


Do you plan to seek additional funding sources, i.e. grants, donations, etc.

  Yes, donations and grants.

Are there other community members, organisations, businesses, etc. that you are, or might, work
with to help deliver this project?

  No

Are there key stages, timelines of dates for this project?

  See detailed submission

Has funding previously been sought for this project?

  No

Will this project require ongoing maintenance or continued financial support from the Shire? (if
known)

  No

Do you want to be heard at the Forward Planning Meeting?

  Yes

Additional submission details

  See detailed submission (NB, the MBRA's accounts have not been uploaded for confidentiality
reasons)
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MERRICKS BEACH RESIDENTS’ ASSOCIATION INC. 
Registration no. A0021120U 

merricksbeach.org.au 
PO Box 66 

Balnarring. 3926 

 
Funding request to Mornington Peninsula Shire Council 

 

Merricks Beach Tennis Courts Renovation Project  
 

1. Introduction 

In response to an application for funding originally made in late 2017 and amended in 
early 2018, the Shire Council allocated $27,000 in its 2018/19 budget for the replacement 
of the fences and tree removal at the Merricks Beach tennis courts.  The Merricks Beach 
Residents Association Inc (MBRA) now seeks further funding, primarily for the 
replacement of the court surfaces. 

The original application did include funds for replacement of the court surfaces (albeit in 
an amount which, it now appears, was significantly inadequate). However, subsequently, 
community feedback caused the MBRA’s committee to amend that application (on 2 May 
2018) in order to permit further investigation and consultation. The amended (ultimately 
approved) application was for funding only for the fence replacement and the tree 
removal.  At that time, it was expressly foreshadowed that a further funding application 
would be made within Council’s 2019 budget cycle. 

Following receipt of expert advice from a tennis court consultancy firm and two 
concreters - which was generally to the effect that the existing court surfaces are unsafe, 
not fit for purpose and incapable of repair - the MBRA committee resolved to proceed 
with the replacement of the courts, and therefore seeks funding from Council to enable 
this to be done.  

Further, in response to community feedback – including from the committee of 
management of the adjoining foreshore reserve – the MBRA committee resolved to 
install a root barrier as an alternative to removal of one of the two trees, a mature manna 
gum.  Therefore, this funding request also relates to the cost of these works.  

2. Background 

Merricks Beach is located in the Red Hill ward, on the coast of Westernport Bay.  Its 
residents and visitors prize its low-key seaside ambience and they work assiduously to 
preserve and protect its natural environment, including native flora and fauna, both on 
their own properties and in the wider village area.  Almost all of our streets are unmade, 
and, aside from the Merricks Yacht Club, there is no built infrastructure or commercial 
development at all in the village.   

The MBRA has around 170 member/households, representing more than two thirds of 
the 240 or so dwellings in the village.  The vast majority of those dwellings are used as 
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holiday houses, although there is a modest but increasing number of permanent 
residents.  Members pay an annual subscription, currently $115.  These subscriptions 
(totalling about $18,500) are the MBRA’s only source of income, apart from irregular, 
small donations.  A copy of the MBRA’s draft 2017/18 accounts is annexure 1. 

In 1939, at the time of the original subdivision, land was set aside at the corner of Surf 
Street and Foam Street for the construction of tennis courts.    Since 1991, the MBRA 
has been the registered proprietor of the land.  It is unencumbered, and represents the 
MBRA’s only real asset.  A copy of the certificate of title is annexure 2.  The MBRA pays 
annual rates of $1,130 to the Shire, from members’ subscriptions.  

Under its constitution, in the event that the MBRA were to be wound up, its surplus 
assets must be given to the Mornington Peninsula Shire. 

Apart from the Bill Carroll Reserve (Palmers Hill Road), which is on Shire land but is 
maintained by volunteer residents, the tennis courts are the sole facility for community 
recreation in Merricks Beach.  They are in near constant use during the holiday periods 
and on weekends throughout the year.  During the May and September school holidays, 
tennis lessons are provided to residents’ children by a professional coach.  The courts 
are also the venue of the ‘Davies Cup’, an annual mixed doubles ‘tournament’ for 
residents which was first conducted (under that name) in 1984. 

3. Current state of the tennis courts 

Given their importance to the Merricks Beach community, the MBRA has, within its 
limited means, sought to maintain the condition of tennis courts as best as it can.  Over 
the past few years, work has been undertaken to improve the surrounding grass areas 
and to replace fencing and nets and net posts. 

It is unknown exactly when the present courts were built, but it is documented that the 
last time that major works were done on them was in 1968.  The courts consist of four 
reinforced concrete slabs with an expansion joint under each net.  In recent years the 
playing surface of the courts has deteriorated to the point where the steel reinforcing on 
the western court is becoming visible, and the eastern court has been subject to heaving 
and cracking. 

As noted above, in 2018, the MBRA committee obtained advice regarding the courts from 
a tennis court consultancy firm, 2MH Consulting (which was recommended by Tennis 
Victoria).  A copy of its report dated 17 April 2018 is annexure 3. 

As this report makes clear, the condition of the courts is already poor. Further rusting of 
the reinforcing mesh will lead to continued concrete degradation, and more cracking is 
likely as water infiltrates the surface. The heaving evident on the eastern court, if left 
unattended, may ultimately become a tripping hazard for players.  Indeed, there have 
already been a number of reports of residents falling on the courts and suffering injury – 
to date, fortunately, not serious. 

Consequently, it became the MBRA committee’s view that, apart from any other 
consideration, it would be at risk of breaching its duty of care to users of the courts not to 
take all reasonable steps open to it for the replacement of the courts.   

4. Status of project  

Previously, proposals were obtained from 3 tennis court construction companies, who 
each recommended choosing a synthetic grass over an acrylic, “rubberized” paint 
system.  The estimated cost of the re-surfacing (only) works under these proposals was 
up to $40,950. 
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However, these proposals were premised upon re-use of the existing concrete slabs as 
the base for the courts, and did not necessarily have regard to the unique difficulties that 
may be posed for a small volunteer association by ongoing maintenance requirements.  
Moreover, they did not include any allowance for: 

1. drainage works which, by reason of the location of the courts in an area which 
was once swampland, are likely to be required; or 

2. work to address the ‘run-off’ issues which were identified in the subsequent 2MH 
report.  

Particularly for the purpose of enabling consideration of options for the court run-off 
areas, the MBRA committee commissioned a survey plan, a copy of which is annexure 
4.  That survey revealed that the northern title boundary does not coincide with the 
location of the existing fence, thus offering some opportunity to extend the area of the 
courts (subject to the location of the large manna gum which, as noted above, the MBRA 
has committed to retain).  

In August 2018, the MBRA committee provided a report regarding this project to its 
members (and to other residents) in which it advised, amongst other things, that it 
intended to: 

Engage a consultant to prepare a project plan for the renovation of the courts, 
including with a plexipave surface in a sympathetic colour (eg, “Cape Grey”), and for 
any necessary ancillary works such as drainage and, subject only to funding, to 
proceed with those works.  

The committee invited feedback from residents, which was overwhelmingly supportive of 
this course of action. 

In August 2018, the MBRA committee sought a proposal from 2MH Consulting for the 
preparation of a project plan for the renovation of the courts.  The proposal that was 
received from that firm has not been accepted, the committee being concerned that the 
price quoted appeared disproportionate. 

In September 2018, a request for a proposal was made to Kevin McNamara & Son Pty 
Ltd.  The response to that request, received on 2 November 2018, took longer to arrive 
and was less comprehensive than the committee had envisaged, but, so far as it 
concerned the court surfaces, was in the following terms: 

I would make the following recommendations for the upgrade of your tennis 
Courts. 
 
Existing Courts 

The existing concrete pavements with abutting grass areas do not provide a safe 
playing environment. 

Upgrade 
The existing concrete slabs would be removed to a concrete recycling facility. 
The site would be regraded to ensure that the entire area was on a single plane. 
Concrete pavement to be installed on the fenced area. 

Surface 

Install a sand filled artificial grass surface 
Budget Costing for Court Refurbishment   $100,000 plus GST 
This estimate assumes that the existing net posts would be reused. 
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Choice of Surface 

My experience with club and private tennis courts is that the great majority of 
players prefer a sand filled artificial grass surface. In your situation maintenance 
would involve an annual treatment with Greenkleen which is an organic 
moss/algae deterrent. The surface should be cleaned of leaves periodically using 
a blower. The frequency of leaf clearing would be less than the time spent in 
mowing the existing grass verges. The cost of an acrylic surface would not differ 
greatly from the synthetic grass option. 

Project Documentation 

If you require plans and documentation provided for the works, to allow 
competitive tendering, you should allow an additional $5,000 (plus GST), for this 
work. This allowance does not include Survey fees or Engineering costs (if 
required). 

Please let me know if I can be of further assistance 

Kevin McNamara 

As will be apparent, these recommendations, from a highly experienced tennis court 
designer and builder, challenge a number of aspects of the proposals previously received 
by the MBRA committee, including the advice obtained from 2MH Consulting with respect 
to the choice of court surface.  Most particularly, Mr McNamara’s view is that the existing 
slabs must be removed and new concrete paving installed.  

The MBRA committee now intends to seek formal tender responses from Mr McNamara 
and other tennis court designers/builders, including those from which it previously 
obtained proposals on now superseded bases, as discussed above.  It will advise 
Council of these responses, and its preferred approach based upon them, upon their 
receipt.  In the meantime, the committee has no option but to proceed on the basis of Mr 
McNamara’s estimated costings. 

5. Funding Proposal 

On the basis of the above, the total funding requirement for the renovation of the 
Merricks Beach tennis courts is: 

Tree removal works      $1,7601 
Root barrier works      $3,5002 
Fencing works      $24,000 
Design and resurface courts  $115,500 
     $144,760 
LESS MPSC grant for fences    $27,000 
     $117,760 

The MBRA sought grants to assist with this project from the Victorian Government’s “Pick 
My Project” and from round 4 of the Commonwealth Government’s Stronger 
Communities Programme.  Unfortunately, it was unsuccessful in each respect. 

Accordingly, the MBRA seeks funding from the Shire Council to enable these works to be 
undertaken.  

                                                        
1 Amount actually expended on the removal of one tree, reduced from the original amount of 
$2860 due to the decision to retain the manna gum. 
2 The quotation for these works is annexure 5  

Submission No. 36





Merricks Beach - brief facility 
audit report - Final Report

Document No.
000001

Location
6 Foam Street
Merricks Beach VIC 3926
Australia
(-38.40010241020737, 145.1027575454792)

Completed on
17/4/18, 10:29 pm

Submission No. 36



In order to maintain the integrity and credibility of the risk assessment processes and to 
protect the parties involved, it is understood that the assessors will not divulge to 
unauthorized persons any information obtained during this risk assessment unless 
legally obligated to do so.

Confidentiality Statement

The assessors believe the information contained within this risk assessment report to be 
correct at the time of printing. The assessors do not accept responsibility for any 
consequences arising from the use of the information herein. The report is based on 
matters which were observed or came to the attention of the assessors during the day 
of the assessment and should not be relied upon as an exhaustive record of all possible 
risks or hazards that may exist or potential improvements that can be made.

Information on the latest workers compensation and OHS / WHS laws can be found at 
the relevant State WorkCover / WorkSafe Authority.

Disclaimer

000001
Merricks Beach - brief facility audit report - 
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NOTATIONS

Question Response Details

FACILITY CONDITION  - to notate the facility assessment observations.

2MH Consulting 
personnel conducting 
inspection

Mick Hassett

 Inspection Date 17/4/18, 5:18 pm

Overall Site Photos
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 37  38  39  40  41  42

FACILITY 1

Type of facility Tennis Courts

Number of courts 2

Site Notations ISSUES



*The existing concrete pavement areas (courts 1 and 2) are below the 
recommended sizes for Club Competition standards.

*The nearby trees (outside of the fenced enclosure) are impacting the concrete 
court structures creating cracking and some heaving.  There is also a risk of 
branch shed that could be a risk to users of the tennis courts.

*Some sections of the 2 court pavements are worn and the surface is 
marginally lower in these areas.  One section in particular has the reinforcing 
mesh showing through the surface. 

*Site drainage is poor.

*The fencing is aged and in some sections modified by the addition of timber 
plinth boards.

*It is unusual and not endorsed by Tennis Victoria to play on bare concrete.  
Efforts have been made to create a rough surface across both courts to assist 
with player grip.  This is a non-standard approach to tennis court construction, 
and it would undoubtedly impact the standard of the tennis.  In fact, tennis 
should not be played on bare concrete. The concrete slabs should be covered 
with a sports acrylic or a synthetic grass.

*Extending the concrete court pavements and adding an improved playing 
surface (either sand filled artificial grass or an acrylic surface) is not going to 
be a cheap exercise.

*Currently there are risks to users of the facility – undersized pavement, trip 
points at slab cracks, potentially slippery court surface from leaf litter and 
grime etc, the managers of the facility should consider the liability associated 
with such a site and that will help determine to what extent works need to be 
undertaken on site.

*The repaired gate is effective, but not an ideal solution given the close 
proximity of the western fence to the court sideline.  This run-off width is 
319mm below the recommended width.  Technically a collision with the star 
pickets (although capped) could cause a problem.

 

OPPORTUNITIES 



*It is possible that the court enclosure could be extended to the west (by 
moving the fence outwards by approx. 350mm) to achieve full court 
compliance for both courts in east-west direction.
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*It will be difficult to achieve court run-off compliance in the north-south 
direction because the fencing needs to extend by approx. 700mm to the north 
(highly likely its achievable) and over 900mm to the south – where some 
significantly sized trees are situated.

*Extend the concrete pavement by adding on sections to the existing concrete 
pavement in an effort to achieve the recommended run-off zones.

*Resurface the courts to improve player safety and overall playability.  An 
acrylic surface would best suit the site due to the high potential of dampness, 
mould and decaying organic matter decomposing into the profile of the 
synthetic grass. This is harder and more expensive to undertake, when 
compared to the surface maintenance needs of an acrylic surface that only 
requires high pressure cleaning every 1-2 years, depending upon use and the 
amount of dirt and grime building up on the court surface.

*Work with the existing fence posts to improve the site fencing. Straighten and 
replace fence posts that are out of alignment.  Push the western fencing back 
to pick up the short fall for the west run-off zone, and consider the viability of 
extending north and south – in the long term.  For the short term, paint all 
posts black, fit upgraded black pvc coated chainmesh to all sides, make 
provision for adding top and bottom rails when affordable.

*To assist with future planning for the site, consider engaging a suitably skilled 
and experienced sports facility designer to undertake a full features and levels 
survey of the existing facility, prepare a concept design for longer term plans 
to extend pavements, fencing etc and aim to achieve correctly sized courts 
and run-offs.  Prepare detailed cost estimates to assist with future and correct 
planning for the site and to help with any funding applications that may arise, 
and to demonstrate a long term goal of correcting the past design errors.



CONSULTANT RESPONSE TO CLIENT QUESTIONS

 

1. What, if any, issues do the courts’ surfaces (in their present condition) pose, 
or potentially pose, in terms of their ongoing and future:

2MH - The courts are not well built, they are bare concrete which is not an 
approved playing surface. They are damaged and present some risk to users 
with trip points etc



a. Safe use;

2MH - The consultant is concerned that these courts are simply too old, too 
far outside of the recommended standards for tennis court design and 
construction and they have some immediate issues such as trip points, short 
and narrow pavement. They certainly can’t be considered safe.



b. Maintenance/repair requirements;

2MH - The courts need to be cleaned regularly, both with sweeping and 
blowing to remove loose debris, but also with high pressure washing to 
remove slippery grime and algae. Efforts can be made to cut out broken and 
uneven sections of the concrete pavement and patch, but this only resolves a 
couple of the issues out of the several on site. The interference from the tree 
roots will continue, so until this can be addressed, there is little point in doing 
that repair work.



and

c. Utility for playing tennis? 

2MH - It is the consultants view that only very low level and low intensity 
tennis should be played on these courts, as a stagnant “hit and giggle” type 
approach. It is not wise to play any form of active sport on these tennis courts 
in their current state.



To the extent that your views on any of these matters are informed by any 
external standards or guidelines, we would be greatly assisted if those could 
be specifically identified.

2MH - This information has been supplied via a seperate email.
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2. If you consider that the courts do in fact require repairs or rectification work 
in order to address any such issues, please describe the available repair/
rectification/replacement options and indicate their respective pros and cons, 
including with respect to ongoing maintenance requirements. If possible, we 
would be grateful if you could include some indication of the likely cost of 
each option (again, including for maintenance).

2MH - The consultants don’t believe that there are any suitable repairs that 
can be undertaken at this facility that will make a significant difference to the 
overall safety of the site, other than making sure the fencing is safe (such as 
removing the star pickets). Repairing the cracked and lifted concrete will be 
difficult without disturbing the root system of the offending tree. The original 
construction of the concrete courts is unknown, so there can be no guarantee 
that pinning in an infill within the concrete will actually work, and if the existing 
slabs are thick enough to accept pinning where the old concrete is cut out. 
Cheaper alternatives exist for extending the pavement to create level and safer 
run offs (using a crushed rock base as opposed to concrete, with synthetic 
grass laid over) however as a consulting firm we are not supporters of such 
low quality measures as we are absolutely sure that the results will disappoint 
and be short lived, and the courts will very quickly become unsafe.



3. If, in your view, replacement of the courts’ surface is an option that should 
be considered, please advise what surface you would regard as the most 
suitable and, to the extent relevant, advise as to the specifications for that 
surface (including as to grade, colour, etc) that would, in your view, be the 
most appropriate for this location.



2MH - As discussed at great length on site, an acrylic surface would be the 
most appropriate for this site, however it is questionable if it’s worth investing 
in these 2 undersized slabs to treat them with such a surface - for courts that 
should only host low level use. A typical cost to apply an acrylic surface to 2 
full sized tennis courts would be around $25,000 - $30,000 - depending upon 
the number of coats required and the degree of work needed on the base. It is 
possible that a good quality acrylic application contractor will want to grind 
these courts and seal them before applying a surface. This would add cost. If 
the slabs get damp the acrylic surface may peel off. Properly built concrete 
courts have a pvc membrane beneath the concrete and good drainage all 
around to help prevent slab dampness. It’s highly likely that none of these 
important elements exist on site.



When addressing these questions, could you please have particular regard to 
the following points concerning the courts and their usage:

• The courts are obviously in a coastal location, in fact directly adjacent to the 
foreshore.

2MH - We have assessed many similar courts before, and the biggest risk is 
steel in lights and fencing that is not galvanised. Not really an issue here.



• The courts are used primarily by casual, recreational players; there is no club 
use and most users play only to a relatively modest standard. Many users are 
children, often beginners.

2MH - The consultants believe this is irrelevant. If the courts fail to meet 
standards, and are unsafe (as these are) then the risks remain. Who polices 
that only low level tennis is played on these courts? Or who ensures that “no 
running is allowed”?



• It is neither practicable nor considered desirable for the courts to be locked, 
so there can be no control over who uses them, or how they are used.

2MH - This relates directly to the point made above, courts made available for 
community access and use should be of a standard that are safe and “fit for 
purpose”. These courts don’t tick either boxes.



• Because Merricks Beach is primarily a holiday village, the courts are relatively 
little-used during the cooler months, particularly outside school holiday 
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periods (other than on weekends). The courts play host to one, very social, 
community tournament each year. 

2MH - Perhaps the amount of use is a question for the insurers? Our firm will 
never prepare a report that says “average to poor condition courts are good 
enough”. There are design and construction standards for a reason, and we 
respect those standards. Therefore we stand by our very firmly adopted 
position in regards to community access courts that fail to meet standards. 
Plans should be put in place to work towards improving the courts - if they are 
to remain as a public use facility.



• Currently, the courts are not used for other recreation (although there are 
reports of occasional use by children learning to ride a bicycle). The addition of 
(eg) a basketball hoop would be of potential value to the community.

2MH - This point relates to the need to redesign the facility to cater for multi-
use as well as tennis - if there is a long term need for the facility. It can’t, and 
won’t last in its current form.



• Merricks Beach is a very ‘low-key’ village; it is prized by its residents (and 
others) for the absence of any form of commercial development and, in 
particular, its unsealed roads. It is essential that the courts remain consistent 
with that look and feel.

2MH - There are design options available that will most certainly assist with an 
upgraded/improved facility being sympathetic to the environment. These 
should be explored as part of a redesign process. There are no quality short 
term works that could be considered viable that will add much value towards 
improving the aesthetics of the facility and being sympathetic to its 
surroundings.



• The courts are owned by the MBRA, which has the modest subscriptions of 
its members as its sole source of income. Accordingly, the longevity and the 
maintenance costs of the courts’ surface are both of considerable importance.

2MH - The consultant understands the unique ownership situation with the 
courts, however as long as they remain open and freely accessible to the 
wider community (as opposed to being in a domestic situation, nestled away 
in someone’s back yard) then the very real risk to users remains. We have an 
obligation to advise of the correct process, and the client can elect to utilise 
that advice as they see fit.

Photos

 43  44  45  46  47  48

Is there another facility 
at this site?

No

Additional/Concluding 
Notes

TEXT FROM EMAIL PROVIDED FOR THE PURPOSE OF CLARIFICATION 



I attach for your reference 2 publications that are widely used and recognised 
within the sports facility design industry for tennis court design and auditing.

One is a Tennis Australia document, and the other is a Victorian State 
Government publication.  These references essentially came about because 
too many tennis facilities were being funded and built incorrectly, so some 
form of standardisation came about to help clubs and Councils to improve the 
quality of the builds.  I could attach another 3 or more documents that 
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reinforce the same messages and standards, but I believe that these 2 are the 
most relevant for your reference.



One point I need to make is that in my role as the exclusive Technical Advisor 
to Tennis Victoria, I have been instructed to avoid using the terminology “non-
compliant”.  This is because Tennis Victoria were concerned that many tennis 
clubs across the state were interpreting that statement as if their facility was at 
risk of being shut down because of its failure to meet the recommended 
standards.  It is important to understand that there are many variations to a 
facility being “non-compliant” and it can include the following –



·         Run-off zones that are below the recommended widths (this could be by 
10mm or by 1 metre)



·         Light towers installed within a run-off zone, creating a hazard within the 
required clear 3.05 or 5.48 metre widths.



·         Drainage infrastructure installed within a run-off zone, creating a hazard 
within the required clear 3.05 or 5.48 metre widths.



·         Courts not line marked correctly, measuring up outside of the 
recommended tolerance (this can be 7mm or 200mm – we have seen it all)



·         A change of surface on the courts or run-offs – going from asphalt to 
concrete or bare concrete to acrylic surfacing.



Identifying these areas of non-compliance doesn’t automatically render a 
facility unsafe or unusable.  It does however highlight areas for improvement.  
Our full reporting format (which you guys opted not to engage us for) has an 
area specific to risks on site.  In a full audit report I would have focussed on 
key areas of risk at your facility, that would have included the poor run-offs, 
the star pickets, the broken concrete pavement and the tree to the north of the 
courts.



My preferred way of reporting compliance issues is to highlight where a facility 
falls short of the recommendations and explain by how much.  In my view, if its 
outside of the recommended dimensions, then it fails to be compliant.  Your 
facility really is a long way short of the recommendations, and in my opinion 
non-compliant.

As you are not an organisation that is affiliated with Tennis Victoria, as most of 
the clubs we work with are, I’m not convinced that you are afforded the same 
insurance protections as other clubs are through the TV insurance model.  
Tennis Victoria is not about shutting down courts and restricting participation.  
As the State Sporting body for tennis it works very hard to support tennis 
clubs and facilities, with the primary focus in regards to tennis courts, to 
encourage use and participation – but highlight where improvements can be 
made if a facility redevelopment was to occur.



I have acted on several occasions as an “Expert Witness” for legal disputes, 
providing reports and information in regards to current sporting facility 
standards, and how the design, construction, and/or maintenance of the 
facilities has potentially led to an incident or dispute.  I felt that I needed to 
have that particular hat on while inspecting and reporting on your facility, as its 
open to public use, it is significantly below current standards, and there are a 
few easily identifiable risks at the facility already – such as trip points 
throughout the concrete.



As a wrap up, I didn’t feel that I could advise and service your associations 
needs properly if I didn’t point out the areas of concern and just how far away 
from current recommended standards you are.  Because anyone can walk in 
off the street and use the courts, I feel there is a level of risk and potential 
liability that can’t be ignored.  I think the question has to be asked – “Who is 
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responsible if something goes wrong at this facility?”





Mick Hassett

Director / Senior Project Manager

Mobile: 0419 873 081

74 High Street

Kyneton Victoria 3444

Telephone (03) 5422 2176



RECOMMENDATIONS



*The Residents Association need to consider the level of facility that they 
intend to provide for the use of the Merricks Beach community and visitors to 
the area.

*The Residents Association should consider their exposure to risk when 
providing a facility that doesn’t currently meet the recommended standards for 
a tennis facility.

*The items identified within the reporting as being a risk to users should be 
addressed at the earliest possible opportunity.

*It is advisable that the Residents Association considers engaging a suitably 
skilled and experienced sports facility designer to undertake a full features and 
levels survey of the existing facility, prepare a concept design for longer term 
plans to extend pavements, fencing etc and aim to achieve correctly sized 
courts and run-offs.  Prepare detailed cost estimates to assist with future and 
correct planning for the site and to help with any funding applications that may 
arise, and importantly to demonstrate a long term goal of correcting the past 
design errors.

Site Plan/Sketch

 49  50
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MERRICKS BEACH RESIDENTS' ASSOCIATION INCORPORATED

NOTES TO THE FINANCIAL STATEMENTS FOR THE YEAR ENDED 30 SEPTEMBER 2018

Note 1 Statement of significant accounting policies
Basis of preparation
The financial statements have been prepared as a general purpose financial report which complies with the requirements 
of the Associations Incorporation Reform Act 2012, Australian Accounting Standards and other mandatory professional reporting
requirements. The accounting policies are consistent with those adopted in the previous year. The financial report has been
prepared on an accruals basis, and is based on historical costs, modified where applicable by the measurement at fair value
of selected non-current assets.
Income tax
The Association is not liable for income tax, as it is a non-profit organisation within the meaning of the Australian Income Tax
Assessment Act.
Property
Property is carried at fair value less where applicable any impairment losses.
Accounting period
The financial accounting period covers the twelve months from 1 October to 30 September

Note 2 Member subscriptions
Membership for the year totalled 166 members (2017:145 members) with the subscription rate being $115
Paypal payments incur a small surchage of 2.86%

Note 3 Events: sausage sizzle and new residents' welcome
MBRA funded a sausage sizzle after the sand modelling competition and a new residents' function.

Note 4 Rates
Rates decrease only a payment timing issue

Note 5 Equipment and tennis court
MBRA conducted tree removal and maintenance, tree root assessment, and a tennis court repair and options assessment

Note 6 Web and mailing
Higher postage costs and manufacture of calendar

Note 7 Gifts and donations
$700 was donated to Balnarring CFA

2018 2017
Note 8 Cash $ $
Cash at National Australia Bank 29,848 23,799
Cash at PAYPAL 0 0

29,848 23,799

Note 9 Property 2018 2017
Land: $ $
Opening balance 1,920,000 1,440,000
Revaluation increment 0 0
Closing balance 1,920,000 1,440,000

Land comprises tennis courts located at 12 Surf Street, Merricks Beach, and is carried at site valuation per the Rate and Valuation Notice
issued by the Mornington Peninsula Shire Council on 14/8/2018, valuation taken on 1/1/2018

Note 10 Payables
The 2018 payables liability of $1458 relates to $758 for the plant giveway  paid on 13 October 2017
and $700 for the annual Balanaring CFA paid on 2 November 2018.
The 2017 payables liability of $720 relates to the plant giveway expenses paid on 18 October 2017.

Note 11 Association details
The registered address of the Association is:

PO Box 66
Balnarring VIC 3926

Registration Number A0021120U - registered since 22-06-90

The principal activities of the Association are to:
(1)           To conserve the ecology and environment of the Merricks Beach area.
(2)           To promote the development of the Merricks Beach area as a wildlife habitat.
(3)           To represent members in negotiations with public authorities in matters relating to the Merricks Beach area.
(4)           To support the maintenance of the roads and other community infrastructure of Merricks Beach.
(5)           To manage and improve the tennis court reserve.
(6)           To promote pastimes and to encourage social intercourse between members.

The Committee Members in office throughout the year and at the date of this report are:
Peter Cash (President) Simon Jaski
Rosanne Pittard Grattan Fitzgerald
Greg Sutherland (Treasurer) Ken Rowe
Megan Douglas Gai Wilson
Bernard Barrett Kathy Clarke (Secretary)
Mary Daley
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MERRICKS BEACH RESIDENTS' ASSOCIATION INCORPORATED

ANNUAL STATEMENTS GIVE TRUE AND FAIR VIEW OF FINANCIAL POSITION OF INCORPORATED ASSOCIATION
Associations Incorporation Reform Act 2012 Sections 94(2)(b), 97(2)(b) and 100(2)(b)

We, Peter Cash and Greg Sutherland, being members of the Committee of the
Merricks Beach Residents' Association, certify that —

The statements attached to this certificate give a true and fair view of the financial position of the 
Merricks Beach Residents' Association during and at the end of the financial year of the association ending on
30 September 2018

President: …………………………………………………..
Peter Cash

Treasurer: ………………………………………………….
Gregory Sutherland

Dated this 9th day of December 2018
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MERRICKS BEACH RESIDENTS' ASSOCIATION INCORPORATED

STATEMENT OF INCOME AND EXPENDITURE
Year Ended 30 September 2018

Note 2018 2017
$ $

Income
Subscriptions 2 19,091                           16,504                           
Donations/sponsorship/advertising 1,005                             1,607                             
Rabbit programme -                                17,368                           

20,096                          35,479                          

Expenditure
Road maintenance 4,439                             5,116                             
Plants for residents program 758                                720                                
Events:sausage sizzle and new residents' welcome 3 929                                2,510                             
Rates 4 116                                2,170                             
Insurance 1,965                             1,965                             
Equipment and tennis court 5 3,652                             2,381                             
Web and mailing 6 2,169                             1,321                             
Gifts and donations 7 700                                700                                
Incorporation fee 57                                  56                                  
Rabbit programme -                                18,230                           

14,785                          35,169                          

NET GAIN/(LOSS) 5,311                             310                                

BALANCE SHEET
As at 30 September Note 2018 2017

$ $
ASSETS
Current Assets
Cash 8 29,848                           23,799                           

Non-Current Assets
Property 9 1,920,000                      1,440,000                      

Total Assets 1,949,848                      1,463,799                      

LIABILITIES
Current Liabilities
Payables 10 1,458                             720                                

Net Assets 1,948,390                      1,463,079                      

EQUITY
Accumulated funds brought forward 1,463,079                      1,462,769                      
Net gain/(loss) from operations 5,311                             310                                
Revaluation increment 480,000                         -
Total Equity 1,948,390                      1,463,079                      

STATEMENT OF CASH FLOWS
Year Ended 30 September Note 2018 2017

$ $
Cash Flows from Operating Activities
Receipts from subscriptions, sponsorships and donations 20,096                           18,111                           
Rabbit Programme -                                    17,368                           
Payments for operating activities and administration (14,785)                         (35,169)                         
(Decrease)/Increase in payables 738                                (780)                              
Net cash surplus from operating activities 6,049                             (470)                              

Net increase in cash held 6,049                             (470)                              
Cash at beginning of financial year 23,799                           24,269                           
Cash at end of financial year 29,848                           23,799                           

The accompanying notes form an integral part of these financial statements
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