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File: T&F22/1358 State Administration Centre
200 Victoria Square
A2684338 Adelaide SA 5000

GPO Box 1045
Adelaide SA 5001

15 December 2022 DX56205
Tel 0882269500
Fax 08 8226 3819

http://www.treasury.sa.gov au
ABN 19 040 349 865
Mr Rory McEwen

Sent via email:

Dear Mr McEwen
Freedom of Information — Meeting with Treasurer 19 August 2020

| refer to your application under the Freedom of Information Act 1991 (FOI Act), transferred
to the Department of Treasury and Finance (DTF) on 15 November 2022.

Your application specifically requested:

‘Any notes or other internal communications and any communications with Treasurer Rob
Lucas and his Office as a consequence of my meeting with senior Treasury officials on the
morning of Wednesday 19th August 2020’

The purpose of this letter is to advise you of my determination.

A total of 22 documents were identified as answering the terms of your application and | have
determined as follows:

e | grant you access in full to 18 documents, copies of which are enclosed, and
e | grant you access in part to 4 documents, copies of which are enclosed.

Please refer to the attached schedule that describes each document and sets out my
determination and reasons in summary form.

Documents released in full

Documents 1-7, 10-18, 20 and 22

Documents released in part

Documents 8-9, 19 and 21

The redacted information refers to a mobile phone number which appears in the email chain.
Whilst the mobile number appears in the public servant’s signature block, it is difficult to
determine whether the mobile number is used solely for work purposes or mixed employment

and personal use. The ability for an individual to be contacted outside of their ordinary work
hours is unreasonable. Moreover, the Ombudsman has ruled that mobile numbers constitute
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the personal affairs of the individuals concerned?!. Therefore, in line with the Ombudsman
determination, the mobile number is exempt pursuant to clause 6(1) of Schedule 1 to the FOI
Act.

In addition, document 21 contains information concerning a third party. This information is of
a personal nature and unrelated to the scope of the application, | determine to exempt this
information pursuant to clause 6(1).

Exemptions
Clause 6 — Documents affecting personal affairs

(1) A document is an exempt document if it contains matter the disclosure of which would
involve the unreasonable disclosure of information concerning the personal affairs of any
person (living or dead).

Please note, in compliance with Premier and Cabinet Circular PC045 - Disclosure Logs for
Non-Personal Information Released through Freedom of Information (PC045), DTF is now
required to publish a log of all non-personal information released under the Freedom of
Information Act 1991.

In accordance with this Circular, any non-personal information determined for release as part
of this application, may be published on the DTF website. A copy of PC045 can be found at
the following address: https://www.dpc.sa.gov.au/resources-and-publications/premier-and-
cabinet-circulars. Please visit the website for further information.

Appeal Rights

If you are aggrieved with this determination, you have a right to apply for internal review
under subsection 29(1) of the FOI Act. Pursuant to subsection 29(2), your application must:
e be in writing
e be accompanied by the application fee of $39
e be addressed to the principal officer, and
e be lodged at an office of DTF, or emailed to freedomofinformation2@sa.gov.au within
30 days after the day on which you receive this letter or within such further time as
the principal officer may allow.

If you require any further information, please phone Inthira Stocker on (08) 8429 3497.

Yours sincerely

e

Maria Ross
ACCREDITED FREEDOM OF INFORMATION OFFICER

* Ombudsman Reference: 2019/01163; 2019/01165; 2019/01206; 2019/01207 [44]
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Schedule of Documents

T&F22/1358 - Mr Rory McEwen - " Any notes or other internal communications and any communications with Treasurer Rob Lucas and his Office as a
consequence of my meeting with senior Treasury officials on the morning of Wednesday 19th August 2020."

Doc. Date Description of Document # of Determination Exemption Clause
No. pages
1 |29/06/2020 Letter 2 Released in full
2 [20/08/2020 8t 1eoil - Fwd: CAPS AND COLLARS 3 |Released in ful
5:50pm
3 (13/10/2020 Minute - Local Government Grants Commssion 4 Released in full
4 114/12/2020 Ministerial Request 2 Released in full
Attachment to document 4 - Email dated 11/12/2020 at .
5 1 Released in full
7:15am
6 121/12/2020 Minute - Meetl_ng_wnh R McEwen - Local Government > |Released in full
Grants Commission
7 |undated Draft Treasurer's response 1 |Released in full
10/03/2021 at |Email - Fw: SA Local Government Grant Commission - . 6.(1) - Unreasonable
8 . o 2 |Released in part disclosure of personal
8:49am Distribution Methodology :
affairs
26/07/2021at . - . 6(1) - Unreasonable
9 4-170m Email - Grants Commission Documents 1 |Released in part disclosure of personal
/P affairs
Attachment to document 9 - Summary of Local .
10 Government Financial Assistance Grants for 2021-22 5 Released in ful
Attachment to document 9 - Summary of Financial
11 Asisstance Grants - General Purpose Model Contraints 1 Released in full
(Caps & Collars) over time
12 nglg;/rﬁmlat Email - Fw: Grants Commission Meeting for Monday 2 Released in full
13 |23/07/2021 Attachment to Document 12 - summary of grants to local > |Released in full
government 2021-22.
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Schedule of Documents

Doc. Date Description of Document f of Determination Exemption Clause
No. pages
14 |23/07/2021 At’Fachment to Document 12 - Attachment 2: National 1 |Released in full
Principles
Attachment to Document 12 - South Australian Local
15 |[23/07/2021 |Government Grants Commission (SALGGC) Information 8 |Released in full
Paper
Attachment to Document 12 - SALGGC - Raw .
16 |23/07/2021 Calculations 2020-21 3 |Released in full
17 |25/12/2020 [Final Treasurer's response 1 [Released in full
18 10/09/2020 at Email - RE: TRS19D1367 - To action 3 |Released in full
10:06am
6(1) - Unreasonable
19 9/1_0/2020 at Email - RE: R McEwen 1 |Released in part disclosure of personal
10:16am .
affairs
20 4/02/2021 at Email - RE: TRS19D1367 - Final 1 |Released in full
3:19pm
22/07/2021 at [Email - RE: SA Local Government Grants Commission - . 6.(1) - Unreasonable
21 ) o 4 |Released in part disclosure of personal
10:30am Distribution Methodology )
affairs
22 14/12/2020 at Email - FW: TRS19D1367 - To Action 2 |Released in full
4:31pm
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Stocker, Inthira (DTF)

From: Hocking, Stuart (DTF)

Sent: Wednesday, 26 August 2020 5:50 PM
To: Raymond, Greg (DTF); Collins, Mark (DTF)
Subject: Fwd: CAPS AND COLLARS

FYI

Stuart Hocking
Deputy Chief Executive, Department of Treasury and Finance SA

Begin forwarded message:

From: "Wright, John (DIT)" <John.Wright3@sa.gov.au>
Date: 26 August 2020 at 5:32:07 pm ACST

To: "Hocking, Stuart (DTF)" <Stuart.Hocking@sa.gov.au>
Subject: Fw: CAPS AND COLLARS

Hi Stuart,

| refer to your phone call last week. Hopefully, by now, you may have had an opportunity to chat to
PJE.

| was visiting OLG this afternoon (mainly covering briefings | have done for the new LG Minister (i.e.
the Attorney) about the District Council of Coober Pedy and the ACC).

| stopped to chat to Peter llee and his offsider at LGGC (Alex Sgro). They mentioned that Rory
McEwen has been pursuing his concerns by complaining to the Ombudsman, initiating a couple of
FOI requests, lobbying a couple of the current LGGC Commissioners, unsuccessfully lobbying former
Minister Knoll, and (almost certainly) by drafting a recent letter from Rebecca Sharkie to the Premier
(which complains about the "unfair" share of LG FAGs that the DC of Yankalilla receives).

Peter llee has forwarded me the below email exchange with PJE on the "caps and collars" aspect.

For your information.

John W



From: llee, Peter (DIT)

Sent: Wednesday, 26 August 2020 3:22 PM
To: Wright, John (DIT)

Cc: Sgro, Alex (DIT)

Subject: FW: CAPS AND COLLARS

JW,

As per our discussion, please find below the email | received from Peter Emery after following up on
the request to clarify Peter’s position and comments regarding the Commission’s use of caps and
collars.

It should be noted that Peter was invited to a Commission meeting to address a number of
methodology issues with the Commissioners and covered a range of topics, predominately around
the Commission’s practice of using population in its assessment of relative need. The subject of
caps and collars was also raised in terms of whether the process of applying constraints (caps and
collars) to grant outcomes to manage changes in grants to account for unusual circumstances was
appropriate. It was my view that Peter viewed the process as a necessary part of the process, but
that it shouldn’t be a long term strategy for individual councils. My take on those comments was
that the Commission should be pro-active in managing its caps and collars, but not that it should
cease to use them.

Mr McEwen was of the view that Peter did not support the use of caps and collars and no-one else
in the room at the time interpreted Peter’s comments that way. This point of difference prompted
the follow-up, but Mr McEwen had resigned from his position as a Commissioner by the time | had
the chance to provide the feedback from Peter below to the Commission.

Happy to discuss.

Peter

From:

Sent: Tuesday, 14 May 2019 10:18 AM

To: llee, Peter (DPTI) <Peter.llee@sa.gov.au>
Subject: CAPS AND COLLARS

Dear Peter



| refer to your request for any comments | might have on this aspect of the Local Government Grant
Commission’s methodology. | record the following:-

1. This matter was referred to, albeit rather briefly, at the meeting of Commissioners and staff
which | attended. | made no particular comment at the time but if | had it would have been
that | supported the practice of the Commission in this regard.

2. ltis clear from the record that from time to time the Commission’s calculations for
individual Councils come up with large increases or reductions compared with the previous
year. These result from a variety of factors including data coming from sources external to
the Commission a good example being changes in population following a Census. These
kinds of changes would not necessarily have been foreseen by the Councils concerned and
could in some cases have a significant effect on Council budgeting. It seems to me that it is
perfectly reasonable for the Commission to take these aspects into account.

3. The Commission’s practices in this area have been in place for some years. | note that the
Commission has been sending details of its calculations to the Commonwealth including the
relevant Department and the Commonwealth Grants Commission. To my knowledge no
objection has been raised to the Commission’s on-going procedures in this area.

4. One of the features of the Commission’s current practice is that its determinations result in
the ‘plusses’ in aggregate equalling the ‘minuses’. This means that the Commission’s
calculations of appropriate grants are not otherwise disturbed which seems to me to be a
good feature of the current approach.

5. In aggregate the adjustments made are minor relative to the overall level of grants.

6. As|recall from the meeting referred to above there was some degree of overlap in
discussion between this matter and the changes affecting low population Councils
particularly those with declining populations. | would suggest that the two issues here —i.e.
the effect of large annual changes in grant levels and the general position of low population
Councils — be regarded as separate. When you and | met last week we referred to the way
in which grants for Councils other than those receiving the minimum per capita amounts
were determined by reducing the raw calculations for each of the Councils concerned in the
same proportion. | mention that this approach, although perfectly reasonable, was not the
only one which could be applied there being alternatives which would produce higher
grants or lower population Councils. | do not pursue this further here but it is something
worth considering further in my view.

7. lrecord that | have made no attempt to delve into the details of how the Commission has
made its adjustments for individual Councils. In the light of the above comments | do not
believe that this would have been productive or a good use of my time.

As | have mentioned previously | appreciated the opportunity to participate in the meeting with
Commissioners and the staff as | have also the several discussions which you and | have had. Itis my
belief that the Commission is continuing to do a sound job and | wish it well for the future.

Regards.

Peter Emery















Hon Rob Lucas MLC File '\_"’:” : 119 /070
Treasurer Physical ID: TRSPID /56 F
Author: /{i! iy
Date of Document: [
MINISTERIAL REQUEST
To. /ZZ/!/? //; l/ ’///?{
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The attached correspondence is forwarded fo your office for:

g// Draft Reply

i )
| Briefing (/ /;9 /5"«5;;////;4’%7{//

Please note Treasurer's specific comments

For Information

Tie response with _

Other (see below)

.......................................................................................
......................................................................................
......................................................................................

RESPONSE TO BE RETURNED TO THE TREASURER’S OFFICE BY:

Draft Reply for Premier or other Minister (Please include a forwarding Minute for Treasurer's signature)

Direct Response to Author by Chief Executive (Please return a copy of your reply to this office)

Please note if you foresee a problem meeting the due date please contact the Ministerial Liaison
Officer before the due date. Extensions may not be able to be granted in some cases and therefore

should not be assumed.

Thank you for your assistance.

7¢//Shaun Davies
~/ Ministerial Liaison Officer

Date: ff%é'// Yy e

Ph: 8204 1492
Fax: 8226 1896

PLEASE SEE REVERSE FOR THE REQUIRED RESPONSE FORMAT




PLEASE PREPARE RESPONSES IN 12PT ARIAL FONT

(Physical ID, 9pt font)
*
*
*
*
*

* (6-8 returns depending on size of letter)
Mr John Smith

Company Title

Company Name

Address

ADELAIDE**SA**5000

*

* (3 returns)
<email>

*

*

*(3 returns) — (If email not available, 4 returns after the address)

Dear

* (1 return only)

Thank you for your letter (or email) dated (Day Month Year) about...... (if response is
more than 2 weeks overdue* the first line should read “Thank you for your letter” with
no reference the date).

Please note that this letter is an example of the standard layout required for letters to
be signed by the Treasurer.

In particular, please ensure:
e the font is Arial 12 point, with the left margin set at 2.8cm; and the top, bottom
and right margins being set at 2.5cm);
¢ body of letter is fully justified.
Please note that, for the purpose of this example, * indicates line spacing. Spacing
is variable, depending on the length of the document, however, please ensure
consistency.
*(1 return only)
Yours sincerely
* (5 returns)

*
*

*

Hon Rob Lucas MLC

Treasurer

* (1 return only)
(Month) 2019

(Indicate Att:, cc or enc as necessary, 9pt font)

*Treasurer’s office requires a 30 day turnaround from receipt of correspondence to final
response being sent.



DTF:Treasurer

From: ) ) _ ﬂmf ’
Sent: Friday, 11 December 2020 7:15 AM / .

/S ) >
To: DTF:Treasurer A / ol e T
Subject: Grants Commissiin 3 ' 7‘/67’//@ Tol% .

T t9 L3¢ 7,

Hi Rob and team. Thanks for facilitating a meeting with senior Treasury officials once | raised some concerns in
relation to your correspondence. The meeting gave me an opportunity to set out in some detail what | saw as the
major deficiencies in the Grants Commission methodology. | left the meeting with an understanding that | would
receive some reaction { even if simply a dismissal) to my presentation.

Could that be followed up please.

Thanks Rory McEwen

Sent from my iPad
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Mr Rory McEwen

Email:

Dear McEwen

Thank you for your email dated 11 December 2020 regarding the meeting you had
with senior Treasury officials to discuss issues you have raised about the
methodology used by the Local Government Grants Commission (LGGC) to
distribute Financial Assistance Grants.

The Treasury officials appreciated discussing these matters with you and better
understanding your concerns.

Although | do not believe that another major review of the methodology used by the
LGGC is warranted at this stage, | will encourage LGGC officers to present their
next update to Treasury officials. This will allow Treasury officials to get a more
practical understanding of the results that the current process is delivering and how
that information is presented to the Commission.

Thank you for raising your concerns.

Yours sincerely

Hon Rob Lucas MLC
Treasurer

December 2020
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Summary of Local Government Financial Assistance Grants for the 2021-22 Financial Year

10

Population General Purpose Grant Local Road Grant Special Road Grant Total Grant
Council as at as at 2020-21 2021-22 % Per 2020-21 2021-22 % 2020-21 2021-22 2020-21 2021-22
30 June 2019 30 June 2020 Actual Estimate Chanae Capita Actual Estimate Chanae Actual Estimate Actual Estimate
Adelaide 25,456 26,177 540,119 562,544 4.15% 21.49 279,827 287,949 2.90% 595,000 1,414,946 850,493
Adelaide Hills 39,977 40,162 848,222 863,081 1.75% 21.49 759,439 772,205 1.68% 1,607,661 1,635,286
Adelaide Plains 9,137 9,441 1,197,808 1,248,163 4.32% 132.36 287,912 297,250 3.24% 1,485,720 1,546,838
Alexandrina 27,427 27,876 985,142 1,182,171 20.00% 42.41 660,909 676,609 2.38% 1,646,051 1,858,780
Barossa 25,021 25,245 910,575 1,092,690 20.00% 43.28 527,505 538,538 2.09% 250,000 1,438,081 1,881,228
Barunga West 2,563 2,550 306,841 276,157 -10.00% 108.30 219,571 222,959 1.54% 526,412 499,116
Berri Barmera 10,842 10,836 2,377,832 2,377,832 0.00% 219.44 233,878 237,003 1.34% 166,000 2,777,709 2,614,835
Burnside 45,816 46,127 972,112 991,269 1.97% 21.49 527,017 535,919 1.69% 1,499,129 1,527,188
Campbelltown 52,192 53,082 1,107,397 1,140,732 3.01% 21.49 582,913 596,276 2.29% 445,000 2,135,309 1,737,008
Ceduna 3,442 3,423 1,985,541 1,965,686 -1.00% 574.26 484,397 492,594 1.69% 2,469,938 2,458,280
Charles Sturt 118,943 120,733 2,523,702 2,594,552 2.81% 21.49 1,330,340 1,362,121 2.39% 3,854,042 3,956,673
Clare & Gilbert Valleys 9,424 9,470 864,316 950,747 10.00% 100.40 429,626 437,393 1.81% 1,293,942 1,388,140
Cleve 1,792 1,780 1,058,340 1,058,340 0.00% 594.57 434,647 442,200 1.74% 1,492,987 1,500,540
Coober Pedy 1,834 1,820 825,597 825,597 0.00% 453.62 52,827 53,389 1.06% 878,424 878,986
Coorong 5,429 5,415 2,359,908 2,241,912 -5.00% 414.02 723,502 736,060 1.74% 3,083,410 2,977,972
Copper Coast 15,010 15,128 1,736,705 1,824,768 5.06% 120.61 362,774 369,676 1.90% 267,500 2,099,480 2,461,755
Elliston 1,008 1,011 722,868 722,868 0.09% 715.64 451,058 459,263 1.82% 1,173,926 1,182,777
Flinders Ranges 1,692 1,688 1,190,724 1,178,817 -1.00% 698.35 329,984 335,777 1.76% 1,520,708 1,514,594
Franklin Harbour 1,304 1,304 1,013,478 1,003,343 -1.00% 769.43 240,643 244,898 1.77% 1,254,121 1,248,241
Gawler 24,416 24,718 1,507,589 1,570,842 4.17% 63.54 355,857 364,965 2.56% 1,863,446 1,935,433
Goyder 4,190 4,170 2,499,088 2,374,133 -5.00% 569.34 675,362 686,905 1.71% 3,174,450 3,061,038
Grant 8,584 8,619 1,466,428 1,613,071 10.00% 187.15 371,905 378,509 1.78% 187,000 140,000 2,025,333 2,131,580
Holdfast Bay 37,435 37,784 794,286 811,978 2.23% 21.49 405,901 413,553 1.89% 1,200,187 1,225,531
Kangaroo Island 4,983 5,021 1,686,832 1,844,201 9.46% 367.74 440,108 451,378 2.56% 1,100,000 2,126,940 3,397,781
Karoonda East Murray 1,107 1,101 1,192,770 1,192,770 0.00% 1,083.35 374,223 380,834 1.77% 1,566,993 1,573,604
Kimba 1,065 1,056 992,779 992,779 0.00% 940.13 332,620 338,435 1.75% 1,325,399 1,331,214
Kingston 2,371 2,380 461,611 415,450 -10.00% 174.56 275,790 283,310 2.73% 150,000 737,401 848,760
Light 15,359 15,501 537,130 644,556 20.00% 41.58 460,156 469,156 1.96% 588,000 44,300 1,585,286 1,158,012
Lower Eyre Peninsula 5,780 5,814 492,294 541,524 10.00% 93.14 462,231 470,672 1.83% 1,002,000 1,976,950 1,956,526 2,989,146
Loxton Waikerie 11,743 11,737 3,550,224 3,550,224 0.00% 302.48 804,031 817,575 1.68% 4,354,255 4,367,799
Marion 93,448 94,879 1,982,756 2,038,950 2.83% 21.49 1,062,273 1,085,280 2.17% 129,250 3,045,029 3,253,480
Mid Murray 9,094 9,143 3,313,201 3,313,201 0.00% 362.38 723,590 736,581 1.80% 4,036,791 4,049,782
Mitcham 67,474 67,907 1,431,646 1,459,321 1.93% 21.49 831,820 845,995 1.70% 2,263,466 2,305,316
Mount Barker 36,571 37,744 775,954 827,881 6.75% 21.95 668,610 696,292 4.14% 1,444,563 1,524,653
Mount Gambier 27,275 27,433 2,990,358 3,192,533 6.73% 116.34 438,468 446,282 1.78% 380,000 3,808,827 3,637,933
Mount Remarkable 2,909 2,913 1,636,869 1,620,501 -1.00% 556.30 405,879 413,053 1.77% 2,042,749 2,033,554
Murray Bridge 22,495 22,847 3,475,074 3,475,074 0.00% 152.10 538,600 551,763 2.44% 4,013,675 4,026,837
Naracoorte Lucindale 8,555 8,574 2,744,119 2,716,677 -1.00% 316.85 531,021 540,125 1.71% 300,000 3,575,140 3,256,802
Northern Areas 4,619 4,625 1,399,797 1,399,797 0.00% 302.66 442,991 450,689 1.74% 1,842,788 1,850,486
Norwood, Payneham & St Peters 37,056 37,462 786,404 805,058 2.37% 21.49 392,726 400,286 1.92% 1,179,130 1,205,344
Onkaparinga 172,938 174,575 5,629,888 6,192,877 10.00% 35.47 2,606,160 2,667,781 2.36% 28,000 8,264,049 8,860,658
Orroroo Carrieton 850 844 957,892 957,892 0.00% 1,134.94 280,508 285,439 1.76% 1,238,400 1,243,331
Peterborough 1,687 1,668 1,299,348 1,286,354 -1.00% 771.20 268,569 273,004 1.65% 1,567,916 1,559,358
Playford 94,848 96,547 10,047,737 10,713,288 6.60% 110.94 1,441,199 1,477,643 2.53% 394,000 11,488,936 12,583,026
Port Adelaide Enfield 127,740 129,530 2,710,355 2,783,600 2.70% 21.49 1,497,113 1,530,074 2.20% 225,000 4,432,468 4,313,674
Port Augusta 13,862 13,697 2,767,032 2,767,032 0.00% 202.02 306,385 308,113 0.56% 3,073,416 3,075,145
Port Lincoln 14,718 14,750 1,478,180 1,478,180 0.00% 100.22 241,578 245,023 1.43% 1,719,758 1,723,203
Port Pirie 17,634 17,576 4,076,353 4,076,353 0.00% 231.93 516,994 523,934 1.34% 4,593,348 4,600,287
Prospect 21,520 21,827 456,606 469,062 2.73% 21.49 221,893 226,616 2.13% 678,499 695,678
Renmark Paringa 9,907 9,926 2,505,570 2,505,570 0.00% 252.42 244,066 247,675 1.48% 966,000 2,030,000 3,715,636 4,783,245
Robe 1,450 1,472 30,765 31,633 2.82% 21.49 118,694 121,043 1.98% 149,459 152,676
Roxby Downs 3,954 3,948 156,855 219,597 40.00% 55.62 69,154 69,939 1.14% 226,009 289,536
Salisbury 143,560 144,872 6,860,817 6,871,090 0.12% 47.41 1,737,240 1,768,773 1.82% 281,000 8,879,057 8,637,825
Southern Mallee 2,080 2,089 1,130,768 1,130,768 0.00% 541.30 441,148 449,134 1.81% 1,571,915 1,579,902
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Population General Purpose Grant Local Road Grant Special Road Grant Total Grant
Council as at as at 2020-21 2021-22 % Per 2020-21 2021-22 % 2020-21 2021-22 2020-21 2021-22
30 June 2019 30 June 2020 Actual Estimate Chanae Capita Actual Estimate Chanae Actual Estimate Actual Estimate
Streaky Bay 2,192 2,204 1,449,440 1,449,440 0.00% 657.64 511,223 520,511 1.82% 1,960,663 1,969,951
Tatiara 6,816 6,827 2,989,946 2,989,946 0.00% 437.96 611,809 619,402 1.24% 333,000 250,000 3,934,754 3,859,348
Tea Tree Gully 100,261 100,862 2,127,312 2,167,524 1.89% 21.49 1,221,345 1,241,552 1.65% 3,348,657 3,409,076
Tumby Bay 2,702 2,733 481,334 457,267 -5.00% 167.31 284,510 289,883 1.89% 765,844 747,150
Unley 39,208 39,416 831,905 847,050 1.82% 21.49 410,400 415,305 1.20% 140,000 1,382,305 1,262,355
Victor Harbor 15,465 15,724 343,241 339,809 -1.00% 21.61 297,738 305,632 2.65% 640,979 645,441
Wakefield 6,838 6,773 1,924,743 1,924,743 0.00% 284.18 582,815 591,677 1.52% 2,507,558 2,516,420
Walkerville 8,000 8,094 169,742 173,940 2.47% 21.49 85,374 87,057 1.97% 150,000 405,116 260,997
Wattle Range 12,041 12,060 2,832,646 2,977,164 5.14% 246.95 593,864 603,769 1.67% 3,426,510 3,582,004
West Torrens 60,842 61,735 1,290,930 1,326,685 2.77% 21.49 672,313 686,625 2.13% 400,000 2,363,242 2,013,310
Whyalla 21,665 21,506 4,188,694 4,267,830 1.86% 198.40 411,025 413,990 0.72% 4,599,718 4,680,765
Wudinna 1,300 1,307 1,213,079 1,235,661 1.86% 945.44 436,352 444,398 1.84% 1,649,431 1,680,084
Yankalilla 5,572 5,679 191,887 196,705 2.82% 34.74 179,024 183,387 2.44% 300,000 670,911 380,686
Yorke Peninsula 11,324 11,331 1,338,567 1,204,709 -10.00% 106.32 894,888 910,096 1.70% 2,233,455 2,114,805
Outback Communities Au hority 2,948 2,888 1,578,475 1,615,314 2.33% 559.32 - - 0.00% 1,578,475 1,615,314
Anangu Pitjantjatjara Yankunytja jara 2,573 2,590 1,248,991 1,278,140 2.33% 493.49 165,431 168,690 1.97% 1,414,422 1,446,830
Gerard 225 225 48,745 49,883 2.33% 221.70 22,040 22,474 1.97% 70,785 72,357
Maralinga Tjaru ja 64 64 99,062 101,374 2.33% 1,583.97 59,187 60,353 1.97% 158,249 161,727
Nipapanha 86 85 31,268 31,998 2.33% 376.45 21,945 22,377 1.97% 53,213 54,375
Yalata 255 255 175,449 179,544 2.33% 704.09 47,653 48,592 1.97% 223,102 228,136
Total [ 1,751,963 1,770,375 123,908,060 126,799,812 2.33% 71.62 | 37,412,567 38,149,678 1.97%] 6,486,000 6,732,000 || 167,806,627 171,681,490
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Summary of Local Government Financial Assistance Grants for the 2021-22 Financial Year

Population General Purpose Grant Local Road Grant Special Road Grant Total Grant
Council as at as at 2020-21 2021-22 % Per 2020-21 2021-22 % 2020-21 2021-22 2020-21 2021-22
30 June 2019 30 June 2020 Actual Estimate Chanae Capita Actual Estimate Chanae Actual Estimate Actual Estimate
Adelaide 25,456 26,177 540,119 562,544 4.15% 21.49 279,827 287,949 2.90% 595,000 1,414,946 850,493
Adelaide Hills 39,977 40,162 848,222 863,081 1.75% 21.49 759,439 772,205 1.68% 1,607,661 1,635,286
Adelaide Plains 9,137 9,441 1,197,808 1,248,163 4.32% 132.36 287,912 297,250 3.24% 1,485,720 1,546,838
Alexandrina 27,427 27,876 985,142 1,182,171 20.00% 42.41 660,909 676,609 2.38% 1,646,051 1,858,780
Barossa 25,021 25,245 910,575 1,092,690 20.00% 43.28 527,505 538,538 2.09% 250,000 1,438,081 1,881,228
Barunga West 2,563 2,550 306,841 276,157 -10.00% 108.30 219,571 222,959 1.54% 526,412 499,116
Berri Barmera 10,842 10,836 2,377,832 2,377,832 0.00% 219.44 233,878 237,003 1.34% 166,000 2,777,709 2,614,835
Burnside 45,816 46,127 972,112 991,269 1.97% 21.49 527,017 535,919 1.69% 1,499,129 1,527,188
Campbelltown 52,192 53,082 1,107,397 1,140,732 3.01% 21.49 582,913 596,276 2.29% 445,000 2,135,309 1,737,008
Ceduna 3,442 3,423 1,985,541 1,965,686 -1.00% 574.26 484,397 492,594 1.69% 2,469,938 2,458,280
Charles Sturt 118,943 120,733 2,523,702 2,594,552 2.81% 21.49 1,330,340 1,362,121 2.39% 3,854,042 3,956,673
Clare & Gilbert Valleys 9,424 9,470 864,316 950,747 10.00% 100.40 429,626 437,393 1.81% 1,293,942 1,388,140
Cleve 1,792 1,780 1,058,340 1,058,340 0.00% 594.57 434,647 442,200 1.74% 1,492,987 1,500,540
Coober Pedy 1,834 1,820 825,597 825,597 0.00% 453.62 52,827 53,389 1.06% 878,424 878,986
Coorong 5,429 5,415 2,359,908 2,241,912 -5.00% 414.02 723,502 736,060 1.74% 3,083,410 2,977,972
Copper Coast 15,010 15,128 1,736,705 1,824,768 5.06% 120.61 362,774 369,676 1.90% 267,500 2,099,480 2,461,755
Elliston 1,008 1,011 722,868 722,868 0.09% 715.64 451,058 459,263 1.82% 1,173,926 1,182,777
Flinders Ranges 1,692 1,688 1,190,724 1,178,817 -1.00% 698.35 329,984 335,777 1.76% 1,520,708 1,514,594
Franklin Harbour 1,304 1,304 1,013,478 1,003,343 -1.00% 769.43 240,643 244,898 1.77% 1,254,121 1,248,241
Gawler 24,416 24,718 1,507,589 1,570,842 4.17% 63.54 355,857 364,965 2.56% 1,863,446 1,935,433
Goyder 4,190 4,170 2,499,088 2,374,133 -5.00% 569.34 675,362 686,905 1.71% 3,174,450 3,061,038
Grant 8,584 8,619 1,466,428 1,613,071 10.00% 187.15 371,905 378,509 1.78% 187,000 140,000 2,025,333 2,131,580
Holdfast Bay 37,435 37,784 794,286 811,978 2.23% 21.49 405,901 413,553 1.89% 1,200,187 1,225,531
Kangaroo Island 4,983 5,021 1,686,832 1,844,201 9.46% 367.74 440,108 451,378 2.56% 1,100,000 2,126,940 3,397,781
Karoonda East Murray 1,107 1,101 1,192,770 1,192,770 0.00% 1,083.35 374,223 380,834 1.77% 1,566,993 1,573,604
Kimba 1,065 1,056 992,779 992,779 0.00% 940.13 332,620 338,435 1.75% 1,325,399 1,331,214
Kingston 2,371 2,380 461,611 415,450 -10.00% 174.56 275,790 283,310 2.73% 150,000 737,401 848,760
Light 15,359 15,501 537,130 644,556 20.00% 41.58 460,156 469,156 1.96% 588,000 44,300 1,585,286 1,158,012
Lower Eyre Peninsula 5,780 5,814 492,294 541,524 10.00% 93.14 462,231 470,672 1.83% 1,002,000 1,976,950 1,956,526 2,989,146
Loxton Waikerie 11,743 11,737 3,550,224 3,550,224 0.00% 302.48 804,031 817,575 1.68% 4,354,255 4,367,799
Marion 93,448 94,879 1,982,756 2,038,950 2.83% 21.49 1,062,273 1,085,280 2.17% 129,250 3,045,029 3,253,480
Mid Murray 9,094 9,143 3,313,201 3,313,201 0.00% 362.38 723,590 736,581 1.80% 4,036,791 4,049,782
Mitcham 67,474 67,907 1,431,646 1,459,321 1.93% 21.49 831,820 845,995 1.70% 2,263,466 2,305,316
Mount Barker 36,571 37,744 775,954 827,881 6.75% 21.95 668,610 696,292 4.14% 1,444,563 1,524,653
Mount Gambier 27,275 27,433 2,990,358 3,192,533 6.73% 116.34 438,468 446,282 1.78% 380,000 3,808,827 3,637,933
Mount Remarkable 2,909 2,913 1,636,869 1,620,501 -1.00% 556.30 405,879 413,053 1.77% 2,042,749 2,033,554
Murray Bridge 22,495 22,847 3,475,074 3,475,074 0.00% 152.10 538,600 551,763 2.44% 4,013,675 4,026,837
Naracoorte Lucindale 8,555 8,574 2,744,119 2,716,677 -1.00% 316.85 531,021 540,125 1.71% 300,000 3,575,140 3,256,802
Northern Areas 4,619 4,625 1,399,797 1,399,797 0.00% 302.66 442,991 450,689 1.74% 1,842,788 1,850,486
Norwood, Payneham & St Peters 37,056 37,462 786,404 805,058 2.37% 21.49 392,726 400,286 1.92% 1,179,130 1,205,344
Onkaparinga 172,938 174,575 5,629,888 6,192,877 10.00% 35.47 2,606,160 2,667,781 2.36% 28,000 8,264,049 8,860,658
Orroroo Carrieton 850 844 957,892 957,892 0.00% 1,134.94 280,508 285,439 1.76% 1,238,400 1,243,331
Peterborough 1,687 1,668 1,299,348 1,286,354 -1.00% 771.20 268,569 273,004 1.65% 1,567,916 1,559,358
Playford 94,848 96,547 10,047,737 10,713,288 6.60% 110.94 1,441,199 1,477,643 2.53% 394,000 11,488,936 12,583,026
Port Adelaide Enfield 127,740 129,530 2,710,355 2,783,600 2.70% 21.49 1,497,113 1,530,074 2.20% 225,000 4,432,468 4,313,674
Port Augusta 13,862 13,697 2,767,032 2,767,032 0.00% 202.02 306,385 308,113 0.56% 3,073,416 3,075,145
Port Lincoln 14,718 14,750 1,478,180 1,478,180 0.00% 100.22 241,578 245,023 1.43% 1,719,758 1,723,203
Port Pirie 17,634 17,576 4,076,353 4,076,353 0.00% 231.93 516,994 523,934 1.34% 4,593,348 4,600,287
Prospect 21,520 21,827 456,606 469,062 2.73% 21.49 221,893 226,616 2.13% 678,499 695,678
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Population General Purpose Grant Local Road Grant Special Road Grant Total Grant
Council as at as at 2020-21 2021-22 % Per 2020-21 2021-22 % 2020-21 2021-22 H 2020-21 2021-22
30 June 2019 30 June 2020 Actual Estimate Chanae Capita Actual Estimate Chanae Actual Estimate Actual Estimate
Summary of Local Government Financial Assistance Grants for the 2021-22 Financial Year
Population General Purpose Grant Local Road Grant Special Road Grant Total Grant

Council as at as at 2020-21 2021-22 % Per 2020-21 2021-22 % 2020-21 2021-22 2020-21 2021-22

30 June 2019 30 June 2020 Actual Estimate Change Capita Actual Estimate Change Actual Estimate Actual Estimate
Robe 1,450 1,472 30,765 31,633 2.82% 21.49 118,694 121,043 1.98% 149,459 152,676
Roxby Downs 3,954 3,948 156,855 219,597 40.00% 55.62 69,154 69,939 1.14% 226,009 289,536
Salisbury 143,560 144,872 6,860,817 6,871,090 0.12% 47.41 1,737,240 1,768,773 1.82% 281,000 8,879,057 8,637,825
Southern Mallee 2,080 2,089 1,130,768 1,130,768 0.00% 541.30 441,148 449,134 1.81% 1,571,915 1,579,902
Streaky Bay 2,192 2,204 1,449,440 1,449,440 0.00% 657.64 511,223 520,511 1.82% 1,960,663 1,969,951
Tatiara 6,816 6,827 2,989,946 2,989,946 0.00% 437.96 611,809 619,402 1.24% 333,000 250,000 3,934,754 3,859,348
Tea Tree Gully 100,261 100,862 2,127,312 2,167,524 1.89% 21.49 1,221,345 1,241,552 1.65% 3,348,657 3,409,076
Tumby Bay 2,702 2,733 481,334 457,267 -5.00% 167.31 284,510 289,883 1.89% 765,844 747,150
Unley 39,208 39,416 831,905 847,050 1.82% 21.49 410,400 415,305 1.20% 140,000 1,382,305 1,262,355
Victor Harbor 15,465 15,724 343,241 339,809 -1.00% 21.61 297,738 305,632 2.65% 640,979 645,441
Wakefield 6,838 6,773 1,924,743 1,924,743 0.00% 284.18 582,815 591,677 1.52% 2,507,558 2,516,420
Walkerville 8,000 8,094 169,742 173,940 2.47% 21.49 85,374 87,057 1.97% 150,000 405,116 260,997
Wattle Range 12,041 12,060 2,832,646 2,977,164 5.14% 246.95 593,864 603,769 1.67% 3,426,510 3,582,004
West Torrens 60,842 61,735 1,290,930 1,326,685 2.77% 21.49 672,313 686,625 2.13% 400,000 2,363,242 2,013,310
Whyalla 21,665 21,506 4,188,694 4,267,830 1.86% 198.40 411,025 413,990 0.72% 4,599,718 4,680,765
Wudinna 1,300 1,307 1,213,079 1,235,661 1.86% 945.44 436,352 444,398 1.84% 1,649,431 1,680,084
Yankalilla 5,572 5,679 191,887 196,705 2.82% 34.74 179,024 183,387 2.44% 300,000 670,911 380,686
Yorke Peninsula 11,324 11,331 1,338,567 1,204,709 -10.00% 106.32 894,888 910,096 1.70% 2,233,455 2,114,805
Ou back Communities Authority 2,948 2,888 1,578,475 1,615,314 2.33% 559.32 - - 0.00% 1,578,475 1,615,314
Anangu Pitjan jatjara Yankunytjatjara 2,573 2,590 1,248,991 1,278,140 2.33% 493.49 165,431 168,690 1.97% 1,414,422 1,446,830
Gerard 225 225 48,745 49,883 2.33% 221.70 22,040 22,474 1.97% 70,785 72,357
Maralinga Tjarutja 64 64 99,062 101,374 2.33% 1,583.97 59,187 60,353 1.97% 158,249 161,727
Nipapanha 86 85 31,268 31,998 2.33% 376.45 21,945 22,377 1.97% 53,213 54,375
Yalata 255 255 175,449 179,544 2.33% 704.09 47,653 48,592 1.97% 223,102 228,136
Total [ 1,751,963 1,770,375 123,908,060 126,799,812 2.33% 71.62 | 37,412,567 38,149,678 1.97%] 6,486,000 6,732,000 || 167,806,627 171,681,490
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Estimated Entitlement 2021-22

Brought Forward Payment

Estimated Entitlement 2020-21

Total Cash

(including Brought Forward Payment) Paid 8 June 2021 (Est Entitlement less Brought Forward Payment) +/- Adjustment 2020-21 Cash Payment 2021-22 payment

Council General Purpose [ Local Roads | Special Roads | General Purpose | Local Roads | General Purpose | Local Roads | Special Roads | General Purpose [ Local Roads | Special Roads | General Purpose | Local Roads [ Special Roads |  2021-22

Adelaide $562,544 $287,949 $0 $273,629 $160,175 $288,915 $127,774 S0 $8,343 $4,921 S0 $297,258 $132,695 S0 $429,953
Adelaide Hills $863,081 $772,205 $0 $423,779 $422,119 $439,302 $350,086 S0 $13,103 $13,355 S0 $452,405 $363,441 S0 $815,846
Adelaide Plains $1,248,163 $297,250 $0 $601,784 $182,197 $646,379 $115,053 S0 $18,502 $5,063 S0 $664,881 $120,116 S0 $784,997
Alexandrina $1,182,171 $676,609 $0 $550,865 $420,524 $631,306 $256,085 S0 $15,217 $11,622 S0 $646,523 $267,707 S0 $914,230
Barossa $1,092,690 $538,538 $250,000 $506,155 $337,206 $586,535 $201,332 $250,000 $14,066 $9,276 S0 $600,601 $210,608 $250,000 $1,061,209
Barunga West $276,157 $222,959 $0 $135,926 $128,657 $140,231 $94,302 S0 $4,739 $3,861 S0 $144,970 $98,163 S0 $243,133
Berri Barmera $2,377,832 $237,003 $0 $1,183,725 $150,372 $1,194,107 $86,631 S0 $36,729 $4,113 S0 $1,230,836 $90,744 S0 $1,321,580
Burnside $991,269 $535,919 $0 $496,336 $318,595 $494,933 $217,324 S0 $15,016 $9,268 S0 $509,949 $226,592 S0 $736,541
Campbelltown $1,140,732 $596,276 $0 $558,354 $337,380 $582,378 $258,896 S0 $17,106 $10,251 S0 $599,484 $269,147 S0 $868,631
Ceduna $1,965,686 $492,594 $0 $988,266 $286,417 $977,420 $206,177 S0 $30,670 $8,518 S0 $1,008,090 $214,695 S0 $1,222,785
Charles Sturt $2,594,552  $1,362,121 $0 $1,284,773 $790,225 $1,309,779 $571,896 S0 $38,983 $23,394 S0 $1,348,762 $595,290 S0 $1,944,052
Clare & Gilbert Valleys $950,747 $437,393 $0 $447,271 $262,399 $503,476 $174,994 S0 $13,351 $7,555 S0 $516,827 $182,549 S0 $699,376
Cleve $1,058,340 $442,200 $0 $526,861 $264,732 $531,479 $177,468 S0 $16,348 $7,643 S0 $547,827 $185,111 S0 $732,938
Coober Pedy $825,597 $53,389 $0 $404,617 $30,088 $420,980 $23,301 S0 $12,752 $929 S0 $433,732 $24,230 S0 $457,962
Coorong $2,241,912 $736,060 $0 $1,161,753 $434,494 $1,080,159 $301,566 S0 $36,453 $12,723 S0 $1,116,612 $314,289 S0 $1,430,901
Copper Coast $1,824,768 $369,676 $267,500 $899,943 $217,745 $924,825 $151,931 $267,500 $26,826 $6,379 S0 $951,651 $158,310 $267,500 $1,377,461
Elliston $722,868 $459,263 $0 $359,857 $275,590 $363,011 $183,673 S0 $11,166 $7,932 S0 $374,177 $191,605 S0 $565,782
Flinders Ranges $1,178,817 $335,777 $0 $592,765 $202,276 $586,052 $133,501 S0 $18,392 $5,803 S0 $604,444 $139,304 S0 $743,748
Franklin Harbour $1,003,343 $244,898 $0 $498,923 $147,800 $504,420 $97,098 S0 $15,655 $4,232 S0 $520,075 $101,330 S0 $621,405
Gawler $1,570,842 $364,965 $0 $777,048 $217,885 $793,794 $147,080 S0 $23,288 $6,258 S0 $817,082 $153,338 S0 $970,420
Goyder $2,374,133 $686,905 $0 $1,172,090 $347,190 $1,202,043 $339,715 S0 $38,603 $11,876 S0 $1,240,646 $351,591 S0 $1,592,237
Grant $1,613,071 $378,509 $140,000 $787,504 $222,850 $825,567 $155,659 $140,000 $22,652 $6,540 S0 $848,219 $162,199 $140,000 $1,150,418
Holdfast Bay $811,978 $413,553 $0 $389,916 $225,032 $422,062 $188,521 S0 $12,269 $7,138 S0 $434,331 $195,659 S0 $629,990
Kangaroo Island $1,844,201 $451,378 $1,100,000 $847,171 $271,783 $997,030 $179,595 $1,100,000 $26,056 $7,739 S0 $1,023,086 $187,334 $1,100,000  $2,310,420
Karoonda East Murray $1,192,770 $380,834 $0 $593,781 $230,840 $598,989 $149,994 S0 $18,425 $6,581 S0 $617,414 $156,575 S0 $773,989
Kimba $992,779 $338,435 $0 $494,222 $201,034 $498,557 $137,401 S0 $15,335 $5,849 S0 $513,892 $143,250 S0 $657,142
Kingston $415,450 $283,310 $150,000 $213,121 $173,047 $202,329 $110,263 $150,000 $7,131 $4,850 S0 $209,460 $115,113 $150,000 $474,573
Light $644,556 $469,156 $44,300 $320,475 $272,966 $324,081 $196,190 $44,300 $8,297 $8,092 S0 $332,378 $204,282 $44,300 $580,960
Lower Eyre Peninsula $541,524 $470,672 $1,976,950 $246,436 $296,489 $295,088 $174,183 $1,976,950 $7,604 $8,128 S0 $302,692 $182,311 $1,976,950  $2,461,953
Loxton Waikerie $3,550,224 $817,575 $0 $1,767,363 $493,677 $1,782,861 $323,898 S0 $54,839 $14,139 S0 $1,837,700 $338,037 S0 $2,175,737
Marion $2,038,950 $1,085,280 $129,250 $1,024,114 $644,238 $1,014,836 $441,042 $129,250 $30,627 $18,680 S0 $1,045,463 $459,722 $129,250 $1,634,435
Mid Murray $3,313,201 $736,581 $0 $1,698,641 $449,216 $1,614,560 $287,365 S0 $51,178 $12,724 S0 $1,665,738 $300,089 S0 $1,965,827
Mitcham $1,459,321 $845,995 $0 $723,673 $489,112 $735,648 $356,883 S0 $22,115 $14,628 S0 $757,763 $371,511 S0 $1,129,274
Mount Barker $827,881 $696,292 $0 $447,384 $427,489 $380,497 $268,803 S0 $11,986 $11,757 S0 $392,483 $280,560 S0 $673,043
Mount Gambier $3,192,533 $446,282 $0 $1,528,892 $268,708 $1,663,641 $177,574 S0 $46,191 $7,710 S0 $1,709,832 $185,284 S0 $1,895,116
Mount Remarkable $1,620,501 $413,053 $0 $814,861 $246,069 $805,640 $166,984 S0 $25,284 $7,137 S0 $830,924 $174,121 S0 $1,005,045
Murray Bridge $3,475,074 $551,763 $0 $1,762,195 $328,010 $1,712,879 $223,753 S0 $53,679 $9,471 S0 $1,766,558 $233,224 S0 $1,999,782
Naracoorte Lucindale $2,716,677 $540,125 $0 $1,492,611 $327,239 $1,224,066 $212,886 S0 $42,388 $9,338 S0 $1,266,454 $222,224 S0 $1,488,678
Northern Areas $1,399,797 $450,689 $0 $696,843 $270,699 $702,954 $179,990 S0 $21,622 $7,790 S0 $724,576 $187,780 S0 $912,356
Norwood, Payneham & St Peters $805,058 $400,286 $0 $387,797 $219,300 $417,261 $180,986 S0 $12,148 $6,906 S0 $429,409 $187,892 S0 $617,301
Onkaparinga $6,192,877 $2,667,781 $0 $2,901,154  $1,523,683 $3,291,723  $1,144,098 S0 $86,963 $45,829 S0 $3,378,686  $1,189,927 S0 $4,568,613
Orroroo Carrieton $957,892 $285,439 $0 $476,854 $173,038 $481,038 $112,401 S0 $14,797 $4,933 S0 $495,835 $117,334 S0 $613,169
Peterborough $1,286,354 $273,004 $0 $639,654 $162,798 $646,700 $110,206 S0 $20,071 $4,723 S0 $666,771 $114,929 S0 $781,700
Playford $10,713,288  $1,477,643 $394,000 $5,125,350 $878,744 $5,587,938 $598,899 $394,000 $155,205 $25,344 S0 $5,743,143 $624,243 $394,000 $6,761,386
Port Adelaide Enfield $2,783,600 $1,530,074 $0 $1,367,472 $876,416 $1,416,128 $653,658 S0 $41,866 $26,327 S0 $1,457,994 $679,985 S0 $2,137,979
Port Augusta $2,767,032 $308,113 $0 $1,431,787 $167,463 $1,335,245 $140,650 S0 $42,741 $5,388 S0 $1,377,986 $146,038 S0 $1,524,024
Port Lincoln $1,478,180 $245,023 $0 $761,837 $129,106 $716,343 $115,917 S0 $22,833 $4,248 S0 $739,176 $120,165 S0 $859,341
Port Pirie $4,076,353 $523,934 $0 $2,029,279 $307,797 $2,047,074 $216,137 S0 $62,966 $9,091 S0 $2,110,040 $225,228 S0 $2,335,268
Prospect $469,062 $226,616 $0 $228,812 $127,185 $240,250 $99,431 S0 $7,053 $3,902 S0 $247,303 $103,333 S0 $350,636
Renmark Paringa $2,505,570 $247,675 $2,030,000 $1,247,315 $163,250 $1,258,255 $84,425 $2,030,000 $38,703 $4,292 S0 $1,296,958 $88,717 $2,030,000 $3,415,675
Robe $31,633 $121,043 $0 $15,144 $69,878 $16,489 $51,165 S0 $475 $2,087 S0 $16,964 $53,252 S0 $70,216
Roxby Downs $219,597 $69,939 $0 $87,710 $7,439 $131,887 $62,500 S0 $2,423 $1,216 S0 $134,310 $63,716 S0 $198,026
Salisbury $6,871,090 $1,768,773 $0 $3,687,648 $1,048,861 $3,183,442 $719,912 S0 $105,977 $30,549 S0 $3,289,419 $750,461 S0 $4,039,880
Southern Mallee $1,130,768 $449,134 $0 $562,915 $265,427 $567,853 $183,707 S0 $17,466 $7,758 S0 $585,319 $191,465 S0 $776,784
Streaky Bay $1,449,440 $520,511 $0 $721,555 $304,069 $727,885 $216,442 S0 $22,389 $8,990 S0 $750,274 $225,432 S0 $975,706
Tatiara $2,989,946 $619,402 $250,000 $1,658,370 $373,011 $1,331,576 $246,391 $250,000 $46,185 $10,759 S0 $1,377,761 $257,150 $250,000 $1,884,911
Tea Tree Gully $2,167,524  $1,241,552 $0 $1,089,772 $730,232 $1,077,752 $511,320 S0 $32,860 $21,477 S0 $1,110,612 $532,797 S0 $1,643,409
Tumby Bay $457,267 $289,883 $0 $237,008 $179,086 $220,259 $110,797 S0 $7,435 $5,003 S0 $227,694 $115,800 S0 $343,494
Unley $847,050 $415,305 $0 $413,901 $234,305 $433,149 $181,000 S0 $12,850 $7,217 S0 $445,999 $188,217 S0 $634,216
Victor Harbor $339,809 $305,632 $0 $170,328 $169,383 $169,481 $136,249 S0 $5,301 $5,236 S0 $174,782 $141,485 S0 $316,267
Wakefield $1,924,743 $591,677 $0 $958,170 $352,761 $966,573 $238,916 S0 $29,731 $10,249 S0 $996,304 $249,165 S0 $1,245,469
Walkerville $173,940 $87,057 $0 $88,472 $52,818 $85,468 $34,239 S0 $2,622 $1,501 S0 $88,090 $35,740 S0 $123,830
Wattle Range $2,977,164 $603,769 $0 $1,495,712 $374,015 $1,481,452 $229,754 S0 $43,755 $10,443 S0 $1,525,207 $240,197 S0 $1,765,404
West Torrens $1,326,685 $686,625 $0 $656,976 $397,862 $669,709 $288,763 S0 $19,941 $11,823 S0 $689,650 $300,586 S0 $990,236
Whyalla $4,267,830 $413,990 $0 $2,139,696 $219,201 $2,128,134 $194,789 S0 $64,702 $7,228 S0 $2,192,836 $202,017 S0 $2,394,853
Wudinna $1,235,661 $444,398 $0 $603,894 $265,527 $631,767 $178,871 S0 $18,736 $7,673 S0 $650,503 $186,544 S0 $837,047
Yankalilla $196,705 $183,387 $0 $111,974 $122,896 $84,731 $60,491 S0 $2,964 $3,148 S0 $87,695 $63,639 S0 $151,334
Yorke Peninsula $1,204,709 $910,096 $0 $635,391 $542,074 $569,318 $368,022 S0 $20,678 $15,737 S0 $589,996 $383,759 S0 $973,755
Outback Communities Authority $1,615,314 S0 $0 $805,492 S0 $809,822 $0 S0 $24,382 $0 S0 $834,204 $0 S0 $834,204
Anangu Pitjantjatjara $1,278,140 $168,690 $0 $637,358 $99,046 $640,782 $69,644 S0 $19,292 $2,909 S0 $660,074 $72,553 S0 $732,627
Gerard Cty Council $49,883 $22,474 $0 $24,874 $13,196 $25,009 $9,278 S0 $752 $388 S0 $25,761 $9,666 S0 $35,427
Maralinga Tjarutja $101,374 $60,353 $0 $52,087 $35,438 $49,287 $24,915 S0 $1,530 $1,041 S0 $50,817 $25,956 S0 $76,773
Nipapanha Comm Inc $31,998 $22,377 $0 $15,956 $13,137 $16,042 $9,240 S0 $483 $386 S0 $16,525 $9,626 S0 $26,151
Yalata Cty Council $179,544 $48,592 $0 $89,532 $28,527 $90,012 $20,065 S0 $2,710 $838 S0 $92,722 $20,903 S0 $113,625
TOTAL $126,799,812 $38,149,678 $6,732,000 $63,251,169 $22,399,533 $63,548,643 $15,750,145 $6,732,000 $1,913,971 $657,902 $0 $65,462,614 $16,408,047 $6,732,000 $88,602,661




Financial Assistance Grants - General Purpose Model Contraints (Caps & Collars) over time

GENERAL CONTRAINTS

SPECIFIC CONSTRAINTS

Applied when a council's (Per Captia Applied) Calculation is significantly
higher/lower than Final Estimated Grant

over Raw Calculation is >40% & < -30% (away
from PCA)

:S':I::‘:r':e Standard Standard Below Standard Minimum Above Standard Maximum Notes
Grants M Ml Criteria Minimum Criteria Maximum
1997-98 -4.8% 4.5% - None - None No real specific constraints in place. Grants fell into the
range specified in general contraints
1998-99 -10.0% 20.0% * 'Selected' councils held 0% to -5% * 'Selected' councils held 10%
1999-00 -10.0% 20.0% e 'Selected' councils held 0% e 'Selected' councils held 5%
2000-01 -10.0% 20.0% - None * 'Selected' councils held 8% & 10%
2001-02 -10.0% 20.0% ¢ Predetermined amount to selected councils| up to -21% e 'Selected' councils held 8% & 10%
2002-03 -10.0% 20.0% ¢ Predetermined amount to selected councils| up to -27% - None
2003-04 -10.0% 20.0% ¢ Predetermined amount to selected councils| up to -31% - None
2004-05 -10.0% 20.0% PCA applied to Selected Councils None - None
2005-06 -10.0% 20.0% e 'Selected' councils held -5% - None
2006-07 -5.0% 10.0% o 'Selected' councils held 0% - None
2007-08 0% 10.0% - None - None
2008-09 -1.0% 10.0% o 'Selected' councils held 0% - None
* <-30% -2%
2009-10 -1.5% 9.0% e 'Selected' councils held 0% - None
* <-50% -2%
2010-11 -1.5% 9.0% ® -20% to -50% (away from PCA) -3% * 50% to 100% (away from PCA) 10%
® <-50% (away from PCA) -5% * >100% (away from PCA) 12%
2011-12 -1.5% 9.0% ‘Selected' councils held 0% to -5% > 100% (away from PCA) 12%
2012-13 -1.5% 9.0% ® -20% to -30% (away from PCA) -3% * 50% to 100% (away from PCA) 10%
® <-30% (away from PCA) -5% * >100% (away from PCA) 12%
2013-14 -1.5% 9.0% ® -15% to -20% (away from PCA) -2% * 50% to 100% (away from PCA) 10%
® <-20% regional (away from PCA) -3% * >100% (away from PCA) 12%
® <-20% metro (away from PCA) -5%
2014-15 -1.0% 0.5% ¢ -15% to -20% (away from PCA) -2% - None
® <-20% (away from PCA) -3% 3 year Indexation pause (Year 1 of 3)
2015-16 -1.0% 0.5% ® -15% to -20% (away from PCA) -2% - None
® -20% to -30% (away from PCA) -3%
* <-30% (away from PCA) -4% 3 year Indexation pause (Year 2 of 3)
2016-17 -1.0% 0.5% - None - None 3 year Indexation pause (Year 3 of 3)
2017-18 -2.0% 10.0% - None |e >50% (away from PCA) 14%
2018-19 -2.0% 10.0% - None |e >50% (away from PCA) 14%
2019-20 1.0% 10.0% o If the percentage of Final Estimated Grant 0% * >50% (away from PCA) 14% Standard minimum Minimum floor aproach introduced.
over Raw Calculation is >40% Applied 1.0% floor if raw calculation is increasing from the
o |f the percentage of Final Estimated Grant -3% previous year.
over Raw Calculation is >40% & < -30% (away
from PCA)
2020-21 0.0% 2.0% o If the percentage of Final Estimated Grant -1% ¢ |f the percentage of Final 10%
over Raw Calculation is >36.5% & <40% Estimated Grant over Raw
« If the percentage of Final Estimated Grant -5% Calculation is <26% 20%
over Raw Calculation is >40% * >50% (away from PCA)
« If the percentage of Final Estimated Grant -10%
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2021-22 General Purpose Grant Calculations (Final Advice Model 2021-22 - Option FA (2A))
Estimated Grant over Raw Calculation

Source: Total Raw Grant, Per Capita Applied and Estimated Grants Over Source: Time (1998-99 to 2020-21)

12

Final Advice Model 2021-22 (2A) - Fn50 Removal of Non Resident Use

FORMULA FORMULA | FORMULA | FORMULA FORMULA FORMULA FORMULA
Raw Grant Per Capita Applied (PCA) Formula Estimated Grant | Estimated Grant Formula
Estimated Grant
Per Capita PCA over | Estimated Grant per capita
Raw Grant Applied Per Capita | Raw Grant (Model FA (Model FA
Per Capita (per head) | % Change | Per Capita 2021-22 2021-22
$ $ % % $ $
Roxby Downs 271.09 32.08% 88.52 122.81% 32.66% 219,597.00 55.62 20.52%
Alexandrina 167.10 22.82% 54.57 54.40% 32.66% 1,182,171.00 42.41 25.38%
Light 161.36 6.85% 52.69 52.07% 32.66% 644,556.00 41.58 25.77%
Barossa 155.97 6.55% 50.93 41.21% 32.66% 1,092,690.00 43.28 27.75%
Clare & Gilbert Valleys 351.36 6.04% 114.74 25.71% 32.66% 950,747.00 100.40 28.57%
Lower Eyre Peninsula 325.94 3.37% 106.44 25.70% 32.66% 541,524.00 93.14 28.58%
Grant 607.56 -2.06% 198.40 16.61% 32.66% 1,613,071.00 187.15 30.80%
Onkaparinga 113.97 8.71% 37.22 15.40% 32.66% 6,192,877.00 35.47 31.13%
Salisbury 151.91 2.11% 49.61 4.75% 32.66% 6,869,052.00 47.41 31.21%
Yankalilla 111.31 -1.15% 36.35 7.58% 32.66% 197,299.00 34.74 31.21%
Adelaide Plains 424.07 3.58% 138.48 9.15% 32.66% 1,249,588.00 132.36 31.21%
Copper Coast 386.43 1.89% 126.19 9.92% 32.66% 1,824,579.00 120.61 31.21%
Elliston 2,292.87 3.59% 748.75 4.72% 32.66% 723,514.00 715.64 31.21%
Gawler 203.56 8.32% 66.47 8.99% 32.66% 1,570,468.00 63.54 31.21%
Kangaroo Island 1,178.20 11.69% 384.75 14.52% 32.66% 1,846,403.00 367.74 31.21%
Mount Gambier 372.76 3.03% 121.73 11.67% 32.66% 3,191,651.00 116.34 31.21%
Wattle Range 791.22 -0.30% 258.38 10.00% 32.66% 2,978,235.00 246.95 31.21%
Whyalla 635.66 1.93% 207.58 6.58% 32.66% 4,266,775.00 198.40 31.21%
Wudinna 3,029.12 3.63% 989.17 6.58% 32.66% 1,235,686.00 945.44 31.21%
Mount Barker 70.32 33.77% 22.96 11.69% 32.66% 828,361.00 21.95 31.21%
Playford 355.46 7.94% 116.08 11.54% 32.66% 10,711,383.00 110.94 31.21%
Murray Bridge 485.36 3.98% 158.50 4.20% 32.66% 3,475,074.00 152.10 31.34%
Mid Murray 1,154.28 2.10% 376.93 4.02% 32.66% 3,313,201.00 362.38 31.39%
Port Lincoln 315.17 4.23% 102.92 2.70% 32.66% 1,478,180.00 100.22 31.80%
Port Augusta 627.63 1.15% 204.96 1.46% 32.66% 2,767,032.00 202.02 32.19%
Kimba 2,909.77 3.40% 950.20 1.07% 32.66% 992,779.00 940.13 32.31%
Loxton Waikerie 935.71 3.71% 305.56 1.02% 32.66% 3,550,224.00 302.48 32.33%
Cleve 1,832.43 3.42% 598.39 0.64% 32.66% 1,058,340.00 594,57 32.45%
Northern Areas 927.80 6.20% 302.98 0.11% 32.66% 1,399,797.00 302.66 32.62%
Port Pirie 710.90 3.96% 232.15 0.09% 32.66% 4,076,353.00 231.93 32.62%
Coober Pedy 1,368.20 3.43% 446.79 -1.51% 32.66% 825,597.00 453.62 33.15%
Berri Barmera 655.41 2.98% 214.03 -2.47% 32.66% 2,377,832.00 219.44 33.48%
Southern Mallee 1,608.97 2.35% 525.42 -2.93% 32.66% 1,130,768.00 541.30 33.64%
Tatiara 1,274.87 -1.24% 416.31 -4.94% 32.66% 2,989,946.00 437.96 34.35%
Orroroo Carrieton 3,295.86 1.65% 1,076.28 -5.17% 32.66% 957,892.00 1,134.94 34.44%
Renmark Paringa 730.87 2.81% 238.67 -5.45% 32.66% 2,505,570.00 252.42 34.54%
Karoonda East Murray 3,128.58 3.31% 1,021.65 -5.70% 32.66% 1,192,770.00 1,083.35 34.63%
Streaky Bay 1,885.29 7.95% 615.65 -6.39% 32.66% 1,449,440.00 657.64 34.88%
Wakefield 803.99 0.33% 262.55 -7.61% 32.66% 1,924,743.00 284.18 35.35%
Mount Remarkable 1,538.02 -0.37% 502.25 -10.62% 32.66% 1,620,501.00 556.30 36.17%
Naracoorte Lucindale 857.89 -3.08% 280.15 -12.47% 32.66% 2,716,677.00 316.85 36.93%
Franklin Harbour 2,072.53 7.34% 676.80 -12.92% 32.66% 1,003,343.00 769.43 37.13%
Flinders Ranges 1,880.53 4.05% 614.10 -12.94% 32.66% 1,178,817.00 698.35 37.14%
Peterborough 2,075.66 3.03% 677.82 -12.99% 32.66% 1,286,354.00 771.20 37.15%
Victor Harbor 57.00 -8.52% 18.61 -14.73% 32.66% 339,809.00 21.61 37.91%
Ceduna 1,466.04 3.48% 478.74 -17.47% 32.66% 1,965,686.00 574.26 39.17%
Goyder 1,442.30 3.76% 470.99 -21.41% 32.66% 2,374,133.00 569.34 39.47%
Coorong 1,035.02 -3.37% 337.99 -22.45% 32.66% 2,241,912.00 414.02 40.00%
Tumby Bay 402.29 11.07% 131.37 -25.41% 32.66% 457,267.00 167.31 41.59%
Yorke Peninsula 233.57 -11.30% 76.27 -35.44% 32.66% 1,204,709.00 106.32 45.52%
Barunga West 189.02 -8.48% 61.72 -48.70% 32.66% 276,157.00 108.30 57.29%
Kingston 261.93 -25.92% 85.53 -55.90% 32.66% 415,450.00 174.56 66.64%
Average (excluding PCM $21.49 pe 604.03 246.71 24.82% 258.33 25.94%
Methodology changes
Fn 50 - Removal of Non Resident Use (H/M/L Allowance)
Other
Capping Criteria Used for 2021-22 Grants
NOTES

Standard Maximum 10%
Above Standard Maximum 40%
Above Standard Maximum 20%

Standard Minimum

Below Standard Minimum

-5%

Below Standard Minimum

-10%

If > 100% (away from PCA)

If >40% (away from PCA) &
If the percentage of Estimated Grant over Raw Calc is <26%

Standard Minimum floor aproach introduced for 2019-20.

If the percentage of Estimated Grant over Raw Calc is >36%

If <-20% (away from PCA) &

If the percentage of Estimated Grant over Raw Calc is >36%

If <-30% (away from PCA) &

If the percentage of Estimated Grant over Raw Calc is >45%

FORMULA FORMULA FORMULA
Grant % Change
% Change from | $ Change from

Previous Year's

(2021-22 Est to

(2021-22 Est to

Last Years Final Model

Actual 2020-21 Actual) | 2020-21 Actual)
$ % $
156,854.89 40.00% 62,742 10.00% 19.27%
985,142.20 20.00% 197,029 10.00% 25.74%
537,129.89 20.00% 107,426 20.00% 22.80%
910,575.39 20.00% 182,115 10.00% 24.10%
864,315.83 10.00% 86,431 2.00% 26.55%
492,294.32 10.00% 49,230 2.00% 26.13%
1,466,428.49 10.00% 146,643 2.00% 27.51%
5,629,888.21 10.00% 562,989 0.00% 31.23%
6,860,817.00 0.12% 8,235 0.00% 32.16%
191,887.02 2.82% 5,412 20.00% 23.13%
1,197,808.19 4.32% 51,780 0.00% 31.50%
1,736,705.37 5.06% 87,874 0.27% 29.34%
722,867.93 0.09% 646 0.00% 29.88%
1,507,589.28 4.17% 62,879 0.00% 31.50%
1,686,831.99 9.46% 159,571 0.00% 30.54%
2,990,358.17 6.73% 201,293 0.13% 29.34%
2,832,646.04 5.14% 145,589 0.23% 29.34%
4,188,693.50 1.86% 78,081 0.00% 30.50%
1,213,079.07 1.86% 22,607 0.00% 31.47%
775,953.93 6.75% 52,407 1.88%
10,047,737.42 6.60% 663,646 0.00% 31.57%
3,475,074.44 0.00% 0 0.00% 32.09%
3,313,201.03 0.00% 0 0.00% 31.63%
1,478,180.01 0.00% 0 0.00% 31.10%
2,767,031.51 0.00% 0 0.00% 31.57%
992,779.16 0.00% 0 0.00% 33.14%
3,550,224.26 0.00% 0 0.00% 32.98%
1,058,339.86 0.00% 0 0.00% 33.41%
1,399,797.25 0.00% 0 0.00% 35.17%
4,076,353.22 0.00% 0 0.00% 33.22%
825,596.75 0.00% 0 0.00% 31.55%
2,377,831.66 0.00% 0 0.00% 33.53%
1,130,767.63 0.00% 0 0.00% 34.40%
2,989,945.80 0.00% 0 0.00% 33.90%
957,892.28 0.00% 0 0.00% 35.09%
2,505,569.79 0.00% 0 0.00% 34.58%
1,192,770.37 0.00% 0 0.00% 35.62%
1,449,440.07 0.00% 0 0.00% 35.93%
1,924,742.93 0.00% 0 0.00% 35.99%
1,636,869.23 -16,368 0.00% 35.18%
2,744,118.58 -27,442 0.00% 35.97%
1,013,477.89 -10,135 -1.00% 37.43%
1,190,723.76 -11,907 0.00% 36.05%
1,299,347.64 -12,994 -1.00% 37.34%
343,240.94 -3,432 2.00% 28.91%
1,985,541.06 -19,855 -1.00% 38.60%
2,499,087.66 -5.00% -124,955 -5.00% 42.90%
2,359,907.79 -5.00% -117,996 -1.00% 39.53%
481,334.02 -5.00% -24,067 -5.00% 43.08%
1,338,567.45 -10.00% -133,858 -5.00% 43.45%
306,840.68 -10.00% -30,684 -10.00% 46.50%
461,611.37 -10.00% -46,161 -10.00% 44.62%
2.70% 41,434 0.64%
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Commonwealth Financial Assistance Grants (FA Grants) — See GC98A

FA Grants are divided into two components; (1) General Purpose Grants and (2) Identified
Local Road Grants.

1. General Purpose Grants - Recommendations

The General Purpose Grant pool has been estimated to increase by 2.24 percent or
$40.3 million across Australia and 2.33 percent or $2.89 million for South Australia for
2021-22. The increase is significantly higher than the 1.13 percent or $19.9 million
provided nationally for 2020-21, which was impacted by the bushfires of the summer of
2019-20 and the COVID-19 crisis.

General Purpose Grants are allocated on a per capita basis and while South Australia’s
population is increasing, its proportion of the national population has been decreasing
for many years. This has meant that South Australia has, over many years, received a
reducing allocation of general purpose grants each year. For 2021-22, South Australia’s
proportion of the national pool of general purpose grants is estimated to have increased
from 6.88 percent of the actual allocation for 2020-21 to 6.89 percent of the final
estimated allocation for 2021-22.

Given the current climate, the Commission has continued to carefully manage its
approach to the allocation of general purpose grants across the State. It has focussed
on ensuring that councils with significant changes to assessed need are addressed
(positively and negatively) and councils with smaller changes in assessed need are
provided with support to maintain the same level of funding to that which was provided
in 2020-21.

As a result, 13 of the State’s 74 local governing authorities (68 Councils, 5 Aboriginal
Communities and the Outback Communities Authority) will receive a reduction in general
purpose grants, ranging from 10 percent to 1 percent. A further 18 bodies will receive
general purpose grants equal to that which they received for 2020-21 (a zero percent
change). Reductions are the result of the Commission’s assessment of capacity to
provide services and a reducing need for assistance from the grants program.

Conversely, general purpose grants for 16 of the State’s local governing authorities are
increasing, up to 20 percent over their actual 2020-21 grants and one local governing
body is recommended to receive a 40 percent increase — albeit a relatively smaller dollar
increase.

The increases in grants reflect an increasing need for assistance in general purpose
grants, based on underlying factors such as valuations, population, need for expenditure
or previous changes to the Commission’s methodology. The Commission recommends
capping increases in order to provide manageable changes to grants for councils within
the pool of funding available from the Federal Government for 2021-22.

There are 17 councils on the per capita minimum for 2021-22, the same number as the
previous year. The per capita minimum for 2021-22 is $21.49, an increase of $0.60 per
capita from 2020-21. The increasing per capita minimum for 2021-22 reflects a larger
increase in the pool of funding for 2021-22 and a small increase in the estimated
proportion of the population for SA, which correlates to a small increase in the share of
the pool of general purpose grants.



The Commission recommends that general purpose grants for the Aboriginal local
governing authorities and the Outback Communities Authority return to an annual
increase in funding equivalent to the increase in the general purpose grants for South
Australia and have recommended an increase of 2.33 percent.

For 2021-22, the Commission has made one change to its distribution methodology to
reflect many discussions with elected bodies as part of council visits and the
Commission’s continual review of its methodology. The change to the methodology is
the exclusion of the non-resident use allowance currently provided in its other needs
assessment (Function 50). This allowance, historically based on Commission
judgement, has been removed based on the Commissions assessment that non-resident
use of council services cannot be measured for every council and that revenue and
expenditure from non-resident use is already captured in the methodology.

Work has also continued to review the assessment of expenditure need for maintenance
of footpaths and associated road infrastructure. While no changes were made to the
methodology to account for this work, further data will be collected and analysed in the
coming 12 months on this area.

The Commission’s overall approach to distributing general purpose grants focuses on a
more detailed examination of changes in assessed need from previous years and the
current year (2021-22) and a more targeted application of caps and collars, which the
Commission uses to manage changes in grants over time.

2. ldentified Local Road Grants - Recommendations

In accordance with local road grant distribution principles, 85 percent of the total pool is
allocated for Formulae Grants and 15 percent to the Special Local Roads Program.

The Formulae Grants are based on factors that influence the level of inherent need such
as road length, population and area. Movements in the grants are influenced by changes
in these factors. There are no constraints limiting changes.

Identified Local Road Grants will increase by 2.24 percent or $17.9 million across
Australia and 2.24 percent or $983,000 for South Australia for 2021-22. Formulae grants
for individual councils will increase by an average of 1.90 percent for 2021-22 and
changes in Formulae Grants for individual councils range between 0.56 percent and 4.14
percent. Changes in grants are due to changes in councils’ population and road lengths.

Recommendations for distribution of the 2021-22 Special Local Roads Program are
discussed below and are presented in the Commission’s recommendations (see
GC98A).

Supplementary Local Road Funding — See GC98B

South Australia’s share of the Identified Local Road Grants is fixed at 5.5 per cent of the
total national pool. The State Government believes that the allocation to the States on an
historical basis is inequitable, given that South Australia has 11.8 percent of the Nation’s
local roads and an estimated 6.89 percent of the National population.



This inequity was addressed, in part, with the Supplementary Local Road Funding program
provided between 2004-05 and 2013-14. This funding provided an additional $135.4 million
in road funding to South Australia, increasing the proportion of road funding for South
Australia from 5.5 percent to 7.4 percent. The funding was not renewed between 2014-15
and 2016-17.

The Supplementary Local Road Funding program was re-instated as part of the 2017-18
Federal Budget with $20 million provided in each of the 2017-18 and 2018-19 financial years,
was extended for 2019-20 and 2020-21, providing $20 million each year and has been
further extended again for 2021-22 and 2022-23 providing $20 million each year.

The Supplementary Local Road Funding is provided to South Australia under the terms of
an updated Project Agreement between the State and Federal Government, which was
revised in June 2019 to include 2019-20 and 2020-21 and will be extended again to cover
2021-22 and 2022-23. The conditions of the Agreement ensure that arrangements for the
provision of the Supplementary Local Road Funding mirror the Identified Local Road Grants,
including:

e The Minister for Planning and Local Government providing recommendations made by
the Commission for distribution of the Supplementary Local Road Funding;

e Funding, when provided by the Federal Government, is passed on to local governing
authorities, without undue delay; and

e The Minister Planning and Local Government and the Treasurer, provide a Statement of
Payments at the end of the financial year (in the same way as is currently provided for
the Financial Assistance Grants) to the Federal Minister.

The Commission therefore makes recommendations for the distribution of the
Supplementary Local Road Funding in line with the Project Agreement.

The Commission recommends that the Supplementary Local Road Funding be distributed
on the same basis as the ldentified Local Road Grants, i.e. 85 percent to be allocated as
Formulae Grants (using the relativities assessed for the Identified Local Road Grants) and
15 percent to be allocated to the Special Local Roads Program, as has been the case in
previous years.

Roads to Recovery Program — See GC98C

The Federal Government requires that the structure of the Roads to Recovery grants for
South Australia replicate that of the Identified Local Road Grants, i.e., 85 percent Formulae
Grants and 15 percent Special Local Road Grants. The formulae component of these grants
is allocated by the Australian Government direct to councils, with the remaining 15 percent
special local road grants component based on the recommendations of the Commission.

Under the current Roads to Recovery Program, $2.5 billion will be provided over the period
2019-20 to 2023-24. This includes $40 million per annum for South Australia and $6.075
million to be distributed as part of the Special Local Roads Program for 2021-22.



Special Local Roads Program — See GC98A, GC98B and GC98C

For 2021-22, a total of $15.807 million will be made available for the Special Local Roads
Program. These funds are made up of 15 percent of the Identified Local Road Grants
($6.732 million), 15 percent of the Supplementary Local Road Funding Program ($3.0
million) and 15 percent of the Roads to Recovery program ($6.075 million).

The Special Local Roads Program will provide funding for 26 strategic projects across the
State for 2020-21.
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ATTACHMENT 2

National Principles

There are six principles for general purpose grants and an additional principal for the identified
local road grants.

They are:

(i)

(ii)

(iii)

(iv)

(v)

(vi)

(vii)

Horizontal Equalisation

General Purpose Grants will be allocated to local governing bodies, as far as practicable,
on a full horizontal equalisation basis as defined by the Commonwealth Local Government
(Financial Assistance) Act, 1995. This is a basis that ensures that each local governing
body in the State/Territory is able to function by reasonable effort, at a standard not lower
than the average standard of other local governing bodies in the State. It takes account of
differences in the expenditure required by those local governing bodies in the performance
of their function and in the capacity of those local governing bodies to raise revenue.

Effort Neutrality

An effort or policy neutral approach will be used in assessing expenditure requirements
and revenue raising capacity of each local governing body. This means as far as
practicable, policies of individual local governing bodies in terms of expenditure and
revenue effort will not affect the grant determination.

Minimum Grant

The minimum general purpose grant allocation for a local governing body will be not less
than the amount to which the local governing body would be entitled if thirty per cent of the
total amount of equalisation component funds for the State/Territory were allocated on a
per capita basis.

Other Grant Support

Other relevant grant support provided to local governing bodies to meet any of the
expenditure needs assessed that should be taken into account using an inclusion
approach.

Aboriginal Peoples and Torres Strait Islanders
Financial assistance shall be allocated to councils in a way, which recognises the needs
of Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander people within their boundaries.

Council Amalgamation

Where two or more local governing bodies are amalgamated into a single body, the general
purpose grant provided to the new body for each of the four years following amalgamation,
should be the total of the amounts that would have been provided to the former bodies in
each of those years if they had remained separate entities.

Identified Road Component

The identified road component of the financial assistance grants should be allocated to
local governing bodies as far as practicable on the basis of the relative needs of each local
governing body for roads expenditure and to preserve its road assets. In assessing roads
needs relevant considerations include length, type and usage of roads in each local
governing area.
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Administrative Support is provided to the Commission by its Executive Officer, Peter llee (centre),
Senior Project Officer, Alex Sgro (left) and Senior Administrative Officer, Helga Henning (right)

LEGISLATIVE FRAMEWORK

The Commonwealth Local Government (Financial Assistance)
Act 1995 governs the way in which grants are distributed and
sets out the six National Principles to be adhered to in the
allocation process.

GLOSSARY OF TERMS

Horizontal Equalisation: refers to the distribution of
grants in a way which assists each local governing body
to provide services (by reasonable effort) at a standard not
lower than the average of other local governing bodies in
the State.

Revenue Component: refers to the calculation of a
council’s capacity to raise revenue on a per capita basis,
compared to the average council, taking into consideration
capital values of properties within each council comparedto
the State average.

SEIFA Index: refers to the Socio-Economic Index’s for
Areas. This index is published by the Australian Bureau of
Statistics and is used by the Commission to make
adjustments to its revenue component assessment based
on its resident’s capacity to pay.

Expenditure Component: refers to the calculation of a
councils expenditure needs on a per capita basis,
compared to the average council, taking into account the
reported expenditures of all councils across a standard
range of services provided.

Cost Driver or Unit of Measure: refers to the main factor
that influences the cost of providing a particular service to a
community and is used by the Commission in its
expenditure component assessments. For example, the
cost driver for the assessment of aged care services is the
proportion of a council’s population which is over 65 years
ofage.

Cost Relativity Index (CRI): refers to an adjustment made
to expenditure component assessments to account for the
differences in providing services that are outside council's
control. For example, an adjustment is made to the
assessment of waste management services (via a CRI) to
account for the differences in the length of the collection route
required for each council (for general waste), i.e., how far
councils have to travel to collect waste from its residents.

The Act provides for:

a per capita distribution (to the States) for the general
financial assistance funding;

the continued separate identification of local road funding
provided according to allocations set prior to 1991-1992;

a National Report on the operation of the Act, specifically the
achievement of horizontal equalisation, the methods used
by each State or Territory Commission, the performance of
councils including their efficiency, and the provision of
services to Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander
communities; and

a set of National Principles governing the distribution. The
Principles, which provide for a distribution based on
horizontal equalisation (subject to the minimum grant
entitlement), are discussed on the following page



NATIONAL PRINCIPLES FOR GRANT
DISTRIBUTION

Horizontal Equalisation

The generalfinancial assistance funding (general purpose
grant) is distributed using a needs based approach, called
horizontal fiscal equalisation, which aims to compensate
councils with below average revenue raising capacity and
above average costs of service provision.

Minimum Grant

The minimum grant entitlement is the amount that
councils would be entitled to if 30 percent of the general
financial assistance funding was distributed between
councils on a per capita basis.

Effort Neutrality

In assessing grant amounts for individual councils, the
Commission takes no account of the policies and
practices of those councils. Thus individual policy on rate
setting, service provision and standards, and levels of
debtand reserves have no impact on the amount that the
Commission recommends be provided to each council.

Other Grant Support

Other grant support provided to councils to meet
expenditure needs is taken into account.

Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islanders

Financial Assistance is allocated to councils in a way
which recognises the needs of Aboriginal and Torres Strait
Island people within their boundaries.

Council Amalgamation

Where two or more local governing bodies are
amalgamated into a single body, the general purpose
grant provided to the new body for each of the four years
following amalgamation should be the total of the
amounts that would have been provided to the former
bodies in each of those years if they had remained
separate entities.

The facts of the matter

Grants distributed should compensate Councils for
differences in the costs of providing services and in
differences in their revenue raising capacity.

Equalisation refers to the financial capacity of the
council; it does not mean that the level of service must
be equal.

Councils may choose to have higher or lower levels of
service according to their own priorities.

The Commission aims to equalise their financial
capacity to provide a similar level of service to their
communities.

The Grants are untied and may be spent according to
community priorities.

THE COMMISSION’S METHODOLOGY

The methodology used to assess the amount of general
purpose funding provided to each council in South Australia is
intended to recommend allocations consistent with the
National Principles.

The over-riding principle is one of horizontal equalisation (see
glossary), which is constrained by the requirement for each
local governing body to receive a minimum entitlement per
head of population (the per capita minimum grant).

The Commission has a direct assessment approach to the
calculations. This means it calculates a separate estimate of a
component revenue grant and a component expenditure grant
for each council. These are combined to determine each
council’s overall equalisation need. A standard formula is used
as a basis for both the revenue and expenditure component
grants.

Available funds are distributed in accordance with the
relativities established through this process and adjustments
are made as necessary to ensure the per capita minimum
entitlement is met for each council.

For local governing bodies outside the incorporated areas,
allocations are made on a per capita basis. The initial

per capita allocation was determined by an independent
consultancy. This methodology applies to the Outback
Communities Authority and five Aboriginal communities.

Revenue Component

The revenue component estimates a grant amount, which
depends on whether the revenue raising capacity of the
council per capita is greater or less than the state per capita.
Revenue grants can be positive or negative. For example,
councils with the capacity to raise revenue greater than that
of a standard council, will receive a negative revenue grant
assessment. In contrast, councils with lesser capacity to raise
revenue would receive a positive grant assessment.

The Commission estimates each council's component
revenue grant by applying the State average rate in the dollar
to the difference between the council's improved capital
values per capita (weighted by the council's SEIFA Index of
Economic Resources) and those for the State as a whole, and
multiplying this back by the council’s population.

The State average rate in the dollar is the ratio of total rate
revenue to total improved capital values of rateable property.
The State average SEIFA Index (Economic Resources)isone.

The result shows how much less (or more) rate revenue a
council would be able to raise than the average for the State as
a whole if it applied the State average rate in the dollar to the
capital values of its rateable properties. This calculation is
repeated for each of five land use categories, namely
residential, commercial, industrial, rural and other.




The SEIFA Index of Economic Resources is applied to the
capital valuations for residential and rural property only.

Toovercome fluctuations inthe base data, valuations, rate
revenue and population are averaged over three years.

Subsidies that most councils receive and are not
dependent upon their own special effort, i.e. they are
effort neutral, are treated by the “inclusion approach”.
That is, subsidies such as those for library services and
the identified local road grants are included in the
revenue assessment.

Expenditure Component

The calculation for the expenditure component is based
on the assessment of specific functions typically
undertaken by councils. It estimates a grant component,
which depends onwhether the standardised expenditure
of the council per capita is greater or less than the state
average per capita and takes account of relative cost
advantages and disadvantages between councils.

Expenditure components can also be positive or
negative. Councils whose standardised expenditure per
capita is more than the state average per capita, in the
cost of providing services or performing functions, will
receive a positive assessment and vice versa.

The Commission assesses expenditure needs and a
component expenditure grant for each of a range of
functions and these are combined to give a total
component expenditure grant for each council. The
methodology compares each council per capita against
the State per capita for each function.

Each function is identified by a main cost driver or unit
of measure. This is divided into the total expenditure on
the function for the State as a whole to determine the
average or standard cost for the particular function.

Cost Relativity Index

Cost Relativity Indices (CRIs) are a measure of a
council's relative advantage or disadvantage as
compared to other councils providing similar services or
functions. They measure the degree to which a council’s
costs for each function might be expected to exceed (or
be less) than the average or standard cost because of
factors outside the council’s control. The average council
= 1.0 and consequently they are centred around 1.0. In
the case of roads, CRIs measure relative costs of factors
such as material haulage, soil type, rainfall and
drainage.

CRIs are used as a multiplier in the expenditure
calculation. To overcome fluctuations in the base data,
inputs into the expenditure assessments (with the
exception of the newly revised road lengths) are
averaged over three years.

Expenditure Grant Functions

The following services are currently assessed under the
expenditure component:

Aged Care Services, Bridges, Community Support,
Environment & Coastal Protection, Health Inspection, Jetties,
Wharves, Marinas & Boat Ramps, Planning & Building
Control, Public Order & Safety, Roads, Services to Families
and Children, Sport, Recreation and Culture, Stormwater
Drainage — Maintenance, Waste Management, Airports &
Authorised Landing Areas, Non Resident Use of Council
Facilities, Isolation, Proportion of Indigenous Population,
Percentage of Unemployed People.

Aggregated Revenue and Expenditure Grants

Component grants for all revenue categories and expenditure
functions, calculated for each council using the method
outlined above, are aggregated to give each council’s total raw
grant figure. Where the raw grant calculation per head of
population is less than the per capita minimum entitlement as
set out in the Act, $20.89 for 2020-21, the grant is adjusted to
bring it up to the per capita minimum entitlement. The balance
of the allocated amount, less allocation to other local
governing bodies outside the incorporated areas, is then
apportioned to the remaining councils based ontheir calculated
proportion of the raw grant.

Commission determined limits may then be applied to
minimise the impact on council’'s budgetary processes.

Local Road Funding

The formula component is divided between metropolitan and
non-metropolitan councils on the basis of an equal weighting of
road length and population.

In the metropolitan area, allocations to individual councils are
determined again by an equal weighting of population and
road length. In the non-metropolitan area, allocations are
made on an equal weighting of population, road length and
area of council.

Special Local Roads Program

Distribution of the grants under the Special Local Roads
Program is based on recommendations from the Local
Government Transport Advisory Panel, who are responsible
for assessing submissions from regional associations on local
road projects of regional significance.

Funding is sourced at the rate of 15 percent from the Local
Road Component of the Financial Assistance Grants, Roads to
Recovery Funding and Supplementary Local Road Funding
(see summary of grants on insert).



METHODOLOGY REVIEW

The Commission is committed to regularly reviewing the
methodology used to assess council's capacity to
provide anaverage level of service to their communities.

Reviewing the methodology ensures that, in making
recommendations to the State and Commonwealth
Ministers for distribution of FA Grants, the Commission
takes into account factors which affect councils’ capacity
to provide an average level of service, as they develop.

The Commission has undertaken major reviews of its
methodology in 1997-98, 2002-03 and 2012-13. In the
interim, the Commission reviews specific areas of its
methodology based on its own work plan or from issues
raised by Councils during visits or from submissions.

Recent methodology review work includes:

e 2016-17 - Completion of a review of the Other
Needs Assessment of the General Purpose Grants.
This review incorporated a more direct method of
recognising expenditure need in relation to cultural
and tourism, environment and coastal protection
expenditure. It also reviewed the allowance for
isolation, providing increased recognition for rural
councils with higher costs of providing services.

e 2020-21 - New expenditure assessment for Airports
and Airstrips and update to expenditure assessment
for Jetties and Wharves. This review incorporated
a new expenditure assessment for regional airports
and airstrips into the methodology and expanded
the current expenditure assessment for Jetties and
Wharves to include Marinas and Boat Ramps.

The Commission meeting with representatives of the District Council of Orroroo Carrieton as part of its visiting program in April 2019.

The Commission values the opportunity to meet with councils
and receive feedback during council visits and encourages
councils to make submissions. This enables the Commission
to continually improve the grant process.

Notwithstanding the above, changes to the distribution of
grants between councils have occurred from changes to the
underlying factors that are used in the current methodology,
such as valuation data, population and increased or
decreased expenditure on the standard range of services
assessed by the Commission.

COUNCIL VISITS

The Commission has a triennial visiting program in place and
visits councils, remote outback communities and Aboriginal
communities. The purpose of the visits is to provide information
and an opportunity to discuss the grant allocation process.

The Commission has four main objectives in visiting councils,
and they are:

= to explain how the Commission operates and why it exists;

= to enable the Commission to raise queries with councils
about annual audited financial statements, general
information returns and submissions;

= to provide a forum to discuss how grants are calculated and
any areas which might not be adequately covered within
current procedures; and

= if necessary, to inspect physical features or structures which
may be relevant to the distribution of funds.




FREQUENTLY ASKED QUESTIONS

How does the rate, which council applies,
affect our grant?

Council’'s capacity to raise revenue is assessed using
property valuations, which are its taxation base for
setting rates. The Commission uses capital valuations
regardless of whether the council uses site, annual
assessed or capital valuations. The Commission
compares each council’s valuation per capita against
the State average valuation per capita in the category
areas of residential, commercial, industrial, rural and
other. The Commission then assumes council makes
the average rating effort in each category and applies
the average rate in the dollar. The individual rates that
councils set are not considered, consistent with the effort
neutrality principle that all calculations are independent
of council policy and practices.

The Commission undertook research in 2003-04 into the
way it assessed councils’ capacity to raise revenue. It
was decided to incorporate the SEIFA Index of Economic
Resources into the revenue assessment by modifying
the valuation assessment by the index, weighted by the
State weighted average.

What is the SEIFA Index and how does it
work?

The SEIFA Index of economic resources reflects data
relating to the income and expenditure of families, such
as income and rent and home ownership; and is said to
provide the best reflection of the disposable income of
families. As a result the Commission believes that this is
the best index to incorporate into the revenue
assessments to reflect the capacity of the community to
pay rates.

The Commission compares each council’s valuation per
capita, modified by the weighted SEIFA Index against
the State average valuation per capita multiplied by the
State average SEIFA index, in the category areas of
residential and rural. The calculation then continues as
above.

Does council’s level of expenditure ona
particular function affect our grant?

Only in its ability to influence the standard cost for the
State. The use of council's (net) expenditure in the
calculations is limited to determining a state average, or
standard cost for each selected function. The standard
costs for these functions are then applied to all councils in
calculating their grants. What an individual council may
actually spend on a function has very little bearing on
the standard cost or its grant.

How can council influence the grant outcome?

The grants are independent of the policy or practices of
council, and as a result council has no direct influence on the
grant outcome. Councils can however, ensure that the
Commission is kept informed of the circumstances of your
council to ensure that the methodology meets the needs of both
broader Local Government and the individual needs of
councils.

We are an efficient Council: Are we
disadvantaged because of that?

No! In fact, there is a sense in which the ratepayers of efficient
councils benefit from the Commission’s approach. Because a
council’s grant is assessed independent of policy decisions by
council, a council that provides a cost effective service still
receives grant funding which it can allocate to other areas
according to local priorities.

How does the number of non-rateable properties
affect the calculations?

Non rateable properties are excluded from the Commission’s
calculations. The calculations deal with relativities between
councils, based on the theoretical revenue raising capacity of
council’s rateable properties.

How does the Commission recognise the non-
resident use of our facilities?

The Commission has a special function it calls Function 50 or
the Other Needs Assessment, which includes a range of
Commission determined assessments that are not easily
measured.

For example, Function 50 recognises that councils have
additional burdens placed on them through use of its services
by non-residents. Those services might include waste
management, libraries, recreation facilities and roads. The
Commission assesses whether non-resident use is high,
medium, low or no impact and factor this into the calculations.

B-doubles are significantly contributing to the
wear and tear on our roads. How does the
Commission take into account traffic volume?

The Commission applies a cost relativity index to the road
length calculations to determine council’s individual road need.
Currently the Commission takes into account soil, terrain,
rainfall and material haulage.

Since 2003, the Commission has attempted to gather data
from councils to reflect traffic volume; however councils have
not been able to provide sufficient evidence to include this in
the calculations.



Is the formulae used for the grants
calculations ever reviewed?

The Commission has an ongoing program of reviewing
the methodology used in the assessment of councils’
capacity to provide an average level of service to their
communities.

The last major review of the methodology was
undertaken in 2012-13. Smaller reviews are regularly
undertaken to keep abreast of the changing
environment of councils, including:

« reviewing all expenditure assessments and making
changes to reflect recurrent expenditure in local
government;

- the replacement of capital expenditure in the
calculations with annual depreciation;

= reviewing the stormwater expenditure function;

= investigations into the effects of decreasing/increasing
valuations within Local Government;

= reviewing the cost driver for the sport and recreation
expenditure function;

< investigations into the impact of growth within Local
Government;

= investigations into the reliability of libraries data; and

< investigations into expenditure need for airports and
airstrips, boat ramps and marinas.

Do councils have input into the review
process?

In previous reviews, the Commission formed Reference
Groups which consist of council representatives, the
Local Government Association and other interested
bodies to assist the Commission. The Commission also
undertakes extensive modelling of any recommended
changes prior to introducing them into the grant process.

How should we keep the Commission
informed of issues relevant to our council?

Each year the Commission requires councils to supply
information in three formats so it can be used for the
grant calculations process.

These are known as the General Information Return,
General Information Return (Roads) and Supplementary
Return. This is not only a method of collecting data about
councils, but it also provides the opportunity for your
council to highlight any issues it wishes to bring to the
attention of the Commission.

The Returns are due annually by 30 November. Under
legislation, councils are also required to provide a copy
of their Annual Report by 31 December. The
Commission is also happy to discuss any queries or
issues with councils at any time.

How do the brought forward payments work?

Over recent years, the Federal Government has allocated an
early grant payment prior to 1 July of the year in which the
allocation is due.

The amount of grant has varied from approximately one quarter
to (approximately) half of the total grant for the year. The grant
is based on the coming years initial grant estimates. Bring
Forward payments include the general purpose grant and the
identified local road grant.

It is important to note that brought forward payments, based
on the initial estimates for the coming financial year, do not
necessarily equate to exactly 50% of the coming year’s grants.
They are based on the approved recommendations from the
previous year and the Commission’s final recommendations
for the coming year, which may include changes in grants due
to changes in methodology or data or constraints placed on
the pool by the Federal Government, will likely see the
remainder of the coming year’s funding not match the brought
forward payment.

The remainder of the financial assistance grants are distributed
as per the usual process of four quarterly instalments, and are
paid in August and November and in February and May the
following year.
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Stocker, Inthira (DTF)

From: Raymond, Greg (DTF)

Sent: Thursday, 10 September 2020 10:06 AM
To: Lardner, Helen (DTF)

Subject: RE: TRS19D1367 - To action

Hi Helen

Yes can we please ask for an extension. Longer would be better given all the Budget related work but | will take
whatever we can get.

Thanks,

Greg Raymond
84293193

From: Lardner, Helen (DTF) <Helen.Lardner@sa.gov.au>

Sent: Thursday, 10 September 2020 9:24 AM

To: Raymond, Greg (DTF) <Greg.Raymond@sa.gov.au>

Cc: Hocking, Stuart (DTF) <Stuart.Hocking@sa.gov.au>

Subject: FW: TRS19D1367 - To action

Hi Greg

The TO would still like a briefing for this one please (re Rory McEwen).

When do you think this one could be ready — shall | ask for an extension to 17/9/20?
Thanks.

Kind regards

Helen

From: DTF:Treasurer

Sent: Thursday, 10 September 2020 9:10 AM

To: Lardner, Helen (DTF) <Helen.Lardner@sa.gov.au>
Subject: RE: TRS19D1367 - To action

Good morning Helen

Gino has indicated that he would like short briefing to advise the Treasurer about the meeting and the current
status of the matter.

Thank you!
Naveena

From: Lardner, Helen (DTF)
Sent: Wednesday, 9 September 2020 1:06 PM



To: DTF:Treasurer <treasurer.dtf@sa.gov.au>
Subject: RE: TRS19D1367 - To action

Hi there

Regarding this action item, Stuart Hocking has advised that a verbal briefing has been provided to Gino and Sue.
Could you please advise if anything further is required for this one or can it be closed?

Thanks.

Kind regards

Helen

From: Lardner, Helen (DTF)

Sent: Wednesday, 19 August 2020 3:04 PM
To: DTF:Treasurer <treasurer.dtf@sa.gov.au>
Subject: RE: TRS19D1367 - To action

Great, thanks Toni.

From: DTF:Treasurer

Sent: Wednesday, 19 August 2020 2:02 PM

To: Lardner, Helen (DTF) <Helen.Lardner@sa.gov.au>
Subject: RE: TRS19D1367 - To action

Good afternoon Helen
An extension until 9 September has been granted.

Thanks
Toni

From: Lardner, Helen (DTF)

Sent: Wednesday, 19 August 2020 11:45 AM
To: DTF:Treasurer <treasurer.dtf@sa.gov.au>
Subject: RE: TRS19D1367 - To action

Hi there

While the meeting has occurred, we are asking for an extension to 9 September please (as there is a bit of checking
to be done first).

Thanks.
Kind regards

Helen

From: Lardner, Helen (DTF)

Sent: Thursday, 6 August 2020 12:52 PM

To: DTF:Treasurer <treasurer.dtf@sa.gov.au>
Subject: RE: TRS19D1367 - To action




Hi there

Just to advise that Stuart Hocking and Greg Raymond will be meeting with Rory McEwen on 19/8/20. A briefing will
be provided after that time.

Thanks.
Kind regards

Helen

From: DTF:Treasurer

Sent: Monday, 13 July 2020 3:26 PM

To: Lardner, Helen (DTF) <Helen.Lardner@sa.gov.au>
Subject: TRS19D1367 - To action

Good afternoon
Please action TRS19D1367 as per attached ministerial request and return to our office by 13 August 2020.

IMPORTANT: Due to the Government’s commitment to provide responses within 30 days, if you do not anticipate being
able to meet the due date stated on the attached Ministerial Request, please contact this office via
treasurer.ditf@sa.gov.au providing a status update, a reason for the delay and advise of the date when the file is
expected to be provided to our Office.

This request will be considered by a Ministerial Liaison Officer and an extension may be granted.

Kind Regards

Toni Fletcher

Senior Correspondence Officer to the
Hon Rob Lucas MLC

Treasurer

Phone: 8204 1497
Department of Treasury & Finance
Level 8, 200 Victoria Square | ADELAIDE SA 5000

Information contained in this e-mail message may be confidential and may also be the subject of
legal professional privilege or public interest immunity. If you are not the intended recipient, any use,
disclosure or copying of this document is unauthorised.
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Stocker, Inthira (DTF)

From: Raymond, Greg (DTF)

Sent: Thursday, 4 February 2021 3:19 PM
To: Hocking, Stuart (DTF)

Subject: RE: TRS19D1367 - Final

| will touch base with the Office of Local Govt and try and arrange something.
It looks like the LGGC have now started releasing a lot more detail as well. | just looked at their website and it
includes a range of information going back many years on raw grants per council and the ‘caps and collars’ that they

have used.

https://www.dpti.sa.gov.au/local govt/LGGC

Greg Raymond
84293193

From: Hocking, Stuart (DTF) <Stuart.Hocking@sa.gov.au>
Sent: Thursday, 4 February 2021 2:42 PM

To: Raymond, Greg (DTF) <Greg.Raymond@sa.gov.au>
Subject: FW: TRS19D1367 - Final

Hi Greg — at some stage | assume we will need to arrange a time to get briefed on the next local govt grants
commission update?

From: Lardner, Helen (DTF) <Helen.Lardner@sa.gov.au>

Sent: Tuesday, 20 October 2020 4:24 PM

To: Hocking, Stuart (DTF) <Stuart.Hocking@sa.gov.au>; Raymond, Greg (DTF) <Greg.Raymond@sa.gov.au>
Subject: FW: TRS19D1367 - Final

Hi — fyi

From: DTF:Treasurer

Sent: Tuesday, 20 October 2020 4:21 PM

To: Lardner, Helen (DTF) <Helen.Lardner@sa.gov.au>
Subject: TRS19D1367 - Final

Good afternoon
Please find attached TRS19D1367 signed minute from the Treasurer.
Kind regards,

Naveena Tanuku
Correspondence Officer to the
Hon Rob Lucas MLC

Treasurer

Ph: 822 61890

Reception: 822 61866

Department of Treasury & Finance

Level 8, 200 Victoria Square | ADELAIDE SA 5000



Information contained in this e-mail message may be confidential and may also be the subject of
legal professional privilege or public interest immunity. If you are not the intended recipient, any use,
disclosure or copying of this document is unauthorised.






treasurer.dtf@sa.gov.au providing a status update, a reason for the delay and advise of the date when the file
is expected to be provided to our Office.

This request will be considered by a Ministerial Liaison Officer and an extension may be granted.
Kind regards,

Naveena Tanuku
Correspondence Officer to the
Hon Rob Lucas MLC

Treasurer

Ph: 822 61890

Reception: 822 61866

Department of Treasury & Finance

Level 8, 200 Victoria Square | ADELAIDE SA 5000

Information contained in this e-mail message may be confidential and may also be the subject of
legal professional privilege or public interest immunity. If you are not the intended recipient, any use,
disclosure or copying of this document is unauthorised.
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Stocker, Inthira (DTF)

From: Raymond, Greg (DTF)

Sent: Wednesday, 10 March 2021 8:49 AM

To: Collins, Mark (DTF)

Subject: FW: SA Local Government Grants Commission - Distribution Methodology
FYI

Greg Raymond
84293193

From: Hocking, Stuart (DTF) <Stuart.Hocking@sa.gov.au>

Sent: Wednesday, 10 March 2021 8:33 AM

To: llee, Peter (DIT) <Peter.llee@sa.gov.au>

Cc: Raymond, Greg (DTF) <Greg.Raymond@sa.gov.au>

Subject: Re: SA Local Government Grants Commission - Distribution Methodology

Great thanks Peter - leave it with you to organise a time that suits

Cheers
Sent from my iPhone

On 10 Mar 2021, at 8:15 am, llee, Peter (DIT) <Peter.llee@sa.gov.au> wrote:

Hello Stuart (and Greg),

Happy with that approach. I'd be interested in any feedback that you have. We don’t get much
interest in the methodology outside of my interstate colleagues.

Assuming that the Federal Budget is returning to its normal timeslot (I have a meeting with my
commonwealth colleagues and state counterparts today in fact, so will get an update), we usually
have our first run of numbers for next year’s grants in late May, so | might get back in touch at that
point to organise a catch up. This will be before the Commission makes its final recommendations,
which will be in early July.

Cheers
Peter

From: Hocking, Stuart (DTF)

Sent: Tuesday, 9 March 2021 6:53 PM

To: llee, Peter (DIT) <Peter.llee@sa.gov.au>

Cc: Raymond, Greg (DTF) <Greg.Raymond@sa.gov.au>

Subject: Re: SA Local Government Grants Commission - Distribution Methodology

Hi Peter

As you indicate this request came out of our meeting with Rory McEwen. While we weren’t able to
verify the concerns he raised we did think that it would be valuable for DTF to get a greater insight
into the process. Rather than meeting with the Commission our thinking was that we would get
you to present to us the annual update results before the Commission signs off on them - what’s
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Stocker, Inthira (DTF)

From: Raymond, Greg (DTF)

Sent: Friday, 9 October 2020 10:16 AM
To: Hocking, Stuart (DTF)

Subject: RE: Rory McEwen

| think that sounds like a sensible middle ground between not investigating the detailed methodology and
undertaking a very time consuming full review.

It will also give us a chance to test their response to any potential outlier results such as assessed grants varying
significantly from actual grant payments after caps and collars and how they see this diverging in the future.

| will update the response to factor this in.

Greg Raymond
84293193

From: Hocking, Stuart (DTF) <Stuart.Hocking@sa.gov.au>
Sent: Friday, 9 October 2020 9:52 AM

To: Raymond, Greg (DTF) <Greg.Raymond@sa.gov.au>
Subject: RE: Rory McEwen

Thanks. Was wondering whether we conclude with a rec that the OLG present the next update results to DTF prior
to going to the Commission so we can get a more practical understanding of issues and transparency — | will test
with Alex Hart but what do you think?

From: Raymond, Greg (DTF)

Sent: Thursday, 8 October 2020 9:44 PM

To: Hocking, Stuart (DTF) <Stuart.Hocking@sa.gov.au>
Cc: Lardner, Helen (DTF) <Helen.Lardner@sa.gov.au>
Subject: Rory McEwen

Hi Stuart

Attached is the proposed minute to the Treasurer summarising the outcome of the meeting with Rory McEwen re
the LGGC.

If you want any amendments let me know.
Thanks,

Greg Raymond
Director | Revenue & Intergovernmental Relations | Budget and Performance Branch

State Administration Centre, Level 7, 200 Victoria Square ADELAIDE SA 5000
t (08) 842 93193 | mClause 6(1) | e greg.raymond@sa.gov.au | w treasury.sa.gov.au
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Stocker, Inthira (DTF)

From: llee, Peter (AGD)

Sent: Thursday, 22 July 2021 10:30 AM

To: Hocking, Stuart (DTF)

Cc: Raymond, Greg (DTF)

Subject: RE: SA Local Government Grants Commission - Distribution Methodology

OFFICIAL

All good Stuart, invite sent.

Cheers
Peter

From: Hocking, Stuart (DTF)

Sent: Thursday, 22 July 2021 10:27 AM

To: llee, Peter (AGD) <Peter.llee@sa.gov.au>

Cc: Raymond, Greg (DTF) <Greg.Raymond@sa.gov.au>

Subject: RE: SA Local Government Grants Commission - Distribution Methodology

Thanks Peter

Either 9.30 or 2.30 Monday would suit me. Tuesday Im doing interviews most of the day and Wed | am tentatively
travelling to Whyalla depending on the lockdown situation.

Thanks

From: llee, Peter (AGD) <Peter.llee@sa.gov.au>

Sent: Thursday, 22 July 2021 10:11 AM

To: Hocking, Stuart (DTF) <Stuart.Hocking@sa.gov.au>

Cc: Raymond, Greg (DTF) <Greg.Raymond@sa.gov.au>

Subject: RE: SA Local Government Grants Commission - Distribution Methodology

OFFICIAL
Stuart,
Ok, all good. Do you have an issue if | schedule this meeting for early next week?

| will consider what | can send to you to help paint the picture —there is a lot of stuff | can send, but don’t want to
overcook it, so I'll need to think about it.

6(1) Personal affairs

Peter

From: Hocking, Stuart (DTF)

Sent: Thursday, 22 July 2021 10:05 AM

To: llee, Peter (AGD) <Peter.llee@sa.gov.au>

Cc: Raymond, Greg (DTF) <Greg.Raymond@sa.gov.au>

Subject: RE: SA Local Government Grants Commission - Distribution Methodology

1



Hi Peter — happy to do teams meeting. Im in the office. If there is anything you want to send in advance that would
be great.

6(1) Personal affairs

Cheers

From: llee, Peter (AGD) <Peter.llee@sa.gov.au>

Sent: Thursday, 22 July 2021 9:58 AM

To: Hocking, Stuart (DTF) <Stuart.Hocking@sa.gov.au>

Cc: Raymond, Greg (DTF) <Greg.Raymond@sa.gov.au>

Subject: RE: SA Local Government Grants Commission - Distribution Methodology

OFFICIAL

Hello Stuart and Greg,
Further to our discussions below, | apologise that it slipped my mind to get in touch a bit earlier regarding this issue.

I am in the process of preparing the briefings for the Commission’s 2021-22 FA Grant recommendations after they
decided on their final approach to this year’s grants on Monday. The timelines are extremely tight for me to prepare
the recommendations due to the new Federal Minister’s appointment. We're working to have them ready for sign
off by Monday at the latest.

In the meantime, I’'m conscious that we were meant to catch up to have a discussion about the issues below before
they were finalised. Given the current lockdown, would a Teams meeting be suitable for you? I'd prefer to have this
meeting in person to be honest because I'd anticipate it requires flicking through a range of documents which might
be tricky online, but happy to work with your preferences.

Happy to discuss if you need?

6(1) Personal affairs

Cheers
Peter

From: llee, Peter (DIT)

Sent: Wednesday, 10 March 2021 8:16 AM

To: Hocking, Stuart (DTF) <Stuart.Hocking@sa.gov.au>

Cc: Raymond, Greg (DTF) <Greg.Raymond @sa.gov.au>

Subject: RE: SA Local Government Grants Commission - Distribution Methodology

Hello Stuart (and Greg),

Happy with that approach. I'd be interested in any feedback that you have. We don’t get much interest in the
methodology outside of my interstate colleagues.

Assuming that the Federal Budget is returning to its normal timeslot (I have a meeting with my commonwealth
colleagues and state counterparts today in fact, so will get an update), we usually have our first run of numbers for
next year’s grants in late May, so | might get back in touch at that point to organise a catch up. This will be before
the Commission makes its final recommendations, which will be in early July.

Cheers






| Peter.ilee@sa.gov.au
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We acknowledge and respect Aboriginal peoples as South Australia’s first peoples and nations, we recognise Aboriginal
peoples as traditional owners and occupants of land and waters in South Australia and that their spiritual, social, cultural and
economic practices come from their traditional lands and waters; and they maintain their cultural and heritage beliefs,
languages and laws which are of ongoing importance; We pay our respects to their ancestors and to their Elders.
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