERN RIVERS LIVESTOCK EXCHANGE (NRLX) BI-MONTHLY 
UPDATE    

 

Responsible Officer: 
Vaughan Macdonald (General Manager) 

 
Report 
 
At Council's Ordinary Meeting held on Tuesday, 17 May 2016 it was resolved 
that Council "receive a bi-monthly report on the NRLX upgrade and operational 
issues identified in the report" which it had considered at that meeting. 
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As a first action from the resolutions regarding the NRLX from the Council 
meeting on 17 May 2016, a Project Control Group was formed to steer the high 
priority projects that Council will deliver. Council's Performance Management 
Office will coordinate and administer this group and be responsible for reporting 
the progress of each project. 
 
The upgrade of the NRLX is Council's priority project and as a result the Project 
Control Group has directed its early effort toward initiating the project. 
 
The actions undertaken thus far by the Project Control Group are outlined below. 
 
A draft timeline has been created which sets out some proposed milestones over 
the next two years to 30 June 2018.  The timeline outlines estimated dates for 
Tenders, Designs, Stakeholder Consultation, construction of the upgraded facility 
and ultimately operation of the new facility. 
 
An Expression of Interest document for the “Supply and Delivery of Landscape 
Design, Architecture, Engineering and Project Management Services” (EOI 
340.16) was prepared which seeks to establish a panel of suitable suppliers that 
can become key partners in delivering Council's signature projects.  The 
Expression of Interest period will run for three weeks and closes on 26 July 
2016.  The Expression of Interest highlights the NRLX as the priority project but 
also considers the other projects requiring delivery. 
 
The Expression of Interest was uploaded to Tenderlink, an online portal used by 
relevant design and construction companies and also advertised in major 
Sydney, Brisbane, Gold Coast and Lismore news publications. 
 
A NRLX Stakeholder Advisory Group will be established and have its first 
meeting following the close of the Expression of Interest. The Group will include 
representatives from the NRLX licensed Agents, Buyers, Sellers, Truck Drivers, 
Site Staff and Council. Other expertise will be brought in as identified and/or 
required. 
 
To ensure Council's actions during the procurement process are appropriate and 
can withstand internal and external scrutiny, the Project Control Group has 
prepared a Probity Plan that outlines the requirements and processes to be 
adhered to.  The plan will be reviewed and signed off on by an independent 
Probity Advisor who is in the process of being engaged to provide ongoing 
advice. 
 
Community Strategic Plan Links 
 
Focus Area 2 Local Economy - Long Term Goal 2.1 Business, Industry and 
Agriculture (Strategy 2.1.2 Promote a broad agricultural base while ensuring our 
current position as the beef capital of NSW is maintained). 
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15.2 GRANT APPLICATION INFORMATION - JUNE 2016         
 

Responsible Officer: 
Ryan Gaiter (Chief Financial Officer/Manager Mid-Richmond) 

 
Report 
 
This report provides information on grant applications that were unsuccessful, 
grant applications submitted and grants that have been approved and/or 
received for the month of June 2016. 
 
Council wasn’t notified as being unsuccessful with any grant applications during 
the month of June 2016. Council applied for four grants during the month of June 
2016 which will require $25,416.00 of Council funding towards projects costing 
$209,669.00 in total if successful. One grant project was approved and Council 
received funding for five grants during the reporting period totalling $708,000.00. 
 
Grant Applications Submitted 
 
Project ID 10210 
Funding Body Department of Family and Community 

Services 
Funding Name Social Housing Community Improvement 

Fund 2016 
Government Level State 
Project Name Crawford Square 
Project Value (excl GST) $49,258.00 
Grant Amount (excl GST) $44,258.00 
Council/Other (excl GST) $  5,000.00 
Date Application Submitted 9 June 2016 
Comment (if required) N/A 
 
 
Project ID 10211 
Funding Body Department of Family and Community 

Services 
Funding Name Social Housing Community Improvement 

Fund 2016 
Government Level State 
Project Name Woodburn Riverside Park 
Project Value (excl GST) $69,186.00 
Grant Amount (excl GST) $49,995.00 
Council/Other (excl GST) $19,191.00 
Date Application Submitted 9 June 2016 
Comment (if required) N/A 
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Project ID 10212 
Funding Body Department of Family and Community 

Services 
Funding Name Social Housing Community Improvement 

Fund 2016 
Government Level State 
Project Name Evans Head Footpath 
Project Value (excl GST) $30,000.00 
Grant Amount (excl GST) $30,000.00 
Council/Other (excl GST) $         0.00 
Date Application Submitted 9 June 2016 
Comment (if required) N/A 
 
 
Project ID 10213 
Funding Body Arts NSW 
Funding Name Arts & Cultural Projects 
Government Level State 
Project Name 80th Anniversary of Casino Civic Hall 
Project Value (excl GST) $61,225.00 
Grant Amount (excl GST) $60,000.00 
Council/Other (excl GST) $  1,225.00 
Date Application Submitted 27 June 2016 
Comment (if required) N/A 
 
 
Grants that have been approved and/or received 
 
Project ID 10182 
Funding Body Transport for NSW 
Funding Name NSW Road Safety Program 
Government Level State 
Project Name Naughtons Gap Road Blackspot Funding 

Program 
Project Value (excl GST) $116,450.00 
Grant Amount (excl GST) $116,450.00 
Council/Other (excl GST) $           0.00 
Date Application Submitted 29 July 2015 
Comment (if required) N/A 
Date Approved/Received Funding approved 29 June 2016 
Total Funds Received To Date $0.00 
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Project ID 10193 
Funding Body NSW Environment Protection Authority 
Funding Name Waste Less, Recycle More Initiative - Landfill 

Consolidation and Environmental 
Improvements - Funding Round 2 Stream 1 - 
Landfill Consolidation 

Government Level State 
Project Name Closure of Bora Ridge Landfill 
Project Value (excl GST) $572,300.00 
Grant Amount (excl GST) $200,000.00 
Council/Other (excl GST) $372,300.00 
Date Application Submitted 18 August 2015  
Comment (if required) The funding agreement was executed on 

4 May 2016 
Date Approved/Received $180,000.00 received 23 June 2016  
Total Funds Received To Date $180,000.00  
 
 
Project ID 10199 
Funding Body NSW Roads and Maritime Services 
Funding Name Natural Disaster Funding 
Government Level State 
Project Name Flood Event of April-May 2015/Restoration 

Works 
Project Value (excl GST) $1,606,655.00 
Grant Amount (excl GST) $1,577,655.00 
Council/Other (excl GST) $     29,000.00 
Date Application Submitted 17 August 2015  
Comment (if required) N/A 
Date Approved/Received $153,000.00 received 14 June 2016 

$132,000.00 received 22 June 2016 
Total Funds Received To Date $1,170,000.00  
 
 
Project ID N/A 
Funding Body NSW Roads and Maritime Services 
Funding Name Regional Road Repair Program 
Government Level State 
Project Name MR145 Casino-Coraki Road (Ranns Road) 
Project Value (excl GST) $308,152.00 
Grant Amount (excl GST) $154,076.00 
Council/Other (excl GST) $154,076.00 
Date Application Submitted N/A 
Comment (if required) Council contribution funded from Regional 

Roads Block Grant 
Date Approved/Received $81,000.00 received 14 June 2016 

$41,000.00 received 22 June 2016 
Total Funds Received To Date $134,000.00  
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Project ID N/A 
Funding Body NSW Roads and Maritime Services 
Funding Name Australian Government Black Spot Funding 
Government Level State 
Project Name MR544 Bentley Road and Holmes Road 
Project Value (excl GST) $156,000.00 
Grant Amount (excl GST) $156,000.00 
Council/Other (excl GST) $           0.00 
Date Application Submitted N/A 
Comment (if required) N/A 
Date Approved/Received $20,000.00 received 14 June 2016 

$13,000.00 received 22 June 2016 
Total Funds Received To Date $150,000.00  
 
 
Project ID N/A 
Funding Body NSW Roads and Maritime Services 
Funding Name Traffic Route Lighting Subsidy 
Government Level State 
Project Name N/A 
Project Value (excl GST) $88,000.00 
Grant Amount (excl GST) $88,000.00 
Council/Other (excl GST) $         0.00 
Date Application Submitted N/A – Annual Allocation 
Comment (if required) N/A 
Date Approved/Received $88,000.00 received 14 June 2016 
Total Funds Received To Date $88,000.00 (total funding received)  
 
Community Strategic Plan Links 
 
Focus Area 7 Governance and Process – Long term Goal 7.1 Generate 
Revenue to Fund the Operations of Council.  
 
Budget Implications 
 
All Council funding required regarding the grants in this report has been included 
in the Richmond Valley Council budget. 
 
 

15.3 CONTRACTUAL CONDITIONS OF SENIOR STAFF         
 

Responsible Officer: 
Vaughan Macdonald (General Manager) 

 
Report 
 
Section 339 of The Local Government Act 2009 (The Act) requires the General 
Manager to report to Council the contractual conditions of senior staff annually. 
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The senior staff of Council are: 
 

1. General Manager – Vaughan Macdonald 
2. Chief Operating Officer – Simon Adcock 
3. Director Infrastructure and Environment – Angela Jones 
 
Each Senior Manager is employed under the Office of Local Government's 
“Standard Contract of Employment for Senior Staff”. None of the contracts 
contain exceptions or additions to the standard contract. 
 
The contract termination dates of the senior staff are as follows: 
 

1. General Manager – 17/02/2021 
2. Chief Operating Officer – 19/06/2021 
3. Director Infrastructure and Environment – 4/1/2019 
 
Community Strategic Plan Links 
 
Focus Area 7 Governance and Process - Long term Goal 7.5 Sound Governance 
and Legislative Practices. 
 
 
 

15.4 DISCLOSURE OF INTEREST - APPOINTMENT OF DESIGNATED 
PERSONS         

 

Responsible Officer: 
Deborah McLean (Manager Governance and Risk) 

 
Report 
 
Section 449(1) of the Local Government Act 1993 (The Act) provides that a 
councillor or designated person must complete and lodge with the General 
Manager, within three months after becoming a councillor or designated person, 
a return in the form prescribed by the Local Government (General) Regulation 
2005. 
 
The following are newly appointed designated person positions of Council: 

• Building/Development Certifier 
• Chief Operating Officer 
 
The disclosures for the above designated person positions have been received.  
The disclosures are tabled for the information of Council and will be made 
available on request to any member of the public at Council’s Casino 
Administration Office. 
 
This report provides information to Council regarding the appointment of 
designated persons and fulfils Council's obligations under Section 449 of The 
Act. 
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Community Strategic Plan Links 
 
Focus Area 7 Governance and Process - Long term Goal 7.5 Sound Governance 
and Legislative Practices. 
 
 

15.5 CUSTOMER REQUEST MANAGEMENT SYSTEM - QUARTERLY 
UPDATE 1 APRIL TO 30 JUNE 2016         

 

Responsible Officer: 
Vaughan Macdonald (General Manager) 

 
Report 
 
Council is committed to providing a high level of customer service to the 
Richmond Valley community. The Performance Management Office has been 
extracting and analysing the system data regarding Council’s customer requests 
which are entered into the Technology One platform.  This is an important 
function as it is Council's best gauge of its interaction with the community and 
whether Council's response to requests meets our service level commitments. 
 
In accordance with Council's resolution at its 27 January 2016 Extraordinary 
Meeting, Customer Request Management (CRM) reports will be provided to 
Council quarterly.  A copy of the 1 April to 30 June 2016 Customer Request 
Management System report is included below. 
 
Key Issues 
 
The reports presented to Council in January and April 2016, identified the 
following issues regarding Council’s request management performance: 
 

• System access for relevant officers 
• Training  
• Appropriate service levels 
• Work prioritisation between scheduled work and new requests 
• System limitations 
 
The performance for the April to June 2016 period is a slight improvement 
compared to the previous periods.  This suggests that current resourcing levels 
at Council will consistently result in the levels of performance reported here.   
 
During the previous reporting period, Council was referred 1,193 requests 
compared to 1,240 for this period.   
 
Requests completed within target rose 2% to 57%, requests completed outside 
target remained static at 30%, requests in progress inside target remained at 3% 
and requests in progress currently outside target reduced from 12% to 10%. 
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Key Statistics 
 
Requests Completed 
 

Of the 1,240 requests entered into the CRM software during the relevant period, 
1,076 have been resolved (87%): 
 

Completed within target 704 65% 
Completed outside target 372 35% 

Total 1,076 100% 
 
The 372 requests that were completed outside the desired target level are 
detailed below: 
 

No. of days past target No. of requests % 
1-10 days 263 71% 

11-20 days 56 15% 

21 - 30 days 24 6% 

> 30 days 29 8% 

Total 372 100% 
 
Requests in Progress 
 

Of the 1,240 requests entered into the CRM software during the relevant period, 
164 are not resolved/still in progress at 30 June 2016: 
 

In Progress within Target 35 21% 
In Progress past Target 129 79% 

Total 164 100% 
 
The 129 requests that were still in progress at 30 June 2016 and past the target 
level are detailed below: 
 

No. of days past target No. of requests % 
1-10 days 32 25% 

11-20 days 16 12% 

21 – 30 days 10 8% 

> 30 days 71 55% 

Total 129 100% 
 
Analysis and Recommendations 
 
The request management system results this quarter have shown a slight 
improvement from last report which also comes in a quarter with a greater 
volume of requests (47 more).  The key issues for the CRM reporting system 
outlined in previous reports were: 
 
• System access for relevant officers 
• Training  
• Appropriate service levels 
• Work prioritisation between scheduled work and new requests 
• System limitations 
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Since the last report, the following actions have been undertaken to improve the 
performance of Council's request management. 
 
System Access 
 

• A full handover of Tech One system administration duties has seen 
improved processes implemented regarding providing the right people the 
appropriate level of access. 

 
Training 
 

• The creation of the Business Process Improvement Team and its 
collaboration with IT has seen the introduction of procedures that new staff 
receive appropriate levels of system training. 

 
Service Levels 
 

• The results indicate that a review of service levels and/or resources is 
required to identify opportunities to continue to improve performance while 
a similar number of requests are received for a quarter.  

 
Prioritising 
 

• Daily and weekly reporting of CRM statistics has encouraged officers to 
engage in the reporting of customer requests and has highlighted the 
importance of accurate reporting. 

 
System Limitations 
 

• The creation of the Business Process Improvement Team and its 
collaboration with IT has seen an improvement in investigation and 
resolution of system issues. 

 
Without a material increase in resources allocated toward resolving customer 
requests, the following actions may result in improved CRM results and better 
reporting: 
 

• Continual review of service levels expected for each specific task (e.g. 
Stock Control 0 days, Overgrown Trees 14 days, etc.) 

• Have Customer Request Management as an agenda item at every team 
meeting.  This will ensure that requests are closed off correctly, and more 
accurately reporting of the actual status of a request. Several requests in 
the system have a status of "in progress" but also have a completed date 
entered. Correct closure of these requests is still an issue. 

• Responsible officers or an administrative resource to regularly review 
requests overdue by 30+ days. Currently the system states that 71 
requests are in progress and have missed target by greater than 30 days. 

 
Community Strategic Plan Links 
 
Focus Area 7 Governance and Process - Long term Goal 7.4 Civic Leadership 
and Corporate Planning (Strategy 7.4.2 Council will ensure its workforce is 
appropriately sized and equipped to deliver the services as outlined in Council’s 
Integrated Planning System). 
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15.6 WRITE-OFF OF MONIES UNDER DELEGATION - JANUARY TO 
JUNE 2016         

 

Responsible Officer: 
Ryan Gaiter (Chief Financial Officer/Manager Mid-Richmond) 

 
Report 
 
At the 21 April 2015 Ordinary Meeting of Council it was resolved as follows: 
 
"Where the General Manager exercises his delegation in regard to refunds/write-
offs that exceed $1,000, an information summary report be submitted to Council 
on a six monthly basis." 
 
In order to comply with the resolution which requires that reports be submitted on 
a six monthly basis, details are provided to the first Ordinary Meeting of the new 
financial year and the first Ordinary Meeting held in the new calendar year. 
 
This summary report covers the six month period commencing 1 January 2016 
and ending on 30 June 2016. 
 
As at 30 June 2016 the General Manager has not used his delegation to write off 
any amounts in excess of $1,000.00. 
 
Community Strategic Plan Links 
 
Focus Area 7 Governance and Process – Long term Goal 7.5 Sound 
Governance and Legislative Practices. 
 
 
 

15.7 DEVELOPMENT APPLICATIONS DETERMINED UNDER THE 
ENVIRONMENTAL PLANNING AND ASSESSMENT ACT FOR THE 
PERIOD 1 JUNE 2016 TO 30 JUNE 2016         

 

Responsible Officer: 
Angela Jones (Director Infrastructure and Environment) 

 
Report 
 
This report provides a summary of development activity on a monthly basis.  All 
Development Applications determined in the month are outlined in this report, 
including Section 96 approvals, applications that are refused and withdrawn, and 
applications with no development value such as subdivisions.  
 
Council receives a weekly summary of the status of applications (including all 
received).  Council notifies all determinations of Development Applications in the 
local newspaper pursuant to Section 101 of the Environmental Planning and 
Assessment Act 1979 (as amended) on a monthly basis. 
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The total number of Development Applications and Complying Development 
Applications determined within the Local Government Area for the period 1 June 
2016 to 30 June 2016 was 37, with a total value of $5,135,340.00. 
 
To ensure transparency, any Development Applications which council officers 
are aware of that are directly related to Councillors are highlighted on the 
Summary of Development Applications included below. 
 
In order to provide a better understanding of the value of Development Consents 
issued by Council over a 12 month period, a graph is set out below detailing this 
information. 
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The following graph provides a closer look at the value of Development 
Consents issued by Council for the reporting month of June. 
 

 
 
Activity for the month of June 2016 
 
General Approvals (excluding Subdivisions, Section 96s) 27
Section 96 amendments to original consent 8
Subdivision 2
Refused 0
Withdrawn 0
Complying Development (Private Certifier Approved) 0
TOTAL 37

 
Community Strategic Plan Links 
 
Focus Area 5 Rural and Urban Developments – Long term Goal 5.1 Land use 
development should be appropriate for the retention of a Country Atmosphere 
and Village Lifestyle. 
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15.8 BIODIVERSITY CONSERVATION BILL AND LAND MANAGEMENT 
REFORMS - SUBMISSION         

 

Responsible Officer: 
Angela Jones (Director Infrastructure and Environment) 

 
Report 
 
Submissions on the Biodiversity Conservation Bill and associated land 
management reforms closed on 28 June 2016.   
 
The Biodiversity Conservation reforms were exhibited as a Bill to replace various 
important biodiversity and land management Acts being: 
 
• the Native Vegetation Act 2003; 
• the Threatened Species Conservation Act 1995; and  
• the Nature Conservation Trust Act 2001. 
 
A report was presented to Council's 28 June 2016 Ordinary Meeting which was 
the day submissions closed. The report outlined the main concerns Council and 
NOROC had with the reforms, which included resourcing and responsibility 
uncertainties, as well as the limited opportunity to assess and respond to the 
exhibited Bill.  Council prepared and submitted electronically its submission 
based on the information provided in the report (Item 15.6).  
 
A copy of Council's submission has been included below. 
 
Community Strategic Plan Links 
 
Focus Area 1 Natural Environment; Focus Area 2 Local Economy; Focus Area 3 
Community and Culture; and Focus Area 5 Rural and Urban Development. 
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16 QUESTIONS ON NOTICE 

Nil. 
 
 

17 QUESTIONS FOR NEXT MEETING (IN WRITING) 

No questions were asked for next meeting. 
 
 

18 MATTERS REFERRED TO CLOSED COUNCIL 

Nil. 
 
 

19 RESOLUTIONS OF CLOSED COUNCIL 

Nil. 
 
 
 
The Meeting closed at 6.00pm. 
 
 
CONFIRMED - 16 August 2016 
 
 
 

CHAIRMAN 
 
 


