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MINUTES OF THE ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING HELD IN THE COUNCIL 
CHAMBERS OF THE CITY OF BELMONT CIVIC CENTRE, 215 WRIGHT STREET, 
CLOVERDALE ON TUESDAY, 11 APRIL 2006, COMMENCING AT 7.00PM.

PRESENT

Cr G Godfrey, Mayor East Ward
Cr P Marks East Ward
Cr M Bass East Ward
Cr R Rossi West Ward
Cr B Martin West Ward
Cr P Hitt West Ward
Cr E Teasdale South Ward
Cr B Whiteley South Ward
Cr J Powell South Ward
Cr G Dornford (departed at 8.10 & did not return) Central Ward
Cr M Blair Central Ward

IN ATTENDANCE

Dr S Silcox Chief Executive Officer
Mr N Deague Director-Community & Statutory Services 
Mr R Lutey Director -Technical Services
Mr S Cole Director – Corporate & Governance
Mr J Christie (departed at 7.50pm & did not return) Manager – Parks, Leisure & Environment
Mr K Knapp (departed at 7.50pm & did not return) Coordinator - Leisure Services
Mr J Blanchard Principal Legal & Compliance Adviser
Mrs N Jackson Agenda & Minutes Officer

MEMBERS OF THE GALLERY

There were five attendees and one press representative in the gallery.

1. OFFICIAL OPENING

The Mayor opened the meeting at 7.00pm, welcomed those in attendance, and invited 
Cr Martin to read aloud the Affirmation of Civic Duty and Responsibility on behalf of 
Councillors and Officers.  Cr Martin read aloud the affirmation.

2. APOLOGIES & LEAVE OF ABSENCE

2.1 APOLOGIES
Nil. 

2.2 LEAVE OF ABSENCE
Record Councillor Leave of Absence where previously endorsed for this meeting.

Nil.
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3. DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST
Councillors / Staff are reminded of the requirements of s5.65 of the Local Government Act 1995, 
to disclose any interest during the meeting when the matter is discussed, and also of the 
requirement to disclose an interest affecting impartiality under the City’s Code of Conduct.

3.1 FINANCIAL INTERESTS
A declaration under this section requires that the nature of the interest must be disclosed.  
Consequently a member who has made a declaration must not preside, participate in, or be 
present during any discussion or decision making procedure relating to the matter the subject of 
the declaration.

Other members may allow participation of the declarant if the member further discloses the 
extent of the interest and the other members decide that the interest is trivial or insignificant or 
is common to a significant number of electors or ratepayers.

Name Item No. Nature of Interest (and extent, where appropriate)
Cr Dornford 13.1 Lessee of the Child Care Centre

3.2 DISCLOSURE OF INTEREST THAT MAY CAUSE A CONFLICT
Councillors and staff are required (Code of Conduct), in addition to declaring any financial 
interest, to declare any interest that might cause a conflict.  The member / employee is also 
encouraged to disclose the nature of the interest.  The member / employee must consider the 
nature and extent of the interest and whether it will affect their impartiality.  If the member / 
employee declares that their impartiality will not be affected then they may participate in the 
decision making process.

Name Item No. Details of Interest
Nil. 
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4. ANNOUNCEMENTS BY THE PRESIDING MEMBER (WITHOUT 
DISCUSSION) AND DECLARATIONS BY MEMBERS

4.1 ANNOUNCEMENTS
Written announcements by the Presiding Member or important forthcoming functions to be 
tabled at this point.  The Presiding Member may, at their discretion, wish to make verbal 
announcements.

4.1.1 St John Ambulance – State Office Official Opening 

The Mayor advised that on Monday 10 April 2006, the Chief Executive Officer, the 
Manager Building & Customer Services and herself attended the official opening of St 
Johns Ambulance State Office.

The Mayor further advised the building was the main headquarters for all of St Johns 
Ambulance and the building cost was around $10 million in total with $3 million of the 
monies supplied by Lottery West.    The oldest part of the building was formerly the City 
of Belmont Administration Offices situated on Great Eastern Highway.   The following 
points were made - 

 Grenville Courtland also attended the official opening who once owned the land.  
 The official opening was conducted by Dr Ken Michael, Governor of Western 

Australia.
 St Johns Ambulance have around 650 employees.  
 The building is magnificent and compliments the corner site on Great Eastern 

Highway.

4.2 DISCLAIMER

**7.03pm The Mayor drew the public gallery’s attention to the Disclaimer and the 
Principal Legal & Compliance Adviser read the Disclaimer aloud.

No responsibility whatsoever is implied or accepted by the City of Belmont for any act, omission 
or statement or intimation occurring during Council or Committee meetings.

The City of Belmont disclaims any liability for any loss whatsoever and howsoever caused 
arising out of reliance by any person or legal entity on any such act, omission or statement or 
intimation occurring during Council or Committee meetings.

Any person or legal entity who acts or fails to act in reliance upon any statement, act or 
omission made in a Council or Committee meeting does so at that person’s or legal entity’s own 
risk.

In particular and without derogating in any way from the broad disclaimer above, in any 
discussion regarding any planning application or application for a licence, any statement or 
intimation or approval made by any member or Officer of the City of Belmont during the course 
of any meeting is not intended to be and is not taken as notice of approval from the City of 
Belmont.

The City of Belmont warns that anyone who has any application lodged with the City of Belmont 
must obtain and should only rely on written confirmation of the outcome of the application, and 
any conditions attaching to the decision made by the City of Belmont in respect of that 
application.
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The City of Belmont wishes to advise that any plans or documents contained within this agenda 
may be subject to copy right law provisions (Copyright Act 1968, as amended) and that the 
express permission of the copyright owner(s) should be sought prior to their reproduction.  It 
should be noted that Copyright owners are entitled to take legal action against any persons who 
infringe their copyright.  A reproduction of material that is protected by copyright may represent 
a copyright infringement.

4.3 DECLARATIONS BY MEMBERS WHO HAVE NOT GIVEN DUE CONSIDERATION TO 
ALL MATTERS CONTAINED IN THE BUSINESS PAPERS PRESENTLY BEFORE THE 
MEETING
Councillors who have not read the business papers make a declaration at this point.

Nil.

4.4 DECLARATIONS BY MEMBERS WHO HAVE RECEIVED AND NOT READ THE 
‘COUNCILLORS INFORMATION BULLETINS’ AS DETAILED IN ITEM 12.1
Councillors who have received and not read the ‘Councillor Information Bulletins’ as detailed in 
Item 12.1 of this agenda, to make declarations at this point.

Nil.
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5. PUBLIC QUESTION TIME

**7.06pm The Mayor drew the public gallery’s attention to the rules of Public Question 
Time as written in the Agenda.  In accordance with rule (l), the Mayor advised 
that she had registered four members of the public who had given prior 
notice to ask questions, these being Mr Michael Ryan, Mr Peter Oggelby, Mr 
Ray Harris and Mr John Hart.

The Mayor invited the public gallery members, who had yet to register their 
interest to ask a question, to do so. No further registrations were 
forthcoming.

5.1 RESPONSES TO QUESTIONS TAKEN ON NOTICE

5.1.1 Mr J Maguire, 11 Hillcrest Road, Kewdale

The following questions were taken on notice of the Ordinary Council Meeting of 
21 March 2006.  Responses from the City are recorded accordingly - 

1) Mr Maguire enquired about the air conditioning in the Chambers and asked 
when Council would be correcting the temperature?

The Director Technical Services advised that the air conditioning had been examined 
and that a variable speed drive had been installed.  There were several issue affecting 
the temperature including the amount of people in the Chambers, the volume of air 
circulating and individual’s body temperature preferences.  

The Director Technical Services further advised that the variable speed fan drive has 
been adjusted to try and maintain an acceptable temperature. 

2) Mr Maguire queried the plans for Rosina Street and mentioned the pylons which 
cut the street in half and asked if the road could run straight through to Cohn 
Street without being blocked off?

The Chief Executive Officer stated that the proposed subdivisional design of portion of 
the Australian Islamic College was imposed on the Council by the Western Australian 
Planning Commission.  It does show a proposed connection of Rosina Street with 
Cohn Street.

The Council does not have to accept a road connection of Rosina Street with Cohn 
Street and this will be a matter for the future consideration of Council.

3) Mr Maguire asked Council if the sandpits in the parks in the City were raked 
and cleared of needles and debris?

The Director Technical Services advised that the play area sandpits are maintained in 
a three weekly cycle which ties in with the lawn mowing.  The only exceptions are 
Ascot Waters which is done weekly by the Contractor and the Faulkner Park Feature 
Playground which is inspected daily.  If anything dangerous is found (eg syringes, 
broken glass, etc) in a park, the maintenance regime is increased in the short term to 
ensure that any emerging problem is addressed.
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5.2 QUESTIONS FROM MEMBERS OF THE PUBLIC

5.2.1 Mr Michael J Ryan – 60 Riversdale Rd, Rivervale

Mr Ryan referred to his question 2) Item 5.2.9 at page 8 of the Minutes of the OCM of 
the 21 March 2006, in reference to Confidential Item 13.2 – The proposed sale of 
Council owned land in The Springs and asked the following –

1. As my question was misconstrued in the minutes I would again ask the following 
given that new valuations and a substantial price change were introduced behind 
closed doors in reaching a decision to sell Councils land shouldn’t the Major Land 
Transaction be readvertised for public comment?

The Director of Corporate & Governance advised that the business plan included, in 
accordance with section 3.59 of the Local Government Act, the expected financial 
impact on the City.  The change in valuations and price are not considered to be 
‘significantly different’ from the expected financial impact in the Major Land Transaction 
and is to the community benefit.  As a result, the business plan did not require 
readvertising.”

2. Given the Major Business Plan to dispose of Councils land holdings in The 
Springs called for public submissions, I would ask when the public submissions 
and Councils responses will be recorded on the public record of Council, now 
the need for confidentiality has passed, given Council has agreed to sell their 
land interests to LandCorp 

The Director of Corporate & Governance advised that the confidentiality of the minute 
can be removed – and can be inspected as part of the confirmed minute. 

5.2.2 Mr Peter Oggelsby, 6 Hendra Street, Cloverdale

1. Mr Oggelsby referred to the Council podiatry service and asked if a decision 
had been made to cease the service and when this would be likely to happen?

The Chief Executive Officer replied that Council had resolved to close the service 
which would occur at the end of the financial year – July 2007.

2. Mr Oggelsby asked if this decision could be justified when it was a service 
required by the senior citizens in the community?

The Chief Executive Officer replied that it was a requirement under the Local 
Government Act that local government bodies do not unfairly compete with other 
services in the community.
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5.2.3 Mr Ray Harris, 481 Abernethy Road, Cloverdale

1. Mr Harris referred to the Council podiatry service closing and questioned the 
operating expenditure figures from September Council Minutes and asked if 
these figures were correct?

The Chief Executive Officer replied that the figures were correct.

5.2.4 Mr Michael Ryan, 60 Riversdale Road, Rivervale

1. Mr Ryan asked if the Confidential Report on the proposed sale of the Council 
owned land at The Springs would be made available to the public?

The Principal Legal & Compliance Adviser replied that the full report would become 
part of the public record available for inspection.

5.2.5 Mr John Hart, 407 Belgravia Street, Cloverdale

1. Mr Hart stated that he was attending the Council Meeting on behalf of Mr and 
Mrs Donovan who had submitted the application for an extension to their 
existing balcony.  He stated that the extension would greatly improve the 
streetscape value in the street and if the Council did not approve this 
application, how could they justify approving other similar applications in the 
area?

The Director Community & Statutory Services replied that every individual application 
was considered on its own merits and that landowners always had right of appeal.

***7.19 pm There being no further questions remaining, the Mayor declared Public 
Question Time closed.
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6. CONFIRMATION OF MINUTES / RECEIPT OF INFORMATION MATRIX

6.1 ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING
HELD 21 MARCH 2006

POWELL MOVED, BLAIR SECONDED, that the Minutes of the Ordinary Council 
Meeting held on 21 March 2006 as printed and circulated to all Councillors, be 
confirmed as a true and accurate record, subject to the following changes – 

5.2.1 – insert ‘(13.2)’ after the word ‘item’ in question 1;
5.2.4 – insert ‘(Item 13.2)’ after the word ‘submission’ in question 1;

Replace the word ‘contender’ with the word ‘contention’ in question 2;
5.2.6 – insert ‘(Item 13.2) after the word ‘transaction’ in question 1;
5.2.9 – insert (Item 13.2) after the word ‘project’ in question 2.

CARRIED 11 VOTES TO 0

6.2 INFORMATION MATRIX FOR THE AGENDA BRIEFING FORUM
HELD 4 APRIL 2006**

**Council Attachment 1  – Item 6.2 refers

TEASDALE MOVED, MARTIN SECONDED, that the Information Matrix for the 
Agenda Briefing Forum held on 4 April 2006 as circulated in the attachment, be 
received and noted.

CARRIED 11 VOTES TO 0
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7. QUESTIONS BY MEMBERS ON WHICH DUE NOTICE HAS BEEN GIVEN 
(WITHOUT DISCUSSION)

DISCLAIMER: Where the City’s Administration has provided any assistance to a 
Councillor, with the framing and / or wording of any motion / amendment / question to the 
Council, who has advised their intention to move it, the assistance has been provided on an 
impartial basis.  The principle and intention expressed in any motion / amendment is solely that 
of the intended mover and not that of the officer / officers providing the assistance.  Under no 
circumstances is it to be expressed to any party that administration or any Council officer holds 
a view on this motion other than that expressed in an official written or verbal report by the 
City’s administration to the Council meeting considering the motion.

Nil.

8. NEW BUSINESS OF AN URGENT NATURE APPROVED BY THE PERSON 
PRESIDING OR BY DECISION

8.1 PETITION – CUL DE SAC, LYALL STREET, ASCOT

MARKS MOVED, ROSSI SECONDED, that the Petition for the Cul De Sac at Lyall 
Street, Ascot be received and noted and an officer report be prepared

CARRIED 11 VOTES TO 0

9. BUSINESS ADJOURNED FROM A PREVIOUS MEETING

Nil.

10. REPORTS OF COMMITTEES
NOTE: Regulation 11(da) of the Local Government (Administration) Regulations 1996 
requires written reasons for each decision made at the meeting that is significantly different from 
the relevant written recommendation of a committee or an employee as defined in the Local 
Government Act 1995 s5.70 (but not a decision to only note the matter or to return the 
recommendation for further consideration).

NOTE: Council in receiving and noting the Minutes of Standing Committee are not adopting or 
in anyway endorsing the recommendations or comments contained therein.  Committee 
Recommendations will be the subject of separate reports to Council at this or a future Council 
Meeting, at which time Council will consider the matter.

10.1 STANDING COMMITTEE MEETING (ENVIRONMENTAL)
HELD 27 MARCH 2006**

**Council Attachment 2  – Item 10.1 refers

BLAIR MOVED, TEASDALE SECONDED, that the Minutes of the Standing 
Committee Meeting (Environmental) held on 27 March 2006 as circulated in the 
attachment, be received and noted.

CARRIED 11 VOTES TO 0
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11. REPORTS OF ADMINISTRATION
NOTE: Regulation 11(da) of the Local Government (Administration) Regulations 1996 
requires written reasons for each decision made at the meeting that is significantly different from 
the relevant written recommendation of a committee or an employee as defined in section 5.70 
(but not a decision to only note the matter or to return the recommendation for further 
consideration).

11.1 BUILT BELMONT

WITHDRAWN ITEMS

Item 11.1.1 was withdrawn at the request of Cr Blair.

WHITELEY MOVED, MARTIN SECONDED, that with the exception of Item 11.1.1, 
which is be considered separately, the Officer Recommendations in the Built 
Belmont Key Result Area Reports, specifically Items 11.1.2 and 11.1.3 be adopted 
en bloc.

CARRIED 11 VOTES TO 0

11.1.1 Lot 281 (22) Riverina Drive, Ascot – Balcony Extension – Proposed 
Variation to Council Policy**

**BB Attachment 3  – Item 11.1.1 refers

Report by Community & Statutory Services Division

DATE

15 March 2006

PURPOSE OF REPORT

To reconsider an application for an extension to an existing balcony on Lot 281 (22) 
Riverina Drive, Ascot that was refused under delegation.

SUMMARY AND KEY ISSUES

Summary and Key Issues

A development application proposing an extension to an existing balcony on Lot 281 
(22) Riverina Drive, Ascot was lodged on 20 December 2005.  The property is located 
within the Ascot Waters Special Development Precinct. 
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The application proposed to extend the balcony and decrease its setback to the 
boundary abutting the Public Open Space (POS) from 3.0 metres to 1.5 metres.  ‘Local 
Planning Policy No. 6 - Ascot Waters Special Development Precinct Policy’ (LPP No. 6) 
requires a minimum setback of 3.0 metres.

The application was refused on the basis that it was inconsistent with the existing scale 
of development visible from the public open space immediately abutting and did not 
comply with the setback provisions of the Policy.  

Officer Recommendation Summation

That Council advise the applicant that:

1. The decision to refuse the application under delegation for an extension of an 
existing balcony on Lot 281 (22) Riverina Drive, Ascot is supported as the 
setback provisions of the City’s Local Planning Policy No 6 are intended to 
ensure that the scale of development abutting public open space is appropriate.

2. It would consider a fresh development application for a gable roof enclosure to 
the existing balcony, subject to the proposal meeting the setback provisions of 
Local Planning Policy No 6.

LOCATION

Lot 281 (22) Riverina Drive, Ascot
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APPLICANT

Mr John Michael Donovan 

FILE REFERENCE
115/001 Development/Subdivision/Strata – Applications/Application 

Correspondence
546/2005/DA Development application folder

DISCLOSURE OF INTEREST

Name Position Type of 
Interest Nature / Extent of Interest

VOTING REQUIREMENT

Simple Majority required.

CONSULTATION

A proposal to extend an existing balcony is classified as a ‘Category A’ application.  
‘Category A’ applications are those that do not need advertising, additional information, 
documentation or revisions or approvals from other bodies.

Although the City did not refer the application to adjoining landowners as part of the 
assessment process, the applicant has submitted written comments from both 
adjoining landowners stating that each has no objections to the proposed balcony 
extension on the subject lot.  

Additionally, the proposal was referred to the Ascot Waters architects Overman and 
Zuideveld and Mr Ron Marchant has advised that the proposal is not in context with the 
rest of the housing abutting the POS and is not supported.

STRATEGIC PLAN IMPLICATIONS

BUILT BELMONT - "Encourage the upgrading and compatible redevelopment of the 
City."

POLICY IMPLICATIONS

Council’s ‘Local Planning Policy No. 6 – Ascot Waters Special Development Precinct’ 
(LPP No 6) governs development within the Ascot Waters estate.  LPP No. 6 was 
developed to ensure a consistently high standard of development is maintained within 
the Precinct and to facilitate a harmonious and attractive living environment which can 
be appreciated by both residents of the Precinct and the wider community.

Section 3 of LPP No. 6 requires a minimum setback of 3.0 metres to the POS.  The 
application proposes a 1.5 metre setback to the POS and this represents a significant 
departure from the Policy’s standards.  
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STATUTORY ENVIRONMENT

Town Planning Scheme No. 14
The subject lot is zoned ‘Residential R20/100’ under the City’s Town Planning Scheme 
No. 14. 

Local Planning Policy No. 6 – Ascot Waters Special Development Precinct
The property is located within the Ascot Waters Special Development Precinct and is 
subject to the provisions stipulated within the Policy.

Right of Appeal
The applicant / owner may appeal a planning approval / planning refusal to the State 
Administrative Tribunal (SAT) subject to Section 8A of the Town Planning and 
Development Act 1928 (as amended).  Appeals must be lodged with SAT within 28 
days.  Further information can be obtained from the SAT website – 
www.sat.justice.wa.gov.au.

BACKGROUND

Owner: Mr John Donovan and
Mrs Kay Donovan

Ward: Central

Lodgement 
Date:

20 December 2005 Use Class: Extension to existing dwelling 

Lot Area: 312m2 TPS Zoning: Residential (R20/100) Ascot 
Waters Special Development 
Precinct

Estimated 
Value:

$15,000 MRS: Urban 

Application
The existing balcony is a 1.5 metre wide cantilevered floor slab extending from the first 
floor of the existing residence with a setback to the POS of 3.0 metres.  The balcony is 
provided with a balustrade that has a horizontal emphasis and is not supported by any 
other structural elements (i.e. columns/piers).  The existing balcony is not provided with 
any roofing.

The application proposes to extend the existing balcony a further 1.5 metres towards 
the POS, reducing the setback distance to the boundary to 1.5 metres.  Additionally, it 
is proposed to add structural supports to the balcony and to enclose the balcony with a 
gabled roof (also proposed to be setback 1.5 metres from the boundary).  The proposal 
represents a major change to the appearance of the part of the dwelling that presents 
to the POS.

The application was refused under delegation on 8 March 2006 on the basis that due to 
the reduced setback proposed the application was inconsistent with the scale of 
development that impacted on the view (public realm) from open space areas.

The applicant has subsequently requested that the application be reconsidered and 
has submitted additional photographs, plans and justification.
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OFFICER COMMENT

The following arguments have been provided by the applicant.  The Officer Comments 
are italicised.

 The introduction of a gable roof over the balcony complements the adjacent 
three storey dwelling under construction on Lot 280, which features a gable 
roof as a visually dominant design element.  

It is recognised that the gable roof to the existing balcony would reference the 
roofline of the adjoining dwelling on Lot 280.  However, the provision of a gabled 
roof to the existing balcony, that complies with the setback provisions of LPP No. 6, 
would also complement the adjacent dwelling and achieve the same level of 
aesthetic integrity. 

 The adjacent three storey dwelling is provided with a minimum setback of 3.0 
metres.  Any adverse impact on the streetscape created by the proposed 
balcony extension will be mitigated by the bulk and scale of the adjacent 
dwelling. 

The adjoining dwelling has a 3.0 metre minimum setback and a 4.0 metre average 
setback in accordance with LPP No. 6.  The bulk of the adjoining building is 
considerable, however, the impact of the proposed setback variation will only serve 
to compound the impact of bulk on the POS.  

 The proposed balcony extension and roof enclosure would provide improved 
thermal comfort for the interior of the dwelling as additional shade would be 
provided to both the upper and ground floors of the south-west elevation. 

It is recognised that the proposal would provide increased thermal comfort to the 
occupants of the dwelling.  However, the provision of a roof enclosure to the 
existing balcony that complies with the setback provisions of LPP No. 6 would also 
improve the thermal comfort of the upper floor. 

 Both adjoining landowners have provided written comment stating that each 
has no objections to the proposed balcony extension on the subject lot.  

It is acknowledged that both adjoining land owners have stated their support for the 
proposal, however, this does not mitigate the adverse impact that the development 
will have on the scale of development presently visible from the public open space.  
The current scale of development, reinforced by the setback requirements of LPP 
No. 6, ensure that whilst private development immediately abuts public open space, 
there is a clear demarcation between the private and the public realm.  If reduced 
setbacks and larger scale development occurs the character of the open space 
areas will be adversely impacted in the long term.

 The precedent created by the existing dwelling on Lot 287 (10) Riverina Drive 
that has been approved with a reduced setback of 2.0 metres to the Public 
Open Space boundary. 
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Lot 287 is an irregular shape and this constraint was taken into consideration when 
the City granted the setback concession.  Additionally, the portion of the building 
that is setback 2.0 metres is a single story gazebo servicing the pool area.  The 
subject lot is of an orthodox shape and the proposed setback concession is being 
sought for both the ground and first floor of a two storey structure.

Notwithstanding the applicant’s arguments, the proposal represents a significant 
departure from the setback provisions of LPP No 6 and would have an adverse impact 
on the public realm.  Given that as other development along this portion of the Marina 
Precinct adheres to the Policy’s setback provisions a consistent approach is 
recommended to ensure the character of open space areas is maintained for the wider 
community.

Options

 Option 1 – Support approval of the proposal on submission of a new 
application
On the basis that the neighbours do not object to the proposal and the design is 
consistent with the existing residence, Council may support the proposal and 
advise the applicant to submit a new MRS Form 1 for formal determination.  

This option is not preferred as it is considered that the proposed setback will 
adversely impact on the amenity of the public realm and create an undesirable 
precedent.

 Option 2 – Advise the applicant that the proposal is not supported
Advise the applicant that the decision to refuse the application under delegation is 
supported by Council as the proposal is inconsistent with the provisions of LPP No. 
6 and support for reduced setbacks as an exception to the policy will result in 
adverse impacts on open space areas in the long term.

Notwithstanding that, it is considered that a gable roof enclosure to the existing balcony 
would address many of the issues outlined by the applicant and would be in keeping 
with the intent of LPP No. 6.  As such the applicant could be advised that Council 
would support a new development application for a gable roof enclosure to the existing 
balcony, subject to the proposal meeting the setback requirements of LPP No. 6.

It is recommended that this option be pursued.

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

There are no significant financial implications evident at this time.

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS

There are no significant environmental implications evident at this time.

ATTACHMENT DETAILS

Attach. No. Details
3 Additional information to development application (546/2005/DA)
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OFFICER RECOMMENDATION

That Council advise the applicant that: 

1. The decision to refuse the application under delegation for an extension of an 
existing balcony on Lot 281 (22) Riverina Drive, Ascot is supported as the 
setback provisions of the City’s Local Planning Policy No. 6 are intended to 
ensure that the scale of development abutting public open space is appropriate.  
The current scale of development, reinforced by the setback requirements of 
Local Planning Policy No. 6, ensure that whilst private development 
immediately abuts public open space, there is a clear demarcation between the 
private and the public realm.  If reduced setbacks and larger scale development 
occurs the character of the open space areas will be adversely impacted in the 
long term.

2. Council would consider a fresh development application for a gable roof 
enclosure to the existing balcony, subject to the proposal meeting the setback 
provisions of Local Planning Policy No. 6.

BLAIR MOVED, POWELL SECONDED, that the Officer Recommendation not be 
adopted and as the proposal will not adversely impact the streetscape and the 
neighbours do not object - 

1. Council advise the applicant to submit a new MRS Form 1 for formal approval 
and that;

2. Council delegate to the Director – Statutory & Community Services or the 
Manager Planning Services the authority to grant planning approval subject to 
conditions

LOST 5 VOTES TO 6

For:  Rossi, Martin, Dornford, Blair, Powell 

Against: Godfrey, Hitt, Marks, Bass, Whiteley, Teasdale

TEASDALE MOVED, WHITELEY SECONDED, that the Council advise the applicant 
that: 

1. The decision to refuse the application under delegation for an extension 
of an existing balcony on Lot 281 (22) Riverina Drive, Ascot is supported 
as the setback provisions of the City’s Local Planning Policy No. 6 are 
intended to ensure that the scale of development abutting public open 
space is appropriate.  The current scale of development, reinforced by the 
setback requirements of Local Planning Policy No. 6, ensure that whilst 
private development immediately abuts public open space, there is a clear 
demarcation between the private and the public realm.  If reduced 
setbacks and larger scale development occurs the character of the open 
space areas will be adversely impacted in the long term.

Version: 1, Version Date: 21/04/2006
Document Set ID: 1040919



OCM 11/04/06 Reports of Administration
Built Belmont

Item 11.1.1 Continued

17
CONFIRMATION DATE: 2 MAY 2006

2. Council would consider a fresh development application for a gable roof 
enclosure to the existing balcony, subject to the proposal meeting the 
setback provisions of Local Planning Policy No. 6.

CARRIED 8 VOTES TO 3

For:  Martin, Powell, Godfrey, Hitt, Marks, Bass, Whiteley, Teasdale

Against: Rossi, Dornford, Blair
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11.1.2 Petition Requesting Re-Coding of Lot 2793 (323) and Lot 1238 (325) 
Belgravia Street, Cloverdale 

Report by Community & Statutory Services Division

DATE

13 March 2006

PURPOSE OF REPORT

To consider a petition to re-code Lot 2793 (323) and Lot 1238 (325) Belgravia Street, 
Cloverdale from ‘Residential R20’ to ‘Residential R20/40’.

SUMMARY AND KEY ISSUES

Summary and Key Issues

 The City has received a petition with 15 signatures (representing 13 households) 
requesting that Lot 2793 (323) and Lot 1238 (325) Belgravia Street, Cloverdale be 
re-coded from ‘Residential R20’ to ‘Residential R20/40’.

 Council’s Planning Department has recently commenced background work for a 
review of the Housing Strategy which will examine all existing zonings, and make 
recommendations on changes for the Scheme Review.  

 There are two options available to Council. 

 The request can be considered as part of a review of the Housing Strategy and 
Scheme Review.

 If Council is supportive of the request, the petitioners can be invited to lodge an 
application to amend the current Town Planning Scheme.  

 It is recommended that the request be supported, and the petitioners be invited to 
lodge an application for a Scheme Amendment.  

 It is also recommended that the petitioners be invited to attend future workshops 
associated with the Housing Strategy Review.  

Officer Recommendation Summation

That the petitioners be invited to lodge an application for an Amendment to the existing 
Town Planning Scheme with supporting Amendment Documentation and fees normally 
associated with an Amendment.  
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LOCATION

APPLICANT

Lynne Hoare – initiator of the petition 

FILE REFERENCE

Property File Lot 7292 (321) Belgravia Street, Cloverdale
Property File Lot 7293 (323) Belgravia Street, Cloverdale 
Property File Lot 1238 (325) Belgravia Street, Cloverdale
117/001 General Enquiries and Information

DISCLOSURE OF INTEREST

Name Position Type of 
Interest Nature / Extent of Interest

321, 323 & 325 
Belgravia St

400m 
walking 
distance
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VOTING REQUIREMENT

Simple Majority required.

CONSULTATION

The re-zoning request has not been advertised.  Council can conduct preliminary 
advertising with the community prior to considering initiating any formal amendment.  

STRATEGIC PLAN IMPLICATIONS

One of the objectives of the Strategic Plan under ‘Built Environment’ is to ‘achieve a 
planned City that is safe and meets the needs of the community’.  A review of the Town 
Planning Scheme is occurring to meet that objective.  

Densities throughout the whole City need to be reviewed, which is the purpose of the 
Housing Strategy review.  

POLICY IMPLICATIONS

Council’s Planning Department has recently commenced a review of the Local Housing 
Strategy as part of the Scheme review.  The Housing Strategy Review is in its early 
stages.  

The City recently commissioned a report examining the relationship between increased 
density and increased population in the City of Belmont.  Findings from the report will 
assist with the Housing Strategy Review.  

STATUTORY ENVIRONMENT

No formal application has been lodged requesting an amendment to the City’s 
Scheme.  The request was lodged with a petition.  

There is no right of appeal under the Town Planning and Development Act 1928 should 
Council decide not to initiate an amendment.  There may be a right of appeal under the 
new Planning and Development Act 2005, which comes into effect 9 April 2006.

BACKGROUND

Owner: Lot 7293 (323) Belgravia  – 
CA & L Bryant
Lot 1238 (325) Belgravia  – 
KR & LC Hoare

Ward: South

Lodgement Date: 31 January 2006 Use Class: N/A
Lot Area: Lot 7293 (323) Belgravia  – 

696m2
Lot 1238 (325) Belgravia  – 
696m2

TPS Zoning: R20

Estimated Value: N/A MRS: Urban
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OFFICER COMMENT

Summary of Re-Zoning Request
The petitioners have lodged the following information in support of the proposal:

 The properties are in easy walking distance of two shopping centres and 
numerous parks, churches and public transport;

 Rezoning would be in keeping with the rest of the street block which is already 
zoned R20-40.

Options Available to Council

 Option One – Consider this matter as part of the Housing Strategy and 
Scheme Review
A Consultation Plan has been completed for the Housing Strategy review.  The 
Consultation Plan was approved by the Community Information and Consultation 
Group (CIC) and Senior Management Group (SMG).  

The Housing Strategy will form an integral part of the Scheme Review and will 
recommend changes to residential densities, affecting both development and 
subdivision potential of lots throughout the City.  

Due to the importance of the Housing Strategy, it is proposed to engage key 
stakeholders through a series of workshops prior to substantially writing the new 
strategy.  The Consultation Plan will enable the community and other stakeholders 
to voice their views, before a document is produced.  

As the Housing Strategy review has commenced, Council may like to consider this 
matter in the context of an overall review of the City’s densities.  This option would 
provide Council with an opportunity to examine the proposal with feedback form the 
broader community, which will occur as part of the Scheme Review Consultation 
Plan.  

 Option Two – Invite the subject landowners to lodge a formal application for a 
Scheme Amendment  
Although the petitioners have only requested two lots to be recoded to R20/R40 
(being Lot 7293 (323) and Lot 1238 (325) Belgravia Street, Cloverdale), it would be 
logical to include Lot 7292 (321) Belgravia Street, Cloverdale.

It is acknowledged that the boundary of the R20-40 area surrounding the Belgravia 
Street local shopping centre is irregular.  Some portions of the R20-40 boundary 
are located on both sides of Belgravia Street, and it is not known why Lot 7297 
(321), Lot 7293 (323) and Lot 1238 (325) Belgravia Street were originally excluded 
from the flexible coded area.  

The properties are located within 400 metres of the Belgravia Street shopping 
centre, and the inclusion of some additional properties would only marginally 
change the existing R20/40 boundary.  
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Due to the allocation of resources within the Planning Department to the Scheme 
Review, minor amendments such as that being proposed if prepared in-house, 
would displace resources from strategically important tasks (such as the Housing 
Strategy).  Whilst there is merit in the proposal, it is not recommended that Council 
resources should be focussed on a small scale issue.  In order to address this 
concern, it is considered that if Council is prepared to consider an amendment to 
change the R20-40 boundary surrounding the Belgravia Street shopping centre, 
then the applicants should be requested to lodge a formal application that includes:

 An Amendment document prepared by a qualified Town Planner;
 Completion of an amendment application form;
 A letter agreeing to pay the costs associated with the Amendment.

Note: The costs for amendments are based on a hourly rate, and the applicant is 
charged for the time taken by an officer to process the amendment request.  The 
applicant would also be invoiced for all advertising costs.  

This approach will mean that the amendment can proceed but does not draw away 
needed resources from the review of the Scheme.

Recommendation
Whilst from a strategic perspective it would be beneficial to conduct an overall review of 
all the City’s zonings rather than process individual requests, the main issue is one of 
timing.

Community consultation, workshops, and a review of the Housing Strategy is likely to 
take some time.  The process of a Scheme review is also lengthy.  

Having regard for the minor nature of the change proposed to the existing R20/40 area 
in Belgravia Street, Option 2 is recommended.  It is recognised that the existing R20-40 
boundary is irregular, and both lots are located within walking distance of existing 
shops.  

It is also recommended that the petitioners be invited to attend community workshops 
in the future which will be held prior to substantial commencement of the Housing 
Strategy.  

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

There are no financial implications associated with this item.   

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS

There are no environmental implications associated with this item

ATTACHMENT DETAILS

Nil.
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OFFICER RECOMMENDATION

That:

1. Advise the petitioners of the Council decision and invite the subject 
landowners of Lot 7297 (321), Lot 7293 (323) and Lot 1238 (325) Belgravia 
Street to lodge a formal application for an Amendment to the existing 
Town Planning Scheme that consists of:
 An Amendment document prepared by a qualified Town Planner;

 Completion of an amendment application form;

 A letter agreeing to pay the costs associated with the Amendment in 
accordance with Council’s adopted Schedule of Planning Fees.

2. Council’s Planning Department ensure that all petitioners are invited to 
attend future workshops which will be conducted prior to major 
commencement of the review.

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION ADOPTED EN BLOC –
REFER TO RESOLUTION APPEARING AT ITEM 11.1
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11.1.3 Proclamation of Orrong Road as a State Highway
**BB Attachment 4  – Item 11.1.3 refers

Report by Technical Services Division

DATE

22 March 2006

PURPOSE OF REPORT

To obtain formal endorsement by Council of the proposed proclamation of roads and 
ramps shown on Drawings 9522-070-01 and 0593-280 as “highways” in accordance 
with Section 13 of the Main Roads Act, noting that where they exist, footpaths will be 
excluded from this proclamation.

SUMMARY AND KEY ISSUES

Summary and Key Issues

 On 8 July 2005 Main Roads WA (MRWA) agreed to take control of Orrong 
Road pending its formal dedication as a State Highway.

 The Commissioner of Main Roads intends to make a recommendation to the 
Hon. Minister for Infrastructure to proclaim the road and ramps shown on 
Drawings 9522-070-01 and 0593-280 as state highways.

 The Commissioner of Main Roads seeks Council endorsement of this 
proclamation.

Officer Recommendation Summation

That Council support the proclamation of roads and ramps of Orrong Road as shown 
on Drawings 9522-070-01 and 0593-280 as “highways” in accordance with Section 13 
of the Main Roads Act, noting that where they exist, footpaths will be excluded from the 
proclamation.

LOCATION

Orrong Road – generally between the Graham Farmer Freeway and the proposed 
Leach Highway /Orrong Road interchange.  

APPLICANT

Main Roads WA
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FILE REFERENCE

77/002 – Main Roads WA

DISCLOSURE OF INTEREST

Name Position Type of 
Interest Nature / Extent of Interest

VOTING REQUIREMENT

Simple Majority required

CONSULTATION

No consultation is required in respect of this matter.

STRATEGIC PLAN IMPLICATIONS

There are no strategic plan implications as the City has already passed control of the 
relevant portion of road to Main Roads WA and the change of status of the road has no 
further impact on the City.

POLICY IMPLICATIONS

There are no significant policy implications at this time.

STATUTORY ENVIRONMENT

Dedication of Orrong Road as a state highway will be in accordance with Section 13 of 
the Main Roads Act.

BACKGROUND

From the commencement of the Orrong Road project in the late 1980’s, it was always 
envisaged that Orrong Road would eventually become a main road, as at the time of its 
connection with the Graham Farmer Freeway, its character would significantly change 
from that of a local road.

Due to the nature of the then existing road funding agreement, it was not possible to 
change the responsibility for Orrong Road from the City to Main Roads WA until after 
30 June 2005.

On 8 July 2005 Main Roads WA took control of Orrong Road, noting that proclamation 
would occur in due course.
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OFFICER COMMENT

The request for Council’s concurrence to the proclamation of Orrong Road as a 
highway is long anticipated and the approval of Council to the proclamation plans is 
one step further to the eventual formal proclamation of Orrong Road as a highway.

The proclamation should be supported and the plans should appropriately endorsed by 
Council.

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

There will be no financial implications to the City associated with this formal 
proclamation of Orrong Road as a main road.

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS

There are no environmental implications evident at this time.

ATTACHMENT DETAILS

Attach. No. Details
4 Drawings 9522-070-01 & 0593-280

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION

That Council support the proclamation of roads and ramps of Orrong Road as 
shown on Drawings 9522-070-01 and 0593-280 as “highways” in accordance with 
Section 13 of the Main Roads Act, noting that where they exist, footpaths will be 
excluded from the proclamation.

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION ADOPTED EN BLOC –
REFER TO RESOLUTION APPEARING AT ITEM 11.1
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11.2 SOCIAL BELMONT

WITHDRAWN ITEMS

Nil. 

TEASDALE MOVED, POWELL SECONDED, that the Officer Recommendation in 
the Social Belmont Key Result Area Reports, specifically Item 11.2.1 be adopted 
en bloc.

CARRIED 11 VOTES TO 0

11.2.1 Leisure Services Review and Plan 2006 – 2008 **
**SB Attachment 5  – Item 11.2.1 refers

Report by Technical Services Division / Parks, Leisure & Environment Department 

DATE

22 March 2005

PURPOSE OF REPORT

To seek endorsement from Council of the City of Belmont, “Leisure Services Review 
and Plan 2006 – 2008”, and commitment towards the hosting of a major leisure event 
which brings the wider community together and caters for and promotes “leisure – for – 
all.”

SUMMARY AND KEY ISSUES

Summary and Key Issues

The City’s Leisure Project Officer has reviewed the City of Belmont, Leisure Services 
with the intended outcome of producing a Leisure Plan that guides the Service for the 
next three years.  The “Leisure Services Review and Plan 2006 – 2008” document has 
been written to ensure the Services achieve the objectives and targets set out as part 
of the City’s Strategic Plan. In summary, the document attempts to ensure that Leisure 
Services continues to be a leader in the industry (as indicated by the Catalyse 
Community Perceptions Survey, 2005) in providing events, activities and facilities that 
promote health and physical activity to the residents and businesses within the City of 
Belmont. 
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Officer Recommendation Summation

That :-

1. Council adopts the City of Belmont, “Leisure Services Review and Plan 2006 – 
2008”. 

2. Council supports the staging of a “show case” leisure event on an annual basis.

3. Budget allocation be considered as part of the Parks, Leisure and Environment 
Departments Annual Budget Process for the “show case” leisure event.

4. Policy C4.7.3 Remarking of Playing Fields, Netball Courts and the Installation of 
Goal Posts be amended, making  clubs responsible for all line marking, 
including the initial line marking each season (excluding the athletics track and 
field markings at Gerry Archer)

5. Comparisons of hall and reserve hire fees and charges with other Local 
Government Authorities occur during the next budget allocation process.

6. Should the comparisons of hall and reserve hire fees and charges with other 
Local Authorities result in proposed changes to Policy C8.2.1 Hall and Leisure 
Ground Hire – Refund Fees, a further report be presented to Council for 
consideration

LOCATION

Not Applicable 

APPLICANT

Not Applicable

FILE REFERENCE

83/005 :  Belmont Recreation Project Planning 

DISCLOSURE OF INTEREST

Name Position Type of 
Interest Nature / Extent of Interest

VOTING REQUIREMENT

Simple majority required.
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CONSULTATION

Extensive consultation has been undertaken as part of the development of the Leisure 
Services Review and Plan 2006 – 2008.

The first phase of community consultation included surveying 146 key stakeholders 
and residents on the quality of services provided by the City of Belmont Leisure 
Services. The key objectives of this survey was to inform stakeholders and residents of 
the review of Leisure Services and to gain feedback on their thoughts of the quality of 
service provision in terms of events and activities that promoted physical activity to 
residents and businesses within the City of Belmont.

The second phase of community consultation included releasing the document for 
public comment for a period of nearly three weeks. Promotion of the draft document 
requesting public comment was achieved through the following:

 Static Library Display at the Ruth Faulkner Public Library
 Advertisements in the Southern Gazette on 21/2 & 28/2
 An email to staff requesting for comment
 Letter to key stakeholders and residents requesting for comment
 City of Belmont website

During this period of public comment, no formal submissions on the Leisure Services 
Review and Plan 2006 – 2008 were received. A number of informal calls were received 
and these were positive as to the direction and content of the report. 
A meeting was requested by the Belmont Sports and Recreation Club (BSRC), but this 
related more to the operational side of leisure services. A “wish list “was received and 
discussed. The list has been attached for reference purposes and will help to target 
areas in which the City of Belmont can assist BSRC in the future.

STRATEGIC PLAN IMPLICATIONS

Leisure Services Objective “Living Belmont Theme” – “ensure that the community has 
access to the services and facilities that it needs” One of the key actions for this 
objective in the Strategic Plan is to develop and implement a Leisure Services Plan to 
establish a desired level of service and to guide Council involvement in physical activity 
initiatives. 

The “Leisure Services Review and Plan 2006 – 2008” sits directly under the Strategic 
Plan, and is the main strategic document directing Leisure Services throughout the City 
of Belmont for the next three years.

Key issues covered in the “Leisure Services Review and Plan 2006 – 2008” included:

 Provision of recreation and leisure programmes and facilities that meet the 
needs of the community.

 Provision of assistance for clubs and community groups to provide services and 
facilities to the local community.

Planning for these key issues has been broken into the following four key areas: 
Governance, Facilities, Services and Programmes / Events.
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POLICY IMPLICATIONS

The “Leisure Services Review and Plan 2006 – 2008” has reviewed current policies 
relating to the Leisure Services and has recommended the following –
 
1. That Policy C4.7.3 Remarking of Playing Fields, Netball Courts and the 

Installation of Goal Posts be amended, making  clubs responsible for all line 
marking, including the initial line marking each season (excluding the athletics 
track and field markings at Gerry Archer)

2. That comparison of hall and reserve hire fees and charges with other Local 
Government Authorities occur during the next budget allocation process. 

3. Should the comparisons result in proposed changes to Policy C8.2.1 Hall and 
Leisure Ground Hire – Refund Fees, a further report be presented to Council for 
consideration.

STATUTORY ENVIRONMENT

There are no significant statutory requirements in respect to this application / matter.

BACKGROUND

The City of Belmont Leisure Services was established in March 2001, with Council 
resolving to employ a full-time Coordinator for Recreation to manage the operations of 
City’s Recreation Services. Later the same year (September 2001), Council adopted 
the Recreation Framework – Directions for the Future and resolved to create the 
position of Recreation Administration Officer to assist in the implementation of the 
Framework.  

The current Recreation Framework has provided strategic direction for the City’s 
Recreation Services throughout the past 4 years. Within this time the City has become 
one of the leading Local Government service providers of recreational / wellbeing 
initiatives to local residents. 

The City’s Recreation Services have demonstrated this by winning both the ‘Policy for 
Structural Change’ and the ‘Best Overall’ categories in the 2002 Heart Foundation 
Kelloggs Local Government Awards for the Recreation Directions for the Future 
document. The main underlying outcome of the current Recreation Framework was to 
develop the City in the provision of Recreation and Culture across the four areas of 
Organisational Approach, Community Education and Promotion, Active Communities 
and Stakeholder Relationships, with the major focus of increasing residents’ 
participation in physical activity by 7.5% over ten years. 

To increase physical activity levels of local residents, Recreation Services initiated a 
number of programmes and events to promote participation in physical activity and 
educate residents on the benefits of exercise. The City has been in partnership with 
Healthway and many other stakeholders to provide these physical activity initiatives 
over the last four years. 
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With the organisational restructure in April 2005 Recreation Services have shifted from 
the Community and Executive Services Division to the Technical Services Division, 
coming under the direction of the Manager – Parks, Leisure and Environment. The shift 
has also resulted in a change of name from Recreation Services to Leisure Services. 
The change in management, together with the recently reviewed City of Belmont’s 
Strategic Plan and the City’s partnership with Healthway expiring in May 2005, 
provided an opportunity for Leisure Services to be reviewed. 

OFFICER COMMENT

The City’s Leisure Project Officer has reviewed the City of Belmont Leisure Services 
with the intended outcome of producing a Leisure Plan that is to guide the Service for 
the next three years.  The “Leisure Services Review and Plan 2006 – 2008” document 
has been written to ensure the Services achieve the objectives and targets set out as 
part of the City’s Strategic Plan.  The document also links and supports State and 
National Recreation and Leisure Strategic Direction.

The ‘Leisure Services Review and Plan 2006 – 2008’ is crucial in ensuring that the 
Service continues to be a leader in providing events and activities that promote health 
and physical activity to the residents and businesses within the City of Belmont. 

The recently appointed Leisure Coordinator has now had an opportunity to review the 
Leisure Services Plan and has suggested that the organisation of a major event which 
brings the wider community together and which can cater for and promote “leisure – for 
– all” should become an additional focus within the existing plan. 

This type of event could possibly mirror a major international sporting competition, 
(such as the soccer world cup) and would aim to involve local clubs, schools and 
community groups. 

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

As outlined in the Leisure Services Review and Plan 2006 -2008 the following budget 
allocation will be required to implement the key actions contained within the document: 

Summary of Expenditure

Programme Current Cost Cost of 
Recommendation

Walking Programmes $  3,500.00 $  3,000.00

Walk for a Wish $  5,000.00 $  5,000.00

Skate Park Events $16,500.00 $16,500.00

Educational Strategies $  2,500.00 $  3,500.00

Healthy Living Sessions $  8,000.00 $  8,000.00

Physical Activity Days $  4,500.00 $  4,500.00

10,000 Steps Project $14,000.00 $  6,000.00

Fit for Business $  3,000.00 $  3,000.00
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Art & Photographic Exhibition $18,000.00 $ 18,000.00

Club Development Seminars - $  4,000.00

Recreation Survey - $  3,000.00

Miscellaneous $10,500.00 $10,500.00

Sporting Donations $  1,500.00 $  1,500.00

TOTAL COST $87,000.00 $86,500.00

*Miscellaneous items include – 
 Cinema Advertising - $1,000 per year
 Development and reprinting of – Leisure Services, Wedding & Walking Trails     

Brochures – $1,500 - $2,000 per brochure
 Additional Prizes - $2,500 per year
 Additional Staff for Events - $1,000 per year

It should be recognised that the annual review of the Leisure Services Plan and the 
budget planning process needs to be flexible in order to cater for new initiatives and 
changes in leisure requirements within the Community. 

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS

There are no significant environmental implications evident at this time.

ATTACHMENT DETAILS

Attach. No. Details
5 “Wish List” from the Belmont Sports and Recreation Club

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION

That :-

1. Council adopts the City of Belmont Leisure Services Review and Plan 
2006 – 2008. 

2. Council supports the staging of a “show case” leisure event on an annual 
basis.

3. Budget allocation be considered as part of the Parks, Leisure and 
Environment Departments Annual Budget Process for the “show case” 
leisure event.

4. Policy C4.7.3 Remarking of Playing Fields, Netball Courts and the 
Installation of Goal Posts be amended, making  clubs responsible for all 
line marking, including the initial line marking each season (excluding the 
athletics track and field markings at Gerry Archer)
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5. Comparisons of hall and reserve hire fees and charges with other Local 
Government Authorities occur during the next budget allocation process. 

6. Should the comparisons of hall and reserve hire fees and charges with 
other Local Authorities result in proposed changes to Policy C8.2.1 Hall 
and Leisure Ground Hire – Refund Fees, a further report be presented to 
Council for consideration.

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION ADOPTED EN BLOC –
REFER TO RESOLUTION APPEARING AT ITEM 11.2
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11.3 ECONOMIC BELMONT

WITHDRAWN ITEMS

Nil.

BLAIR MOVED, WHITELEY SECONDED, that the Officer Recommendation in the 
Business Economics Belmont Key Result Area Report, specifically Item 11.3.1 be 
adopted en bloc.

CARRIED 11 VOTES TO 0

11.3.1 Tomato Lake Kiosk Lease Renewal

Report by Corporate & Governance Division

DATE

9 March 2006

PURPOSE OF REPORT

To seek Council’s endorsement for the lease renewal of the Tomato Lake Kiosk in 
accordance with the Lessee’s option to extend the lease term for a further two (2) year 
term.

SUMMARY AND KEY ISSUES 

Summary and Key Issues

The lease for Tomato Lake Kiosk commenced on 1 April 2000 for an initial term of two 
(2) years, plus a one year option to expire on 31 March 2003.

An extension to the lease was later granted for an extended term of three (3) years 
commencing on 1 April 2003 and ending 31 March 2006 including a final extension of 
two (2) years commencing 1 April 2006 and ending on 31 March 2008.

The Lessee has provided written notice of her intention to exercise the final extension 
of the term and has in addition requested an additional three (3) year term to expire on 
31 March 2011.
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Officer Recommendation Summation

That in accordance with the Lease agreement Council approves the extension of the 
Tomato Lake Kiosk lease for the period 1 April 2006 to 31 March 2008.

That given the length of time since the operation has been out to tender the request to 
extend the term beyond that already contained within the lease be declined.

LOCATION

Tomato Lake – Lot 266 (34) Oats Street, Kewdale.

APPLICANT

Kerry McCrie (Lessee)

FILE REFERENCE

70/007 Lease of Council Property.

DISCLOSURE OF INTEREST

Name Position Type of 
Interest Nature / Extent of Interest
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VOTING REQUIREMENT

Simple Majority required.

CONSULTATION

This matter has not been subject to community consultation as the lease renewal is 
regarded as operational.

STRATEGIC PLAN IMPLICATIONS

The City’s Strategic Plan 2006 – 2010 includes the following Strategy: -

“Operate Council’s land and facilities portfolio as a capital-efficient investment.”

POLICY IMPLICATIONS

C3.8.1 – Asset Management 

“Provide a framework for implementing Asset Management to enable a consistent, co-
ordinated and strategic approach at all levels of Council.“

STATUTORY ENVIRONMENT

Section 3.54. of the Local Government Act 1995 states that if land reserved under the 
Land Administration Act 1997 is vested in or placed under the control and management 
of a local government, the local government may do anything for the purpose of 
controlling and managing that land that it could do under section 5 of the Parks and 
Reserves Act 1895. This includes doing all such things as to adapt the land for the 
purposes of public recreation, health, and enjoyment.

BACKGROUND

At its Ordinary Meeting of the 8 November 1999 the Council resolved to lease the 
premises for a mobile kiosk facility to Dawnwood Holdings Pty Ltd for a term of two 
years commencing on 1 April 2000 and expiring on 31 March 2002.  This original lease 
included an additional one (1) year term commencing on 1 April 2002 and expiring on 
31 March 2003.

In October 2002 the Council resolved to renew the Tomato Lake Kiosk Lease for an 
additional three (3) years commencing on 1 April 2003 and expiring on 31 March 2006.  
This renewal included an additional two (2) year term to commence on 1 April 2006 
and expire on 31 March 2008.  This additional term is the one currently before Council 
for approval.

In July 2004 the Council approved the assignment of the lease from Dawnwood 
Holdings to Graham and Edna Goodwin and has subsequently been further assigned 
to their daughter Kerry McCrie.
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In accordance with the Deed of Lease the Lessee has served notice of her intention to 
take up the right for an additional two (2) year term to commence on 1 April 2006 and 
expire on 31 March 2008.

OFFICER COMMENT

The Lessee routinely meets the obligations contained within the lease, including the 
payment of the lease rental component, and is regarded as an excellent tenant.  As 
such Officers support the request to extend the term of the lease in accordance with 
the lease agreement.

Whilst supportive of the lease extension Officers believe that given the length of time 
this Kiosk operation has been contained within a lease it is now appropriate to tender 
the Kiosk operations in order to benchmark both the financial return and the level of 
service to be provided to users of the reserve.

The current leaseholder would be invited to submit a tender in accordance with the 
tender specifications.  In the event that the Lessee is unsuccessful a requirement of the 
lease is for the Lessee to remove the Kiosk and all equipment and other materials or 
articles brought onto the premises, at or prior to the determination of the term.

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

All costs likely to be incurred as a consequence of this renewal are the responsibility of 
the Lessee in accordance with the initial lease agreement.  Increases to the Lease fee 
continue to be reviewed annually by C.PI. (Perth).

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS

There are no environmental implications associated with this application.

ATTACHMENT DETAILS

Nil.

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION

1. That in accordance with the Deed of Extension and Variation of Lease 
(Item 4 of the Schedule) Council approves the extension of the Tomato 
Lake Kiosk lease to Kerry McCrie for the period 1 April 2006 to 31 March 
2008.

2. That the request to extend the lease beyond 31 March 2008 be declined 
and a tender be called prior to the conclusion of the final approved term 
of lease.

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION ADOPTED EN BLOC –
REFER TO RESOLUTION APPEARING AT ITEM 11.3
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11.4 NATURAL BELMONT

Nil. 

**7.50pm The Manager – Parks, Leisure & Environment and the Coordinator - Leisure 
Services departed the meeting and did not return.

11.5 BUSINESS EXCELLENCE

WITHDRAWN ITEMS

Item 11.5.3 was withdrawn at the request of Cr Hitt.

WHITELEY MOVED, MARTIN SECONDED, that with the exception of Item 11.5.3, 
which is to be considered separately, the Officer Recommendations in the 
Business Excellence Key Result Area Reports, specifically Items 11.5.1, 11.5.2, 
and 11.5.4 to 11.5.6 be adopted en bloc.

CARRIED 11 VOTES TO 0

11.5.1 Accounts for Payment**
**BEXB Attachment 6  – Item 11.5.1 refers

Report by Corporate Services Division

DATE

24 March 2003

PURPOSE OF REPORT

Confirmation of accounts paid and authority to pay unpaid accounts.

SUMMARYAND KEY ISSUES

Summary and Key Issues

A list of cheque payments is presented to Council each month for confirmation and 
endorsement in accordance with the Local Government Finance regulations.  
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Officer Recommendation Summation

That the Authorised Cheque Listing as included in the Attachment to this item be 
confirmed and endorsed.

LOCATION

Not applicable 

APPLICANT

Not applicable

FILE REFERENCE

54/007 – Creditors – Payment Authorisations

DISCLOSURE OF INTEREST

Name Position Type of 
Interest Nature / Extent of Interest

VOTING REQUIREMENT

Simple majority required

CONSULTATION

No public consultation was considered to be required in respect to this matter.

STRATEGIC PLAN IMPLICATIONS

No Strategic Plan implications are evident.

POLICY IMPLICATIONS

There are no significant policy implications evident at this time.

STATUTORY ENVIRONMENT

Regulation 13(1) of the Local Government (Financial Management) Regulations 1996 
states: 
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“If the local government has delegated to the CEO the exercise of its power to make 
payments from the municipal fund or the trust fund, a list of accounts paid by the CEO 
is to be prepared each month showing for each account paid since the last such list 
was prepared 
(a) the payee's name; 
(b) the amount of the payment; 
(c) the date of the payment; and 
(d) sufficient information to identify the transaction.”

BACKGROUND

Checking and certification of Accounts for Payment required in accordance with Local 
Government (Financial Management) Regulations 1996, Clause 12.

OFFICER COMMENT

The following payments as detailed in the Authorised Cheque Listing are 
recommended for confirmation and endorsement.

Municipal Fund Cheques 762910-763306 $2,326,540.88
Trust Fund Cheques 905183-905185 $11,669.53
Property Development Fund Cheques - $0

Total of Cheques for February 2006 $2,338,210.41

A copy of the Authorised Cheque Listing is included as an Attachment to this item.

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

Provides for the effective and timely payment of Council’s contractors and other 
creditors.

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS

There are no significant environmental implications evident at this time.

ATTACHMENT DETAILS

Attach. No. Details
6 Accounts for payment listing

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION

That the Authorised Cheque Listing as included in the Attachment to this item be 
confirmed and endorsed.

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION ADOPTED EN BLOC –
REFER TO RESOLUTION APPEARING AT ITEM 11.5
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11.5.2 Financial Reports as at 28 February 2005**
**BEXB Attachment 7  – Item 11.5.2 refers

Report by Corporate Services Division

DATE

24 March 2006

PURPOSE OF REPORT

To provide Council with information relating to accounting reports and statements.

SUMMARY AND KEY ISSUES 

Summary and Key Issues

The Local Government Act 1995 and Local (Financial Management) Regulations 1996 
as amended requires a monthly financial activity statement to be presented to Council.

Officer Recommendation Summation

That the Monthly Financial Reports as at 28 February 2006 be received.

LOCATION

Not applicable

APPLICANT

Not applicable

FILE REFERENCE

32/009 – Financial Operating Statements

DISCLOSURE OF INTEREST

Name Position Type of 
Interest Nature / Extent of Interest
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VOTING REQUIREMENT

Simple majority required
CONSULTATION

No public consultation was considered to be required in respect to this matter.

STRATEGIC PLAN IMPLICATIONS

Key Result Area: Business Excellence.

“Improve knowledge management and ensure organisational compliance to statutory 
record keeping obligations”

POLICY IMPLICATIONS

There are no significant policy implications evident at this time.

STATUTORY ENVIRONMENT

Section 6.4 of the Local Government Act 1995 in conjunction with Regulation 34(1) of 
the Local Government (Financial Management) Regulations 1996 requires monthly 
financial reports to be presented to Council.

Regulation 34 was amended as at 1 July 2005 to require a Statement of Financial 
Activity reporting on the sources and applications of funds for that month. A quarterly or 
tri-annual statement is no longer required under the amended Regulation. 

Regulation 34(5) determines the mechanism required to ascertain the definition of 
material variances which are require to be reported to Council as a part of the monthly 
report.  It also requires Council to adopt a “percentage or value” for what it will consider 
to be material variances on an annual basis. Further clarification is provided in the 
Officer Comment section.

BACKGROUND

The Local Government (Financial Management) Regulations 1996 require that financial 
statements are presented on a monthly basis to Council. In July this year, Council 
adopted 10 percent of the budgeted closing balance as the materiality threshold.

OFFICER COMMENT

The statutory monthly financial report is to consist of a Statement of Financial Activity 
reporting on sources and applications of funds as set out in the Annual Budget. It is 
required to include:-

 Annual budget estimates
 Budget estimates to the end of the reporting month
 Actual amounts to the end of the reporting month
 Material variances between comparable amounts
 Net current assets as at the end of the reporting month.
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The amendment to the Regulations has fundamentally changed the reporting structure 
which has been used to 30 June 2005, as it now requires reporting of information 
consistent with the “cash” component of Council’s budget rather than being “accrual” 
based. The monthly Statement of Financial Activity now ties in more closely with the 
Management Report provided to Council quarterly.

The monthly financial report is to be accompanied by:-
 An explanation of the composition of the net current assets, less committed* 

and restricted** assets
 An explanation of material variances
 Such other information as is considered relevant by the local government.

*  Revenue unspent but set aside under the annual budget for a specific purpose.
**Assets which are restricted by way of externally imposed conditions of use eg tied grants.

As identified above, Council is required to adopt a percentage or value to determine 
material variances in accordance with the requirements of Australian Accounting 
Standards (AAS) 5.
AAS5 discusses the principles to be applied in determining if a variance is material. 
AAS5 states that:

“Information is material if its omission, misstatement or non-disclosure has the potential 
to adversely affect:
(a) decisions about the allocation of scarce resources made by users of the financial 
report; or
(b) the discharge of accountability by the management or governing body of the entity”.

AAS5’s guidance notes provide for a quantitative determination as to whether an 
amount is material, this being that if an amount is…

 less than or equal to 5 percent of the appropriate base amount then it is not 
material

 greater than or equal to 10 percent of the appropriate base amount then it is 
material.

In the application of this method, consideration must be given to what appropriate base 
amount is to be used. The AAS5 guidance notes provide details discussion on this 
aspect, however one example would seem to be appropriate to the needs of Council in 
the consideration of its monthly Statement of Financial Activity. The example provided 
relates to the interpretation of a statement of financial performance. In this case, the 
appropriate base amount can be determined as operating result(profit or loss)for the 
reporting period. 

In the case of Council’s Annual Budget (and related monthly Statement of Financial 
Activity), it is felt that the potential impact on the estimated closing balance should 
determine if an item is material or not. For this reason, Council adopted 10 percent of 
the budgeted closing balance as the materiality threshold 
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It should also be noted that many of the variances listed in the monthly Statement of 
Financial Activity would not technically fall within the auspices of AAS5 as they are 
timing differences only, and would not generally have the potential to adversely affect 
either the decision making or the discharge of accountability for Council. Regardless of 
this, it is proposed that all variances in excess of the specified percentage will have 
details reported. All variances calculated are a comparison of year to date actual vs 
year to date budget. 
In order to provide more details regarding significant variations in the attached report, 
the following summary is provided.

Report Section YTD Budget YTD Actual Comment
Applications of Funds - Capital
Computing 626,520 113,352 Substantial portion of budget 

allocated to July due to uncertainty 
in the timing of a number of 
acquisitions

Rangers 107,542 31,307 Fleet replacement change over 
timing delays.

Ascot Close Housing 101,112 2,366 Planned major refurbishment 
process has been revised to be 
undertaken as required.

Belmont Oasis 69,466 15,363 Anticipated equipment purchases in 
July had not occurred to budgeted 
extent.

Ruth Faulkner Library 89,938 0 Refurbishment underway so far no 
capital purchases. Additional 
expense anticipated late in financial 
year

Grounds Operations 372,823 475,246 Labour costs higher than 
anticipated. Portion of grant funding 
deferred to 0607. Plus other 
projects commenced.

Road Works 3,241,647 2,466,289 Variation to anticipated expenditure 
patterns.

Streetscapes 76,680 4,307 Variation to anticipated expenditure 
patterns.

Footpath Works 325,828 172,745 Variation to anticipated expenditure 
patterns.

Drainage Works 462,064 291,380 Variation to anticipated expenditure 
patterns.

Operations Centre 714,890 341,096 Fleet/Plant change overs timing 
delays (dates vary to comply with 
usage patterns)

Building Operations 3,260,827 1,184,163 Variation to anticipated expenditure 
patterns.

Applications of Funds – Operating
Rates 1,083,929 1,013,013 Variation to anticipated expenditure 

patterns
General Purpose Income 170,008 104,175 Variation to anticipated expenditure 

patterns
Finance Department 898,473 832,567 Variation to anticipated expenditure 

patterns.
Computing 658,766 479,569 Licence payments for business 
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Report Section YTD Budget YTD Actual Comment
applications yet to be finalised. 
Equipment maintenance cost varied 
to anticipated patterns.

Executive Services 898,453 826,400 Variation to anticipated expenditure 
patterns.

Governance 1,777,052 1,557,228 Variation to anticipated expenditure 
patterns.

Belmont Community 
Watch

260,122 161,811 Contract expenditure lower than 
anticipated to date.

Health 426,814 371,647 Variation to anticipated expenditure 
patterns.

Community Services 171,920 100,850 Variation to anticipated expenditure 
patterns.

Youth Services General 318,156 201,320 Salaries and ABC allocations low 
compared to estimated expenditure 
patterns.

Public Facilities 
Operations

84,046 194,313 ABC allocations higher than 
anticipated at this point.

Ruth Faulkner Library 831,679 733,801 Variation to anticipated expenditure 
patterns.

Building – Active 
Reserves

295,194 143,390 Variation to anticipated expenditure 
patterns.

Grounds Operations 1,305,893 1,093,784 Variation to anticipated expenditure 
patterns. 

Grounds – Active 
Reserves

571,495 313,917 Limited activity for wages and turf 
maintenance.  This will vary with 
maintenance requirements

Road Works 436,836 323,620 Variation to anticipated expenditure 
patterns.

Streetscapes 652,689 516,907 Variation to anticipated expenditure 
patterns.

Operations Centre 352,594 287,122 Variation to anticipated expenditure 
patterns.

Building Overheads 150,711 85,368 Variation to anticipated expenditure 
patterns.

Technical Services 1,007,202 885,260 Variation to anticipated expenditure 
patterns.

Sources of Funds – Capital
General Purpose Income -1,810,000 -585,455 Not all land sale settlements taken 

place to date.
Rangers -73,415 -17,546 Variation to anticipated Fleet 

replacement pattern.
Operations Centre -327,526 -181,022 Variation to anticipated plant 

replacement patterns.
Building Operations -2,300,000 0 Loan funds yet to be drawn down.
Sources of Funds – Operating
Rates -21,101,233 -21,259,128 Invoiced airport rates following 

revaluation process.
Financing Activities -725,087 -799,990 Significant capital growth and 

investment revenue early in the 
year.

Finance Department -896,698 -828,585 Variation to anticipated revenue 
patterns.

Computing -558,360 -478,936 Variation to anticipated revenue 
patterns

Executive Services -881,058 -824,960 Variation to anticipated revenue 
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Report Section YTD Budget YTD Actual Comment
patterns

Ascot Close Housing -103,995 -35105 Reserve funds not yet required.

Ruth Faulkner Library -67,454 -147,008 Finding My Place funding received.
Grounds Operations -131,926 -30,282 Variation to anticipated revenue 

patterns
Grounds Overheads -881,176 -709,988 Overheads recovery rate and time 

spent on jobs.
Road Works -984,210 -457,301 Timing of grant funding varied to 

anticipated revenue patterns
Footpath Works -72,500 0 Timing of grant funding varied to 

anticipated revenue patterns
Building Control -220,141 -322,956 Variation to anticipated revenue 

patterns 
Building Operations -154,648 -8,131 Variation to expenditure budget.
Building Overheads -148,416 -97,730 Contracts overhead allocation to be 

undertaken.
Public Works Overheads -755,977 -542,508 Contracts overhead allocation to be 

undertaken.
Report Section YTD Budget YTD Actual Comment
Operating Expenditure
222-Alternative Youth 
Programs

45,355 20,233 VIP Plus Program 2004/05 
council contribution

965-Grounds Overheads -19,092 -36,541 Timing difference
820-Building Overheads 4,034 -1,679 Timing difference
866-Carlisle Depot 
Development

0 2,293 Fees associated with sale 
of Lots 101/102 and 107 
Cohn St

930-Public Works Overheads 34,235 -25,058 Timing difference
Operating Revenue
100-Rates -19,912,897 -18,107,616 Total revenue brought to 

account in July
825-Health -60,800 -28,080 Annual stable licenses and 

eating house registrations
830-Sanitation Charges -2,589,784 -2,570,256 Total revenue brought to 

account in July
Contributions
No significant variances to 
report
Disposal of Assets
No significant variances to 
report

In accordance with Local Government (Financial Management) Regulations 1996, 
Regulation 34 (2)(a) the following table explains the composition of the net current 
assets amount which appears at the end of the attached report.

Reconciliation of Nett Current Assets to Statement of Financial Activity
Current Assets as at 28 Feb 2006 $ Comment
Cash and investments 20,200,335 Includes municipal, reserves & 

deposits
       - less non rate setting cash -6,730,363 Reserves and deposits held
Receivables 3,157,186 Mostly rates levied yet to be received
       - less non rate setting 
receivables

-414,272 ESL levied and GST payable
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Stock on hand 168,591
Total Current Assets $16,381,477
Current Liabilities
Creditors and provisions -4,767,838 Includes deposits, GST and ESL 

payable
       - less non rate setting creditors 
& provisions

2,927,406 ESL, GST and deposits held

       - less cash backed provisions 376,459 Long service leave funded by reserve
Total Current Liabilities $ -1,463,973
Nett Current Assets 28 Feb 2006 $ 14,917,504

Nett Current Assets as Per Financial 
Activity Report

14,917,504

Less Restricted Assets -1,351,130 Unspent grants held for specific 
purposes (Grandstand Road)

Less Committed Assets -15,768,634 All other budgeted expenditure
Estimated Closing Balance 500,000
In addition to the statutorily required reports, Council is provided quarterly with a 
complete copy of the Monthly Management Report utilised by officers for daily budget 
control over the Municipal Fund.  This report is accumulated into cost Centres and 
reports at a detailed level within each of these cost centres.

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

The presentation of these reports to Council ensures compliance with the Local 
Government Act 1995 and associated Regulations, and also ensures that Council is 
regularly informed as to the status of its financial position.

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS

There are no significant environmental implications evident at this time.

ATTACHMENT DETAILS

Attach. No. Details
 7 Monthly Financial Activity Statement as at 28 February 2006

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION

That the Monthly Financial Reports as at 28 February 2006 be received.

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION ADOPTED EN BLOC –
REFER TO RESOLUTION APPEARING AT ITEM 11.5
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11.5.3 Proposed New Standing Orders Local Law 2006**
**BEXB Attachment 8  – Item 11.5.3 refers

Report by Corporate and Governance Division

DATE

23 March 2006

PURPOSE OF REPORT

To consider the endorsement of the proposed new Standing Orders Local Law 2006 for 
the purpose of public advertising.

SUMMARY AND KEY ISSUES 

Summary and Key Issues

 The City officers have drafted a proposed Standing Orders Local Law 2006 to 
replace the existing Standing Orders Local Law 2006.

 The review has addressed issues previously raised by the Delegated 
Legislation Committee.

 If Council wishes to adopt new local laws then it must endorse the local laws for 
a 6 week public submission period.

Officer Recommendation Summation

That Council:
1. gives notice of the purpose and effect of the proposed Standing Orders Local 

Law 2006;
2. endorse the proposed Standing Orders Local Law 2006 shown as Attachment 

1 for the purpose of public advertising;
3. invite public submissions on the proposed Standing Orders Local Law in 

accordance with the Local Government Act 1995; and
4. instruct the Principal Legal & Compliance Adviser to submit a further report 

detailing submissions that have been made at the conclusion of the public 
advertising period.

LOCATION

Nil

APPLICANT

Nil.
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FILE REFERENCE

76/008

DISCLOSURE OF INTEREST

Name Position Type of 
Interest Nature / Extent of Interest

VOTING REQUIREMENT

Simple majority

CONSULTATION

The adoption of a Local Law is identified in the City’s Community Information and 
Consultation Plan as the “Consult” level of consultation.  

A period of 6 weeks is provided for the public to make submissions on the proposed 
new Standing Orders Local Law 2006.  Any submissions from the public that are 
received will be assessed and a report on submissions presented to the Council when 
the final adoption of the proposed Standing Orders Local Law 2006 is proposed.

STRATEGIC PLAN IMPLICATIONS

In accordance with Strategic Plan Key Result Area: Business Excellence

POLICY IMPLICATIONS

Nil.

STATUTORY ENVIRONMENT

The local law making requirements are set out in Division 2 of Part 3 of the Local 
Government Act 1995.  The statutory procedure for adopting a local law is prescribed 
in section 3.12 of the Local Government Act 1995 and is summarised as follows:

 At a Council meeting the purpose and effect of the proposed local law are 
included in the agenda and minutes of that Council meeting.

 The proposed local law is endorsed for public advertising.
 Statewide and local public notice of the proposed local law is given and copies 

of the proposed local law are made available to the public.
 A copy of the proposed local law is forwarded to the Minister for Local 

Government.
 The public submission period closes not less than 6 weeks after public notice 

has been given.
 The local government considers any public submissions which are made.
 The local government makes the local law as advertised or a local law that is 

not significantly different to that which was advertised.
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 The local law is published in the Government Gazette.
 A copy of the local law, and an explanatory memorandum, is forwarded to the 

Minister for Local Government and the Joint Standing Committee on Delegated 
Legislation in accordance with Directions issued by the Minister for Local 
Government from time to time.

 The local law comes into force on a date at least 14 days after the local law is 
published in the Government Gazette.

 The Joint Standing Committee on Delegated Legislation considers the local law 
against Committee criteria for appropriateness, availability of power and policy 
considerations.

BACKGROUND

The City adopted the current Standing Orders Local Law in 1998.  This has been 
subject to two rounds of amendments in September 2001 and July 2004.

After the July 2004 round of amendments the local law was considered by the Joint 
Standing Committee on Delegated Legislation of the Western Australian Parliament 
(“Delegated Legislation Committee”).  In September 2004 the Delegated Legislation 
Committee raised concerns about two aspect of the July 2004 Amendments:

• Rules for Public Question Time
• Minor Drafting Errors

In November 2004 the City made a commitment to the Delegated Legislation 
Committee to review these aspects of its Standing Orders.

In January 2006, during the Council recess, the City officers conducted a 
comprehensive review of the City’s Standing Orders Local Law.  This resulted in the 
preparation of a draft new Standing Orders Local Law 2006 to replace the existing 
Standing Orders Local Law.

OFFICER COMMENT

Nature of the Review
The redraft of the Standing Orders Local Law was undertaken as a comprehensive 
redraft of Standing Orders Local Law.  This has resulted in the proposed Standing 
Orders Local Law 2006 which are considered a best practice approach to meeting 
procedures and Standing Orders.

As a result of the comprehensive nature of the redraft the proposal is to repeal the 
Standing Orders Local Law 1998 as amended and replace these with the Standing 
Orders Local Law 2006.  The other alternative is to undertake a substantial amendment 
to the Standing Orders Local Law 1998 which is not preferred due to the number of 
amendments which are proposed.

The Purpose and Effect of the Proposed Standing Orders Local Law 2006
The purpose and effect of the proposed Standing Orders Local Law 2006 is as follows:
(1) This Local Law provides the rules and guidelines -

(a) for the conduct of meetings of Council and committees of the Council; 
and
(b) otherwise relating to the business conducted at meetings.

(2) This Local Law is intended to achieve –
(a) the orderly and effective conduct of meetings;
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(b) greater community understanding of the meeting process;
(c) better decision-making by the City; and
(d) better outcomes from decisions made.

(3) This Local Law is enacted under the Act and is intended to be read in 
conjunction with the Act and the Regulations and the City’s Code of Conduct.

Focus of the Review
When conducting the review of the Standing Orders Local Law there were a number of 
areas of focus which were applied to the existing Standing Orders to assist with the 
review.  These areas of focus are described as follows:

1. Simplicity – the Standing Orders have been redrafted in a manner that 
endeavours to achieve simplicity.  They are substantially shorter than the 
existing Standing Orders and where it has been possible to omit a regulatory 
requirement then that regulatory requirement has been omitted.  

2. Flexibility – the existing Standing Orders and good meeting practice recognise 
the importance of the person presiding on the conduct of a meeting.  The 
redraft has endeavoured to avoid detailed procedural requirements for the 
person presiding and statements of powers that are already provided to the 
person presiding.  The proposed Standing Orders Local Law 2006 provides the 
person presiding with flexibility to Chair meetings effectively within the 
prescribed framework.  

3. Clear English – where necessary, the existing Standing Orders have been 
redrafted to reflect principles of Clear English drafting.  This has included 
splitting up lengthy clauses and redrafting confusing clauses to ensure the 
intention is clear.

4. Compliance with Delegated Legislation Requirements – the Standing 
Orders have been redrafted in an endeavour to ensure they meet the 
requirements of the Delegated Legislation Committee.  This has included 
addressing specific issues that the Committee has raised and which are 
outlined above.  The general requirements of the Delegated Legislation 
Committee have also been considered in conducting the redraft.  However, the 
Committee may raise further issues about the Standing Orders that are 
currently unforeseen as this is a normal part of the local law making process.

5. Reorganisation – there has been some substantial changes to the structure of 
the Standing Orders to achieve a better structure within the document.  The 
proposed redraft has 14 Parts down from the current 19 Parts.  

6. Avoiding Duplication – where a requirement within the existing Standing 
Orders is simply a restatement of the requirements of the Local Government 
Act 1995 or associated regulations then it has been deleted.  It is not 
considered appropriate for the Standing Orders Local Law to simply restate 
existing legislative requirements.  

7. Avoiding Repetition – where a requirement is referred to more than once in 
the current Standing Orders then it has been consolidated into a single clause 
that applies to the whole Standing Orders.  This ensures that the Standing 
Orders Local Law is not repetitive.

8. Consistency – some of the existing clauses of the Standing Orders interplay 
with the requirements of the Act, Regulations and other legislation.  These 
clauses have either been deleted or redrafted to ensure that they do not conflict 
with the requirements of the Act, Regulations and other legislation.

9. Intentions of the Act- some of the existing clauses have been redrafted to 
better reflect the broad intentions of the Local Government Act 1995 and other 
legislation.
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Officer Comments on the Proposed Change
The proposed Standing Orders Local Law 2006 as shown in the attachment represent 
a significant change to the existing Standing Orders Local Law.  The proposed 
Standing Orders Local Law 2006 are designed to reflect practice at the City of Belmont 
as well as adopt best practice in local government meeting procedure.

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

Nil

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS

Nil

ATTACHMENT DETAILS

Attach. No. Details
 8 Proposed Standing Orders Local Law 2006

POWELL MOVED, TEASDALE SECONDED, that Council:

1. Gives notice of the purpose and effect of the proposed Standing Orders Local 
Law 2006 in accordance with the Local Government Act 1995;

2. Endorses the proposed Standing Orders Local Law 2006 shown as 
Attachment 8 for the purpose of public advertising;

3. Invites public submissions on the proposed Standing Orders Local Law in 
accordance with the Local Government Act 1995; and

4. Instructs the Principal Legal & Compliance Adviser to submit a further report 
detailing submissions that have been made at the conclusion of the public 
advertising period.

CARRIED 11 VOTES TO 0
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11.5.4 Minor Amendment to the Affirmation of Civic Duty and Responsibility

Report by Corporate and Governance Division

DATE

23 March 2006

PURPOSE OF REPORT

To propose minor amendments to the wording of the Affirmation of Civic Duty and 
Responsibility which is read at the commencement of Council meetings and briefings.

SUMMARY AND KEY ISSUES 

Summary and Key Issues

Council members have suggested a minor change to the wording of the Affirmation of 
Civic Duty and Responsibility.  This change will better reflect that Councillors are 
making the Affirmation in their personal role as Councillor on behalf of other Councillors 
and employees.

Officer Recommendation Summation

That Council amend the Affirmation of Civic Duty and Responsibility which individual 
Councillors read at the commencement of Council meetings to the following:

I make this affirmation in good faith on behalf of Councillors and Officers of the City of 
Belmont.  We collectively declare that we will duly, faithfully, honestly and with integrity 
fulfil the duties of our respective office and positions for all the people in the district 
according to the best of our judgement and ability.  We will observe the City’s Code of 
Conduct and Standing Orders to ensure efficient, effective and orderly decision making 
within this forum.

LOCATION

Nil.

APPLICANT

Nil.

FILE REFERENCE

35/007
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DISCLOSURE OF INTEREST

Name Position Type of 
Interest Nature / Extent of Interest

VOTING REQUIREMENT

Simple majority

CONSULTATION

This matter has been subject to a discussion at an Information Strategy Concept 
Forum.

STRATEGIC PLAN IMPLICATIONS

In accordance with Strategic Plan Key Result Area: Business Excellence

POLICY IMPLICATIONS

Nil.

STATUTORY ENVIRONMENT

Under section 2.29 of the Local Government Act 1995, a Council member must make 
an oath of affirmation and declaration in the prescribed form before commencing in 
office.

Local government employees are required to commit to act in good faith and in 
accordance with the City’s Code of Conduct when commencing employment with the 
City.

BACKGROUND

The Council adopted the current wording of the Affirmation of Civic Duty and 
Responsibility at the Council meeting held 24 May 2005.  Since that time the Mayor 
has called upon individual Councillors to read aloud the Affirmation of Civic Duty and 
Responsibility at each meeting.

Some Councillors have suggested that the wording of the Affirmation of Civic Duty and 
Responsibility be amended slightly to reflect that individual Councillors are reading the 
Affirmation of Civic Duty and Responsibility on behalf of other Councillors and 
employees.

OFFICER COMMENT

The proposed amendment to the Affirmation of Civic Duty and Responsibility 
recognises that individual Councillors read the Affirmation of Civic Duty and 
Responsibility on behalf of other Councillors and employees.

Version: 1, Version Date: 21/04/2006
Document Set ID: 1040919



OCM 11/04/06 Reports of Administration
Business Excellence Belmont

Item 11.5.4 Continued

55
CONFIRMATION DATE: 2 MAY 2006

The reading of the Affirmation is designed to restate the commitment that Councillors 
and Officers have made to the City of Belmont upon commencement with the City.   
Councillors make an affirmation or oath and a declaration at the first Council meeting 
when being sworn in by the Mayor and in doing so are fulfilling a statutory obligation 
that is a prerequisite to exercising any of the powers or duties of a Councillor.   Officers 
make similar commitment in signing a contract of employment and agreeing to abide by 
the Code of Conduct.

The Affirmation of Civic Duty and Responsibility is designed to draw the attention of 
those in attendance at a meeting to the fact that all Councillors and Officers of the City 
must make such a declaration before commencing in office.   In reading the Affirmation 
a Councillor is representing the collective state of mind of Councillors and officers.   
This state of mind has arisen collectively through the decision of the Council at the 
24 May 2005 Council meeting and individually by Councillors and officers upon taking 
office with the City.

The minor wording change simply recognises that each individual Councillor is making 
the Affirmation of Civic Duty and Responsibility in good faith on behalf of other 
Councillors and employees.  In making this change the Affirmation of Civic Duty and 
Responsibility has also been split into three sentences to make it easier to read aloud.

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

Nil.

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS

Nil.

ATTACHMENT DETAILS

Nil.

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION

That Council amend the Affirmation of Civic Duty and Responsibility which 
individual Councillors read at the commencement of Council meetings to the 
following:

I make this affirmation in good faith on behalf of Councillors and Officers of the 
City of Belmont.  We collectively declare that we will duly, faithfully, honestly and 
with integrity fulfil the duties of our respective office and positions for all the 
people in the district according to the best of our judgement and ability.  We will 
observe the City’s Code of Conduct and Standing Orders to ensure the efficient, 
effective and orderly decision making within this forum.

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION ADOPTED EN BLOC –
REFER TO RESOLUTION APPEARING AT ITEM 11.5
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11.5.5 2006/2007 Proposal - The Constable Care Child Safety Programme

Report by Corporate Services Division

DATE

22 March 2006

PURPOSE OF REPORT

To consider a proposal submitted by the Constable Care Child Safety Foundation Inc. 
for Council’s continued support of their Constable Care Life Skills Program at local 
primary schools in the City of Belmont.

SUMMARY AND KEY ISSUES 

Summary and Key Issues

The City of Belmont has supported the Constable Care Child Safety initiatives for many 
years, recognising the positive influence it has on primary school aged children.  The 
programmes concentrate on community safety, crime prevention and respect issues 
and are delivered to the students in a fun and interesting way, through puppet shows 
and interactive plays.  The programmes are unique, effective and demonstrate 
important life skill messages to the students.

Council has received a Partnership Proposal from Constable Care again this year to 
fund the 2006/2007 program.  This report recommends that Council continue to support 
Constable Care by giving primary school children in the City of Belmont the opportunity 
to participate in this very successful strategy

Officer Recommendation Summation

That Council continue to support the Constable Care Life Skills Program in recognition 
of the valuable life skills it provides to primary school children in the City and make the 
appropriate budget allocation in the 2006/2007 financial year.

LOCATION

Primary schools within the City of Belmont 

APPLICANT

Constable Care Child Safety Foundation Inc.

FILE REFERENCE

41/002 – Donations – Requests
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DISCLOSURE OF INTEREST

Name Position Type of 
Interest Nature / Extent of Interest

VOTING REQUIREMENT

Simple majority required.

CONSULTATION

At the School Principals Focus Group meeting held on 22 February, feedback was 
sought from the principals that were present regarding the program.  All of the 
principals indicated that this initiative was extremely beneficial to the students and were 
grateful for Councils past support.  They requested that Council continue to fund the 
program this year.

A number of Councillors have also attended previous shows and have advised that 
they think that it is worthwhile supporting as they have been able to witness first hand, 
the value of providing theses programs to our primary school children.

STRATEGIC PLAN IMPLICATIONS

No Strategic Plan implications are evident.

POLICY IMPLICATIONS

Council Policy C3.4.1 – Donations – Financial Assistance sets criteria for the provision 
of donations and financial assistance for charitable organisations, assistance to local 
schools and disaster relief appeals.  

STATUTORY ENVIRONMENT

There are no significant statutory requirements in respect to this matter.

BACKGROUND

The City of Belmont and Constable Care have a long established partnership in 
providing primary school aged children within the City, the opportunity to participate in 
the unique and very successful early intervention strategies.

The aim of Constable Care is to deliver a co-ordinated, holistic, educational approach 
to crime and injury prevention health promotion including drug education, child 
protection, road safety and respect awareness among Western Australian children (5-
12 years).

Version: 1, Version Date: 21/04/2006
Document Set ID: 1040919



OCM 11/04/06 Reports of Administration
Business Excellence Belmont

Item 11.5.5 Continued

58
CONFIRMATION DATE: 2 MAY 2006

The key strategies of the program are:

 Early intervention life skills education to children (5-12 years) through live puppet 
shows and interactive plays.

 Specific messages complemented by teacher packs and activity books and product 
merchandise.

 Proactive Constable Care messages reinforced through ongoing statewide 
electronic media and press coverage.

Through the programs, the following benefits will be gained for the Western Australian 
community:

 Developing safer communities and educating local communities about the 
importance of community safety

 Assisting children to develop respect for people, others property, the environment 
and the law

 Assisting to reduce the incidence of juvenile crime and injury
 Promoting healthy and respectful lifestyles and reducing the incidence of drug 

abuse
 Ensuring open lines of communication between young people and the community
 Strengthen and increasing children’s capacity to help themselves and develop 

essential life skills.

Council has supported the program for a number of years, recognising the benefits that 
the children receive in relation to various safety issues and other issues that they may 
encounter in their daily lives.

OFFICER COMMENT

The 2006/2007 proposal states that if Council were to continue to fund the program, 
the project would focus on all 13 local primary schools in the City consisting of 
approximately 3,005 students.

A variety of Constable Care Life Skills presentations would be delivered as part of the 
project, including “Respect, it starts with you” and “Decisions of a Lifetime”.  Interactive 
plays focused on the consequences of antisocial and criminal behaviour such as 
stealing, littering, vandalism, anti-graffiti and violence towards others.

Throughout the period a total of 28 Life Skills presentations would be delivered to 
approximately 3,005 primary school students and 280 merit awards such as 185 water 
bottles, 75 frisbies and 30 constable care caps would be distributed.

If Council continued to support the program, then it will receive acknowledgement and 
publicity in various mediums such as newsletters, media releases, web site, merit 
awards, sponsors board, etc. as well as being associated with a high profile, highly 
respected community safety organisation with a proven and effective early intervention 
strategy that is fully endorsed and supported by the community of Western Australia.
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FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

There are 13 primary schools in the City consisting of approximately 3,005 students.  
To ensure all children are beneficiaries of the program in an effective manner would 
require 28 Life Skills presentations and the provision of 280 merit awards.

The Constable Care Child Safety Foundation is seeking a total funding of $7,969 
(excluding GST) for the delivery of the program for the 2006/2007 financial year.

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS

There are no significant environmental implications evident at this time.

ATTACHMENT DETAILS

Nil.

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION

That Council agree to participate in the 2006/2007 Constable Care Life Skills 
Program and accept the conditions as outlined in the Partnership Proposal and 
that an amount of $7,969 (ex GST) be included in the 2006/2007 Non-Statutory 
Donations Budget to fund the presentations.

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION ADOPTED EN BLOC –
REFER TO RESOLUTION APPEARING AT ITEM 11.5
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11.5.6 Heritage Loan Scheme**
**BEXB Attachment 9  – Item 11.5.6 refers

Report by Governance Division

DATE

27 March 2006

PURPOSE OF REPORT

To seek Council’s support and feedback on the future direction of the Heritage Loan 
Scheme and the Western Australian Local Government Association (WALGA) option 
paper that has informed this review.  Further to this, Council’s opinion is sought on 
changing the name of the scheme.

SUMMARY AND KEY ISSUES 

Summary and Key Issues

Whether or not Council wishes to join the Heritage Loan Scheme at an anticipated cost 
of $25,000.

That Council fill out and return the questionnaire as per Council’s Resolution by the 21 
April 2006.

The loan subsidy is available to any owner of a heritage property located within an 
eligible Local Government area (the Local Government must be a contributor to the 
Heritage Loan Scheme Fund).

Officer Recommendation Summation

1. That Council advise WALGA the following:

Question: Do you support a name change to for the Heritage Loan Scheme?

Answer: No we wish the Scheme to retain the name Heritage Loan Scheme.

Question: Do you support the findings from the review of the Heritage Loan 
Scheme?

Answer: No, we do not support the resolution of the Heritage Loan Scheme 
Governing Board to develop a loan scheme Independent of a single 
finance institution and the presentation of this to the State Council.

2. That Council advise WALGA that it does not wish to join the Scheme.
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LOCATION

Not Applicable.
 

APPLICANT

Not Applicable.

FILE REFERENCE

119/001 WALGA Enquiries and Information
 

DISCLOSURE OF INTEREST

Name Position Type of 
Interest Nature / Extent of Interest

VOTING REQUIREMENT

Simple Majority only.

CONSULTATION

The Community has not been consulted as WALGA is only seeking Council’s 
comments.

STRATEGIC PLAN IMPLICATIONS

There are no specific strategic plan implications evident.

POLICY IMPLICATIONS

There are no specific policy implications evident.

STATUTORY ENVIRONMENT

There are no specific legislative implications evident.
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BACKGROUND

The Heritage Loan scheme was launched in July 2003 to provide low interest loans for 
heritage conservation works.

Local Governments can join the scheme at any time and provide a once off contribution 
of 0.5 % of its rate revenue or $25,000 (which ever is the lessor amount) to participate.

The State Government has invested $200,000 into the scheme with continuing 
amounts of $35,000 per year through the Heritage Council of WA.

The Governing Body of the Heritage Loan Scheme reviewed the basis of the scheme 
due to the expiration of the Memorandum of Understanding between WALGA, the 
Heritage Council of WA and State West Credit Society.  An options paper was 
developed investigating options for the future direction and growth of the scheme.

In reviewing the scheme the Governing Board wished to reflect the views of Local 
Government to assist it to determine the future direction of the scheme.

WALGA wishes to garner the support of the review of the Heritage Loan Scheme and 
the Option Paper that has informed this review.  The WALGA info page outlines the 
background of this review.  WALGA are requesting Councils to indicate whether they 
support the findings of the review of the Heritage Loan Scheme.

WALGA have requested the following questions be answered and faxed back to 
WALGA by the close of business, 21 April 2006.

Question: Do you support a name change to for the Heritage Loan Scheme?

Answer: Yes we support the name change to one of the four options below:

A. Heritage Loan Subsidy Scheme
B. Heritage Support Scheme
C. Heritage Subsidy Scheme
D. Heritage Interest Subsidy Scheme

Answer: No we wish the Scheme to retain the name Heritage Loan Scheme.

Question: Do you support the findings from the review of the Heritage Loan Scheme?

Answer: Yes, We support the resolution of the Heritage Loan Scheme Governing Board to 
develop a loan scheme Independent of a single finance institution and the 
presentation of this to the State Council.

.
Answer: No, We do not support the resolution of the Heritage Loan Scheme Governing 

Board to develop a loan scheme Independent of a single finance institution and 
the presentation of this to the State Council.

Any Further Comments:

Version: 1, Version Date: 21/04/2006
Document Set ID: 1040919



OCM 11/04/06 Reports of Administration
Business Excellence Belmont

Item 11.5.6 Continued

63
CONFIRMATION DATE: 2 MAY 2006

OFFICER COMMENT

The main reason for the name change was to clarify that the scheme is not a loan but 
is in fact a loan subsidy.

The loan subsidy is applicable to any owner of a heritage property located within an 
eligible Local Government area (the Local Government must be a contributor to the 
Heritage Loan Scheme Fund).

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

If Council considers joining as a member of the scheme it would cost Council an 
amount of $25,000.  This amount would be an unbudgeted item, therefore it would 
require an absolute majority.

There are no financial implications in respect to responding to the questionnaire.

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS

There are no specific environmental implications evident.

ATTACHMENT DETAILS

Attach. No. Details
9    Option Paper

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION

1. That Council advise WALGA the following:

Question: Do you support a name change to for the Heritage Loan Scheme?

Answer: No we wish the Scheme to retain the name Heritage Loan Scheme.

Question: Do you support the findings from the review of the Heritage Loan 
Scheme?

Answer: No, we do not support the resolution of the Heritage Loan Scheme 
Governing Board to develop a loan scheme Independent of a single 
finance institution and the presentation of this to the State Council.

Any Further Comments:

No Comments

2. That Council advise WALGA that it does not wish to join the Scheme.

OFFICER RECOMMENDATION ADOPTED EN BLOC –
REFER TO RESOLUTION APPEARING AT ITEM 11.5
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12. REPORTS BY THE CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER

12.1 INFORMATION BULLETINS

The following Elected Members Bulletin was distributed to Councillors:

Elected Members Bulletin 24 March 2006.

BLAIR MOVED, HITT SECONDED, that the information provided to all Councillors 
and listed in the following Elected Members Bulletin be noted and received:

Elected Members Bulletin 24 March 2006.

CARRIED 11 VOTES TO 0

**7.56pm Cr Bass departed the meeting.

12.2 REQUESTS FOR LEAVE OF ABSENCE

Cr Glenys Godfrey - 1 May 2006 to 13 May 2006 (inclusive)
Cr Brenda Whiteley – 8 May 2006 to 12 May 2006 (inclusive)
Cr Brenda Martin - 2 May 2006 to 6 May 2006 (inclusive)

BLAIR MOVED, POWELL SECONDED, that the following requests for Leave of 
Absence be granted – 

Cr Glenys Godfrey - 1 May 2006 to 13 May 2006 (inclusive)
Cr Brenda Whiteley – 8 May 2006 to 12 May 2006 (inclusive)
Cr Brenda Martin - 2 May 2006 to 6 May 2006 (inclusive)

CARRIED 10 VOTES TO 0
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13. MATTERS FOR WHICH THE MEETING MAY BE CLOSED
NOTE: Section 5.23(2) of the Local Government Act 1995, details a number of matters upon 
which Council may discuss and make decisions without members of the public being present.  
These matters include: - matters affecting employees; personal affairs of any person; 
contractual matters; legal advice; commercial-in-confidence matters, security matters, among 
others.

NOTE: Section 5.93 of the Local Government Act 1995, details that an elected member or 
employee may not make improper use of any information acquired in the performance of their 
function under this Act or any written law.  Penalty $10,000.  The City of Belmont Standing 
Orders Local Law Clause 4.2(2) details that an elected member or employee in receipt of 
Confidential Information may not disclose such information to any person other than another 
City of Belmont elected member or employee.  Penalty $5,000.

(The correct part of the LG Act needs to be stated after the heading - dependant on what the 
matter relates to, explaining why the meeting needs to go behind closed doors). 

The Mayor referred to the two Confidential Items for consideration and requested 
the meeting go behind closed doors. 

MARKS MOVED, BLAIR SECONDED, that in accordance with Section 5.23(2) (c) (d) 
& (e) (ii) of the Local Government Act 1995 Council proceed behind closed doors 
(including the presence of Council Officers).

CARRIED 10 VOTES TO 0

**7.58pm The meeting reconvened in the absence of the public gallery.
Cr Bass returned to the meeting.

For the convenience of the meeting the Mayor dealt with Item 13.2 on the agenda first.

13.2 PERTH AIRPORT MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING**
**Confidential Attachment 2 – Item 13.2 refers

   **Confidential Attachment 2.1 – Item 13.2 refers

**8.10pm Cr Dornford having earlier declared an interest departed the meeting and did 
not return.

13.1 BELMONT CHILD CARE CENTRE RENTAL DETERMINATION – LOT 6(1) GRAND 
PARADE, REDCLIFFE** (ISSUED UNDER SEPARATE COVER)

  **Confidential Attachment 1 – Item 13.1 refers
  **Confidential Attachment 1.1 – Item 13.1 refers

Confidential Matter in accordance with Section 5.23(2)(c)&(e)(ii) of the Local 
Government Act 1995. 

Version: 1, Version Date: 21/04/2006
Document Set ID: 1040919



OCM 11/04/06 Matters for Which the Meeting May be Closed

66
CONFIRMATION DATE: 2 MAY 2006

Confidential Matter in accordance with Section 5.23(2)(c)&(d) of the Local Government 
Act 1995. 

**8.19pm POWELL MOVED, MARTIN SECONDED, that the public be invited to 
return to the meeting and that the resolutions passed behind closed 
doors be read.

CARRIED 10 VOTES TO 0

**8.19pm The public were readmitted to the meeting and the Principal Legal & 
Compliance Adviser read aloud the resolutions passed behind closed doors, 
namely – 

13.2 CONFIDENTIAL ITEM - Perth Airport Memorandum of Understanding**
(Issued under separate cover)

BLAIR MOVED, HITT SECONDED, that 

1. Council endorse the draft Memorandum of Understanding between the City of 
Belmont, City of Swan and Shire of Kalamunda;

2. Subject to approval by the City’s solicitors McLeods, the CEO be authorised to 
accept changes to the Memorandum of Understanding, if any changes are required 
by the City of Swan or the Shire of Kalamunda before entering into the 
Memorandum of Understanding; and

3. The Mayor and CEO be authorised to witness the attachment of the City’s Common 
Seal to the final Memorandum of Understanding.

CARRIED 11 VOTES TO 0

13.1 CONFIDENTIAL ITEM -Belmont Child Care Centre Rental Determination – Lot 
6(1) Grand Parade, Redcliffe** (Issued under separate cover)

TEASDALE MOVED, BLAIR SECONDED, that Council;

1. Accept the rental determination by Jones Lang LaSalle dated 23 January 2006 for 
the Belmont Child Care Centre located at Lot 6 (1) Grand Parade, Redcliffe.

2. Having due regard to the above rental determination the Lessee (Patson 
Enterprises Pty Ltd) be advised that in accordance with clause 4.12.2 of the Deed 
of Lease the independent valuation has been received and with immediate effect 
will apply to the second additional term having commenced on 1 July 2005.
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3. Authorise the Chief Executive Officer to undertake all matters as arising with 
respect to this decision.

CARRIED 9 VOTES TO 1

For:  Rossi, Hitt, Marks, Martin, Whiteley, Powell, Teasdale, Godfrey, Blair,

Against: Bass

14. CLOSURE

There being no further business to discuss, the Mayor thanked all those in attendance 
and declared the meeting closed at 8.25pm. 
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