






















Perth, Western Australia
August 2019 Daily Weather Observations
A combination of observations from Mount Lawley and Perth Airport.

IDCJDW6111.201908 Prepared at 13:03 UTC on 19 Jan 2020
Copyright © 2020 Bureau of Meteorology
Users of this product are deemed to have read the information and
accepted the conditions described in the notes at
http://www.bom.gov.au/climate/dwo/IDCJDW0000.pdf

Temperature, humidity, wind, pressure and rainfall observations are from Perth Metro {station 009225}. Cloud, evaporation and sunshine observations are from Perth Airport
{station 009021}

Significant variations can be experienced across the Perth metropolitan area on individual days. On average the inner city area is warmer overnight than the current
observation sites. The current official Perth observation site is Perth Metro, however in the past Perth Regional Office and Perth Gardens have been official Perth observation

3pm9amMax wind gust
SunEvapRain

Temps
DayDate MSLPSpdDirnCldRHTempMSLPSpdDirnCldRHTempTimeSpdDirnMaxMin

hPakm/h eighths%°ChPakm/h eighths%°Clocalkm/h hoursmmmm°C°C

1028.99ENE03120.51032.47ENE05912.712:1935NE9.73.2020.85.7Th1
1020.813ENE33324.31025.717NE54616.210:5635NE9.62.4024.96.1Fr2
1018.415NW67121.21020.27NE55416.215:1831NW3.95.2022.312.1Sa3
1020.49NW77018.31023.16NNW79914.513:3924W3.21.01.619.612.8Su4
1016.69SSE79114.41018.211N38114.710:2324NNW4.71.40.218.012.1Mo5
1020.415SW56715.51020.06SE49012.015:1831SW8.62.814.416.48.2Tu6
1025.911SSW75715.71027.76SSE18211.012:5630SW7.91.81.016.55.5We7
1026.82SW78115.31029.06S67311.715:0820SSE3.82.0015.86.4Th8
1028.16E55917.71030.87SE79110.209:1720E6.11.02.618.05.5Fr9
1027.29ENE45618.51030.99ENE28311.211:3828NE9.31.80.219.04.7Sa10
1021.99ENE14222.01025.613NE05915.011:3033NNE9.83.2022.510.2Su11
1017.713NE12724.41022.420NE04816.610:3233NE9.83.2024.710.2Mo12
1015.215WSW46118.71015.94N79617.013:1231W5.23.04.220.311.4Tu13
1012.822SW87515.01013.86NNE79414.115:3644SW5.24.24.817.310.9We14
1022.711SSW34417.31024.7Calm 08210.201:0624S9.92.42.417.65.0Th15
1014.919NW46017.41020.213N76412.915:4654NW3.51.6017.97.7Fr16
1027.015SW66413.71025.02S17511.300:1052SW8.37.026.616.16.7Sa17
1032.36SSE54217.51033.8Calm 17611.112:1320SE9.92.4018.63.1Su18
1033.39NE03418.91037.22SSW07312.211:2624NE10.32.4019.53.3Mo19
1030.56ESE03122.61035.19ENE06213.610:4326NE10.82.6022.84.6Tu20
1022.613NNE02623.11027.27NNE03616.611:0735NNE10.84.8023.56.2We21
1014.915NW74821.71017.315NE03017.013:3050NW9.14.2026.47.7Th22
1022.019SW65615.11020.617SW66513.911:0141SW6.93.418.815.810.3Fr23
1025.411E14815.91028.69E17410.909:0722ENE10.42.60.216.93.6Sa24
1023.39SE33519.51026.89ESE66612.514:0824SSE10.22.2020.25.5Su25
1024.49E03420.11027.311E06112.813:0722SE10.63.2020.75.0Mo26
1019.87ENE42922.71023.311ENE14616.209:1222NE9.97.6023.36.0Tu27
1015.19WSW33127.21018.013NE13120.509:5935NE10.44.0030.09.1We28
1008.520NNW86320.91010.215N78018.816:2063NNW3.05.6021.511.1Th29
1011.917WNW44918.11010.717W56216.010:1346WSW8.33.828.019.613.8Fr30
1015.313W25018.31014.713W25217.100:2548WSW10.54.09.219.212.3Sa31

Statistics for August 2019
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Celine Joy G on behalf of
Mark Carlo S
To "AFSANEH COOPER" <ELEARNING@EWINDFLY.NET>
CC
BCC
Subject Our ref: SGW202198808
Attachments Repairers
Sent Tue 11/02/2020 16:44 PM

Dear AFSANEH,
Thank you for your recent claim, detailed below.
Policy Number HOM535660904
Claim Number SGW202198808
Date of Incident 20 August 2019
Incident Description Storm / Flood / Earthquake

Please see attached assessment report from Western building for your review.
If you have any questions or would like more information, please contact our Claims Department on
1300097832.
Remember to quote the claim number anytime you need to contact us.
Manage and track your claim online.
To make life a little easier, you can view, manage and track your claim online at https://
www.sgio.com.au/self-service/login using our Self Service Centre, and if you need any online
assistance we have a Webchat consultant available from 8:00am-8:00pm (AEST), every day.

Kind regards,

Celine Joy G on behalf of
Mark Carlo S
Claims Consultant
Telephone: 1300097832
Email: homeclaims@sgio.com.au
Address: PO Box 742 Belmont WA 6984

Any personal information you provide to us will be collected, stored, used and disclosed in
accordance with SGIO Insurance’s Privacy Policy located at www.sgio.com.au/privacy. Alternatively,
contact us at customer.relations@iag.com.au or 132132 and we will send you a copy.
Please note that Claims calls may be recorded for training, verification and quality assurance
purposes. If you do not wish for this to occur, please advise us when we contact you.

Insurance Australia Limited ABN 11 000 016 722 AFSL 227681 trading as SGIO sgio.com.au

https://www.sgio.com.au/self-service/login
https://www.sgio.com.au/self-service/login


Western Building Pty Ltd
PO Box 1114

 East Victoria Park WA 6981

T (08) 9476 9779

F (08) 9476 9771
enquiry@westernbuild.com.au

INSURED: Afsaneh Cooper CLAIM NUMBER: SGW202198808

RISK ADDRESS: 64 Calley Dr LEEMING BUILDER REFERENCE: G4175

CLAIM RECEIVED: 14/01/2020 SITE ATTEND DATE: 16/01/2020

INCIDENT TYPE Fence Damage

DESKTOP ASSESSOR Jay Wicks ASSESSOR CONTACT: 0439 930 551

MAKESAFE CONDUCTED No SPECIALIST REPORT OBTAINED No

TYPE OF MAKE SAFE

COMPLETED:
N/A SPECIALIST TYPE: N/A

PROPERTY DETAILS:

Building Type House Design Type Single Storey

Construction Type Double Brick Roof Type Corrugated Iron

Occupancy of Dwelling Owner Occupier Approx. Age of House 36 years

Squares 18 m2 Square Metres 180 m2

Detached Garage No Swimming Pool No

Shed(s) No Detached Granny Flat/other No

Yes

CAUSE OF DAMAGE:

Strong winds during August 2019

Has the resultant damage to the property been caused by a listed event:

Western Building supervisor attended site and met with the insured and assessed the damage to the right-hand side shared boundary

fence. The fence sits on the top of a retaining wall and has cracked at ground level.  The insured advised that the fence had blown down in

strong winds during August 2019.

RESULTANT DAMAGE:

Image of property to be inserted here.

Click on this box

Select Insert from above menu

Select Illustrations then Pictures

Locate your front elevation photo from the file

and Select Insert

Place photo over this writing

CLIENT DISCUSSIONS:

Combination of asbestos fence sheets and hardifence  - 16.0 LM total damaged sheets

Builders Assessment Report
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RECOMMENDATION: 

REPAIR ESTIMATE (inc GST) :                                                      

 N/A

COMMENT: 

Special Notes:

Hardi fence no longer provided or available from a reliable source/supplier

16.0 LM Hardiefence / Asbestos fence requires replacement

As the fence is shared by two parties - cash settle the insured as per the provided scope of works.

CONCLUSION:

MAINTENANCE WORKS REPAIRS ESTIMATE 

Nil

Nil

What temporary repairs are required to make the home liveable

Works to be completed when insured in temporary accommodation:

Nil

Is Temporary Accommodation required immediately No

Estimate timeframe for immediate temporary accommodation

INSURED/OWNER MAINTENANCE RESPONSIBILITY: Nil

MAINTENANCE/DEFECT ISSUES: NIL

Accept - Review : Component of claim requires cash settling

Is Temporary Accommodation required DURING REPAIRS ONLY No

Estimate timeframe for temporary accommodation required during repairs

Confidential 21/01/2020 Page 2



Western Building Pty Ltd
PO Box 1114

 East Victoria Park WA 6981

T (08) 9476 9779

F (08) 9476 9771
enquiry@westernbuild.com.au

Photo Description: 

Photo One: Photo Two:

RH Side boundary fence at front
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Western Building Pty Ltd
PO Box 1114

 East Victoria Park WA 6981

T (08) 9476 9779

F (08) 9476 9771
enquiry@westernbuild.com.au

Photo Description: RH Side boundary fence at rear

Photo One: Photo Two:
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Western Building Pty Ltd
PO Box 1114

 East Victoria Park WA 6981

T (08) 9476 9779

F (08) 9476 9771
enquiry@westernbuild.com.au

Photo Description: RH Side boundary fence at rear

Photo One: Photo Two:
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Western Building Pty Ltd
PO Box 1114

 East Victoria Park WA 6981

T (08) 9476 9779

F (08) 9476 9771
enquiry@westernbuild.com.au

Photo Description: RH Side boundary fence - cracked at ground level

RH Side boundary fence at rear Photo Two:
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Friday, Feb. 7, 2019                     In the Name of God the Beneficent the Merciful 

Page 1 of 2 
 

From: 64 Calley Drive, Leeming, WA, 6149, Lot 390 P 15248          To: melinfo@melville.wa.gov.au 

Ph: 08 6370 4299                 MOB: 04818 499 08 

Email: elearning@ewindfly.net 

Ms Afsaneh Cooper 

64 Calley Drive 

Leeming, WA, 6149 

 

Dear Mr Cameron Smith 

Hello 

On August 29, 2019 a windstorm with speed of 63 Km / hour bent the 27.5 m long dividing fence 

between 64 Calley Drive and 62 Calley Drive Leeming. In November I reported that incident to my 

SGIO Insurance Company and again on Monday 6th January 2020 I reported it. SGIO sent their 

assessor from a building company and that assessor wrote to SGIO the fence damage was due to 

windstorm. SGIO Claim department has accepted the cause for the damage is storm damage. 

However, the “Realty One” which acts as agent of the owner of 62 Calley Drive disagree with cause 

for the damage considering it “age of the fence” causing the damage.  

 

During 2005-2008 that dividing fence partly was removed by me to let two retaining walls be built 

next to it. The cost for the fence and the retaining wall in my side went under dispute. That dispute 

was resolved, and I paid for the dividing fence and all retaining walls without any cost on the 

neighbours. Two lawyers of my insurance company [SGIO] and three neighbours [RAC] came for 

visiting the retaining walls and fences I paid for and was built and in 2008 every fence was built and 

completed including the limestone retaining walls. Building and Planning Manager Mr Russel also 

visited and engineering company I had employed sent a structural engineer to asses all retaining wall 

was built upon their standard also I had an owner builder permit for the retaining walls.  

During 2005-2006 a party of 300 people was happening at 62 Calley Drive with students’ tenants in 

that house selling alcoholic beverages to their guests, bringing limousine long cars to that house. 

Five young boys including one student tenant in that house from Murdoch University climbed over 

the fence while I had brought rangers of city of Melville to my home to be witness that the back of 

fence of 62 Calley Drive at my rear yard [8 meters] were empty of required holding sand due to 

excavation in my side of fence, so these rangers control the party at neighbour house for safety of 

their guests in case they approach the fence. While two rangers were watching the fence, five boys 

at 62 Calley Drive went above the short 80 cm retaining wall [garden with brick wall] behind the 

middle of dividing fence [where no excavation existed on that side] and started watching the 

excavation site in my rear yard from above the fence standing on that garden retaining wall at their 

side. The dividing fence became bent and cracked. I followed that incident with City of Melville 

Security department and asked the two rangers who had come to warn the party guests at 62 Calley 

Drive of excavation danger in my rear yard to send me report for the incident of fence damage due 

to part guests climbing over the fence and damaging it while they were there. I had gone to 

neighbours house the day before party and warned them for danger if possible, they post pone the 

party, but they did not care. 

mailto:elearning@ewindfly.net
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City of Melville security department sent me their report and acknowledged that five guests on that 

side were climbing over dividing fence. I submitted that document to my claim for fence cost to my 

claim to Civil Court. 

I had to agree with RAC Lawyer to prevent $88000 legal cost in case my claim for Shared bore 

dispute with 66 Calley Drive owner [94 YEARS OLD] does not win in a three years legal procedure. 

The old neighbour at 66 Calley Drive had locked the controller of shared bore between my house 

and her house and as a result of no water in my gardens every plant and tree died and my divorce in 

2003 had delayed dealing with the excavation, cost of renovation, going to court to claim for 

damages. I agreed in that situation in 2008 using a government lawyer who defended me to pay for 

costs of the rebuilding the three boundaries while feeling sick of being oppressed as a single mother 

of three young children. I was judged by magistrate of the Fremantle court in 2008 not to pay for 

Council notices charges as the date of those three notices for three boundaries were expired and my 

lawyer sued the council lawyer for those outdated notices but she asked me to pay for all fences and 

retaining walls and I did. I also paid $4000 for the lawyer of City of Melville. The matter of installing a 

partly new fence in the middle of dividing fence between 64 and 62 Calley Drive was finished after I 

built the limestone retaining wall behind that fence. RAC Lawyer last inspection was satisfactory that 

the retaining wall for 62 and 64 Calley Drive was satisfactory. Therefore, the age of 62 and 64 Calley 

Drive is 2008 installation or 11 years old. The age of my building is 33 years old [June 1986]. SGIO 

Assessor checked all 27.5 panels of the dividing fence in January 2020 and said to me this fence is 

almost new.  

Since I had to agree with the RAC Lawyer who supported the 62 Calley Drive owner as their 

insurance company lawyer during 2005-2008 fence and retaining litigations in civil court, the matter 

of removal of the retaining wall behind the middle of dividing fence was silenced by RAC Lawyer.  

However, this year it costs me $300 excess to pay for the long- damaged fence [19.5 panels are 

cracked in middle of fence [where they removed the retaining wall] and 8 panels on rear yard are 

badly bent. Written by fence maker]. I am 64, still a pensioner engineer. I cannot afford to pay 

another $300 excess when next 63 km/hr speed fence crack this fence. We need to make this cost 

minimal. The owner of 62 Calley Drive be checked for needing a retaining wall in her lower land side. 

This is apparent by looking at the distance of ground level in my side of the fence and their side of 

the fence. The fence panels show the marks.  

 

Thanks for considering “No Prejudice” assessment for retaining wall needs at 62 Calley Drive, as the 

City of Melville checked my house for need of retaining wall during 2005-2008. The lines of the 

ground level on the middle fence panels and how badly it has affected security of my house are good 

evidence to be treated the same as three other neighbours were favoured during my renovation in 

the past. I wish no prejudice, discrimination, or classification discrimination affects your judgment.  

 

Thanks 

Engineer Afsaneh Cooper 

 

 



Wednesday, 12 February 2020 

Att: Ms Ashleigh Rossi [Corporate Administrator]   
ashleigh@realtyone.com.au                                                  
Realty One [08 9313 9111] 
52 Hatherley Parade, Winthrop WA 6150 
P.O.Box 1171, Booragoon WA 6954 
Suite 10, Winthrop Professional Centre 
 
Att: Mr Cameron Smith [melinfo@melville.wa.gov.au] 
Building Compliance, City of Melville [ 9364 0237 ] 
 
                               
 
 
 
 

TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN 

 

without Prejudice 

 

Hello 

 

The Dividing Fence Between 62 Calley Drive [owner: Desai] and 64 Calley Drive 
[Owner: A. Cooper] has been assessed by Western Building [Assessor of SGIO 
Building Insurer for A. Cooper for 64 Calley Drive Leeming, WA, 6149]. Forwarded 
assessment by Home Claims [SGIO Insurance] email has attachment of that building 
assessor. Also, I attached four extra documents including a letter, photos of the 
dividing damaged fence taken by myself, Quote of my Fence Maker [includes duties 
for two owners of 62 & 64 Calley Drive, Leeming in regards to fence before fence 
maker starts his work], and speed of the wind gust on 29th August 2019, which its 
speed changed direction on 30th August 2019. 
 
The owner [Desai] removed the “garden retaining wall” behind my dividing fence as a 
cover up strategy used to charge his tenant for $1300 bond due to their party guests 
of 4 and that tenant climbing over the dividing fence bending and damaging the 
same fence. The tenant then had claimed the 4 guests were not his guests, but they 
attended from street to his home to participate in that party [lies]. At the time of fence 
damage during 2005-2006 there was an excavation at rear yard, which is end of 
fence line in my house. the “party guests’ incidence” happened at “middle-front” 
section of the fence, where no excavation had happened. Desai owner of 62 Calley 
Drive had legal liability as I was the complainant to civil court through their building 
insurer and Desai was a defendant.  
 
Agreement was settled at the time between three tenants by RAC Lawyer defending 
my three tenants that I pay for 62 Calley Drive, and two other tenants fences to avoid 
legal charges against myself in case lack of lawyer for me, makes me lose at trial 
[$88000 they threatened me for]. Lack of money made me to agree while there were 
photos with my measurement as engineer at that time, which proved Desai land in 
middle fence required retaining wall and that existing retaining wall, which 5 boys 
climbed over at 62 Calley Drive at party time was removed for cover up by the 
owner. Evidences were photographed by me and submitted to civil court in Desai 
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file. I paid for Desai Fence at that excavation time. The fence was checked for 
completeness of what I had agreed with RAC insurer’s lawyer of 62 Calley Drive in 
2008, when my second limestone retaining wall was completed in my cost. Desai 
family had not spent $1 on any boundary cost since I purchased this house in 2001. 
Mr Desai even disagreed to let my bobcat drives to his house and make both of the 
fence sides at rear yard the same level grounds by saying to me in March 2005: "I do 
not want to spend even $1 on maintenance of my house, as this is my second house 
I purchased for renting only ". 
 
Maureen Omond at Realty One, which is the third real estate since 2005 for 62 
Calley Drive, shouted at me at the phone and did not agree that the fence damage 
cause is “wind storm damage” saying that was due to old age of the fence. Their 
tenant at 62 Calley Drive, Sam [20 years old, student of ECU in sport science] 
always opened the door of 62 Calley Drive, told me the house was empty during 24-
26 December and he, his brother and sister were in Albany for Christmas but one 
tenant was at home during that time. I went there to tell them I had claimed from 
SGIO on Monday, January 6, 2020 that “August wind” had damaged the fence and 
my first claim was in November for “August wind damage”. On 30th August 2019 
fence was bent and I could see wind had bent the fence in a long length of the fence 
[62 $ 64 Calley]. On January 6, 2020 fence was cracked due to its weight after 
bending. I took photos and attached are my pictures from the fence. Realty one 
Maureen received my two phone calls right after quote of the fence maker received 
to my email. She never returned my two calls although the person who answered 
phone: 08 9313 9111 recorded that she should let Maureen know I called her and I 
left her my mobile phone number 04818 499 08 and had given my business card 
early January to Sam, their tenant. 
 
Today Feb 12, 2020, I received a call from Realty one trying to blame me for relying 
on their tenant Sam at 62 Calley  for News of fence. Sam had received my envelope 
including attached quote for fence cost from my fence maker, my small letter asking 
them to build the required retaining wall so fence maker can build a safe fence as 
their land has a stolen retaining wall for cover up [since 2005-2006 party Incident]. 
Having experience of Real Estates, that “62 Calley Owner” had employed, all got 
paid to lie, I have come to this conclusion “62 Calley Drive” needs to be responsible 
by “City of Melville”, Building and planning checks all safety aspects, which that 
owner ignores and they are liable to do, such as “Retaining wall on the middle fence 
length” where their land is lower than mine. Two similar cases should not be treated 
different if council is not prejudice. 
 
Hereby I apply also, the Mayor checks the pergola at front of 62 Calley Drive for 
safety, then they would know, who tells the truth about “maintenance cost”. I cannot 
afford to pay excess to my insurer for lack of retaining wall at “62 Calley 
Drive”. It appears that owner or real estate lie about the age of the fence as 
Maureen told me at the phone, the only one time she answered phone 08 9313 9111 
that dividing fence collapsed due to "old age of the fence" my house was built in 
1986 and so far is 34 years of age. The “dividing fence 62-64 Calley drive” was 
renewed in my cost in 2008. That means the fence in focus is only 11 years old as 
we are at beginning of 2020. Western building assessor agreed with me that the 
fence is not old. SGIO has agreed the cause for fence damage is windstorm. 
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Please prove you [62 Calley] do not need a retaining wall or agree next fence 
damage you pay for it not me. I am not going to pay excess if you [62 Calley] need 
a retaining wall and wind blows the fence due to no reaction force holding it back 
from 62 Calley Drive. The reaction force created by sand in retaining wall is 
important to hold back the fence in case storm happens. I apply if the council 
assessed “62 Calley Drive needs a retaining wall”, they [62 Calley] pay me 
$300 to pay to SGIO for my excess. 
 
The security of the fence is so bad that new photos prove it is bent in my land 
nearly damaging all retic pipes there and my trees in that garden next to a 
place where fence is totally wrecked. When I called city of Melville Sunday 
February 2, 2020 to ask them to send a ranger in midnight, they refused. 000 also 
did not accept that fence is an emergency. They asked me to call the City of Melville 
on Monday February 3. People can walk through the gap between “front fence and 
62 Calley’s brick wall” at front yard to 62 Calley backyard. Realty One has not 
responded to a letter Sam received from me as their tenant. A 20 years old tenant is 
not a minor. Maureen Omond never returned my two calls. Desai owner has a lack 
of integrity as explained above and is stingy for maintaining his home but 
greedy to collect above $500/week or more rent from tenants. 
 
I guess Mayor in this case is the only government body, who can support me as I 
was abused and I was oppressed by this tenant Desai in the past and now you see 
the behaviour after more than ten contacts with tenant Sam and real estate they 
have. Sam said early January that a month before then the, tenants claimed 
weather damage to the fence to the real estate. Therefore, since early 
December to now, which is early February two months, that Realty One has not 
lodged any claim to “insurance company of 62 Calley Drive”, nor contacted me to 
show what they have done for the dividing damaged fence.  
 
This proves the lack of integrity at “Desai for 62 Calley Drive” that they lie the fence 
is old, so they do not pay themselves for $4500 damage and retaining wall. A very 
tall and heavy dog belonging to their tenant climbed over the fence, cracked 
some panels and made a hole into fence before 2013. the end panel of fence at 
rear year has a big gap as they cut their trees at 62 Calley, and a branch had 
encroached the fence corner leaving a gap, they tried to cover up. So already 
several panels were not dealt with by us due to excess was higher than repair. Desai 
should pay upon claims I did in the past after 2008 and before 2013 to SGIO which 
was just recorded, and they refused to pay. SGIO has agreed to pay for 18.5 
panels only. The fence length is 27.5 panels. Eight extra panels not covered by 
SGIO should be paid by Desai at rear and next to my garage back door where 
there used to be a black bar metal fence for the dog of tenant at 62 Calley. The 
dog used my green bin to climb over the fence jumped into my middle back yard 
this incidence was also reported to City of Melville [2008-2013] security when that 
dog was wandering in my back yard, the tenant owner of that dog was in trade 
in China. 
 
I request first the council checks the retaining wall needs at 62 Calley Drive, 
they compare the difference between the two ground levels with my reports 2005-
2006 about the removal of old retaining wall for cover up at Desai land. The real 
estates were three so far at 62 Calley. Then the council sends notices of charge to 
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Desai owner, who lives in Leeming in another home. If they did not build the 
retaining wall, the council sends their contractors to build the retaining wall and 
charges the cost from Desai owner. No discrimination and No prejudice in 
compared to what I was told in 2005. I cannot remove the panels of fence which 
are leaning to my yard as 80% of the height of panels are in Desai’s land now. But 
fence maker requires one meters from fence line every ground be empty from 
debris. 62 Calley Drive tenant were told by me to remove the “fallen panels”, so I 
can do gardening next to my fence, no action has happened so far. It appears 
every thing again is controlled by Desai who do not want to pay even for maintaining 
the fence line before fence maker starts his work or the real Estate who is employed 
by Desai is trying to cheat for the cause of the fence damage to pay less for the 
repair and for building retaining wall blaming the age of the 11 years old fence for the 
damage these are the third real estate dealing with Desai property since 2005. Their 
history of lack of integrity is also recorded by two other real estates one was L. J. 
Hooker [2009-20013] another Ray and White in Calley Drive [2005-2008] 
 
Government is the only agency who, can deal with “owners lacking integrity”.  
 
 
Yours Sincerely 
 
Engineer Afsaneh Cooper 
 
64 Calley Drive, Leeming 
MOB: 04818 499 08 
VOIP: 08 6370 4299 
elearning@ewindfly.net 
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TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN 
 
 

Second Email [third correspondence] regarding dividing Fence 
damage [started 6/01/2020] 

 

Hello Ms Adriana Mann,  

 

Agent to deal with dividing fence Replacement at 62 & 66 Calley Drive, Leeming, 
WA, 6149, through "Realty One, Real Estate" 
 

I sent the attached files to ashleigh@realtyone.com.au on 13/02/2020 by this email. 
File 7 was my covering letter explaining description of the fence damage by 
windstorm on 29/08/2019, need for a 50 cm high [5 brick rows] garden retaining wall 
for a short length in middle fence length at 62 Calley Drive. Also files 1-6 attached to 
this email show wind gust speed on the date of damage [29/08/2019], assessor's 
report and quote [by SGIO building company contractor], Fence maker's quote, and 
my detailed letter to the City of Melville about the damage and two causes for the 
damage [need for retaining wall at my neighbour side, and strong wind of 63 
km/hour which changed its direction on next day]. 
 
No reply has received from you during period [13/02/2020 to 28/02/2020] to me. City 
of Melville Cameron Smith, building compliance officer has referred both neighbours 
to a link which includes the following pages: 
page 2: What is a dividing fence? 
Page 3: Step 1: Giving notice 
Page 5: Court action 
Page 8: Repairs 
Page 7: Estimating the value of a fence 
Page 10: Redevelopment of Properties, Repair without notice 
Page 12: Special rules for tenants and landlords 
Page 16: Entering your neighbour's property 
Page 15: Negotiating with your neighbour 
Page 19: Boundary line 
Page 20: Swimming pool barriers 
Page 21: Sample letter to erect a new dividing fence 
Page 22: Sample letter to repair an existing fence 
 
 
 
Please note the fence maker told me they do not make Fibre Cement fences 
anymore and he cannot get this type fence from the market anymore. Therefore, 
Colorbond fence is the second option for a new fence. Upon above pages in the 
Law of dividing fences, this case is not a repair and is a new fence because the 
material and type of fence is not the same as the previous one. My insurance 
company has approved to pay for the wind damaged fence which is my share of 
the dividing fence. The fence maker has sent his quote with some difference with 
assessment of the SGIO building Assessor. Perhaps they would pay for my share in 
18.4 panels which are broken only.   
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Please respond as soon as possible to my following questions: 
 
Q1. Which insurance company has insured 62 Calley Drive, Leeming, WA, 6149? 
Q2. Have you approached the 62 Calley Drive building insurer for the damaged fibre 
cement dividing fence and received the assessment of that insurer for the damaged 
fence? 
Q3. Could you please send me the response and assessment of the building insurer 
explained in above Q2? 
Q4. Have you got a quote for cost of replacement of the fence with material you 
chose for the fence, and could you please send me the fence maker's quote? 
Q5. What material have you chosen for the replacement fence, colorbond or other 
type? 
Q6. Has building assessor of the 62 Calley Drive from the building insurer side 
assessed that there is a need for retaining wall in the middle fence length? 
Q7. Have you checked with City of Melville building and planning department that a 
50 cm high retaking wall requires a building permit, or the owner can build that 
without a permit? 
Q8. Has the owner of 62 Calley Drive, agreed to build a retaining wall? 
Q9. Has the owner of 62 Calley Drive, agreed to pay for the cost of 1/2 of the 18.4 m 
long damaged fence in case his building insurer does not agree with the claim cost? 
Q10. When is the date which all above 9 answers would be given to me? When is 
the date for the answer to each of the above 9 questions which you can provide? 
Q11. What is the name of the responsible person who can give answers to all above 
my questions about our dividing fence issues related to my security? 
Q12. Could you please arrange that the panels of the middle fence be removed from 
your side of the fence, as the fence maker has written in his quote that within a meter 
from the fence boundary debris be removed from the ground on both sides. My side 
needs a few days’ work to make every7 thing to the standard required for 
preparation of start of fence maker work. Two parts of fence have badly fallen now to 
my side of the fence and the site is dangerous as people can walk into both houses. 
 
As my fence maker is waiting to start his work and it is a possibility that some part of 
the fence further damages my windows, and reticulation long pipe which is in 
adjacent garden next to the fallen fence to my side.  
 
Please respond as soon as possible. 
 
Yours Faithfully 
 
Engr. Afsaneh Cooper 
64 Calley Drive, 
Leeming, WA, 6149 
MOB: 04818 499 08   
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Disclaimer  
The material contained in this booklet provides general guidance 
and information only and is current at time of printing. Readers 
should not act or omit to act solely on the basis of anything 
contained herein. In relation to a particular matter, you should 
seek appropriate legal/professional advice. The State of Western 
Australia and its servants and agents expressly disclaim liability, 
whether in negligence or otherwise, for any act or omission 
resulting from reliance on this document or for any consequence 
of such act or omission.
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This guide is intended to help you understand the Dividing 
Fences Act 1961 (the Act) and outlines processes for neighbours 
to agree on the fence that divides their properties, to determine 
boundaries and to share the cost of construction and 
maintenance. The Act also enables the courts to deal with 
disputes that may arise over dividing fences.
The Building Commission recommends that you should not 
commence construction of a dividing fence until you have a 
clear agreement, in writing, with the adjoining owner or you have 
obtained a court order.
The Act does not apply to boundary construction, fence height 
restrictions or encroachments which have been approved under 
a building permit.
The Building Commission administers the Act it does not have 
any role or powers to advise on individual issues or resolve 
dividing fences disputes or resolve issues. In this regard, you 
should seek independent legal advice. 
• Landgate provides information on issues such as defining 

and surveying boundaries and adverse possession.
• Local governments provide advice on local laws that may 

affect your dividing fence, retaining walls, parapet walls or 
the like; fences that form part of a swimming or spa pool 
barrier; construction on boundaries and advice on planning 
and building approval. 

• The Magistrates Court may rule on dividing fence disputes 
and matters that are not related to the Act, such as disputes 
over retaining walls, trees, overhanging branches or falling 
leaves.
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What is a dividing fence?
A dividing fence separates the land of different owners whether 
the fence is on the common boundary of adjoining lands or on a 
line other than the common boundary.  A dividing fence does not 
include a retaining wall.
The Act does not apply to the Crown (government) or to land 
used for public purposes such as roads and paths under the 
control of local governments. This means that if your property 
adjoins such land you have to pay the full cost of the dividing 
fence. Local government laws regarding fences or what is a 
‘sufficient fence’ will still apply.

Sufficient fence
Local governments may have local laws that prescribe what is a 
sufficient fence. If you want information on what type of fence is 
allowed in your area, contact your local government.
A ‘sufficient fence’ is:
• a fence prescribed by a local government law; or
• a fence of any standard agreed upon by adjoining owners 

provided that it does not fall below the standard prescribed 
by the relevant local government law.

Where no local law or no agreement is made, a sufficient  
fence is:
• a substantial fence that is ordinarily capable of resisting  

the trespass of cattle and sheep; or
• a fence determined by a Magistrates Court to be a  

sufficient fence.

If you want to erect a dividing fence of a higher standard 
than a sufficient fence and cannot obtain the agreement of 
the adjoining owner, you may only claim half the cost of 
erecting and maintaining a sufficient fence.
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Owners may decide what they want as long as it does not 
conflict with the local laws.
If your local government does not have any local laws covering 
fences, you are still obliged to contribute a half share of the cost 
of constructing a sufficient fence. Checking out the type of 
fencing that has been erected in your area will give you a good 
guide as to what is accepted as the fencing standard.

Step 1: Giving notice
If you wish to claim half the cost of erecting a sufficient fence 
and avoid any disputes over payment, you should approach the 
owner of the adjoining land to discuss your proposal and reach 
an agreement.
The Act provides a mechanism for sharing the cost of the fence. 
The procedure is to give notice in writing to your neighbour 
describing the proposed dividing fence including materials to be 
used, costs, and specifying the boundary line to be fenced. See 
pages 21 to 23 of this booklet for sample letters for giving notice 
to erect a fence, effect repairs and to claim contribution for the 
cost of a fence.
If you do not know the name and address of the adjoining 
owner, the rates section of your local government may provide 
this information. Alternatively you may wish to arrange a land 
title search through Landgate.
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Each notice must be served by either:
• delivering it in person; or
• sending it by registered mail to the person’s usual or last 

known place of residence.
If the notice is to be given to a company it may be served by:
• delivering it to the head office of the company in the state in 

which the company is incorporated; or
• sending it by registered mail to the company’s principal 

officer.
You may wish to attach a copy of this booklet to your written 
notice. 
If agreement is reached with your neighbour confirm the 
agreement in writing and get it signed by all parties. Include 
details in your written agreement about when payment is to be 
made.
Whether agreement is reached or not, you should always keep 
copies of all quotations, documents and receipts.
If you and your adjoining owner cannot agree, then the use of 
an independent mediator may help. Mediation helps to sort out 
civil disputes in a confidential and non-threatening way. Details 
of mediation services available are listed in the Yellow Pages 
under ‘Mediators’.



Dividing  fences  -  a guide      5     

Step 2: Court action
The adjoining owner has 21 days to respond or write back if 
they dispute all or any part of your proposal. If you are unable to 
reach an agreement within that time, the matter may be referred 
to the Magistrates Court nearest to where the fence is situated.
Contact your nearest Magistrates Court to find out the procedure 
for lodging a complaint with the court.
Either owner may make an application to the Magistrates Court. 
In making its order, the court will consider the type of fence 
typically constructed in the area, how the lands are used and 
any local laws prescribing the type of fence for your area. 
Where the owners agree, or where the court orders the erection 
of a fence, the owners must fulfil their obligations within the 
specified time or within three months if no time is specified.  If 
an owner does not fulfil their obligations within this time, the 
other owner may complete the work and recover half the costs 
from the owner in default by making an application for an order 
in the Magistrates Court. 

The Magistrates Court can be 
contacted on (08) 9425 2222. 

An application for an order can be 
obtained online from 

www.magistratescourt.wa.gov.au.
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Vacant land
This section applies only where one or both of the adjoining lots 
of land is vacant.
Where one or both blocks are vacant, you should attempt to 
negotiate a written agreement with the owner of the adjoining 
block and the fence should be erected according to the terms of 
the agreement.
However, you may erect a sufficient fence without giving notice 
or reaching agreement with the owner of the vacant land and 
still obtain a contribution towards the cost.
The owner who has erected the fence may claim from the 
adjoining owner whether or not notice was given or an 
agreement was reached.
Except where there is an agreement or a court order, you cannot 
recover any of the costs from the owner of adjoining land that is 
vacant unless or until the current owner of the adjoining land:
• has completed a substantial building or structure on the land;
• has occupied or occupies a building or structure on the land; 

or
• has permitted or permits some other person to lawfully 

occupy a building or structure on the land.
If any of the above conditions are satisfied, you may give the 
other owner a notice claiming half the value of the fence as 
estimated at the date of the claim.

An owner or owners of 
adjoining land are liable to 

pay even if they were not the 
owners of the land when the 

fence was constructed and no 
previous adjoining owners 

have paid a claim to the 
owner who erected the fence.
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Estimating the value of a fence
There is no specified method for determining the value of a 
fence. Obtaining a current day price for a similar fence may be 
useful in providing a base from which to estimate the value of 
the fence.
If it cannot be agreed upon between the adjoining owners, it 
may be necessary to have the matter decided through mediation 
or if that fails, in court.
The right to claim exists while the person who erected the fence 
continues to own the property, however, it is doubtful whether 
this right exists after the property is sold. The commonly held 
legal view is that the right does not continue and this would 
mean the right to claim cannot be passed on from the owner 
who erected the fence to another owner who buys their land.
If the adjoining owner gives you written notice of objection and 
agreement cannot be reached on the claim, you may make an 
application for an order to the Magistrates Court nearest to 
where the fence is situated. 
Application forms are available by calling the Magistrates Court 
on (08) 9425 2222 or online at www.magistratescourt.wa.gov.au. 
The court will make a decision on the dispute.
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Repairs
The Act provides for owners of land on either side of the fence 
to join in or contribute in equal proportions to the repair of the 
fence. This applies to both developed and vacant land.
The Act defines the word ‘repair’ as including ‘realign and 
re-erect’ so the provisions which deal with repairing a dividing 
fence also apply in the same way to fences which need 
realignment or re-erection.
Note: The WA Supreme Court, in Basell v Meredith, 1997, held 

that the replacement of an existing fence with an entirely 
different type of fence, for instance replacing a damaged 
old picket fence with a new fibrous cement fence, is not a 
repair.

It is important to determine whether the condition of the existing 
fence justifies it being replaced by the same type of fence.
If you wish to have a dividing fence repaired, you should give 
the adjoining owner a notice describing the kind and extent of 
repairs to be made, and stating that you are prepared to:
• repair the fence and pay half the cost if the other owner will 

also pay half the cost;
• permit the other owner to repair the fence and you will pay 

half the cost; or
• pay half the cost of having the fence repaired by a third party.
Note: Costs may include labour, equipment hire and materials. 
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If the owner or owners do not object to your notice in writing 
within 14 days you may repair the fence. If a contribution is not 
made you will be able to recover half the cost of repairs from the 
other adjoining owner or owners by referring the matter to the 
Magistrates Court.
If the adjoining owner or owners object or do not agree to pay, 
you must apply to the Magistrates Court for an order. Where the 
adjoining owners have agreed to the repair or the court has 
ordered the repair, both owners must allow access to enable the 
dividing fence to be repaired.
Generally, when a dividing fence is in need of repair, the owners 
on each side of the fence that is in need of repair are 
responsible. This also applies to land that is vacant.
If the dividing fence was built partly by one neighbour, and partly 
by the other neighbour, each neighbour is responsible for the 
cost of repairing the part of the fence he or she built.



10     Div id ing  fences  -  a guide

Redevelopment of properties
If your adjoining owner redevelops their land by demolishing 
existing buildings or erecting new ones, they may ask for a 
contribution for a new fence.
This may occur if the existing fence is:
• of a lower standard than a sufficient fence;
• is erected other than on the boundary line; or 
• is in need of repair or replacement. 
It may also occur because the adjoining owner wants a new 
fence.
Development approvals by some local governments require the 
developer to build new fences or require that they be to the local 
government’s satisfaction.
This does not prevent the adjoining owner from serving a written 
notice under the Act on the other owner seeking a contribution 
for half the fence construction or repair costs.
However, for a claim to be successful it will depend on whether 
the fence was in a condition requiring its replacement.
The fence need only be a ‘sufficient’ fence as described on 
page 2 of this booklet.

Repair without notice

Where a dividing fence is damaged or destroyed in whole or 
in part by flood, fire, lightning, storm, tempest or accident, 
an owner on either side of the fence may immediately 
repair the fence without notice. The party who repaired the 
fence is then entitled to recover half of the expenses of 
doing so from the owner of the adjoining land through the 
Magistrates Court.
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However, it is suggested that despite this right of action, it is 
better to try to give notice of your intention to repair the fence. 
Try to reach agreement on payment for repairs before taking 
court action.

What happens if the fence is damaged by your 
neighbour?
Situations may arise where you consider that your neighbour or 
neighbours should be paying for the entire repair of the fence 
because it has been damaged by their actions or inaction.
The Act only recognises a limited set of circumstances where an 
adjoining owner or owners who are at ‘fault’ are bound to repair or 
renew a dividing fence at their cost. These are where the dividing 
fence is damaged or destroyed in whole or in part by fire, or by 
the falling of any tree (or portion thereof). An element of neglect 
on the part of the adjoining owner or owners from whose land the 
fire originated or the tree fell must also be evident.
For all other fence damage the adjoining owners are liable to 
join in and contribute in equal proportions to the repairs.
If your neighbours are bound to repair the dividing fence at their 
cost and fail to do so, you as the adjoining owner may repair or 
renew the fence. You may then recover the whole cost of doing 
so from your neighbours by referring the matter to the 
Magistrates Court.
It is better to maintain harmony with neighbours by first 
negotiating with them to repair the fence.
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Special rules for tenants and landlords 
As a tenant you do not have to pay for the cost of construction 
or repair of a dividing fence unless the term of the lease is for a 
period of five years or more. 
If the term of the lease is between five and seven years, the 
landlord must pay three quarters of the cost and the tenant one 
quarter.

Example (a)
Total cost of construction or repair $400 
Half cost to each owner = $200 each
Landlord’s share $150 
Tenant’s share + $50 
 = $200
If the term of the lease is between seven and twelve years, the 
landlord and the tenant must each pay one half of the cost of 
construction or repair of the dividing fence.

Example (b)
Total cost of construction or repair $400 
Half cost to each owner = $200 each
Landlord’s share $100 
Tenant’s share + $100 
 = $200
If the term of the lease is longer than 12 years the tenant must 
pay the whole of the cost.

Example (c)
Total cost of construction or repair $400 
Half cost to each owner = $200 each
Landlord’s share $ Nil 
Tenant’s share + $200 
 = $200
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In this explanation, the cost is half the total cost of construction 
or repair of the dividing fence. This follows the general rule that 
each adjoining owner is to pay half the total cost of construction 
or repair of a dividing fence.

Strata titles
Where adjoining land is owned under a strata title, a claim may 
still be made against the owners for a contribution towards 
constructing or repairing a dividing fence.
The owners of the strata title land may be:
• the strata company; or
• another person, depending on the nature of the strata 

scheme and the by-laws of the strata company. It will also 
depend on whether a person has lodged a notice for 
recording on the strata/survey-strata plan with the Registrar 
of Titles in accordance with section 123A(3) of the Strata 
Titles Act 1985 (WA).

The name of the strata company and information about this type 
of strata scheme, the by-laws of the strata company and 
whether a notice has been recorded on the strata/survey-strata 
plan can be obtained online from Landgate by calling 
(08) 9273 7373 or visiting www.landgate.wa.gov.au.  
Note: There are fees payable for this information.

Useful information 
on strata titles can 

be obtained by 
contacting 

Landgate on  
(08) 9273 7373
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Liability for upkeep and maintenance of dividing fences – 
strata title
For most schemes (single-tier strata schemes and survey-strata 
schemes), unless an objection has been lodged or a law has 
been registered on the plan, then:
• if the fence divides a strata lot and the adjoining property, 

which is not part of the scheme, the owners of the strata lot 
and the adjoining property are liable;

• if the fence divides common property and the adjoining 
property, which is not part of the scheme, the strata company 
and the owner of the adjoining property are liable;

• if the fence divides two lots in the strata scheme, the owners 
of those lots are equally liable; and

• if the fence divides both a lot and common property in  
the scheme, the owner of the lot and the strata company  
are liable.

In other schemes for example, in a multi storey scheme, the 
strata company and the owner of the adjoining land are equally 
liable for these costs.
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Negotiating with your neighbour
Although informal discussions are okay, it is better to have 
agreements in writing. This clears any ambiguity and clarifies 
any point of difference. It can also be used later to show what 
has been agreed if the matter comes before mediation, 
arbitration or the courts. Note that agreements between owners 
with regard to the cost of erecting or repairing a dividing fence 
override the Act.
It is in both neighbours’ interests to attempt to resolve dividing 
fences matters in a courteous and friendly manner.
There are many steps that can be taken to reach agreement 
with a neighbour including:
• Providing a copy of this booklet.
• Explaining why you are seeking to renew or repair the fence, 

for example to provide a barrier for a pool.
• Understanding your neighbour has a right to protect their 

property and animals especially during construction.
• Considering a longer time to pay or a payment plan because 

your neighbour may be concerned about their capacity to pay.
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Entering your neighbour’s property
Where an agreement or court order exists, or where the 
provisions of the Act are being followed, a contractor or person 
erecting or repairing a fence has access to the adjoining 
property. This access is ‘at all reasonable times’ to effect the 
erection or repair of a dividing fence.
Before repairing or constructing a fence, you should:
• inform your neighbour of what you are doing;
• tell them that you may need to go onto their land to construct 

or repair the fence; and
• obtain your neighbour’s agreement before undertaking any 

work relating to dividing fences.
You should be careful not to enter onto or interfere with your 
neighbour’s property unless it is necessary to carry out the work.
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Please note that if carrying out building or demolition work which 
affects other land you may be required to obtain consent from 
adjoining owners of the land. For more information refer to the 
Building Commission’s publication ‘Work affecting other land - a 
guide’ at www.dmirs.wa.gov.au/building-commission.  
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Tree debris, encroaching roots and overhanging branches
Trees are a highly desirable part of our landscape and essential 
to our environment so a certain amount of inconvenience 
associated with them should be tolerated.
Information on your rights about tree nuisance is available online 
at www.legalaid.wa.gov.au.
You should be aware that these issues are not covered under 
the Dividing Fences Act.
Only where a dividing fence has been destroyed in whole or in 
part by the falling of a tree does the Act provide for the adjoining 
owner to repair the fence immediately and recover the costs in 
the Magistrates Court.
Under Schedule 3.1 of the Local Government Act 1995, your 
local government may serve a notice on owners of land to 
ensure that a tree on that land that endangers any person or 
thing on adjoining land is made safe. Contact your local 
government authority for more information.

Fences constructed adjacent to a dividing fence
Situations may arise where a property owner wishes to construct 
a fence on their own land adjacent to an existing dividing fence. 
The Act does not prevent this second fence from being erected, 
however, it is recommended that you contact your local 
government to find out whether it has any restrictions on 
structures of this type.
The adjoining owner may still seek your contribution for 
maintaining the existing dividing fence, even where you erect a 
second fence on your property adjacent to it.

Your privacy
If the dividing fence does not provide adequate privacy, contact 
your local government for more information on their local fencing 
laws. Some local governments permit the use of lattice attached 
to a fence or allow you to erect a privacy/garden screen as a 
separate structure from the fence.
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Boundary line
Section 12 of the Act provides a process for establishing a 
boundary line where one or both owners do not agree on its 
accurate position.
To define the boundary, both owners can agree to engage a land 
surveyor (surveyor) licensed under the Licensed Surveyors Act 
1909 to define the correct boundary line and share the cost.  
However, if one owner believes the surveyor is not necessary, 
the Act provides a mechanism for resolving the process that is 
described below involving Owner A and the neighbour, Owner B.  
Owner A gives notice to adjoining Owner B stating that he/she is 
going to engage a surveyor to define the boundary line.
If, after receiving the notice, Owner B thinks a surveyor is 
unnecessary, Owner B can place pegs where they think the 
boundary is, or if Owner B wants to engage a surveyor, they can 
engage the surveyor and recover half the cost from Owner A.
Where Owner B has not used a surveyor, but has defined the 
boundary by pegs and Owner A is still not satisfied, Owner A 
must wait one month after first giving the notice to Owner B to 
engage a surveyor, and Owner A may then have the boundary 
line defined by the surveyor.
If the surveyor finds the boundary is where Owner B placed the 
pegs, then Owner A has to pay the full cost of the surveyor.  
Otherwise the Act provides that both Owner A and Owner B 
share the cost.
For further information contact Landgate or the Land Surveyors 
Licensing Board at www.lslb.wa.gov.au.
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Swimming pool barriers
Western Australia has legislation to restrict unsupervised access 
by young children to a private swimming or spa pool.
The Building Regulations 2012 allow a dividing fence to form 
part of the enclosure of a swimming or spa pool, providing the 
fence satisfies the requirements of Australian Standard 
AS1926.1 ‘Fencing for Swimming Pools’ (1993 version).
For more information about swimming pool barriers and fences, 
please contact your local government or download the 
publication ‘Rules for Pools and Spas’ available at 
www.dmirs.wa.gov.au/building-commission.

Planning and building approval
Any substantial structure built along a boundary is likely to 
require planning approval and a building permit issued prior to 
construction.  This is particularly the case for retaining walls, 
walls that form part of buildings, unusually high fences or fences 
made from unusual materials.  
Fences that form part of a swimming or spa pool barrier also 
require a building permit from your local government prior to 
construction.
In many local government areas, brick and masonry fences 
require a building permit.  Although simple, conventional dividing 
fences may not need a building permit.  
You should always check with your local government first, as 
construction without planning and building approval is an offence.
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Sample letter to erect a new dividing fence

(Your address)

Dear Neighbour
I am writing to advise that I propose to erect a dividing 
fence on the boundary line between our properties 
(include property addresses).
The fence I wish to erect is a (specify here the 
description of the fence, ie. type, length, height, 
material and the boundary line to be fenced).
I have obtained quotes (copies attached) and propose 
to accept the quote from (fencing company - eg. ABC 
Fencing Company) for (amount - eg. $400). Your share 
of the dividing fence will be (half of the cost - eg. $200) 
which is half the cost of a sufficient fence according to 
the local government laws in the area.
Please let me know within 21 days if you agree or 
disagree with this proposal.
If you would like to discuss this with me I can be 
contacted on telephone number (your number) or by 
email at (your email address).
If within 21 days we cannot reach agreement or you do 
not respond, the Dividing Fences Act 1961 provides for 
the matter to be determined in the Magistrates Court.

(Your signature, name and date)



22     Div id ing  fences  -  a guide

Sample letter to repair an existing fence

(Your address)

Dear Neighbour
I am writing to seek your agreement and contribution 
for the repair of the dividing fence which separates our 
properties, (include property addresses) in accordance 
with Section 15 of the Dividing Fences Act 1961. 
The dividing fence is in need of repair because (give 
reasons eg. several pickets are missing).
I have attached copies of quotes to have the repairs 
done. I suggest we accept the quote from (company - 
eg. ABC Fencing) for (amount - eg. $300). Your half 
share will be (half of the cost - eg. $150).
Please let me know within 14 days if you agree or 
disagree with this proposal.
If you would like to discuss this with me I can be 
contacted on telephone number (your number) or by 
email at (your email address).
If within 14 days we cannot reach agreement or you do 
not respond, the Diving Fences Act 1961 provides that 
I may repair the fence and then recover half of the 
repair costs through the Magistrates Court

(Your signature name and date)
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Sample claim for a fence already erected

(Your address)

Dear Neighbour
I am writing to seek your contribution to the dividing fence 
between our properties (include property addresses) that was 
constructed (eg 6 months ago) when your land was vacant. 
The Dividing Fences Act 1961 allows owners of adjoining 
land, who erected the fence, to seek contribution from their 
neighbour the construction of a building or structure has been 
completed.
Now that you have completed your construction, I wish to 
seek half the value of the dividing fence which cost (eg $400) 
to erect. Under the local government fencing laws, the fence 
is classed as a sufficient fence.
I estimate that the value of the fence is current and therefore 
seek payment of your half share of the fence, that is (half of 
the cost - eg $200).
Please let me know within 21 days if you agree or disagree 
with this proposal. I have attached copies of the quotes 
obtained and the invoice and receipt we received from the 
fencing contractor.
If you would like to discuss this with me I can be contacted on 
telephone number (your number) or by email at (your email 
address).
If within 21 days we cannot reach agreement or you do not 
respond, the Dividing Fences Act 1961 provides for the matter 
to be referred the Magistrates Court for determination

(Your signature name and date)
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Frequently asked questions

Do I need my adjoining neighbour’s agreement before I erect 
a new fence?

If you wish to claim a contribution and the adjoining land is not 
vacant, there must be an agreement or a court order in place 
before erecting the fence.
Where the adjoining land is vacant, you do not need an 
agreement. 
Once the fence is erected a claim for a contribution can be 
made on the owner when there is a substantial building erected 
on the land, or when the land owner occupies or permits the 
occupation of any building on the land.
You do not need an agreement if you want to erect the fence 
entirely at your own expense, and forego any right to a 
contribution under the Act. The fence you erect must still be a 
‘sufficient fence’.
If you decide to erect a fence at your own expense, it is 
recommended that you give the adjoining owner the details of 
the proposal as a courtesy, and to enable them to make 
arrangements to protect their property or animals during the 
construction process. A decision to erect a fence entirely at your 
own cost does not give you the right to enter the adjoining 
owner’s property without their permission during construction.

Do I have to have more than one quote to give to my 
neighbour?

The Act does not specify a requirement for the obtaining of 
quotes but it is suggested that you should try to obtain at least 
two written quotes.

My neighbour is going to build a wall along the boundary and 
I am concerned about how it will look from my side.

This is not covered by the Dividing Fences Act 1961, however 
under section 88(3) of the Building Act 2011, an outward facing 
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wall along the boundary which forms part of a garage, shed, or 
building is required to be of a reasonable standard.  Local 
government may, for the purpose of imposing a condition on a 
building permit, or making a building order, specify the way in 
which an outward facing side of a close wall must be finished.  
Contact your local government for further information.

Can I take down the existing dividing fence without my 
neighbour’s agreement?

Once a dividing fence is erected, it becomes joint property. Both 
adjoining land owners are liable to maintain the fence, 
regardless of the contribution made to the cost of its erection.
Therefore either party cannot remove, alter or damage or in any 
way affect the structural integrity of the dividing fence.

I am about to put up my new dividing fence and want to 
know where on the boundary it should go. Does it have to be 
located wholly on my property?

The fence should normally be placed along the boundary line, 
with half the structure in each property. Where this is not 
practical you may agree to locate the fence wholly in one or 
other property. You should record an agreement to do this in 
writing. The Act allows for a fence to be considered a dividing 
fence even when it is not on the common boundary. This means 
both neighbours can be asked to contribute to the cost.

What should I do about my neighbour who is refusing to pay 
for half of the cost of the fence?

Mediation services may be used to assist with dispute 
resolution. If the former attempts fail, the Act provides that the 
matter may be settled through the court, however, it is 
recommended that you try to resolve the issue through 
discussion with your neighbour first. 
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Claiming for a fence erected on vacant land

The land next door is vacant but they have started building 
on it. How much of the building must be constructed before I 
can make a claim for half the cost of the fence?

You can make a claim when a substantial building has been 
completed. This should not be confused with a building that is 
substantially completed. It is only once the building is complete 
that you may make a claim under section 13 of the Act.

How much time does the adjoining owner have to pay me my 
claim for half the fence cost now that a substantial building 
has been completed on his land?

The adjoining owner is required to pay within one month of the 
receipt of your claim. You may enter into an agreement with your 
neighbour to allow a longer time period or agree to accept 
payment by instalments. Such agreement should be in writing 
and signed and dated by both parties.

Do I have to contribute to the cost of a fence when my land 
is still vacant?

No, not unless you have agreed to contribute before the fence is 
erected or unless the adjoining owner obtains a court order, 
before the fence is erected, requiring you to contribute. 

My lot was vacant and my neighbour has constructed a brick 
fence, do I have to pay for half of it?

Yes, only if the minimum standard for a fence in that location is 
a brick fence. The minimum standard could be as a result of the 
local government’s fencing local law or town planning scheme, 
or through a condition of sale imposed by the developer as a 
covenant. As a general rule you would have to contribute half 
the cost of a sufficient fence, this being the minimum standard 
required by your local government.
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I am about to build and do not like the fence my neighbour 
just erected and I do not want to pay them anything. Can I 
do this?

No, if the fence that is erected is a sufficient fence; is acceptable 
to the local government; and is in keeping with other fences in 
the immediate area, the adjoining landowner who erected it has 
a legal right under the Act to claim half payment of a sufficient 
fence when you complete your building.

My neighbour built their house first and erected a fence that I 
did not like. I wanted a green colorbond and they erected a 
wooden one. I have since built my house and erected a 
fence on my land. My neighbour has now given me a bill for 
the fence they erected. Do I have to pay?

Yes, the original fence is the dividing fence and you would be 
required to pay half the cost of it and also bear responsibility for 
a half share of the ongoing maintenance costs of the dividing 
fence. The cost for the erection and ongoing maintenance of the 
second fence would be yours entirely.

My neighbour has claimed from me half the cost of the 
dividing fence he erected. I am the second owner of the 
property and feel that they should have got their money from 
the previous owner. Am I liable to pay the money claimed?

Yes, an owner or owners of adjoining land are liable to pay even 
if they were not the owners of the land when the fence was 
constructed, provided that no previous adjoining owners had 
paid a claim to the owner who erected the fence. The Act does 
not specify any time limitations for seeking a contribution of 
costs between owners.  If you are concerned that you may have 
run out of time to claim from your neighbour you should seek 
independent legal advice. 
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My neighbour and I are at about the same stage of building 
our houses. They want a metal fence and I want a fibrous 
cement one that goes into the ground. I have a dog to 
contain and it could easily dig under a metal one. What can I 
do about this?

The best way to erect a fence is by agreement with the adjoining 
owner. You should first try to resolve any differences by 
discussing the matter with the owner. You may wish to consult a 
mediator, who can assist you in resolving differences. If you 
cannot reach an agreement, the matter may be referred to the 
Magistrates Court.

My neighbour’s fence is ten years old. Do I have to pay for 
half the value of the fence when it was constructed or what it 
is worth now?

The requirement is for payment of half the value of the fence as 
at the date of claim. The person making the claim has to 
estimate the value.
If your neighbour erected a fence of a higher standard than a 
sufficient fence, as defined by your local government, unless you 
agreed to pay the higher cost, you would only have to pay half 
the cost of a sufficient fence.
If for example, a metal fence was erected and the sufficient 
fence, as defined by your local government, is a fibrous cement 
one, the obligation is for payment of half the cost of the lesser 
standard fence, being the fibrous cement one. The additional 
cost for the higher standard fence would be borne by the 
adjoining owner that requires it.
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Repairs

The dividing fence has been damaged by my neighbours, 
why should I have to pay for half of it?

As a general rule, each of the adjoining owners must pay half 
the cost of repairs unless the adjoining owners agree to an 
alternative arrangement or the court rules differently. The Act 
provides for specific situations when one owner who is ‘at fault’ 
pays the whole cost. These specific situations are where the 
fence is damaged by fire or by the falling of a tree, or part of it. 
There must be an element of neglect by the owner at fault in 
these specific situations.

My land survey shows that the dividing fence is out of 
alignment and my adjoining owner has some of my land. 
Who pays for the cost of the relocation of the fence onto the 
correct boundary and what steps should be followed to shift 
the fence?

The Act defines the word ‘repair’ as including ‘realign and 
re-erect’, so the provisions which deal with repairing a dividing 
fence also apply to fences which need realignment or 
re-erection. You should give the necessary notice and obtain 
agreement before commencing work to realign and reconstruct 
the fence on the correct boundary line. If you are constructing 
an entirely different type of fence this may be considered 
erection of a new fence, in which case the procedure for 
erecting a new fence should be followed.  
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Our dividing fence is an old picket fence that needs to be 
replaced. I want to put up a new brick fence. If I do so, what 
procedures do I need to follow?

The Act only applies to the erection of the first fence and then its 
repair. Replacing an existing fence with an entirely different type 
of fence is regarded as the erection of a new fence. If an old 
fence is replaced with a new fence that is the same as the old 
fence, it is classified as a repair, and the procedures relating to 
repairing fences must be followed.

The replacement of an existing fence with an entirely 
different type of fence, for instance replacing a damaged 
old picket fence with a new fibrous cement fence, is not a 
repair. This is regarded as an erection of a new fence and 
must be dealt with under Sections 9 and 10 of the Act if a 
contribution to the costs is sought.
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I believe that the dividing fence is fine and can simply be 
repaired in a few places and maybe realigned and 
straightened up a bit. My neighbour does not agree and told 
me they want a new one. Do I have to pay half for a new 
fence just because they want it?

No, you would not have to pay for a new fence unless you agree 
to this or your neighbour takes you to court and is successful in 
obtaining an order for you to contribute to a new fence. In such 
a dispute, it would be necessary for the owner taking the legal 
action to prove that the fence is in need of replacement and 
cannot or should not be repaired. That owner would generally 
seek to support such a case to the court with photographs of the 
existing dividing fence and a report or testimony from expert 
witnesses or building practitioners.

My neighbour’s trees are pushing against the fence and 
have damaged it. I have asked that they cut the trees down 
or at least cut them back and repair the fence at their cost. 
They advised that as far as they are concerned the trees 
stay and that they will only pay half the cost of the repair. 
What are my rights?

You would be required under the Act to contribute to half the 
cost of the repairs to the fence. If you refuse to pay your 
neighbour may seek a court order.
For more information on tree nuisance, such as tree roots and 
overhanging branches visit www.legalaid.wa.gov.au / Information 
About the Law.

Do I have to contribute to the repair of the dividing fence if 
my land is vacant?

Yes, subject to Part III Sections 14 and 15(3) of the Act.
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The neighbouring property is owned by the Department of 
Communities and the fence is in need of repair, what should 
I do?

State Government departments are not bound by the Act, 
however, you should contact your nearest Department of 
Communities office to discuss the repair or replacement options.

Who is responsible for a retaining wall (whether on the 
boundary or close to the boundary) to prevent soil build-up 
from pushing over a fence?

The Act does not deal with different soil levels between adjacent 
land owners. One owner may allow soil build-up and the other 
may excavate soil away from a fence.  It is recommended you 
seek independent legal advice with respect to liabilities and 
obligations in these circumstances. Should soil levels be 
changed as a result of building or demolition work undertaken by 
one party under a building permit, then the ‘Work affecting other 
land’ provisions of the Building Act 2011 may apply. The ‘Work 
affecting other land’ guide is available online at 
www.dmirs.wa.gov.au/building-commission
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Useful contact numbers and links 
Citizens Advice Bureau (08) 9221 5711
Access to community lawyers/mediators - small fee 
www.cabwa.com.au 
email: cab@cabwa.com.au
Magistrates Court (08) 9425 2222
To resolve civil disputes in a court of law 
www.justice.wa.gov.au or 
www.magistratescourt.wa.gov.au
Landgate (08) 9273 7373
Land title searches, adverse possession information 
www.landgate.wa.gov.au 
email: customerservice@landgate.wa.gov.au
Department of Health (08) 9222 4222
For removal and disposal of asbestos 
www.health.wa.gov.au
Department of Local Government, 
Sport and Cultural Industries (08) 6551 8700
To obtain a contact number for your local government office 
www.dlgc.wa.gov.au 
email: info@dlgc.wa.gov.au

(08) 6552 6000

1300 304 054 

State Law Publisher 
To view legislation  
www.slp.wa.gov.au 
email: sales@dpc.wa.gov.au
Gosnells Community Legal Centre 
Low cost, government subsidised 
mediation service
Department Mines, Industry Regulation 
and Safety, Consumer Protection 
For consumer advice  
www.dmirs.wa.gov.au 
email: consumer@dmirs.wa.gov.au

(08) 9398 1455
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Department of Mines, Industry Regulation and Safety 
Building Commission
Telephone: 1300 489 099

Locked Bag 14 
Cloisters Square WA 6850 
Facsimile: (08) 6251 1501 
National Relay Service: 13 36 77

Website: www.dmirs.wa.gov.au/building-commission 
Email: bcinfo@dmirs.wa.gov.au

This publication is available on request in other formats to assist 
people with special needs.



Tuesday, 3 March 2020 

Engr. Afsaneh Cooper 

64 Calley Drive 

Leeming, WA, 6149 

MOB: 04818 499 08 

elearning@ewindfly.net 

 

 

  

Dear Neighbour  

I am writing to seek your agreement and contribution for the repair/replacement of 

the dividing fence which separates our properties, (62 & 64 Calley Drive, Leeming, 

WA, 6149) in accordance with Section 15 of the Dividing Fences Act 1961.  

The dividing fence is in need of repair/replacement because (Wind gust of 63 

km/hour on 29/08/2019 had bent 8 panels and broken 18.4 panels of fibre cement 

fence which its age is from 2008 and since 06/01/2020 so far many panels have 

fallen onto my long reticulation PV Main pipe and bent and bruised two trees in my 

garden. Now two panels are at risk to fall over my living room large window or over 

your gas heater in next speedy gust).  

I have attached copies of quotes to have the repairs/replacement done. I suggest 

we accept the quote from (company – WR Fencing) for (18.4 m including 

GST=$3476 ). Your half share will be (half of the cost - $1738).  

 

Please let me know within 14 days if you agree or disagree with this proposal.  

If you would like to discuss this with me I can be contacted on telephone number 

(04818 499 08) or by email at (elearning@ewindfly.net).  

If within 14 days we cannot reach agreement or you do not respond, the Diving 

Fences Act 1961 provides that I may repair the fence and then recover half of the 

repair costs through the Magistrates Court  

 

 

Afsaneh Cooper 

March 3, 2020 
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TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN 
 
 

Second Email [third correspondence] regarding dividing Fence 
damage [started 6/01/2020] 

 

Hello Ms Adriana Mann,  

 

Agent to deal with dividing fence Replacement at 62 & 66 Calley Drive, Leeming, 
WA, 6149, through "Realty One, Real Estate" 
 

I sent the attached files to ashleigh@realtyone.com.au on 13/02/2020 by this email. 
File 7 was my covering letter explaining description of the fence damage by 
windstorm on 29/08/2019, need for a 50 cm high [5 brick rows] garden retaining wall 
for a short length in middle fence length at 62 Calley Drive. Also files 1-6 attached to 
this email show wind gust speed on the date of damage [29/08/2019], assessor's 
report and quote [by SGIO building company contractor], Fence maker's quote, and 
my detailed letter to the City of Melville about the damage and two causes for the 
damage [need for retaining wall at my neighbour side, and strong wind of 63 
km/hour which changed its direction on next day]. 
 
No reply has received from you during period [13/02/2020 to 28/02/2020] to me. City 
of Melville Cameron Smith, building compliance officer has referred both neighbours 
to a link which includes the following pages: 
page 2: What is a dividing fence? 
Page 3: Step 1: Giving notice 
Page 5: Court action 
Page 8: Repairs 
Page 7: Estimating the value of a fence 
Page 10: Redevelopment of Properties, Repair without notice 
Page 12: Special rules for tenants and landlords 
Page 16: Entering your neighbour's property 
Page 15: Negotiating with your neighbour 
Page 19: Boundary line 
Page 20: Swimming pool barriers 
Page 21: Sample letter to erect a new dividing fence 
Page 22: Sample letter to repair an existing fence 
 
 
 
Please note the fence maker told me they do not make Fibre Cement fences 
anymore and he cannot get this type fence from the market anymore. Therefore, 
Colorbond fence is the second option for a new fence. Upon above pages in the 
Law of dividing fences, this case is not a repair and is a new fence because the 
material and type of fence is not the same as the previous one. My insurance 
company has approved to pay for the wind damaged fence which is my share of 
the dividing fence. The fence maker has sent his quote with some difference with 
assessment of the SGIO building Assessor. Perhaps they would pay for my share in 
18.4 panels which are broken only.   
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Please respond as soon as possible to my following questions: 
 
Q1. Which insurance company has insured 62 Calley Drive, Leeming, WA, 6149? 
Q2. Have you approached the 62 Calley Drive building insurer for the damaged fibre 
cement dividing fence and received the assessment of that insurer for the damaged 
fence? 
Q3. Could you please send me the response and assessment of the building insurer 
explained in above Q2? 
Q4. Have you got a quote for cost of replacement of the fence with material you 
chose for the fence, and could you please send me the fence maker's quote? 
Q5. What material have you chosen for the replacement fence, colorbond or other 
type? 
Q6. Has building assessor of the 62 Calley Drive from the building insurer side 
assessed that there is a need for retaining wall in the middle fence length? 
Q7. Have you checked with City of Melville building and planning department that a 
50 cm high retaking wall requires a building permit, or the owner can build that 
without a permit? 
Q8. Has the owner of 62 Calley Drive, agreed to build a retaining wall? 
Q9. Has the owner of 62 Calley Drive, agreed to pay for the cost of 1/2 of the 18.4 m 
long damaged fence in case his building insurer does not agree with the claim cost? 
Q10. When is the date which all above 9 answers would be given to me? When is 
the date for the answer to each of the above 9 questions which you can provide? 
Q11. What is the name of the responsible person who can give answers to all above 
my questions about our dividing fence issues related to my security? 
Q12. Could you please arrange that the panels of the middle fence be removed from 
your side of the fence, as the fence maker has written in his quote that within a meter 
from the fence boundary debris be removed from the ground on both sides. My side 
needs a few days’ work to make every7 thing to the standard required for 
preparation of start of fence maker work. Two parts of fence have badly fallen now to 
my side of the fence and the site is dangerous as people can walk into both houses. 
 
As my fence maker is waiting to start his work and it is a possibility that some part of 
the fence further damages my windows, and reticulation long pipe which is in 
adjacent garden next to the fallen fence to my side.  
 
Please respond as soon as possible. 
 
Yours Faithfully 
 
Engr. Afsaneh Cooper 
64 Calley Drive, 
Leeming, WA, 6149 
MOB: 04818 499 08   

 



Wednesday, 12 February 2020 

Att: Ms Ashleigh Rossi [Corporate Administrator]   
ashleigh@realtyone.com.au                                                  
Realty One [08 9313 9111] 
52 Hatherley Parade, Winthrop WA 6150 
P.O.Box 1171, Booragoon WA 6954 
Suite 10, Winthrop Professional Centre 
 
Att: Mr Cameron Smith [melinfo@melville.wa.gov.au] 
Building Compliance, City of Melville [ 9364 0237 ] 
 
                               
 
 
 
 

TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN 

 

without Prejudice 

 

Hello 

 

The Dividing Fence Between 62 Calley Drive [owner: Desai] and 64 Calley Drive 
[Owner: A. Cooper] has been assessed by Western Building [Assessor of SGIO 
Building Insurer for A. Cooper for 64 Calley Drive Leeming, WA, 6149]. Forwarded 
assessment by Home Claims [SGIO Insurance] email has attachment of that building 
assessor. Also, I attached four extra documents including a letter, photos of the 
dividing damaged fence taken by myself, Quote of my Fence Maker [includes duties 
for two owners of 62 & 64 Calley Drive, Leeming in regards to fence before fence 
maker starts his work], and speed of the wind gust on 29th August 2019, which its 
speed changed direction on 30th August 2019. 
 
The owner [Desai] removed the “garden retaining wall” behind my dividing fence as a 
cover up strategy used to charge his tenant for $1300 bond due to their party guests 
of 4 and that tenant climbing over the dividing fence bending and damaging the 
same fence. The tenant then had claimed the 4 guests were not his guests, but they 
attended from street to his home to participate in that party [lies]. At the time of fence 
damage during 2005-2006 there was an excavation at rear yard, which is end of 
fence line in my house. the “party guests’ incidence” happened at “middle-front” 
section of the fence, where no excavation had happened. Desai owner of 62 Calley 
Drive had legal liability as I was the complainant to civil court through their building 
insurer and Desai was a defendant.  
 
Agreement was settled at the time between three tenants by RAC Lawyer defending 
my three tenants that I pay for 62 Calley Drive, and two other tenants fences to avoid 
legal charges against myself in case lack of lawyer for me, makes me lose at trial 
[$88000 they threatened me for]. Lack of money made me to agree while there were 
photos with my measurement as engineer at that time, which proved Desai land in 
middle fence required retaining wall and that existing retaining wall, which 5 boys 
climbed over at 62 Calley Drive at party time was removed for cover up by the 
owner. Evidences were photographed by me and submitted to civil court in Desai 
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file. I paid for Desai Fence at that excavation time. The fence was checked for 
completeness of what I had agreed with RAC insurer’s lawyer of 62 Calley Drive in 
2008, when my second limestone retaining wall was completed in my cost. Desai 
family had not spent $1 on any boundary cost since I purchased this house in 2001. 
Mr Desai even disagreed to let my bobcat drives to his house and make both of the 
fence sides at rear yard the same level grounds by saying to me in March 2005: "I do 
not want to spend even $1 on maintenance of my house, as this is my second house 
I purchased for renting only ". 
 
Maureen Omond at Realty One, which is the third real estate since 2005 for 62 
Calley Drive, shouted at me at the phone and did not agree that the fence damage 
cause is “wind storm damage” saying that was due to old age of the fence. Their 
tenant at 62 Calley Drive, Sam [20 years old, student of ECU in sport science] 
always opened the door of 62 Calley Drive, told me the house was empty during 24-
26 December and he, his brother and sister were in Albany for Christmas but one 
tenant was at home during that time. I went there to tell them I had claimed from 
SGIO on Monday, January 6, 2020 that “August wind” had damaged the fence and 
my first claim was in November for “August wind damage”. On 30th August 2019 
fence was bent and I could see wind had bent the fence in a long length of the fence 
[62 $ 64 Calley]. On January 6, 2020 fence was cracked due to its weight after 
bending. I took photos and attached are my pictures from the fence. Realty one 
Maureen received my two phone calls right after quote of the fence maker received 
to my email. She never returned my two calls although the person who answered 
phone: 08 9313 9111 recorded that she should let Maureen know I called her and I 
left her my mobile phone number 04818 499 08 and had given my business card 
early January to Sam, their tenant. 
 
Today Feb 12, 2020, I received a call from Realty one trying to blame me for relying 
on their tenant Sam at 62 Calley  for News of fence. Sam had received my envelope 
including attached quote for fence cost from my fence maker, my small letter asking 
them to build the required retaining wall so fence maker can build a safe fence as 
their land has a stolen retaining wall for cover up [since 2005-2006 party Incident]. 
Having experience of Real Estates, that “62 Calley Owner” had employed, all got 
paid to lie, I have come to this conclusion “62 Calley Drive” needs to be responsible 
by “City of Melville”, Building and planning checks all safety aspects, which that 
owner ignores and they are liable to do, such as “Retaining wall on the middle fence 
length” where their land is lower than mine. Two similar cases should not be treated 
different if council is not prejudice. 
 
Hereby I apply also, the Mayor checks the pergola at front of 62 Calley Drive for 
safety, then they would know, who tells the truth about “maintenance cost”. I cannot 
afford to pay excess to my insurer for lack of retaining wall at “62 Calley 
Drive”. It appears that owner or real estate lie about the age of the fence as 
Maureen told me at the phone, the only one time she answered phone 08 9313 9111 
that dividing fence collapsed due to "old age of the fence" my house was built in 
1986 and so far is 34 years of age. The “dividing fence 62-64 Calley drive” was 
renewed in my cost in 2008. That means the fence in focus is only 11 years old as 
we are at beginning of 2020. Western building assessor agreed with me that the 
fence is not old. SGIO has agreed the cause for fence damage is windstorm. 
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Please prove you [62 Calley] do not need a retaining wall or agree next fence 
damage you pay for it not me. I am not going to pay excess if you [62 Calley] need 
a retaining wall and wind blows the fence due to no reaction force holding it back 
from 62 Calley Drive. The reaction force created by sand in retaining wall is 
important to hold back the fence in case storm happens. I apply if the council 
assessed “62 Calley Drive needs a retaining wall”, they [62 Calley] pay me 
$300 to pay to SGIO for my excess. 
 
The security of the fence is so bad that new photos prove it is bent in my land 
nearly damaging all retic pipes there and my trees in that garden next to a 
place where fence is totally wrecked. When I called city of Melville Sunday 
February 2, 2020 to ask them to send a ranger in midnight, they refused. 000 also 
did not accept that fence is an emergency. They asked me to call the City of Melville 
on Monday February 3. People can walk through the gap between “front fence and 
62 Calley’s brick wall” at front yard to 62 Calley backyard. Realty One has not 
responded to a letter Sam received from me as their tenant. A 20 years old tenant is 
not a minor. Maureen Omond never returned my two calls. Desai owner has a lack 
of integrity as explained above and is stingy for maintaining his home but 
greedy to collect above $500/week or more rent from tenants. 
 
I guess Mayor in this case is the only government body, who can support me as I 
was abused and I was oppressed by this tenant Desai in the past and now you see 
the behaviour after more than ten contacts with tenant Sam and real estate they 
have. Sam said early January that a month before then the, tenants claimed 
weather damage to the fence to the real estate. Therefore, since early 
December to now, which is early February two months, that Realty One has not 
lodged any claim to “insurance company of 62 Calley Drive”, nor contacted me to 
show what they have done for the dividing damaged fence.  
 
This proves the lack of integrity at “Desai for 62 Calley Drive” that they lie the fence 
is old, so they do not pay themselves for $4500 damage and retaining wall. A very 
tall and heavy dog belonging to their tenant climbed over the fence, cracked 
some panels and made a hole into fence before 2013. the end panel of fence at 
rear year has a big gap as they cut their trees at 62 Calley, and a branch had 
encroached the fence corner leaving a gap, they tried to cover up. So already 
several panels were not dealt with by us due to excess was higher than repair. Desai 
should pay upon claims I did in the past after 2008 and before 2013 to SGIO which 
was just recorded, and they refused to pay. SGIO has agreed to pay for 18.5 
panels only. The fence length is 27.5 panels. Eight extra panels not covered by 
SGIO should be paid by Desai at rear and next to my garage back door where 
there used to be a black bar metal fence for the dog of tenant at 62 Calley. The 
dog used my green bin to climb over the fence jumped into my middle back yard 
this incidence was also reported to City of Melville [2008-2013] security when that 
dog was wandering in my back yard, the tenant owner of that dog was in trade 
in China. 
 
I request first the council checks the retaining wall needs at 62 Calley Drive, 
they compare the difference between the two ground levels with my reports 2005-
2006 about the removal of old retaining wall for cover up at Desai land. The real 
estates were three so far at 62 Calley. Then the council sends notices of charge to 
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Desai owner, who lives in Leeming in another home. If they did not build the 
retaining wall, the council sends their contractors to build the retaining wall and 
charges the cost from Desai owner. No discrimination and No prejudice in 
compared to what I was told in 2005. I cannot remove the panels of fence which 
are leaning to my yard as 80% of the height of panels are in Desai’s land now. But 
fence maker requires one meters from fence line every ground be empty from 
debris. 62 Calley Drive tenant were told by me to remove the “fallen panels”, so I 
can do gardening next to my fence, no action has happened so far. It appears 
every thing again is controlled by Desai who do not want to pay even for maintaining 
the fence line before fence maker starts his work or the real Estate who is employed 
by Desai is trying to cheat for the cause of the fence damage to pay less for the 
repair and for building retaining wall blaming the age of the 11 years old fence for the 
damage these are the third real estate dealing with Desai property since 2005. Their 
history of lack of integrity is also recorded by two other real estates one was L. J. 
Hooker [2009-20013] another Ray and White in Calley Drive [2005-2008] 
 
Government is the only agency who, can deal with “owners lacking integrity”.  
 
 
Yours Sincerely 
 
Engineer Afsaneh Cooper 
 
64 Calley Drive, Leeming 
MOB: 04818 499 08 
VOIP: 08 6370 4299 
elearning@ewindfly.net 
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From: 64 Calley Drive, Leeming, WA, 6149, Lot 390 P 15248          To: melinfo@melville.wa.gov.au 

Ph: 08 6370 4299                 MOB: 04818 499 08 

Email: elearning@ewindfly.net 

Ms Afsaneh Cooper 

64 Calley Drive 

Leeming, WA, 6149 

 

Dear Mr Cameron Smith 

Hello 

On August 29, 2019 a windstorm with speed of 63 Km / hour bent the 27.5 m long dividing fence 

between 64 Calley Drive and 62 Calley Drive Leeming. In November I reported that incident to my 

SGIO Insurance Company and again on Monday 6th January 2020 I reported it. SGIO sent their 

assessor from a building company and that assessor wrote to SGIO the fence damage was due to 

windstorm. SGIO Claim department has accepted the cause for the damage is storm damage. 

However, the “Realty One” which acts as agent of the owner of 62 Calley Drive disagree with cause 

for the damage considering it “age of the fence” causing the damage.  

 

During 2005-2008 that dividing fence partly was removed by me to let two retaining walls be built 

next to it. The cost for the fence and the retaining wall in my side went under dispute. That dispute 

was resolved, and I paid for the dividing fence and all retaining walls without any cost on the 

neighbours. Two lawyers of my insurance company [SGIO] and three neighbours [RAC] came for 

visiting the retaining walls and fences I paid for and was built and in 2008 every fence was built and 

completed including the limestone retaining walls. Building and Planning Manager Mr Russel also 

visited and engineering company I had employed sent a structural engineer to asses all retaining wall 

was built upon their standard also I had an owner builder permit for the retaining walls.  

During 2005-2006 a party of 300 people was happening at 62 Calley Drive with students’ tenants in 

that house selling alcoholic beverages to their guests, bringing limousine long cars to that house. 

Five young boys including one student tenant in that house from Murdoch University climbed over 

the fence while I had brought rangers of city of Melville to my home to be witness that the back of 

fence of 62 Calley Drive at my rear yard [8 meters] were empty of required holding sand due to 

excavation in my side of fence, so these rangers control the party at neighbour house for safety of 

their guests in case they approach the fence. While two rangers were watching the fence, five boys 

at 62 Calley Drive went above the short 80 cm retaining wall [garden with brick wall] behind the 

middle of dividing fence [where no excavation existed on that side] and started watching the 

excavation site in my rear yard from above the fence standing on that garden retaining wall at their 

side. The dividing fence became bent and cracked. I followed that incident with City of Melville 

Security department and asked the two rangers who had come to warn the party guests at 62 Calley 

Drive of excavation danger in my rear yard to send me report for the incident of fence damage due 

to part guests climbing over the fence and damaging it while they were there. I had gone to 

neighbours house the day before party and warned them for danger if possible, they post pone the 

party, but they did not care. 

mailto:elearning@ewindfly.net
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City of Melville security department sent me their report and acknowledged that five guests on that 

side were climbing over dividing fence. I submitted that document to my claim for fence cost to my 

claim to Civil Court. 

I had to agree with RAC Lawyer to prevent $88000 legal cost in case my claim for Shared bore 

dispute with 66 Calley Drive owner [94 YEARS OLD] does not win in a three years legal procedure. 

The old neighbour at 66 Calley Drive had locked the controller of shared bore between my house 

and her house and as a result of no water in my gardens every plant and tree died and my divorce in 

2003 had delayed dealing with the excavation, cost of renovation, going to court to claim for 

damages. I agreed in that situation in 2008 using a government lawyer who defended me to pay for 

costs of the rebuilding the three boundaries while feeling sick of being oppressed as a single mother 

of three young children. I was judged by magistrate of the Fremantle court in 2008 not to pay for 

Council notices charges as the date of those three notices for three boundaries were expired and my 

lawyer sued the council lawyer for those outdated notices but she asked me to pay for all fences and 

retaining walls and I did. I also paid $4000 for the lawyer of City of Melville. The matter of installing a 

partly new fence in the middle of dividing fence between 64 and 62 Calley Drive was finished after I 

built the limestone retaining wall behind that fence. RAC Lawyer last inspection was satisfactory that 

the retaining wall for 62 and 64 Calley Drive was satisfactory. Therefore, the age of 62 and 64 Calley 

Drive is 2008 installation or 11 years old. The age of my building is 33 years old [June 1986]. SGIO 

Assessor checked all 27.5 panels of the dividing fence in January 2020 and said to me this fence is 

almost new.  

Since I had to agree with the RAC Lawyer who supported the 62 Calley Drive owner as their 

insurance company lawyer during 2005-2008 fence and retaining litigations in civil court, the matter 

of removal of the retaining wall behind the middle of dividing fence was silenced by RAC Lawyer.  

However, this year it costs me $300 excess to pay for the long- damaged fence [19.5 panels are 

cracked in middle of fence [where they removed the retaining wall] and 8 panels on rear yard are 

badly bent. Written by fence maker]. I am 64, still a pensioner engineer. I cannot afford to pay 

another $300 excess when next 63 km/hr speed fence crack this fence. We need to make this cost 

minimal. The owner of 62 Calley Drive be checked for needing a retaining wall in her lower land side. 

This is apparent by looking at the distance of ground level in my side of the fence and their side of 

the fence. The fence panels show the marks.  

 

Thanks for considering “No Prejudice” assessment for retaining wall needs at 62 Calley Drive, as the 

City of Melville checked my house for need of retaining wall during 2005-2008. The lines of the 

ground level on the middle fence panels and how badly it has affected security of my house are good 

evidence to be treated the same as three other neighbours were favoured during my renovation in 

the past. I wish no prejudice, discrimination, or classification discrimination affects your judgment.  

 

Thanks 

Engineer Afsaneh Cooper 

 

 



WR FENCING
4 WINDICH RD

BULLCREEK  WA 6149

Ph/fx 08-93101298 ABN 87907 818 570

mob 0419951231 wrfencing@bigpond.com

Copyright (2007) BizzWizz Software 0893490255

>

>

Quotation

To: AFSANEH  COOPER
64 CALLEY DRIVE
LEEMING  

Client Ph 63704299 Mob 0481849908

Quote No. D3607

Quote Date 28-01-2020

Account Number 2137 

Order No.      

ABN / Tax Number

Qty. Description Unit ExPrice Tax Total

      
      REPAIRS
      TO SUPPLY AND FIT
      RIGHT  DIVIDE(shared with 62 Calley Drv)
      
      BROKEN SECTION

18.4  $104.5455 10% $2,116.00Colorbond 18.4mtrs in length x 1800mm high.
      $765.4545 10% $842.00Aluminium retain plinths for 18.4mtrs in length x 300mm high

18.4  $10.00 10% $202.40Disposal of old sheets
      
      SECTION STILL STANDING BUT LEANING BADLY

8     $104.5455 10% $920.00Colorbond 8mtrs in length x 1800mm high.
      $334.5455 10% $368.00Aluminium retain plinths for 8mtrs in length x 300mm high

8     $10.00 10% $88.00Disposal of old sheets
      
      Afsaneh Cooper has requested for the colours of new
      Colorbond-ridgeside profile and colour riversand with the
      exception of the top rail only to be colour evergreen.
      
      PLEASE NOTE
      There is no Hardifence available.
      
      TERMS AND CONDITIONS
      All care will be taken, but no responsibility will be held
      liable by WR FENCING for damage to reticulation or any
      services.We can repair retic under negotiation of costs.
      Any pavers needing lifting due to construction of new

Page 1

TOTAL ON NEXT PAGE



WR FENCING
4 WINDICH RD

BULLCREEK  WA 6149

Ph/fx 08-93101298 ABN 87907 818 570

mob 0419951231 wrfencing@bigpond.com

Copyright (2007) BizzWizz Software 0893490255

>

>

Quotation

To: AFSANEH  COOPER
64 CALLEY DRIVE
LEEMING  

Client Ph 63704299 Mob 0481849908

Quote No. D3607

Quote Date 28-01-2020

Account Number 2137 

Order No.      

ABN / Tax Number

Qty. Description Unit ExPrice Tax Total

      fence will be put to one side unless quoted to be relayed.
      Any small plants within 1 mtr of fence line should be
      removed prior to commencement of work or risk being
      damaged due to construction of new fence or retaining.
      Any additional overgrowth needing to be trimmed back shall
      be left on site unless quoted for removal.
      A 50% deposit will be required on all jobs over $2000 before
      commencement of any work.

Page 2

Ex-GST Total $4,124.00

GST Total $412.40

Total With GST $4,536.40

Quote Total $4,536.40

ALL MATERIALS REMAIN THE PROPERTY OF WR FENCING UNTIL
FULL
PAYMENT IS RECEIVED IN FULL.

Quote is firm for 30 days only.



Celine Joy G on behalf of
Mark Carlo S
To "AFSANEH COOPER" <ELEARNING@EWINDFLY.NET>
CC
BCC
Subject Our ref: SGW202198808
Attachments Repairers
Sent Tue 11/02/2020 16:44 PM

Dear AFSANEH,
Thank you for your recent claim, detailed below.
Policy Number HOM535660904
Claim Number SGW202198808
Date of Incident 20 August 2019
Incident Description Storm / Flood / Earthquake

Please see attached assessment report from Western building for your review.
If you have any questions or would like more information, please contact our Claims Department on
1300097832.
Remember to quote the claim number anytime you need to contact us.
Manage and track your claim online.
To make life a little easier, you can view, manage and track your claim online at https://
www.sgio.com.au/self-service/login using our Self Service Centre, and if you need any online
assistance we have a Webchat consultant available from 8:00am-8:00pm (AEST), every day.

Kind regards,

Celine Joy G on behalf of
Mark Carlo S
Claims Consultant
Telephone: 1300097832
Email: homeclaims@sgio.com.au
Address: PO Box 742 Belmont WA 6984

Any personal information you provide to us will be collected, stored, used and disclosed in
accordance with SGIO Insurance’s Privacy Policy located at www.sgio.com.au/privacy. Alternatively,
contact us at customer.relations@iag.com.au or 132132 and we will send you a copy.
Please note that Claims calls may be recorded for training, verification and quality assurance
purposes. If you do not wish for this to occur, please advise us when we contact you.

Insurance Australia Limited ABN 11 000 016 722 AFSL 227681 trading as SGIO sgio.com.au

https://www.sgio.com.au/self-service/login
https://www.sgio.com.au/self-service/login


Western Building Pty Ltd
PO Box 1114

 East Victoria Park WA 6981

T (08) 9476 9779

F (08) 9476 9771
enquiry@westernbuild.com.au

INSURED: Afsaneh Cooper CLAIM NUMBER: SGW202198808

RISK ADDRESS: 64 Calley Dr LEEMING BUILDER REFERENCE: G4175

CLAIM RECEIVED: 14/01/2020 SITE ATTEND DATE: 16/01/2020

INCIDENT TYPE Fence Damage

DESKTOP ASSESSOR Jay Wicks ASSESSOR CONTACT: 0439 930 551

MAKESAFE CONDUCTED No SPECIALIST REPORT OBTAINED No

TYPE OF MAKE SAFE

COMPLETED:
N/A SPECIALIST TYPE: N/A

PROPERTY DETAILS:

Building Type House Design Type Single Storey

Construction Type Double Brick Roof Type Corrugated Iron

Occupancy of Dwelling Owner Occupier Approx. Age of House 36 years

Squares 18 m2 Square Metres 180 m2

Detached Garage No Swimming Pool No

Shed(s) No Detached Granny Flat/other No

Yes

CAUSE OF DAMAGE:

Strong winds during August 2019

Has the resultant damage to the property been caused by a listed event:

Western Building supervisor attended site and met with the insured and assessed the damage to the right-hand side shared boundary

fence. The fence sits on the top of a retaining wall and has cracked at ground level.  The insured advised that the fence had blown down in

strong winds during August 2019.

RESULTANT DAMAGE:

Image of property to be inserted here.

Click on this box

Select Insert from above menu

Select Illustrations then Pictures

Locate your front elevation photo from the file

and Select Insert

Place photo over this writing

CLIENT DISCUSSIONS:

Combination of asbestos fence sheets and hardifence  - 16.0 LM total damaged sheets

Builders Assessment Report

Confidential 21/01/2020 Page 1



RECOMMENDATION: 

REPAIR ESTIMATE (inc GST) :                                                      

 N/A

COMMENT: 

Special Notes:

Hardi fence no longer provided or available from a reliable source/supplier

16.0 LM Hardiefence / Asbestos fence requires replacement

As the fence is shared by two parties - cash settle the insured as per the provided scope of works.

CONCLUSION:

MAINTENANCE WORKS REPAIRS ESTIMATE 

Nil

Nil

What temporary repairs are required to make the home liveable

Works to be completed when insured in temporary accommodation:

Nil

Is Temporary Accommodation required immediately No

Estimate timeframe for immediate temporary accommodation

INSURED/OWNER MAINTENANCE RESPONSIBILITY: Nil

MAINTENANCE/DEFECT ISSUES: NIL

Accept - Review : Component of claim requires cash settling

Is Temporary Accommodation required DURING REPAIRS ONLY No

Estimate timeframe for temporary accommodation required during repairs

Confidential 21/01/2020 Page 2



Western Building Pty Ltd
PO Box 1114

 East Victoria Park WA 6981

T (08) 9476 9779

F (08) 9476 9771
enquiry@westernbuild.com.au

Photo Description: 

Photo One: Photo Two:

RH Side boundary fence at front
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Western Building Pty Ltd
PO Box 1114

 East Victoria Park WA 6981

T (08) 9476 9779

F (08) 9476 9771
enquiry@westernbuild.com.au

Photo Description: RH Side boundary fence at rear

Photo One: Photo Two:
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Western Building Pty Ltd
PO Box 1114

 East Victoria Park WA 6981

T (08) 9476 9779

F (08) 9476 9771
enquiry@westernbuild.com.au

Photo Description: RH Side boundary fence at rear

Photo One: Photo Two:
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Western Building Pty Ltd
PO Box 1114

 East Victoria Park WA 6981

T (08) 9476 9779

F (08) 9476 9771
enquiry@westernbuild.com.au

Photo Description: RH Side boundary fence - cracked at ground level

RH Side boundary fence at rear Photo Two:
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Perth, Western Australia
August 2019 Daily Weather Observations
A combination of observations from Mount Lawley and Perth Airport.

IDCJDW6111.201908 Prepared at 13:03 UTC on 19 Jan 2020
Copyright © 2020 Bureau of Meteorology
Users of this product are deemed to have read the information and
accepted the conditions described in the notes at
http://www.bom.gov.au/climate/dwo/IDCJDW0000.pdf

Temperature, humidity, wind, pressure and rainfall observations are from Perth Metro {station 009225}. Cloud, evaporation and sunshine observations are from Perth Airport
{station 009021}

Significant variations can be experienced across the Perth metropolitan area on individual days. On average the inner city area is warmer overnight than the current
observation sites. The current official Perth observation site is Perth Metro, however in the past Perth Regional Office and Perth Gardens have been official Perth observation

3pm9amMax wind gust
SunEvapRain

Temps
DayDate MSLPSpdDirnCldRHTempMSLPSpdDirnCldRHTempTimeSpdDirnMaxMin

hPakm/h eighths%°ChPakm/h eighths%°Clocalkm/h hoursmmmm°C°C

1028.99ENE03120.51032.47ENE05912.712:1935NE9.73.2020.85.7Th1
1020.813ENE33324.31025.717NE54616.210:5635NE9.62.4024.96.1Fr2
1018.415NW67121.21020.27NE55416.215:1831NW3.95.2022.312.1Sa3
1020.49NW77018.31023.16NNW79914.513:3924W3.21.01.619.612.8Su4
1016.69SSE79114.41018.211N38114.710:2324NNW4.71.40.218.012.1Mo5
1020.415SW56715.51020.06SE49012.015:1831SW8.62.814.416.48.2Tu6
1025.911SSW75715.71027.76SSE18211.012:5630SW7.91.81.016.55.5We7
1026.82SW78115.31029.06S67311.715:0820SSE3.82.0015.86.4Th8
1028.16E55917.71030.87SE79110.209:1720E6.11.02.618.05.5Fr9
1027.29ENE45618.51030.99ENE28311.211:3828NE9.31.80.219.04.7Sa10
1021.99ENE14222.01025.613NE05915.011:3033NNE9.83.2022.510.2Su11
1017.713NE12724.41022.420NE04816.610:3233NE9.83.2024.710.2Mo12
1015.215WSW46118.71015.94N79617.013:1231W5.23.04.220.311.4Tu13
1012.822SW87515.01013.86NNE79414.115:3644SW5.24.24.817.310.9We14
1022.711SSW34417.31024.7Calm 08210.201:0624S9.92.42.417.65.0Th15
1014.919NW46017.41020.213N76412.915:4654NW3.51.6017.97.7Fr16
1027.015SW66413.71025.02S17511.300:1052SW8.37.026.616.16.7Sa17
1032.36SSE54217.51033.8Calm 17611.112:1320SE9.92.4018.63.1Su18
1033.39NE03418.91037.22SSW07312.211:2624NE10.32.4019.53.3Mo19
1030.56ESE03122.61035.19ENE06213.610:4326NE10.82.6022.84.6Tu20
1022.613NNE02623.11027.27NNE03616.611:0735NNE10.84.8023.56.2We21
1014.915NW74821.71017.315NE03017.013:3050NW9.14.2026.47.7Th22
1022.019SW65615.11020.617SW66513.911:0141SW6.93.418.815.810.3Fr23
1025.411E14815.91028.69E17410.909:0722ENE10.42.60.216.93.6Sa24
1023.39SE33519.51026.89ESE66612.514:0824SSE10.22.2020.25.5Su25
1024.49E03420.11027.311E06112.813:0722SE10.63.2020.75.0Mo26
1019.87ENE42922.71023.311ENE14616.209:1222NE9.97.6023.36.0Tu27
1015.19WSW33127.21018.013NE13120.509:5935NE10.44.0030.09.1We28
1008.520NNW86320.91010.215N78018.816:2063NNW3.05.6021.511.1Th29
1011.917WNW44918.11010.717W56216.010:1346WSW8.33.828.019.613.8Fr30
1015.313W25018.31014.713W25217.100:2548WSW10.54.09.219.212.3Sa31

Statistics for August 2019
1021.51135019.11023.8926714.18.13.220.27.8Mean
1008.52SW02613.71010.2Calm 03010.23.01.015.83.1Lowest
1033.322SW89127.21037.220NE79920.563NNW10.87.628.030.013.8Highest

249.6100.0114.2Total

http://www.bom.gov.au/
http://www.bom.gov.au/climate/dwo/IDCJDW0000.pdf
Afsaneh
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15 May 2020 

 

RE: Duties of the claimant under the Dividing Fence ACT 
 

TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN 
 
Please ask the owner of 62 Calley Drive, Leeming, WA 6149 to send me a "direct 
registered post letter" for the total details of his claim against me with the figures 
related to both storm damages or any damages he claims in the letter clearly 
explained with all evidences he has for his claim under the Dividing Fence Act 
referring to the page in attached document. My address: 
 
Engr Afsaneh Cooper 
64 Calley Drive 
Leeming, WA, 6149             
 
This matter was explained to Mr Rick the owner of the Realty One Real Estate in the 
last call I had with him and he hung up his phone to me in March this year. All 
correspondence about the dividing fence line claims needs to be done by registered 
post letters between the owners of the two properties. 
 
If the claim is about the "retaining wall cost" from me, please also ask him to attach 
his "building plan at City of Melville near 1986 when my house was built at 62 Calley 
Drive". The claim should include all "dividing fence retaining and dimensions of 62 
Calley Drive, Leeming, WA, 6149 next to the Dividing fence line with my property, 
which the builder of that house submitted to the City of Melville proving the retaining 
walls required is 100% shared cost for me signed by a registered surveyor. Also if 
that owner requires to use my 1986 limestone retaining wall or other retaining walls I 
have to retain his land at our dividing fence line please ask the surveyor to determine 
under the Dividing Fence Act how much is his share for the cost of the previous 
retaining walls my house builder built since 1986 so far and every retaining wall 
which contractors built in my house at 64 Calley Drive, Leeming, WA, 6149 Since 
2005 so far. Please be noticed that David from SGIO affiliated building services 
company visited my 1986 limestone retaining wall in zones 2 and 3 and stated as a 
registered builder since my house was built in 1986 before 62 Calley Drive and this 
retaining wall has not been changed since then in height or length, it is the duty of 
the 62 Calley Drive Owner to pay for the retaining wall required to retain 14-18-30 
cm sand heights in zones 1, 2, 3 in 62 Calley Drive above my retaining wall or above 
slab of my garage at front yard. Attached is my drawings for the top view of the 
Dividing fence. You can use this to understand the zones numbers. 
 
Thanks 
 
Engr Afsaneh Cooper  
64 Calley Drive 
Leeming, WA, 6149 
 






