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DRAFT 2013-17 Delivery Program &   2014-15 Operational Plan and Budget  

(Including proposed fees and charges) 

Dear Sir, 

 

As always may I first commend the staff on the amount of work required to bring this document forward, I acknowledge 

the preparation and detailed analysis that is required to bring this to the community and in its development. With that 

knowledge I am very disappointed at the lack of detail put forward to allow fair and reasonable comment, for example in 

relation to the Executive budget of $6.1M, where no genuine detail was furnished at all even though a significant rise in 

that budget is evident. When asking the community for feedback the continued failure to provide past figures for 

comparison and knowing that this has been asked for over numerous years is disappointing.  

 

I believe the Operational plan shows what can be achieved in relation to road works etc and provides a relatively clear 

outline of what council will achieve during the designated period. Considering the installation of a new CEO, the costs of 

paying out the previous sacked CEO and the interim will impact the budget however there is absolutely no indication of 

how and if that was projected in the budget leaves one wondering if we are now unable to achieve whatever was planned 

in the $6+ million and how those additional costs will impact on services to the community. Again detail was hugely lacking 

and in my opinion unacceptable when seeking support. 

 

The failure to provide the previous year’s data for comparison is poor and doesn’t allow the community to see what 

can/will be achieved now the 9.3% SRV has been approved compared to the previous year and where if any cost savings 

could be made. I also believe the community wasn’t given sufficient information to advise them that a concerted effort on 

their part could install changes to priorities rather than simply rubber stamp or not what has been shown to them as ideas 

or goals and perhaps could have been reprioritised. 

 

The vague projections in relation to staffing, governance and community also leave one wondering what if anything could 

be suggested to create change or real alternatives. 

 

Onto a couple of specifics. I am concerned that the ‘corporate car parking’ rates could be seen as “mates rates” as opposed 

to genuine alternatives and why giving priority to business over residents is beneficial.  While I support measures to make 

running business in Liverpool easier, our community should feel that it is also a priority and if the rates for an individual is 

deemed appropriate why is it not appropriate for business? 

 

The School of Arts building is presently being worked around, the impact is quite significant however there appears to be 

no line item for costs that will be incurred to protect and prepare the building for its future use. Yet these costs would need 

to be projected now as the building is at risk right now. 
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I see no mention of the parking meter income and how it is being used as promised to finance parking, is it where the $7M 

is coming from, clearly not enough information on this point. Bearing in mind we also have a $10M low interest loan for the 

parking detail is again lacking, should the community not be provided clearer information regarding this significant build.?  

 

I find it disconcerting that 18mths or so ago council installed new rules to curtail illegal advertising and illegal signage and 

while fees for illegal signage are listed on page 133 (a fine of $250), where is this income listed? Liverpool has so many 

illegal signs, is having a fine in name only enough deterrent, I would suggest not and if acted upon, where the income is and 

what impact has it had?  

 

I also cannot see where the income generated from residents of 33 Moore Street is mentioned and how that will be made 

up when the tenants are all finally evicted. Over $2Million is often touted by councillors as an offset income, surely that 

could have garnered a line item comment somewhere in the budget predictions. There appears also to be no line item of 

the projected income from the continued sale of pocket parks and public space, this should be highlighted to the 

community, particularly as this is community space being sold for what reason. I also couldn’t see the projected income 

from the development of the community development on Heckenberg Avenue on the old school of music site. 

 

These are just a few of the line items that would have been better shown with more detail, and while I am harping on the 

lack of detail this has now appeared in every submission I have put forward over the last 7 + years and those of many 

others over  a similar period. It is especially apparent when costs and fees relating to the community rental of premises etc 

did manage to provide both present and future fee charges, yet the significant difference in the present and proposed 

governance and operational budget could not. 

 

 

 I congratulate those who worked diligently on the preparation of these documents and thank those staff members who 

attended the forums in order to present their ideas to the community. As I mentioned previously I do believe not enough 

information was given to residents to advise them of their ability to actually install change, add ideas and insert priorities. I 

was also advised that I would be forwarded more detailed information regarding the Executive budget as per my request 

and that has not been forthcoming.  While I could have waited and submitted my submission late, it’s difficult enough to 

gain councillors respect for the time invested and give my submission any credit, therefore waiting was not an option I 

considered appropriate as it could have been dismissed as not received on time. 

 

Mr Noble I wish you well in whatever you choose to do in the future and regret you will likely not see this process to its end. 

 

  

 

Sincerely, 

 

 

 

 

 

Signe Westerberg 

Resident & small business owner. 


