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MINUTES OF THE ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING HELD IN THE CITY OF 
BELMONT CIVIC CENTRE, 215 WRIGHT STREET, CLOVERDALE, ON MONDAY, 
11 MARCH 2002, COMMENCING AT 7.40PM

PRESENT

Cr P R Passeri, JP (Mayor) West Ward
Cr M H Blair (Deputy Mayor) Central Ward
Cr G Dornford Central Ward
Cr M C Godsell Central Ward
Cr G Doney West Ward
Cr A T Richardson, JP West Ward
Cr M M Bass East Ward
Cr G J Godfrey East Ward
Cr P Marks East Ward
Cr A P Murfin, OAM, JP South Ward
Cr E Teasdale South Ward
Cr J Powell South Ward

IN ATTENDANCE

Mr B Genoni Chief Executive Officer
Mr N Hartley Deputy Chief Executive Officer
Mr R Lutey Director - Engineering
Mr N Deague Director – Development
Mr S Cole Director – Corporate Services

MEMBERS OF THE PUBLIC

There were 32 members of the public and 1 members of the press (Southern 
Gazette) present.

1. OFFICIAL OPENING
The Mayor opened the meeting and welcomed everyone in attendance.  He 
apologised for the slight delay in the commencement of the meeting, advising 
that tonight’s Council meeting was preceded by a presentation attended by 
Councillors.

2. APOLOGIES & LEAVE OF ABSENCE

2.1 APOLOGIES

Nil. 
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2.2 LEAVE OF ABSENCE

Nil. 

3. DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST
The Deputy Chief Executive Officer, Neil Hartley declared a financial interest. This 
interest is in item 8.5.4 of the Administration and Community Services Committee 
meeting dated 5 March 2002, (the DCEO prepared this report). The nature of his 
interest is that he attends numerous standing committee meetings and is expected to 
stay for the meal.

Councillor Passeri declared a financial interest.  The interest is in Item 8.5.4 of the 
Administration and Community Services Committee meeting dated 5 March 2002. 
The nature of the interest being that he attends numerous committee meetings and 
stays for the meal.

Councillor Doney declared a financial interest.  The interest is in Item 8.5.4 of the 
Administration and Community Services Committee meeting dated 5 March 2002. 
The nature of the interest being that he attends numerous committee meetings and 
stays for the meal.

Councillor Godfrey declared a financial interest.  The interest is in Item 8.5.4 of the 
Administration and Community Services Committee meeting dated 5 March 2002. 
The nature of the interest being that she attends numerous committee meetings and 
stays for the meal.

The Manager – Library Services, Ms Denise Barker declared a financial interest.  The 
interest is in Item 8.5.4 of the Administration and Community Services Committee 
meeting dated 5 March 2002. The nature of the interest being that she attends 
numerous committee meetings and is expected to stay for the meal.

The Manager – Community Services, Mr Keith Ashman declared a financial interest.  
The interest is in Item 8.5.4 of the Administration and Community Services 
Committee meeting dated 5 March 2002. The nature of the interest being that he 
attends numerous committee meetings and is expected to stay for the meal.

Councillor Powell declared a financial interest.  The interest is in Item 8.5.4 of the 
Administration and Community Services Committee meeting dated 5 March 2002. 
The nature of the interest being that she attends numerous committee meetings and 
stays for the meal.

Councillor Godfrey declared a financial interest.  The interest is in Item 8.5.1 of the 
Administration and Community Services Committee meeting dated 5 March 2002, the 
nature of the interest being that the item relates to her expenses incurred as Tour 
Leader of the 2001 exchange.
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Councillor Dornford declared a financial interest.  The interest is in Item 8.5.4 of the 
Administration and Community Services Committee meeting dated 5 March 2002. 
The nature of the interest being that he attends numerous committee meetings and 
stays for the meal.

Councillor Marks declared a financial interest.  The interest is in Item 8.5.4 of the 
Administration and Community Services Committee meeting dated 5 March 2002. 
The nature of the interest being that he attends numerous committee meetings and 
stays for the meal. 

Councillor Powell declared a financial interest.  The interest is in Item 8.5.3 of the 
Administration and Community Services Committee meeting dated 5 March 2002. 
The nature of the interest being that she wishes to put her name forward for 
consideration as the Tour Leader for the January 2003 student exchange. 

In accordance with the City of Belmont’s Code of Conduct, Councillor Godsell 
declared an interest that could give rise to a reasonable belief that his impartiality 
may be adversely affected.  The interest is in Item 8.2.5 of the Works and Technical 
Services Committee meeting minutes dated 5 March 2002.  The nature of the interest 
being that he owns property within the area to be upgraded.

Councillor Teasdale declared a financial interest.  The interest is in Item 11.1 (8.5.4 
of the Administration and Community Services Committee meeting dated 5 March 
2002). The nature of the interest being that he attends numerous committee 
meetings and stays for the meal. 

Councillor Murfin declared a financial interest.  The interest is in Item 11.1 (8.5.4 of 
the Administration and Community Services Committee meeting dated 5 March 
2002). The nature of the interest being that he attends numerous committee 
meetings and stays for the meal. 

Councillor Blair declared a financial interest.  The interest is in Item 11.1 (8.5.4 of the 
Administration and Community Services Committee meeting dated 5 March 2002). 
The nature of the interest being that he attends numerous committee meetings and 
stays for the meal. 

Councillor Godsell declared a financial interest.  The interest is in Item 11.1 (8.5.4 of 
the Administration and Community Services Committee meeting dated 5 March 
2002). The nature of the interest being that he attends numerous committee 
meetings and stays for the meal. 

Councillor Richardson declared a financial interest.  The interest is in Item 11.1 (8.5.4 
of the Administration and Community Services Committee meeting dated 5 March 
2002). The nature of the interest being that he attends numerous committee 
meetings and stays for the meal. 

The Chief Executive Officer, Bruce Genoni declared a financial interest.  The interest 
is in Item 11.1 (8.5.4 of the Administration and Community Services Committee 
meeting dated 5 March 2002). The nature of the interest being that he attends 
numerous committee meetings and is expected to stay for the meal. 
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Item 3 – Continued…

Councillor Murfin declared a financial interest.  The interest is in Item 11.2 (8.1.5 of 
the Works and Technical Services Committee meeting dated 5 March 2002). The 
nature of the interest being that he owns property in close proximity to the foreshore, 
namely 39 The Esplanade.

Councillor Teasdale declared a financial interest.  The interest is in Item 11.1 (7 of 
the Administration and Community Services Committee meeting dated 5 March 
2002). The nature of the interest being that he is a Director of Leisure Australia.

Councillor Powell declared a financial interest.  The interest is in Item 11.1 (8.5.1 of 
the Administration and Community Services Committee meeting dated 5 March 
2002). The nature of the interest being that she is a nominee for the 2003 Student 
Delegation Tour Leader position to Adachi.

Councillor Dornford verbally declared a financial interest.  The interest is in Item 11.1 
(7 of the Administration and Community Services Committee meeting dated 5 March 
2002). The nature of the interest being that he is a Board Member on the Belmont 
Community Recreation Association.
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4. ANNOUNCEMENTS BY THE PRESIDING MEMBER
(WITHOUT DISCUSSION)

***7.44pm

For the benefit of the public present the Chief Executive Officer stated the rules of 
Question Time.

5. PUBLIC QUESTION TIME

5.1 RESPONSES TO QUESTIONS TAKEN ON NOTICE AT PREVIOUS MEETING

5.1.1 Ms Marcia Hicks, 126 Mathieson Road, Ascot

Ms Hicks asked the following questions at the Council meeting held on 25th February 
2002, which was taken on notice.  Ms Hicks’ question was responded to in 
correspondence dated 8 March 2002, and the response is detailed below.

A few years ago the Council rezoned (from Parks and Recreation to Business 
Enterprise) and sold Lot 265 Lyall Street, Ascot.  Now the owner is trying to on-sell 
this land.

In September 1998 Council approved a development application:

1. Has this development approval expired?

Lot 265 Lyall Street has been amalgamated with adjoining Part Lot 6 Great 
Eastern Highway, Ascot.  The property is now known as Lot 441 (308-318) 
Great Eastern Highway, Ascot.

On the 15 September 1998 Council issued conditional planning approval for 
an office, showroom and warehouse development.  A footnote on the 
planning approval advised that the development had to be substantially 
commenced within a two year period.  The development has not 
substantially commenced and therefore the approval expired on the 15 
September 2000.

2. If so, will the Council consult (in writing) the 19 adjoining property owners if 
it receives and before it approves any new development applications?

Any proposed development on the property would require the lodgement of 
a new planning application with accompanying information and plans.  
Currently, the application would be assessed in accordance with the City of 
Belmont Town Planning No. 14.  The Council would decide whether or not 
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to advertise the proposed development for comment by taking into 
consideration the size, scale and impact of the proposal.  

The need to consult therefore depends on the type of development.  
Consultation will be undertaken with the 19 adjoining landowners in the 
case of a significant development of similar scale to that previously 
approved.

5.1.2 Mr Ross O’Neil, 12 Rowe Avenue, Rivervale

Mr O’Neil asked the following questions at the Council meeting held on 25th February 
2002, which were taken on notice.  Mr O’Neil’s questions were responded to in 
correspondence dated 6 March 2002, and the response is detailed below.

1. The City’s media releases of 24 January, 14 and 15 February 2002 do not appear on 
the Council website.  As the media releases indicate, the City’s stated aim is that the 
public be provided with accurate and timely information; when will the media releases 
be posted on the City’s website?

There are a great many Council documents that could, if resources were 
available, be incorporated into the City’s web-page.  Unfortunately, the cost of 
maintaining an “active” web-page that ensures information is regularly 
incorporated and then in a timely manner, purged, is beyond our capacity at 
this point in time.  It is not proposed that the above press-releases be included 
on the City’s web site, however if individual residents wish to access a copy, 
they will be made available on an “as-requested” basis.

2. The media release of 14 February stated that, and I quote…. “On all but a few 
occasions, each year, the Council meetings have proceeded in an open forum for 
their entire term.”   My recollection is that the last three Council meetings have 
each been adjourned “behind closed doors” for reasons of confidentiality.  Could 
you please advise:

(a) How many Council meetings have included “behind closed doors” 
sessions in the 12 months from 14 February 2001 to 14 February 2002.

During the 12 month period highlighted above, there were 23 Council 
meetings (both ordinary and special).  In total, only seven of the 23 
meetings had a period of the meeting that was closed to the public.  Of 
the last three meetings, two have had portion of their meeting closed to 
the general public, the others were 23rd July; 9th July; 28th May; 23rd 
April; and 11th April, 2000 

The total time the above seven meetings were “behind closed doors” 
was nearly 3½ hours.  This represents approximately 11% of the total 
meeting hours (30) of the 23 Council meetings in question.  Of the 
seven meetings with behind closed doors sessions, one was for 4 
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minutes; one was for 5 minutes; one was for 14 minutes; one was for 
17 minutes; two were for 29 minutes each; and one was for 1 hour and 
44 minutes.  It is estimated that there are some 1,000 items each year 
put to Council either directly, or via the standing committees.  With only 
nine items dealt with behind closed doors, this converts to over 99% of 
the City’s business being dealt with in the public eye (i.e. at the open 
Council meeting, or via Committees where the minutes of those 
Committees are publicly available prior to the fortnightly Council 
meeting).

(b) How many Committee meetings have proceeded in an “open forum” in 
the same period?

The Mayor made a statement at the 17th December 2001 Council 
meeting as follows- 

“The City of Belmont’s Committee system operates completely within the 
parameters of the Local Government Act’s legislative requirements.

In regard to the City of Belmont’s Committee system, a recent response to 
Council by the Department of Local Government included the following points:

…It is well established that Councils and their Committees have a right to 
determine their own procedures subject to the provisions of the Local 
Government Act 1995 and any other written law.  This includes the right to 
decide who can be present at a meeting.  Under the Act, local governments 
are entitled to decide whether Committees without delegated powers should 
be open or closed to the public.  The Department believes that there are 
circumstances where it is appropriate for such meetings to be closed. 

With regard to open or closed Committee meetings, each local government 
needs to decide on how best to manage their executive functions and this 
Council has deliberated on this subject on several occasions.  Our present 
position is that the currently existing committee meeting procedure provides 
for the most beneficial form of governance for the majority of our community.  I 
don’t think that anyone could say that the decisions ultimately made at our 
council meetings are anything other than in the best interests of the wider 
Belmont community and I feel that our Committee/Council system is still the 
best system for our City”.

As is alluded to above, the City of Belmont operates its committee 
system in a closed format, however anybody who is or will be directly 
affected by a Committee consideration is welcome to seek to attend 
that part of the Committee meeting.

3. Being mindful of the Mayor’s statement at Item 4.3 of the Ordinary Council 
meeting of 11 February 2002, that, and I quote…. “the City should not accept 
or respond to questions that may be the subject of the Inquiry”.  Could the City 
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please post on its website the Department of Local Government media release 
of 24 January 2002, together with the Terms of Reference of the Inquiry so 
that ratepayers know what questions will, or will not, be accepted or 
responded to by their Mayor or Chief Executive Officer on behalf of Council?

There are a great many Council documents that could, if resources were 
available, be incorporated into the City’s web-page.  Unfortunately, the cost of 
maintaining an “active” web-page that ensures information is regularly 
incorporated and then in a timely manner, purged, is beyond our capacity at 
this point in time.  It is not proposed that the above press-release be included 
on the City’s web site, however if individual residents wish to access a copy, 
they will be made available on an “as-requested” basis.

In regard to the matter of the Inquiry Terms of Reference, at the 25th February 
Council meeting, the Hon Eric Ripper pointed out (in response to a similar 
question) “…that he understands the report will be public upon its completion 
and believed the Terms of Reference should be available, however he would 
need to pursue this matter with the Department of Local Government” and 
“…he believes the report’s release status is in the Minister for Local 
Government’s hands and as such, so is the terms of reference”.  The City of 
Belmont can only suggest that you contact the Department of Local 
Government direct, to ask them if you can access a copy of the Terms of 
Reference.

5.1.3 Mr Michael Ryan, 60 Riversdale Road, Rivervale  

Mr Ryan asked the following questions at the Council meeting held on 25th February 
2002, which were taken on notice.  Mr Ryan’s questions were responded to in 
correspondence dated 8 March 2002, and the response is detailed below.

1. In response to Paul Hitt’s question at Item 5.1.1 of the Ordinary Council 
meeting of 17 November 2001, regarding Pt Lot 5 and Lot 49, the Chief 
Executive Officer advised that…. “The Council has not entered into any 
agreement to sell the former Parry Fields baseball stadium site, however 
Ascot Fields Nominees Pty Ltd have a first right of refusal in respect of 
approximately one hectare of the former baseball stadium land”, when the 
minutes of the Planning and Development Committee at Item 8.6.5 on 
14 February 2000 state that, and I quote… “Lot 49, which is owned and 
expected to be developed by Estates Development Company”, I ask, who 
owns Lot 49 and Pt Lot 5, the site of the former baseball stadium?

Lot 49 (154) Great Eastern Highway, Ascot and Lot 5 (160) Stoneham Street, 
Ascot are owned by the City of Belmont.

2. Can Council please confirm the Director – Development’s advice to me earlier 
this month, that a roadway, parking space, an office and improvements have 
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been constructed on Lot 49 without the proper and timely approvals required 
by Council?

The matter raised will be considered at the 18 March 2002 Planning and 
Development Committee meeting and by Council at its 25 March 2002 
meeting.

3. Do the improvements made to, and the office operating on Lot 49, satisfy the 
requirements for public recreation and enjoyment established by the Trust 
Deed over Lot 49?

The matter raised will be considered at the 18 March 2002 Planning and 
Development Committee meeting and by Council at its 25 March 2002 
meeting.

5.1.4 Mr Michael Ryan, 60 Riversdale Road, Rivervale

Mr Ryan asked the following question at the Council meeting held on 25th February 
2002, which was taken on notice.  Mr Ryan’s questions were responded to in 
correspondence dated 8 March 2002, and the response is detailed below.

Why does Council continue to accept and publish the nett return per square 
metre to landowners in Cell 3 of The Springs as $328, when the nett return is 
only $221M2.  A figure confirmed by Urban Focus to Council in a response to 
questions as put by a landowner in Cell 3.

For the record, $328M2 is calculated by dividing the nett area of Cell 3 (after 
roads and reserves are deducted) into the estimated nett surplus.  This is 
simply incorrect and misleading.  The correct way to calculate the nett return 
per M2 is to divide the “Estimated Nett Return” by the gross area of the cell.

Thanks but no thanks, to the invitation to meet with the City’s consultants.

We understand and accept Mr Ryan’s suggestion that the calculation of net 
return per m2 based on the gross area of the Cell could provide an indicative 
net return, but only if the valuations, on a m2 basis, of all the properties within 
each cell were of a similar amount.

It is our Consultant’s view, supported by substantial landowner contention that 
some properties within each cell, because of their position or outlook could 
attract a valuation of very significantly more than other properties within each 
cell.  Therefore a calculation on an area basis could be quite misleading.

We reiterate that the actual calculation of net return to each landowner will be 
based on the determination of the “before value” of their landholding, which 
will be based on its pre-Scheme development unimproved value, taking into 
account factors such as the previous zoning, position and outlook of the land.
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Because of the complexity of the operation of the Scheme it is suggested that 
further questions should be directed to Council’s Planning Department and 
Consultants and we reiterate our offer to arrange a meeting with Mr Ryan to 
clarify and additional issues of concern.

5.1.5 Mr Paul Hitt, 85 Fitzroy Road, Rivervale

Mr Hitt asked the following question at the Council meeting held on 25th February 
2002, which was taken on notice.  Mr Hitt was provided with the below mentioned 
information on Tuesday 26 February 2002 when he visited the Civic Centre.  The 
details of the information provided is reproduced below.

I refer to Item 8.4.4 of the Planning and Development Committee minutes, what 
is the definition of a “commercial vehicle”?

The Director – Development advised that there is a definition in the City’s Town 
Planning Scheme.  The definition is reproduced below:

“means a vehicle whether licensed or not and which is used or designed for use for 
business purposes or otherwise in conjunction with a trade or profession and without 
limiting the generality of the foregoing includes any trailer, tractor and an attachment 
to any of them and any bus or earthmoving machine whether self propelled or not but 
shall not include a vehicle designed for use as a passenger car derivative as defined 
by the Vehicle Sales Regulations 1976, a van, utility or light truck which is rated by 
the manufacturer as being suitable to carry loads of up to 1.5 tonnes;

5.1.6 Mrs Lina Dornford, 3 Perman Place, Kewdale

Mrs Dornford asked the following question at the Council meeting held on 
25th February 2002, which was taken on notice.  

I refer to Item 8.4.7 of the Resources and Policy Committee meeting held on 
19 February 2002.  Is the debt referred to in relation to $33 for my attendance at 
a Local Government Week Cocktail Function and why is it still included in the 
Committee minutes as the debt was paid in full at 10.19am on 19th February 
2002?

The debt was as a result of Cr Dornford seeking the attendance of Mrs Dornford 
at the 2001 Local Government Week Cocktail function, held in August 2001.  An 
account was forwarded for this sum and reminder accounts also sent.  The debt 
however, had remained unsettled for the intervening six month period.  As a 
matter of policy, accounts outstanding for a period of three months or greater, are 
reported (under confidential cover) to the Resources & Policy Committee for its 
attention. 

As Mrs Dornford has stated, the $33 debt was paid in full on 19th February, 
however the Resources & Policy Committee agenda is printed and distributed to 
Councillors on the Friday prior to the committee meeting (vis. 15th February 
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2002).  The normal practice of producing committee minutes, is for the agenda 
document to be used as the base document, with the Committee resolutions and 
Committee comment added thereto.  On this occasion, the Committee was 
advised that the $33 debt had been paid earlier that day (19th February) and this 
information was recorded within the minutes of that meeting.

5.1.7 Ms M Wiltshire-Butler, 15/90 Brown Street, East Perth

Ms Wiltshire-Butler asked the following question at the Council meeting held on 
25th February 2002, which was taken on notice.  Ms Wiltshire-Butler’s question was 
responded to in correspondence dated 6 March 2002, and the response is detailed 
below.

What is the purpose of the media release?  Why is this document not on the 
City’s website?

The purpose of a media release is to provide to the media, the position of the 
City on a particular issue.

There are a great many Council documents that could, if resources were 
available, be incorporated into the City’s web-page.  Unfortunately, the cost of 
maintaining an “active” web-page that ensures information is regularly 
incorporated and then in a timely manner, purged, is beyond our capacity at 
this point in time.  It is not proposed that the press-release in question be 
included on the City’s web site, however if individual residents wish to access 
a copy, they will be made available on an “as-requested” basis.

5.1.8 Mr Rob Greenwood, 151 Coolgardie Avenue, Redcliffe

Mr Greenwood asked the following question at the Council meeting held on 
25th February 2002, which was taken on notice.  Mr Greenwood’s questions were 
responded to in correspondence dated 6 March 2002, and the response is detailed 
below.

Why not encourage questions and statements from electors and then deal with 
the issues raised politely, promptly, sincerely and fairly?

Council believes it does everything to encourage questions from the gallery at its 
Council meetings.  The rules for question time enable a flexible approach, thus 
ensuring that everybody has an equal and fair opportunity to put their question(s) 
and for an answer to be provided.  This is emphasised by the fact that a standard 
30 minute question time prevails, double the Local Government Act minimum 
provision requirement.
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Asking a spontaneous question at the Council meeting’s Question time is not the 
only opportunity that the general public has to seek information from the City.  
Other avenues include –

 Access the City of Belmont Web-site;
 Discussing issues with individual Councillors (personally, or by telephone, 

fax, or e-mail);
 Visiting the Civic Centre to talk to the City’s officers in person;
 Asking questions of the City by way of a letter, facsimile, telephone 

conversation or e-mail;
 Providing advance notice of questions at the Council meeting, to enable 

the data to be collected and provided at the meeting.

All of these opportunities to contribute to the good governance of our district 
are actively encouraged by both Councillors and officers of the City.  It is 
important for people to understand that they do not need to wait two weeks for 
the next Council meeting before they may put a question to Council.  If an 
answer is required to a particular matter, they should contact the City promptly 
to ensure they have relevant answers at the earliest opportunity.

With regard to an individual’s wish to make a statement, these can be made 
by community members to individual Councillors and officers of the City via 
personal contact, by telephone or be sending a letter, facsimile or e-mail.  
Council did some time ago, have the opportunity for the public to make 
statements directly to Council at the Council meeting, however, it was 
considered that a small number of people continued to abuse the opportunity 
and it was subsequently withdrawn.  There is no requirement of a local 
government to provide a “statement time” at Council meetings.

5.1.9 Mr Peter Stewart, 275 Peet Road, Roleystone
(3 Hawksburn Road, Rivervale)

Is the Inquiry into the City of Belmont, an Inquiry by confidential media release?

Whilst the nature of this question is rhetorical and argumentative, Council can advise 
that by their very nature, the City’s media releases are not confidential.
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5.2 QUESTIONS ON WHICH WRITTEN NOTICE HAS BEEN GIVEN PRIOR TO THE MEETING

5.2.1 Mr Clive Coombs, 317 Wright Street, Cloverdale

1. Has the Mayor read the copy of the material I made available to him today?

The Mayor advised, “yes”.

2. Does the Mayor condone this sort of intimidation of his Councillors and the 
ratepayers of Belmont City?

The Mayor stated that he does not condone the distribution of material of this 
nature, irrespective of whom it is directed at.

3. As the material makes repeated reference to the Belmont City Council and 
mentions two of it’s Councillors; will the mayor be advising the police of the 
existence of the material, so that they can start investigating the source?

The Mayor advised that yes, he will be sending a copy of this document to the 
local police for their attention.

4. Is the Council aware that despite voting to defer a decision on construction of 
a State Black Spot Programme funded roundabout, at the intersection of 
Wright and Belgravia Street, the Works Department now intends to resurface 
the road at that intersection, as part of six-week programme commencing 
today?

The Director Engineering reported that the programmed resurfacing of the 
intersection is necessary to conform with works in the remainder of the street.  
If the roundabout is not eventually constructed, there will be no need to come 
back to fill in the resurfacing of the intersection.

5. Why does the Council condone the continued waste of ratepayer’s money at 
the Wright Street and Belgravia Street intersection, instead of simply 
constructing the roundabout that the ratepayers want?

The Director Engineering advised that Council is always concerned about any 
expenditure of ratepayer’s money, which is why it is delaying the construction 
of a roundabout at the Belgravia St/Wright St intersection until it is convinced 
that this expenditure is warranted.
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6. Will the Council undertake to insure that prior to wasting ratepayers money, all 
proposed roundabouts within the City of Belmont, will undergo the same test 
procedure as is being applied to the Wright and Belgravia Street intersection?  
(The test being: to gauge the impact of the recently introduced 50 km speed 
limit, on the requirement for the roundabout at the intersection.)

The Director Engineering stated that before any traffic management project is 
undertaken, detailed investigations are undertaken, to ensure that ratepayer’s 
funds are spent appropriately.  The impact of the recently introduced 50 km 
speed limit, will now be included in those investigations.

7. In reference to item #8.1.1 of the Works & Technical Services Committee 
meeting of 5th March 2002, the Belmont Council must be commended on its 
policy of removal of Cape Lilac Trees from council property, in an effort to 
reduce the incidence of Cape Lilac Caterpillars and White Cedar Moths.  
Should it not also be a policy that Councillors be encouraged to set an 
example to the ratepayers who elect them and remove Cape Lilac Trees from 
their own properties?  Also, is the Council aware that one of it’s Councillors 
has three Cape Lilac Trees on the Councillor’s property, and that despite 
being informed, the Councillor showed no concern that the caterpillars from 
those trees caused distress to the Councillor’s neighbours?

The Director Engineering outlined that the treatment of Cape Lilac Trees on 
private property for any infestations of White Cedar Moths is the responsibility 
of the property owner.  Council is not generally aware of the types of trees in 
individual ratepayers properties.

5.2.2 Mr Rob Greenwood, 151 Coolgardie Avenue, Redcliffe

1. When was Council, and/or were Council officers first aware of ‘development’ 
plans for this area of Hay Road, (and the impending destruction of the trees 
and wetland), and, what steps were taken to stop development or to promote 
a more suitable ‘development’ plan that would ensure their retention?

Director Development advised that Council and the local community were fully 
aware of what could happen to this area as early as January 1992 and the 
preparation of the Report entitled “Garvey Park Precinct Study and 
Development Concept Plan” in February 1993.  A workshop was held to 
discuss the Report recommendations on Saturday, 24 July 1993.

In the Report, the subject land was denoted as ‘A3’ and adjoining land 
bounded by Hay Road and Lilian Grove was denoted ‘A2’. It was 
recommended that this land together with other small land parcels totalling 
4.6ha, be the subject of a land exchange with a cleared parcel of land 
adjoining Fauntleroy Avenue, known as ‘B4’ of area 3.5ha.
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This was strongly rejected by the community, the prevailing view as quoted 
from a response being that “the area behind Nulsen Haven although indicated 
as a potential housing area is a ‘con’ because it is low lying and wet and 
cannot be built on anyway. Thus the “land swap” is not valid.”

The community refused to acknowledge statements made by Council at the 
time, that land can be filled and drained if it becomes viable to do so, and that 
the government was not prepared to gift the land for public use.

In 1997 the Council produced a new concept plan for the Garvey Park 
Precinct that showed a new Parks and Recreation corridor along Hay Road 
through the “Urban” land to connect with Fauntleroy Avenue.

In a letter dated the 2 April 1997, the Ministry for Planning formally advised 
Council that it was not supportive of the proposed Parks and Recreation 
corridor along Hay Road and rejected the proposal to amend the Metropolitan 
Region Scheme.

Council was first aware of “development “ plans in question for this area 
comprising lots 259, 260, 261 bounded by Hay Road and Fauntleroy Avenue, 
Ascot in October 1999.

The land was originally owned by Main Roads Western Australia and was sold 
to the Ministry for Housing in June 2000.  It was the Ministry that lodged the 
application for subdivision as the land is zoned “Urban” under the Metropolitan 
Region Scheme and “Residential “ under the City of Belmont Town Planning 
Scheme No. 14.

Council did seek advice from the Environmental Protection Authority (EPA) in 
relation to the significance of the wetlands and vegetation.  The EPA advised 
that it was not at a level of significance that would enable them to prevent 
development taking place.  Within Council’s available resources, there was no 
further action that could be taken at this time to protect the wetland or trees.

2. If Councillors and Council officers were aware of the intentions of Homeswest 
over twelve months before commencement and did nothing to advise 
adjoining landowners and electors of the district of the likely loss, is Council 
now complicit in the death of those ancient trees; trees that were living before 
the French Revolution, or first white settlement of Australia, or even Western 
Australia began, or Hay Road was even thought of?

The Director Development advised that Council recognised the environmental 
value of this area, but could not obtain the support from the local community, 
the DEP or the Western Australian Planning Commission.  Within Council’s 
available resources, there was nothing more that the Council could do.
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3. Do Councillors and Council officers need reminding that the recent destruction 
that has been allowed to take place in Hay Road is yet another vital link lost 
(forever?) in one of the few flora and fauna corridors remaining in the district?

The Director Development stated that, no, Council is aware of its obligations to 
endeavour to ensure that its functions, programmes and processes take into 
consideration the environment and other sustainability principles.  For 
example, it takes every opportunity to work with developers to include good 
sustainability principles and practices in their development proposals, where 
we have the authority and the resources to do so.

4. How will Council now restore the ecosystem services that those ancient trees 
and wetland once provided to the Citizens of Belmont, and what would be the 
likely cost of that restoration to the electors of Belmont?

The Director Development advised that Council plays a very active role in its 
involvement and partnering with several proactive environmental groups such 
as the Friends of Garvey Park, Canning Plains Catchment Group and the 
Belmont Vic Park Catchment Group.  Council Works alongside these groups 
to improve the environmental aspects of wetlands and reduce the amount of 
nutrients draining into the Swan and Canning Rivers.

Council’s commitment to improving the natural environment can be seen in its 
active participation in the recommendations of the Regional Environmental 
Strategy and its own Environmental Plan, which incorporates the principles of 
local agenda 21 (Think Globally – Act Locally).  Council has also been actively 
involved in the Cities for Climate Protection programme and has received 
recognition and has been presented with Certificates for achieving four out of 
the five milestones and is currently entering into the final milestone of this 
programme.

Council also continues to be active in replanting native vegetation in the 
rehabilitation of areas within the city. 

In regard to the “cost of that restoration”, no calculations have been made for 
this particular matter.

5. When is the Chief Executive Officer of Belmont going to accept his full 
responsibility?

The Director Development outlined that the Chief Executive Officer does 
accept full responsibility for all that his position requires and that includes 
environmental issues.  The ultimate power for issues such as environmental 
matters rest with the State Government and the Federal Government.  The 
role of Council is mainly concerned with implementation of environment 
programmes.
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5.2.3 Mr Paul Hitt, Chairperson, Belmont Residents/Ratepayers Action Group 
Inc, c/- 85 Fitzroy Road, Redcliffe

1. Residents have reported that due to property development there has been an 
increase in traffic in Epsom Avenue and particularly in the vicinity of the 
Belmay Primary School.  This poses a safety issue to children and residents 
and we ask that the Belmont Council undertake a traffic census to look at 
ways to improve the safety of pedestrians particularly school children in this 
vicinity.

The Director Engineering stated that the City has worked with the Belmay 
Primary School to develop a plan for Epsom Avenue to improve pedestrian 
safety in the area.  Works are planned for mid 2002 when contributory funding 
will be available from the school.

2. Is it the intention of the City of Belmont Council to sell the two blocks of open 
land adjoining Copely Reserve, block 1 – Kooyong Road, block 2 – adjoining 
Armadale Road?

The Director Development advised that the City does not own either parcel of 
land.  It was provided by Homeswest as part of their Rivervale redevelopment 
several years ago, for the purpose of public open space.  The blocks were 
transferred to the Crown and have been vested to the City.  They are zoned 
as Parks & Recreation in the City’s Town Planning Scheme.

3. When will the road works be completed on Grandstand Parade near Garrett 
Road Bridge?

The Director Engineering reported that the roadworks in Grandstand Road will 
be completed when issues relating to the Old Bristile Kilns are finally resolved.  
Council has been pushing for a resolution of this for a significant amount of 
time and is currently seeking a meeting with the Heritage Minister in an effort 
to progress this matter.

5.2.4 Mr Robert Rossi, 108 Fulham Street, Kewdale

1. With Kewdale suffering a 2.1% drop in house/land prices this year, according 
to the Valuer General’s Office (while all other suburbs in Belmont increased in 
price) could the Council target Kewdale for promotional/development work to 
improve its image and value?

The Director Development stated that it was understood that the statistics 
referred to were recently provided in a weekend newspaper, where it was 
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outlined that the median price for properties in Kewdale reduced by 2.1% in 
the last year.  

The median (that is, average) price is simply determined by adding up the sale 
prices of the properties sold in the area (in this instance Kewdale) and then 
dividing it by the number of properties sold.  If the majority of homes that are 
sold in any year are in the lower price range of the market, the median price of 
an area may in fact fall.  It may well be the case though, that in reality, there 
has been no valuation drop within the suburb. 

The reverse can also be the case that when a majority of homes that are sold 
are in the higher price range, the “median” increase for the suburb can be 
higher than that applicable for some homes. 

Without looking at the sales in more detail it’s very difficult to determine 
whether a valuation decline in Kewdale has occurred.  Upon contacting one 
real-estate agent today, he did say that some property values in parts of 
Kewdale have flattened out and in his opinion, a name change for the suburb 
could have been beneficial.

According to official Valuer General records the median price Kewdale homes 
rose 13.7% between March 1999 and March 2000. From March 2000 to March 
2001 the increase was 3.4%.  We understand that the average increase over 
the past 10 or so years has been quite healthy in comparison with other 
metropolitan suburbs.

The Chief Executive Officer added that whilst there is uncertainty as to the 
actual valuation change for Kewdale, the City of Opportunity Marketing 
Strategy would continue to promote Kewdale as a part of the City’s overall 
Marketing Program.

5.2.5 Mr S J Todd, 44/56 Riversdale Road, Rivervale

1. In reference to the Goodwood Parade Boat Ramp and Ski Area, how far does 
the 200-metre extension come along side of the Springs Development?

The Director Engineering advised that the 200 metre extension to the 
Goodwood Parade water ski area is approximately to the boundary between 
Lots 121 (#42) and 122 (#44) Riversdale Road.

NOTE – Due to a typographical error, the above lot numbers were 
inadvertently advised to the meeting, the correct Lot numbers are 131 and 132 
respectively.
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2. Why does Council continue to pass motions or recommendations without 
consulting or advising Ratepayers or Residents?   (People in the affected area 
had no previous knowledge of the above matter).

The Director Engineering advised that the extension to the Goodwood Parade 
water ski area was recommended by (Department of) Transport and the Swan 
River Trust, following their observations of the operation of water ski activities 
in the area.

3. Who will police:-
 8.00am – sunset
 45-metre area from the bank
 Ski Boats staying in designated area
 Noise controls.

The Director Engineering advised that (Department of) Transport, the Police 
and the Swan River Trust are able to police activities on the river.  It is 
expected that the primary enforcement agency will be (Department of) 
Transport.  Council’s Environmental Health staff would consider any complaint 
of excessive noise, however, the City’s officers cannot control noise exerted 
by licensed watercraft under normal operating conditions.

4. Could not the extension have been downstream, instead of upstream?  Boat 
ramp moved 100-metres down stream – the noise will have an adverse effect 
on the whole of proposed Springs Development.

The Director Engineering stated that the current boat ramp is being widened, 
not moved.  In any event it would not be viable to move the ramp away from 
the currently existing parking and ablution facilities, even if all of the necessary 
approvals could be obtained.  The upstream extension reportedly reflects what 
is already happening and relocates the boat turning area away from the boat 
ramp area.

5.2.6 Mr and Mrs, Roger and Gabi Broinowski, 66 Armadale Road, Rivervale

1. As the police admit they can’t cope with crime in this district and rely on private 
policing security companies, will the Council produce comprehensive weekly 
reports from the security company as to where, when and what is happening 
in the region of Belmont?  We request this report be accurate and posted for 
public scrutiny on appropriate notice boards at the Council office and at 
Belmont Forum.

The Mayor advised that contact with the Acting Officer in Charge of the 
Belmont Police Station earlier today indicates that they can cope with the level 
of crime in the City, and do.  They do appreciate the availability of the City’s 
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Community Security Patrols as they provide an added resource for some of 
the more routine police activities.

Regular daily and monthly reports are currently provided by the City’s 
Community Security Patrols – dependent on the nature of the report incident.  
The reports provide both information of a confidential nature (personal 
addresses of community members the subject of an incident) and information 
of a general nature also (e.g. response times, average incident attendance 
times, vehicle kilometres travelled, foot patrol hours, etc).

It is not considered appropriate for the broad details of the report to be 
publicised carte blanche, however as Council has done to some degree in the 
past, a summary report within the locally distributed Belmont Bulletin would be 
of value.  Such information enables the community to be kept aware of the 
excellent standards and outcomes that the City’s Community Security Patrols 
have been able to achieve.

2. Will the Council erect more modern and reflective signage at potential road 
danger spots as well as the black spot zones in this district, as soon as 
possible?

The Mayor stated that Council generally provides for signage to traffic 
management devices and other traffic signage in accordance with the relevant 
Australian Standard.

3. As the current Neighbourhood Watch program should be regarded as 
hopeless and as it leaves the responsibility mostly to seniors who really should 
be the ones who are cared for and watched over, will the Council reconsider 
acting upon new initiatives like the award winning Camwatch program?

The Mayor outlined that contact with the Acting Officer in Charge of the 
Belmont Police Station earlier today indicates that he believed that the City of 
Belmont Neighbourhood Watch Program is the most active group he has 
experienced.  

The cities Neighbourhood Watch Program is active in many ways through 
Neighbourhood Watch sign up days, promotional days, senior citizen talks and 
school visits.  This is undertaken by council’s dedicated community safety 
officer.  As a new initiative, council has implemented the Business Watch 
program to compliment existing programs.   The cities Neighbourhood Watch 
Program is over 800 strong, with a full component of suburb managers.

Neighbourhood Watch is represented on the Belmont Safer WA committee.  A 
Neighbourhood Watch initiative that was recently brought forward to the 
Belmont Safer WA Committee was the Street Crime Audits, which have been 
currently taking place in the suburbs.  These Audits are arranged in 
conjunction with the Senior Sergeant of the Belmont Police, the Officer in 
Charge of Community Policing, the City’s Community Security Patrols, the 
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City’s Neighbourhood Watch Co-ordinator and the relevant Neighbourhood 
Watch Suburb Manager.  The Audits seek the assistance of residents to 
gather local information so as to improve the general safety aspects of the 
immediate vicinity of the Audit area.

5.2.7 Mr Michael Ryan, 60 Riversdale Road, Rivervale

1. Who is Estates Development Company, the company nominated by the 
Planning and Development Committee minutes of February 14, 2000 as the 
owner of Lot 49?

Director Development advised that Estates Development Company Pty Ltd is 
a land development company that was one of the members of the Ascot 
Waters Consortium.  The other two members were Domain Project 
Development Pty Ltd and Henry Walker Group Limited.

The Estates Development Company Pty Ltd was established in 1928 and has 
been a major force in the Western Australian land development industry 
throughout Perth and regional centres.

The Group Managing Director is Ms Fiona Roche who has specialist skills in 
law and merchant banking.

2. Has Estates Development Company sold Lot 49 since February 14, 2000 to 
the City of Belmont, if so what price was arranged?

At the time Lot 49 was owned by Council, but under the Heads of Agreement, 
Lot 49 was to be offered for sale to the Ascot Waters Consortium.  

3. Can Council please answer my questions of February 25, 2002 this evening: 
that is;

(a) Can Council, or the Director - Development confirm the advice provided 
to me in early February 2002 that a roadway, parking spaces, an office 
and improvements have been constructed on Lot 49 without proper or 
timely approvals required by Council?

Director Development stated that the matter will be considered by the 
Planning and Development Committee at its meeting of the 18 March 
2002.  Council will consider the Minutes from this meeting for adoption 
at its 25 March 2002 meeting.

The improvements referred to above received planning approval issued 
by the Western Australian Planning Commission, but an application for 
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a building licence was not sought for the temporary sales office.  It is 
this matter that will be considered by Council at its 25 March 2002 
meeting.

(b) Do the improvements made to, and the office operating on Lot 49, 
satisfy the requirements for public recreation and enjoyment 
established by the Trust Deed over Lot 49 and Lot 5?

The Director Development advised that the improvements have a 
planning approval limitation of 12 months.  Given the current state of 
the subject land, it was considered that this temporary use would not 
materially affect the potential use of this land for recreation or any other 
purpose.

4. At Item 5.2 of the Agenda this evening the Mayor invites those persons who 
have an interest to seek permission to attend the closed Committee meetings 
of the City of Belmont.  Many resident and ratepayers are interested in the 
City’s land, particularly that land which is held in trust for public recreation and 
enjoyment such as Lot 49.  May we attend the March 18, 2002 meeting of the 
Planning and Development Committee for consideration of this item?

The Director Development stated that requests to attend Standing Committee 
meetings are normally made to the Presiding Member.  In this case this is 
Councillor Richardson.

***8.08pm The Mayor advised that the 30 minutes Public Question Time was shortly 
to elapse, yet there were still a number of questions on notice to be 
answered and an opportunity for questions from the floor was also 
required.

BASS MOVED,  POWELL SECONDED, that Question Time be extended by 15 
minutes.

CARRIED 12 VOTES TO 0
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5.2.8 Mr Peter Stewart, 275 Peet Road, Roleystone

1. Advised he had recently received a “poison pen letter” and asked what action 
will the Council take to allow ratepayers to put questions to Council meetings 
without the fear of intimidation or threat?

The Mayor advised that he did not believe ratepayers feared intimidation or 
threat when they put questions to Council meetings and resented the way the 
question was put.

2. What action will Council take to protect the reputation of elected members and 
to allow Councillors to represent ratepayers without fear or favour?

The Mayor reiterated his sentiments to the first question, relative to 
Councillors.

3. A similar poisoned pen letter was circulated along with “confidential” Council 
minutes of the REPOL meeting of July 16, 2001.  What was the outcome of 
the Council investigation into that matter?  Will the Council investigate that 
matter?

The Mayor advised that the matter was passed on to the Belmont Police.

4. Can Council give any assurance, as the Deputy Premier had to provide to Mr 
Dimitriadis during the meeting of February 25, 2002, that their names and 
addresses would not be used against them when questioning Council during 
meetings?

The Mayor stated that he won’t allow this to occur whilst he is Mayor.

5.2.9 Mr Jonathan Bass, 77 Keymer Street, Belmont

Why have you not replied to my letter delivered to both you and the CEO on 
15 February 2002, where I brought to your attention the abuse directed to me 
by Councillor Teasdale for simply trying to ask him a civil question on 
roadworks in this chamber?

The Mayor advised that he has signed a letter in response to the matter 
recently and he should be in receipt of it shortly.
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5.3 QUESTIONS FROM THE FLOOR

5.3.1 Mr John Zadnik, Riversdale Road, Rivervale

Can Council please take up with the State Government, the removal of the 
skiing area adjacent to the Goodwood Parade Boat Ramp area?

The Mayor advised that there had been a ski area in this vicinity for a number 
of years and the “new” extended area is to maximise user safety.  The 
extension apparently only encompasses the area already used by ski boats.

5.3.2 Mr Stan Todd, 44/56 Riversdale Road, Rivervale

Could the Mayor please note the concerns of local residents and pursue the 
minimisation of the ski area upstream of the Goodwood Parade Boat Ramp?

The Mayor reiterated his comments above in the answer to Mr Zadnik’s 
question, however he would consider what options Council could pursue in 
this regard.

5.3.3 Mr Rob Greenwood, 151 Coolgardie Avenue, Redcliffe

Is Council aware of a newspaper article  (Sunday Times 10th January 2002) 
referring to Perth’s first “Green Smart” residential estate (at Atwell South 25km 
south of Perth) and the design guidelines for housing there which are to 
include roof insulation and wall insulation, minimal east/west facing windows, 
effective use of eaves, awnings and pergolas to provide summer shade an 
winter sun to windows and with all houses designed using passive solar 
energy principles? Is Council aware of the importance of “green smart” 
design principles in reducing energy cost and consequent reduction of 
greenhouse gases, and how can the City of Belmont begin to educate the 
residents on the potential energy savings from “green smart” design principles 
and set a suitable energy efficiency standard as a requirement for new 
buildings within the City.  Other Councils around Australia have provided low 
interest loans to residents as a means of encouraging retro-fitting of older 
homes to achieve “green smart” energy savings and environmental benefits.  
Has the City of Belmont?

Director Development advised of his general awareness of Atwell South 
development and the “green smart” design principles in reducing energy cost 
and the consequent reduction of greenhouse gases.  He had sought 
information from the Housing Industry Association of this principle and advised 
that Council would like to introduce this model in the Springs Development 
area.  He will continue to pursue this proposal.
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5.3.4 Mr Paul Hitt, 85 Fitzroy Road, Rivervale

Will Council please assure residents of Belmont that the letter referred to 
earlier in question time recently received by Council and others, will not be 
printed or distributed further?

The Mayor advised that he had no intention of publicly distributing the letter 
and reiterated that the matter will be referred to the Police for their attention.

5.3.5 Mr M J Ryan, 60 Riversdale Road, Rivervale

Who was the person responsible for providing the answer to 5.1.4 in tonight’s 
agenda?

The Chief Executive Officer advised that a composite of City of Belmont 
officers and the Springs consultant provided the answer.

Mr M J Ryan asked if he could be given a proper answer to his question at 
item 5.1.4 of tonight’s agenda

The Mayor advised that he did believe an appropriate answer had been 
provided, however would take the question on notice.

***8.29pm

As the extended period for public question time had elapsed, the Mayor declared 
Public Question Time closed.
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6. CONFIRMATION OF MINUTES

6.1 ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING
HELD 11 MARCH 2002

GODFREY MOVED,  GODSELL SECONDED, that  the minutes of the Ordinary 
Council Meeting held on 25 February 2002, as printed and circulated to all 
Councillors, be confirmed as a true and accurate record.

CARRIED 11 VOTES TO 1

For:  Passeri, Blair, Doney, Dornford, Godsell 
Richardson, Godfrey, Marks, Murfin, Powell, Teasdale

Against:  Bass

7. QUESTIONS BY MEMBERS ON WHICH DUE NOTICE HAS BEEN GIVEN
(WITHOUT DISCUSSION)

7.1 CR GLYN DONEY – SALE OF PROPERTIES - RATES

The following question was asked by Councillor Doney with due notice:

“Has the City of Belmont sold any family homes or other properties for non-
payment of rates in the last seven years?”

The Chief Executive Officer advised that a search of Council’s records over the past 
decade reveals that the City of Belmont has not sold any homes or other property for 
the non-payment of rates for at least the last ten years.

8. PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS

Nil. 

9. BUSINESS ADJOURNED FROM A PREVIOUS MEETING

Nil.

10. CORRESPONDENCE
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10.1 LEAVE OF ABSENCE

Nil.

10.2 GENERAL

Nil.

10.3 LATE CORRESPONDENCE OF AN URGENT NATURE

Nil.
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11. REPORTS OF COMMITTEES

11.1 ADMINISTRATION AND COMMUNITY SERVICES COMMITTEE MEETING HELD 5 MARCH 
2002

Receipt of Minutes

DONEY MOVED,  GODFREY SECONDED, that the minutes of the Administration 
and Community Services Committee Meeting held on 5 March 2002, as printed 
and circulated to all Councillors, be received.

CARRIED 12 VOTES TO 0

WITHDRAWN ITEMS

Items 7, 8.5.1, 8.5.3, and 8.5.4 were withdrawn at the request of Councillor Doney.

ADOPTION OF THE BALANCE OF THE REPORT

GODFREY MOVED,  POWELL SECONDED, that recommendation items 8.1.1 – 
8.1.3, 8.2.2, 8.3.1, 8.4.1, 8.4.2, and 8.5.2 of the Administration and Community 
Services Committee meeting held on 5 March 2002, be adopted en bloc (i.e. with 
the exception of items 7, 8.5.1, 8.5.3, and 8.5.4)

CARRIED 12 VOTES TO 0

***8.34pm Having earlier declared an interest in the below mentioned item, 
Councillors Dornford and Teasdale departed the Chamber.

11.1.1 Withdrawn Item 7 – Outstanding Items

DONEY MOVED, GODSELL SECONDED, that the Committee Recommendation be 
adopted without amendment or modification.

CARRIED 10 VOTES TO 0

***8.35pm Councillors Dornford and Teasdale returned to the Chamber.
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***8.35pm Having earlier declared an interest in the below mentioned item, 
Councillors Powell and Godfrey departed the Chamber.

11.1.2 Withdrawn Item 8.5.1 – Contribution to Tour Leader Expenses

DONEY MOVED, DORNFORD SECONDED, that the Committee Recommendation 
be adopted without amendment or modification.

Cr Bass foreshadowed if above motion was lost, namely;

“That the full amount of expenses incurred by the Tour Leader, Cr Godfrey, be fully 
reimbursed”.

The substantive motion was put and         CARRIED 8 VOTES TO 2

For:  Passeri, Blair, Doney, Godsell 
Richardson, Marks, Murfin, Dornford

Against:  Bass, Teasdale

***8.39pm Councillors Powell and Godfrey returned to the Chamber.

***8.39pm Having earlier declared an interest in the below mentioned item, Cr 
Powell departed the Chamber.

11.1.3 Withdrawn Item 8.5.3 – 2003 City of Belmont Student Delegation Tour 
Leader

DONEY MOVED,  RICHARDSON SECONDED, that the Committee 
Recommendation be adopted without amendment or modification.

CARRIED 11 VOTES TO 0

***8.40pm Cr Powell returned to the Chamber.

***8.41pm Having earlier declared an interest in the below mentioned item, 
Councillors Passeri, Powell, Teasdale, Murfin, Marks, Godfrey, 
Richardson, Doney, Godsell, Blair and Dornford departed the Chamber.

11.1.4 Withdrawn Item 8.5.4 – Committee Meeting - Meals

Cr Bass asked the Chief Executive Officer if there was a significant financial interest for 
Councillors dealing with this item.
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The Chief Executive Officer advised that Councillors need to consider their own 
interests and all financial interests need to be declared, significant or otherwise.

The Chief Executive Officer advised those present of Standing Orders clause 6.2, which 
outlines the procedure when a meeting quorum is not present (vis. if at any time during 
the course of a meeting of the Council or Committee a quorum is not present because 
of a member or members leaving the meeting after disclosing a financial interest, the 
matter is adjourned until the Minister for Local Government allows a disclosing member 
or members to preside at the meeting or to participate in discussions or the decision 
making procedures relating to the matter under section 5.69 of the Local Government 
Act 1995).

***8.46pm Councillors Passeri, Powell, Teasdale, Murfin, Marks, Godfrey, 
Richardson, Doney, Godsell, Blair and Dornford returned to the 
Chamber.

The Chief Executive Officer again read out the relevant portion of Standing Order 6.2 
(as outlined above).
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11.2 WORKS AND TECHNICAL SERVICES COMMITTEE MEETING
HELD 5 MARCH 2002 

Receipt of Minutes

GODSELL MOVED,  RICHARDSON SECONDED, that the minutes of the Works 
and Technical Services Committee meeting held on 5 March 2002, as printed and 
circulated to all Councillors, be received.

CARRIED 12 VOTES TO 0

WITHDRAWN ITEMS

Item 8.1.5 was withdrawn at the request of Councillor Godsell
Item 8.2.5 was withdrawn at the request of Councillor Teasdale

ADOPTION OF THE BALANCE OF THE REPORT

RICHARDSON MOVED, POWELL SECONDED, that recommendation items 8.1.1 – 
8.1.4, 8.2.1 – 8.2.4, 8.4.1 – 8.4.3, 8.5.1 – 8.5.2 and 9.1 of the Works and Technical 
Services Committee meeting held on 5 March 2002, be adopted en bloc (i.e. with 
the exception of items 8.1.5 and 8.2.5)

CARRIED 12 VOTES TO 0

***8.48pm Having earlier declared an interest in the below mentioned item, Cr 
Murfin departed the Chamber.

11.2.1 Withdrawn Item 8.1.5 – Swan River Foreshore

GODSELL MOVED, BLAIR SECONDED, that the Committee Recommendation be 
adopted without amendment or modification.

CARRIED 11 VOTES TO 0

***8.49pm Cr Murfin returned to the Chamber.
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***8.49pm Having earlier declared an interest in the below mentioned item, Cr 
Godsell departed the Chamber.

11.2.2 Withdrawn Item 8.2.5 – Street Lighting Upgrade Program

TEASDALE MOVED, MARKS SECONDED, that the Committee Recommendation 
be adopted without amendment or modification.

CARRIED 11 VOTES TO 0

***8.50pm Cr Godsell returned to the Chamber.
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12. REPORTS OF OFFICERS

12.1 INFORMATION ONLY ITEMS

Report by Chief Executive Officer 

APPLICATION

Council’s acknowledgment of receipt of information of general interest.

IS THIS PROPOSAL CONSISTENT WITH COUNCIL’S CORPORATE PLAN? YES

“Operational Plan O1/1(c) - To keep Councillors informed of relevant industry and officer 
activities, regular update reports be presented to the respective committees”.

BACKGROUND

This item relates to information circulated by the Chief Executive Officer that may be 
of general interest to Councillors.

COMMENT

General information and memorandums:

DATED SUBJECT
1 March 2002 Community Waste Education Strategy Presentation
1 March 2002 Manager – Building Services
1 March 2002 Special Planning and Development Committee Meeting – Orrong Road 

Superblock and Belgravia/Barker Street Draft Policy
1 March 2002 Questions from Cr Bass 22 February 2002
1 March 2002 Proposed Amendment 20: Realigning the Tanunda Way boundaries of 

Locations 14004 and 14005 
1 March 2002 YMCA Presentation to Councillors
8 March 2002 Performance Appraisals
8 March 2002 298 Robinson Avenue and 18 Mort Street
8 March 2002 Harmony Day – Thursday 21 March 2002 
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Item 12.1 – continued

Councillor Information Items circulated on the 1 March 2002: 

12.1.1 Local Government News: Issue 08:02 – 22 February 2002.

Councillor Information Items circulated on the 8 March 2002: 

12.1.2 Local Government News: Issue 09:02 – 1 March 2002.

BLAIR MOVED, MARKS SECONDED, that the information provided to all 
Councillors and listed in this “Information Only Items” report be noted and 
received

CARRIED 12 VOTES TO 0

.
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13. REPORTS OF DELEGATES

13.1 COUNCILLOR GODFREY – CLEAN UP AUSTRALIA DAY

Councillor Godfrey reported on Clean Up Australia Day held on 3rd March 2002.

The day was very successful with 103 bags of litter collected.  The groups that 
helped were Carlisle Guides, 1st Cloverdale Scouts, Church of Scientology, Friends 
of Garvey Park, Friends of Ascot Waters and Belmont Swimming Club.  

The collection sites were Garvey Park, Redcliffe Hall underpass to Davis Road, Ascot 
Waters near Waterway Crescent, Samphire Street at the System 6 site, Hassett 
Street Bushland Reserve, Glassford Road and Hazelhurst Road Kewdale, Kanowna 
Ave West Ascot (included a cupboard which fell off Redcliffe Bridge) and Belmont 
City College.  

It was very good to hear the State Co-ordinator of Clean-Up Australia Day say that 
the City of Belmont was one of only two local government authorities that strongly 
supported the program.

BLAIR MOVED, MURFIN SECONDED, THAT THE REPORT OF COUNCILLOR 
GODFREY BE NOTED AND RECEIVED.

CARRIED 12 VOTES TO 0

13.2 COUNCILLOR BLAIR – WOMEN IN LOCAL GOVERNMENT CONFERENCE

On Friday the 8th March on International Women’s Day the City of Belmont kindly 
hosted the Women in Local Government Conference “A Force for the Future”.

The Mayor kindly welcomed delegates from around the State and conference 
speakers.  

Mayor Lyn Mason from Flinders Island was one of the presenters, she told of her 
experience not only as a Councillor, but as a business woman.  She outlined that the 
real challenges lies in bringing about a substantial change to today’s workforce - in 
order to retain the whole pool of talent.

Another speaker, Ian Carter from the Anglican Church who had also worked in the 
Public Service, spoke of corporate practice and the fact that broader social influences 
have led to a disparity of opportunities for woman’s career development.
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Yvonne Barlow the President of the Australian Local Government Woman’s 
Association spoke about the association and its value for women in Local 
Government.

At the end of the conference a steering committee was formed to develop a 
framework for forming the Australian Local Government Women’s Association in WA.

I would like to thank the City of Belmont for allowing us to use the Reception Area.

GODFREY MOVED, BASS SECONDED, THAT THE REPORT OF COUNCILLOR 
BLAIR BE NOTED AND RECEIVED.

CARRIED 12 VOTES TO 0

14. URGENT BUSINESS APPROVED BY THE PERSON PRESIDING OR BY 
DECISION

14.1 COUNCILLOR DORNFORD – CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER’S MEDIA RESPONSIBILITIES

The Mayor advised that he had received the following motion from Cr Dornford, with 
a request that it be dealt with under Item #14 “Urgent Business” at tonight’s meeting, 
namely - 

That the Council of the City of Belmont reviews the unlimited 
authorisation delegated to the Chief Executive Officer, to speak on 
behalf of the Council - pending the outcome of this review, that the 
authorisation delegated to the Chief Executive Officer be withdrawn.

The Mayor outlined that Section 2.8 (1) (d) of the Local Government Act 1995 states 
that the Mayor speaks on behalf of the local government and Section 5.41 (f) states 
that one of the Chief Executive Officer’s functions is to speak on behalf of the local 
government, if the Mayor agrees.

As Section 2.8 (1) (d) is a direct provision of the Local Government Act, it is not 
possible for a Council to override this direction, therefore this motion is ultra vires and 
cannot be accepted.  The Mayor said that he would however, be more than prepared 
to reconsider his current direction to the Chief Executive Officer of 8th May 2001 that 
outlines his media (and other third party) responsibilities.  He will do so and respond 
directly to Cr Dornford.
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Cr Dornford has foreshadowed the following motion if the above motion fails.

That the Council of the City of Belmont limit the authorisation 
delegated to the Chief Executive Officer to speak on behalf of the 
Council to specifically exclude;

a) Speaking on behalf of the Council in regard to matters identified at 
S5.43 of the Local Government Act 1995.
b) Speaking on behalf of the Council in regard to matters identified in 
the terms of reference of the Authorised Inquiry by the Department of 
Local Government into the City of Belmont.

The Mayor again noted that Section 5.43 of the Local Government Act relates to the 
delegation of powers or duties to the Chief Executive Officer.  The direction to the 
Chief Executive Officer of 8th May 2001 outlining his media responsibilities was not to 
empower him to do anything other than speak on those issues, the City’s decisions 
and positions on which, can only be made by Council.

In regard to (b) above, and as outlined earlier, the Mayor advised that he will review 
his position on the level of authorisation to the Chief Executive Officer to speak on 
behalf of the local government and respond directly to Cr Dornford.

The Mayor repeated, as Section 2.8 (1) (d) is a direct provision of the Local 
Government Act, it is not possible for a Council to override this direction, therefore, 
this motion is ultra vires and cannot be accepted.

15. MATTERS FOR WHICH MEETING MAY BE CLOSED
Nil. 

16. CLOSURE

There being no further business to discuss, the Mayor declared the meeting closed at 
8.57pm.
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